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NRC BUDGETED COSTS
(FY 2006)



5/12/06

Part 171 Annual Fees
FY 2006

($ in Millions)
(Individual dollar amounts may not add to totals due to rounding.)

Includes an across the board rescission of 1 percent

$741.5 NRC Budget Authority

-48.1 Appropriated from Nuclear Waste Fund and Waste
Incidental to Reprocessing General Fund

$693.4 Balance

X.90 Fee Recovery Rate for FY 2006

$624.0 Total Amount to be Recovered For FY 2006

-0.0 Carryover from FY 2005

$624.0 Amount to be Recovered Through Fees and Other
Receipts

-183.3 Estimated amount to be recovered through Part 170 fees
and other receipts

$440.8 Estimated amount to be recovered through Part 171
annual fees

0.9 Part 171 billing adjustments

$441.7 Adjusted Part 171 annual fee collections required



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -
OPERATING POWER REACTORS;



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES j
Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL POWER REACTORS

$,K FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 97,500 1,294

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 2,630 8

NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0

INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0

MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 385 18

INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 _ 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.41 100,514.7 1320.6

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 515.9

LESS PART 170 FEES 155.2

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 360.7

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.8

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation) 361.5
7_

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 516.7

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 83.72%

Surcharge (including small entity) 5.5

Surcharge per licensee 0.05321

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.8

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.5811

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 367.198244

Fee Per License (No. of Licenses)[ _ 3.530752

1



OPERATING POWER REACTOR
ANNUAL FEE - FY 2006 FINAL RULE

NUMBER OF POWER REACTORS LICENSED TO OPERATE

Westinghouse

General Electric

Combustion Engineering

Babcock & Wilcox

TOTAL REACTORS

48

35

14

7

104

DETERMINATION OF ANNUAL FEE:

TOTAL BUDGETED COSTS
FOR OPERATING POWER
REACTORS (INCLUDES SURCHARGE)

ANNUAL FEE PER REACTOR (rounded)
(BUDGETED COSTS DIVIDED
BY 104 OPERATING POWER
REACTORS)

PLUS SPENT FUEL STORAGE/
REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING
ANNUAL FEE

$367,198,244

$3,531 ,000

$173,000

TOTAL ANNUAL FEE
PER LICENSE

$3,704,000



SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FOR DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEE','

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -

SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR
DECOMMISSIONING FEES



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES_

I_ SPENT FUEL STORAGE/
Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL REACTOR DECOMM.

$,K FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 2 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 5,383 65
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 55 3
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 = 5,439.7 68.4

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 26.6

LESS PART 170 FEES 5.8

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 20.8

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) _ 0.2

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation) 21.0

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 26.8

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 4.34%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.152

Surcharge per licensee 0.001245

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.04

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.0302

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 21.170684

Fee Per License (No. of Licenses) _ 0.172681

1



SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING
ANNUAL FEE

FY 2006

LICENSES SUBJECT TO THE ANNUAL FEE:

Operating Power Reactor Licensees: 104

Power Reactors in Decommissioning or Possession Only Status with Fuel Onsite

Reactor Docket No.

Big Rock Point 50-155
Indian Point, Unit 1 50-003
Dresden, Unit 1 50-010
Haddam Neck 50-213
Humboldt 50-133
La Crosse 50-409
Maine Yankee 50-309
Millstone 1 50-245
Rancho Seco 50-312
San Onofre, Unit 1 50-206
Yankee Rowe 50-029
Zion 1 50-295
Zion 2 50-304

Total No. of Reactors in decommissioning or possession only status
with fuel onsite: 13

Part 72 Licensees without a Part 50 License

Ft. St. Vrain 72-009
GE Morris 72-001
Department of Energy, Idaho Ops. Office 72-020
Foster Wheeler Environmental Corp. 72-025
Trojan 72-017
Private Fuel Storage, LLC 72-022'

Total Part 72 licenses: 5.6'

1 Part 72 license issued to Private Fuel Storage, LLC, on February 21, 2006. FY 2006 annual
fee is prorated based on 222 days in FY 2006 that the license is in effect. The prorated annual
fee is 61 percent of the total annual fee.

DETERMINATION OF THE FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE:

The FY 2006 annual fee is determined by dividing the total budgeted costs of $21,170,684
(including the surcharge) by the total number of licensees (122.6). This results in an annual fee
(rounded) of $173,000 per license.



SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FOR DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEES',

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -
TEST AND RESEARCH REACTOR

FEES



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES

TEST AND RESEARC-
Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL REACTORS

$,K FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 192 2
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 L O 0
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY _ 0 0
INTERNATL NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT | 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 0 0
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 1 191.9 2.2

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 0.88

LESS PART 170 FEES 0.57

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 0.31

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.01

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (wlallocated transportation) 0.32

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 0.89

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 0.143415%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.00501308

Surcharge per licensee 0.0013

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.00

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission r -0.0010
TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 0.320386

Fee Per License (No. of Licenses) 0.080096

1



TEST AND RESEARCH REACTOR ANNUAL FEE

FY 2006 FEE RULE

DETERMINATION OF THE FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE:

TEST AND RESEARCH REACTORS SUBJECT TO ANNUAL FEES'

1. Do", Chemical - TRIGA MARK I R-1 08

2. AEFROTEST R-98

50-264

50-228

50-73

50-1 84

3. GE, NTR R-33

4. NIST TR-5

DETERMINATION OF ANNUAL FEE

BUDGETED COSTS $320,386

ANNUAL FEE PER LICENSE (rounded) $80,100
(Budgeted costs divided by number
of test and research reactor licensees subject
to annual fee)

'Does not include License R-38 (TRIGA MARK I), Docket No. 50-89, issued to General
Atomics, License R-38 was amended in 1997 to authorize possession only.



SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FOR DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEES,'

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -

FUEL FACILITIES FEES



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES

Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL FUEL FACILITY

$,K FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 0 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 3,098 117
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 25 1
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 3,123.0 117.8

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 39.6

LESS PART 170 FEES 15.8

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 23.8

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.4

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation) 24.2

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 40.0

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 6.49%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.5

Surcharge per licensee

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.1

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.0450

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 24.763182

1



[UIG11/05 MATF1IXIII

I II
I II

FUEL FACILrTY ANNUAL FEES
FY 2006

I I I I I

Part 171 Amount $24,238,222 -_ _ _ _ _- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Leos Billing Adjustmert 61.365 -- ____________

Leou Recission AdjuLtMen -45____ ____ ____ _____ ___ __032____ _____ ________
___ TOTAL $24.254.554 TOTL ANUA

SAFETY_______ _ ____ SAFEGUARDS _ ___ TOTAL ___SURCHARGE ____ FEE

Allocation of Part 17 Amutt ~ ad _______$43718$,1,1 ___ ___ 2,5.554 $508,628 $24,763.1 82 ______

____________NUMBER OF Safeguards__Total
_____ _____________ LUCENSES _ _ _ _ ___ _ _ _

1A1() SSNM (H4EU) 2101 38.0% 96 _52.2% 197 43.8%
__§)() NM(LEUI_ 3 66- 24.8% 21 11.4% 87 19.3%

IA2() LIMITED OPS 1 .% 3 1.% I1 24

OTHERS (Gas

1A2()enrichment
'demonstration)

IA2() OTHERS (hot Ia 23 .% 8 18
ice"( ) facility) _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

I E I ENRICHMENT 2___ _ __ _ __ _0__ _ 2____3 _ 40_ __ 21__7 _ 1___ __ 24 _ _ _ __ __4_ __ _

1) LF6 11 .% 7 38 9 42

ALLOCATION to CATEGORY TOTAL ANNUAL FY 2006
_________ __ _ _ 2)(3) (4) FEE PER Annual Fee

Fee Category _____LICENSE Rounded
1A(1)(a) SSNM (14EL) 2 $5,443,800 $5,174,305 $10,618,105 $222,666 $5,420,385 $5,420,000

1 A(1)(b) SNM (LEU) 3 3,5_7_335 1__ 131_ ___79 4,689,214 $98,335 $1,695,850 $1,596,000
1A(2)(a) LIMITED OPS 1 431,192 161,897 592,889 $12,433 $505,322 $605,000_ _ _ _I(Frama~toms~)_ _ _ _ _ _

OTHERS (Gas

IA(2)(b) centricumet 1 161,697 808,485 970,182 $20,345 $990,527 $991 ,0OO

IA2c) OHR(ht1 323,394 107,798 431,192 $9,042 $440,234 $440,000

E NIHET2 3,772,931 2,155,960 5,928,891 $124,331 $3,026,611 $3,027,000
LI61 646,788 377,293 1,024,081 $21,475 $1,045,557 $1,046,000

11 $14.337,136 $9,917,418 ____$24,254,554 $508,628

Ios and 2.budgeted amounts x percent of total effort factor

Col 3=Co~l 1+ Cof 2

Col 4 =Total aurcharge x percent of total effort factor

Cal 5= Col 3 + Col 4 / nurrtme ot licensees___________________-



OFFICIAL USE ONLY

NRC Fuel Cycle Regulatory Program
EffortlFee Determination

CATEGORY LICENSEE FEE PROCESS
CATEGORY Solid |Enrchmnt Liquid |HEU Dwn Convrsn/ Pellet Rod/ Scrapl Hot Cell ISensitive Effort Factor

I UF6 iiend Powder Bundle Waste Information
I_ I _ S SGS SG S |SG S |SG IS SGSSG S SG SSG S SGGS S S ISG Total

SSNM (HEU) BWX Tech (SNM-42) 1A(1)(a) 10 10 0 0 0 0 10 10 5 5 10 5 5 5 10 5 1 1 0 5 51 46 97
NFS(SNM-124) 1A(1)(a) 10 10 00 0 0 0 10 10 10 10 1 5 0 0 10 10 0 0 0 5 50 50 100

ENRICHMENT USEC Paducah(GDP-1) IE 10 1 10 10 10 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 5 35 22 57
USECPortsmth (GDP-2) 1E 10 I 10 10 10 1 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 1 35 IS 53

SNM (LEUI) Global Nuclear (SNM-1097) 1A(1)(b) 5 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 22 7 29
Framatome ANP Richland(SNM-1227 1A(1)(b) 5 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 22 7 29
Westinghouse (SNM-1107) 1A(1)(b) 5 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 22 7 29

Other (a) Honeywell (SUB-526) 2A(1) 5 1 0 0 5 5 0 0 1 0 00 01 0 0 0 0 1 12 7 19
Framatome ANP Lynchburg (SNM-11 1A(2)(a) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 5 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 8 3 11

Other (b) USEC Lead Cascade (SNM-7003) 1A(2)(b) 1 0 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 00 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 3 15 18
GE Vallecitos(SNM-960) 1A(2)(c) 0 00 0 00 0 0 00 05 1 1 1 0 0 6 2 8

266ti 184 450
S = Safety
SG = Safeguards

Regulatory Effort Scale:

High =

Moderate =
Low =

None =

10
5

0
OFFICIAL USE ONLY

OFFICIAL USE ONLY



-

SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FOR DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEE','

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -
URANIUM RECOVERY FEES



- w

FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES l llll

Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL URANIUM RECOVERY

$,K FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 0 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 94 7
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNATL NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0
MANAG EMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 0 0
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 _0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.41 93.51 7.2

FY 20(16 ALLOCATIONS 2.337

LESS PART 170 FEES 1.290

PART '171 ALLOCATIONS 1.05

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated)

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (wlallocated transportation 1.05

FY 200 5 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 2.34

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 0.37%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.0130719

Surcharge per licensee

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.00

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.0026

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 1.061428

1



URANIUM RECOVERY ANNUAL FEES

FY 2006 |

4 4 ~I I I

TOTAL
I ITOTAL ANNUAL

TOTAL '
TOTAL

II _ _ _ _ I £rpniD
-I I' *I -I ICalculation of DOE, Lnnual Fee

I ._ . 1 1 I- + 4
_-

Fe.
Categ`

18.B.

Total
FTE FTP D.#. C.. -* I

. .. ._ .- _-re

DOE UMTRCA
Budgeted Costs:

1 - 1 1
1.3 $309,933 5402.913

1~F.rM W. I I I i I I i i 4
Annual Fee
Amount (excd.
sun hae) less __ _ _ I I
50% of Surcharge I I =I

S322.722

I _ I I i
I-

DOE's Anni al Fee Rour

�OUP2 � _______ L..1 ________ L _______ 1iiiI....
Calculation - + 4 4r Remal Ina UR Licensee

-- IV ____ _I I I i _ _ _ +

I Total .
1 4 4 1- 1- 4 4 1

Remahns
BemainwF

1 Annual Fee Amnou
? Suharg jA-tunt

excd. surrcharge
'50%):

Totat

AL 3 BY CATEC ORY:

F e5322,722

$6.538

. 329.258

Total WeIght
Value

-. I .-. I(1) (4) I5) (/) (7)

4 -I -I

Number of
Ucensss

Category
Welcht

I FY 2006
Total bass

Percent annual fae
Annna. F.. P.r I knI_ wusrsuaa rnw rwr LIcaFoe

Category

2A(2Xa)

Os. IAnnual
Total Fee RoundecBase Surcharge

Corwention al Mill II _II
-4 4.

OperationaUtStandb
v

1 800 564.544800 20% S64.544 S1,307 565,852 S65,900

Solution Mina = =

2A(2)(b) OperatlonaUlStandb 3 800 2400 60% S193.633 S64,544 51.307 565.852 $65,900

I_ Ds.2 Wtaste_

2A(3) Dtisposal 0% 0 #DIV/0t #DIV/01 #DIV/0! VDIVI01Facilities__ _ _ __ _ _ _ _

Disposal at POL 1 800 800 20% s64.544 S64.544 S1.307 565.852 $65,9002A (4) Sites _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

TOTAL 5 2400 4000 100% 5322,722 _

Col. 3 Col. xCol.2 _

Cot_ SsTotal Base Fee _ _
C ot._6 - C ol. S/tC o l. I _ _ _ _ ._ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ I

Coi. 4 xGroup 2
Cl. 7- Surcharge

Cold. Col. 6 + Col. 7

I



CALCULATION OF ANNUAL FEES FOR URANIUM RECOVERY LICENSEES
(excluding possession only licensees)

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E)

No. of Category Total Percentage | Annual Feel
Type of Site Category Sites Weight Cateqorv of I Annual Fee Per

From Matrix Weight Total By Category Licensee Licensee
(A) X (B) (C)/4000

Conventional Mill 2(A)2 Class I 1 800 800 20.0% (D) x total 171 fees (E) / (A) Kennecott-Sweetwater
(Ops or Standby)

Waste Disposal 2(A)4 1 800 800 20.0% (D) x total 171 fees (E) /(A) Pathfinder-SB
ncident to Operations

Solution Mining 2(A)2 Class II 3 800 2400 60.0% (D) x total 171 fees (E) /(A) Crow Butte, Power Resurces, HRI

I I I I I I I I 1
||Total I I I 1 40001 l l I |



SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FOR' DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEES'

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -
RARE EARTH FACILITY FEES



FY 20136 DIRECT RESOURCES _

RARE EARTH
Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL FACILITIES

$,KFTE _ $,K FTE

___ ___ -_ _. ___

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 0 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 103 2
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT _ { 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 = 0 0
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 j 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 102.5 2.3500

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 0.831

LESS PART 170 FEES 0.740

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 0.091

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated)

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation) 0.09

_ __ I _
FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 0.8

I[ _
% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 0.13%

Surcharge (including small entity) _ 0.005

Surcharge per licensee

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.001

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission i1 11-0.0009
TOTAL I:Y 2006 ANNUAL FEE 0.095888

Fee Per License (No. of Licenses) _ 0.095888

1



Rare Earth Licenses
FY 2006 Fee Rule

Fee Category

§171.1 6(d), Category 2.A. (2), Other Facilities

Name Docket Number License Number

1. Cabot 40-6940 SMB-920

DETERMINATION OF THE FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE:

TOTAL BUDGETED COSTS

ANNUAL FEE PER LICENSE (rounded)
(Total budgeted costs divided by
the number of licensees subject to
the annual fee)

$95,888

$95,900



SEE 'BUDGET AUTHORITY' TAB

FORF DETAILS ON THE ALLOCATION OF THE BUDGET

TO EACH LICENSE FEE CLASS

AND SURCHARGE CATEGORY

SEE THE 'SURCHARGE INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FEES')

TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH

LICENSE FEE CLASS



PART 171 ANNUAL FEES -
TRANSPORTATION FEES



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES
+ 4 4

Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL _ TRANSPORTATION

$,K FTE $,K FTE.

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 X 21 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 686 17
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT _ 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 5 1
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 0= 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 692.6 18.2

FY 2006 ALLOCATIONS 6.3

LESS PART 170 FEES 1.2

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS 5.1

GENERIC: TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) -2.0

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation)_ 3.2

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 4.4
I _ _ -_

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 0.71%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.0

Surcharge per licensee

Part 171 billing adjustments 0.0

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.0049

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 1.284523

Fee Per License (No. of Licenses) ; =- 1,284,523

I



ITRANSPORTATION ANNUAL FEES I

FY 2006 -

The total transportation budgeted costs of $5,125,231 to be recovered from annual fees _-

(not including surcharge/adjustments) is to be obtained from two sources: _ -

1. Department of Energy (DOE)-has own annual fee (fee category 18A)
2. Other licensees (included in their annual fees)

For the FY 2006 final rule, allocate a portion of this total to DOE based on the percentage of CoCs it holds
I (companrd to total CoCs).

Percent of DOE CoCs to Total CoCs l 24.55% _ -

Portion allocated to DOE (fee category 18A) $1,258,088 _ -

Include billing adjustments/surchargelrescission to get $1,284,523
annual fee for 18 A . _

Remaining Annual Fees to Be Collected $3,867,143 _1

Reduce this amount by the estimated QA annual fees collected In FY06 (fee categories 10B1 and 10B2). This
adjustment Is made for FY06, only, because while the annual fees are eliminated in the FY06 fee rule, this
change is not effective until the effective date of that rule; therefore, the NRC collected fees to recover generic
transportation resources until the effective date of the rule. Accordingly, these collections are used to offset the
required generic tranportation fee recovery for FY06. These collections are not used to offset the DOE annual
fee because DOE is not subject to the QA program approval requirements, and therefore did not pay the QA
fees either directly or indirectly.

Estimated QA annual fees collected in FY06 $1,895,350 _ -

Net amount to be recovered in annual fees In FY06 $1,971,793 _

DistribUte! these costs to the fee classes based on the percentage of CoCs benefitting (used) per fee class:

Fee Class # CoCs % CoCs Transportation Resources to be Included In annual fees
Operating Reactors 39.00 38.4% $758,110.73 $0.76 _-

Spent fuel/reactor 9.00 8.9% $174,948.63 $0.17
__ _ _ _ decom _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

T&R reactors 0.26 0.3%1 $5,016.45 $0.01 _ -
Fuel Facilities 21.00 20.7% $408,213.47 _ $0.41 _-

Materials Users 32.18 31.7% $625,503.91 $0.63 1_
Total 101.44 100.0% $1,971,793.19 $1.97 1_

1
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TAB FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ON HOW THE

SURCHARGE IS ALLOCATED TO EACH
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FY 20(16 DIRECT RESOURCES _

Allocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08/05 TOTAL MATERIALS

=_ _ FTE $,K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114,607 1,839 0 0
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31,054 612 4,103 84
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0
INTERNATL NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123,990 630 18 0
INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 49 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 4,121.7 84.3

FY 200 5 ALLOCATIONS = 30.3

LESS F'ART 170 FEES [ 2.0

PART 171 ALLOCATIONS l 28.2

GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) _ 0.6

NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (w/allocated transportation) [ 28.8

FY 2006 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) 30.9

% OF BUDGET (EXCL. SURCHARGE, OTHER APPL. & SMALL ENTITY) 4.09%

Surcharge (including small entity) 0.8

Surcharge per licensee

Part 171 billing adjustments l 0.04

Adjustment for FY 2006 Rescission -0.0284

TOTAL FY 2006 ANNUAL FEE 29.634601

1
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Surcharge-Rebaseline I IlI

. _ __ SURCHARGE - FY 2006

SURCHARGE RATE: $321,176 _

|___ _DIRECT RESOURCES _-

I I FEE AMOUNT
l $,K FTE ($,M)

FEDERAL AGENCY EXEMPTION 99 4 1.36

NONPROFIT EDUCATIONAL EXEMPTION 2,387 29 11.86

INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1,543 38 13.81
SMALL ENTITY SUBSIDY 5.70

AGREEMENT STATE DVERSIGHT 819 22 8.01

REGULATORY SUPPORT TO AGREEMENT STATES 5,652 45 20.22

UNLICENSED SITES 999 14 5.40

DECOMMISSIONING/RECLAMATION GENERIC 1,819 15 6.48

LLW GENERIC 536 9 3.52

TOTAL 13,854 | 176.9 76.36

To meet the 90% fee recovery requirement for FY 2006, the Surcharge is

reduced by 10% of NRC's FY 2005 budget authority, minus the NWF and _

the General Fund, as shown below:

l__ ($1M)
Total Surcharge amount less generic LLW (see note) 72.83
Budget Authority minus NWF & Gen Fund 693.4

Percent reduction In fee recovery amount for FY 2006 10.0%
Reduction In annual fee recovery amount for FY 2006 69.338
Surcharge, excluding LLW, less reduction in annual fee recovery amount 3.5

Generic LLW amount 3.5

Total surcharge to be assessed 7.0

NOTE: Generic LLW activities are not considered a fairness and equity issue
because licensees will benefit from these activities

DISTRIBUTION OF SURCHARGE COSTS
LLW SURCHARGE NON-LLW SURCHARGE TOTAL SURCHAR

_ hl. -k jL'PERCENT-. . .:' , :.Ti-n.-;PERCENT 7.- -Qu,$X,M< --____A___ -,M

POWER REACTORS 74% 2.6 83.7% 2.9 5.5

SPENT FUEL STORAGEIREACTOR DECOMMISSIONING 0 0 4.3% 0.2 0.2

TEST AND RESEARCH REACTORS 0 0 0.1% 0.0 0.0

FUEL FACILITIES 8% 0.3 6.5% 0.2 0.5

MATERIALS 18% 0.634 4.1% 0.143 0.8

TRANSPORTATION 0 0 0.7% 0.0 0.0

RARE EARTH FACILITIES 0 0 0.1% 0.0 0.0

URANIUM RECOVERY 0 0 0.4% 0.0 0.0

TOTAL! 100 3.5 ! 100.0% 3.5 | 7.0

I I I Il I

1



Total Direct Resources Summary

0510412006 FY06 ____ FY05" Difference [_____
$,K FTE - ,Kf. t.~FTE._ _ $,K [ %change FTE j %change

FEDERAL 77MP7-777,__ _ ________

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY V.**: ___________ __

Reactor Llcensin[VI-censing Tasks $0 0.0 SO .0 $0 3.0
Reactor Licensingcintemational Activities $0 0.0 $0.00______30
Reactor Licensin(VHLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 0.0 $0 3.0
Reactor Licensin 'IReactor License Renewal $0, 0.0 $0~ 0.0 $ 3.0 ____

Reactor Licensinc/New Reactor License $01 00 - $0 0.0 ________ ______ _0 ___

Reactor Inspectio-i-ILS Inspection $0 00,1$ 0.0 $01 ____0 _

Reactor InspectioilReactor Safety Inspection $01 0.0 so $ 0.0 $01 I ____ 3.0
Total $01 00 ~ $ 0.0 $0 ______L 3.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEkR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFET _______

Fuel Facilities I $01 0.0 $0 0.0 $0 _____ .0

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $25 0.5 $11 0.2 $14~ 119.54% '3.3 169.84%
Spent Fuel Storag and Transportation $61 1 9. $ 29 $2 48.17% -1.0 -33.67%

Total $99 3.9 t $58 !`41.0 $441 78.18%j 40.1 .2.66%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMVENT AND SUPPOT . ___ _______ ___ ___

Poflcy Support -AZRS/ACNW J $0 00 ii $0 0.0 $01 _____ .0 ___

Grand Total.- Federal Exemption1  $99 39$5 4'.0 $44 78.18% .0.1 .2.66%.

NONPRFIT D, EX ~ 7 = 7
PROGRAM: NUCLEAkR REACTOR SAFETY I..'

RatrLcnng.cnngTss$1 .374 13.4 *. 46§. 7. $90 192.64% V.2 86.27%
Reactor Llcenslng International Activities $01 0'0 $0 0.0 $0 ('.0
Reactor Llcenslngil-LS Licensing Support$0 4 $0 0.4 $0(00142

Reactor LicensingiReactor Uicense Renewal $0 00$0 ~ 0.0 $0 ('.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor Uicense $0 0 0] 0 . 00 $0 ('.0
Reactor Inspection/1-11S Inspection $0 001 S . _$0 (.0O

Reactor lnspection'Reactor Safety Inspection $106 32$288 ~ 4.11 -$180 .62.88% -C.9 -21.56%
Total $1.480! 17.0 It $755, ~ 1.6 __ $725 95.95%1 U. 45.64%

PROGRAM:. NUCILEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY ______ ___

Fuel Facilities so~ 0.0 ki S ' '0.3 $0 -C.3 -100.00%

Nuclear Materials Users - $850 10.3 $529.3 _ $288 51.25% 1.0 11.19%
Decommissioning find Low Level Waste $38, 0.8 b $00. S7 24.33%/6 0.3 47.01%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation SIS1 1.4 .. 1 ' . $4 289 0.5 6.3

Total $9061 12.5 1 88' . 10$299 49.39%1 1.5 '13.62%

PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT - .

Policy Support - AC RS/ACNW *.~I $21 00 .0.-~0 $2 100.00%1 0.0 ____

Grand Total - Nonprofit Education Eepin $2,387 29.5 $1,362 I 22.7 $1,026 75.33% 6.8 30.06%

PROGRAM: NUCLEX1 REACTOR SAFETY________
Reactor Licensing/1Ucensing Tasks $0 0so0;. '0$ .

Reactor Licensing/laiternational Activities $945 22.0 $31$574 154.72% 1.0 4.76%1
Reactor Licensing/IlLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 00 $0 0.0 ____

Reactor LUcensing/Fieactor License Renewal $0 00 0 0 $0 00 ____

Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 1.0 $0" '0 $0 1.~0 ____

Reactor Inspection.IALS Inspection $0 00 0 0.0 $0 0.0 ____

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0O0' 0 ' 0$ _____ .
Toa $4J 233 371 2105741__ 154.72%1 2.01 9.52%

PROG RAM: NUCLEAR. MATERIALS.AND WASTE SAFET___ ____I____ ___ ___

Fuel Facilities 1 $3501 Ti '300 -$10) -2.78%1I 0.5 20.0

GALFB\2006 fttesXFinal-Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 'I



Total Direct Resources Summary

05/0412006 FY06 _ ___ [ FY05 Difference _____ ____ ____

$,K____________________ ___ -FTE ' $K. FTE _______ % change FTE %hne
Nuclear Materials Users $23 10o 1 . 1 3.2 . 4.2

______________7_ ___13__ _ 132_32_ __4 149_42

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $56 1.8 $2 11$54 2334.78%. D.7 63.64%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $1091 1.0 $109::, 1,,.0 $0 0.28%1 0.0 0.00%

Total $58 12 ~ $8 .6 $57 1.7j 7.6 115.48%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT . ... .. _________..._______

Policy Support - /.CRS/ACNW $0 1 0$0 0. $601 100.00% I 1.0
Grand Total-lIntemnational Activlties $,4 38 . $852 227.6 __ $691 81.12% 12.6 38.46%

AREEMENT S-TATE OVER1!~! GHT =.:11,j
PROGRAMi: NU1CLEAR REACTOR SAFETY,

Reactor LicenslnEYLicenslng Tasks ___$ 0. .[ $0 0.0 $0 ______ .0
Reactor UcenslnC /lntemnatlonal Activities ___$ 0.$0 0.0 0 .0_ $ .0
Reactor Ll1censing/1-11S Licensing Support ___ 0 00, $ 0______'.
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal ___$0 0.0 - $ 6., $ 0.0` $0 ______'.0

Reactor LUcensing/New Reactor LIcense ___$0 0.0 4' .$0 .- 0.0 $0 _______'.0 ____

Reactor Inspectiotill-LS Inspection ___$0 00 0.00 $0 ______0.0 ____

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 -00 $0 ' 0.0 $0 ______01.0

Total $0 0 1$ 0.0 $0 ___`____ 0.
PROGR~AM: NUCLEAR MAfE'R-IAL"S AND WAS'T'ESAFET Y ___________ __

Fuel Facilities $1 0.2 i "0.8 -$1 -36.31% 40.6 -75.61%

Nuclear Materials Users $807 22.2 $496 -- 22.4 __ $312 62.91% -0.21 -1.07%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $11 0.0 SO 0.0 __ $11 100.00% 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation SO 00o I0. 501 100.00%1 (1.0

PRORM: MAAEMENT AND SUPPORT $1 2 47 2. 32 6.7[ ..
Poflcy Support -A'~RSACNW SO 00 0. ~ .0t $01 I____- (10___

Grand Total - Agreement State Oversight $8191 22.4 1~$497 -~o,' r 23.3 $3221 64 .77% - -(.9 -3.70%

AGREEMENT STATI' REGULATORYSP.___
PROGRAM:- NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY .11: ______

Reco lesng,1censing Tasks SO 00$ o--. 0 0.0
Reactor Llcenslng lntemnatlonal ActivIties SO 0.0 ~ ~$0 0.0 $0 _____(3.0

Reactor Llcenslngil-LS Licensing Support $0, 0.0 f $0 '0.0 $0 ('.0
Reactor LIcensIng, Reactor License Renewal $0 00 0. 00 $0 ('.0 ____

Reactor Licensin New ReactortLIcense $0 0.0 e,. $0 .- 0 $0 (1.0 ____

Reactor Inspectior./HLS Inspection $0 00 0 $0 _____('.0 ____

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection SO 0.0 t" 0 .0 $0. ______ ______ _____

Total $0 0.0 .$ >00$0 _____(0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFET ______ A____
Fuel Facilities $0! 0 2 L $0 0.$O______ -C.T -77.78%
Nuclear Matertals Users $5,634 43.9 $78 290 $1,852 48.98% 14.9 51.49%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1 1.3 f $0 0o.9 $1 100.00% ('. 49.43%
Spent Fuel Storaget and Transportation $17 0.0 1 $2 .0~ $15 900.37% ('.0

Ttl$,5 45 $384 30.7, $1,8691 49.39%1 1.6 47.64%
P ROGRAh4M: M-AkAGIMENT AND SUPPORTI___ ____I________

Policy Support - AC:RS/ACNW $0 0.0 .0 ". 0.0 So] ________

Grand Total -Agreement State Re Sup 55.652 45.4 I $3 78 30.7 __ $1,869 49.39%1 14.6 47.64%

UNLICENSED SITES __,.:'~--~~,- 7=77 _ __ 1-77=.

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY: -.7
Reactor Licenslng/1.1censlng Tasks $0 00.0 00 _$0 ______ ____0____

Reactor LIcensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $0 ' 0.0 $01_____ C.0
Reactor LlcenslngnqLS Licensing Support$0 0 ,0 0.0 __ $0 C.0

Reactor LIcensingl/Reactor License Renewal $ 00,$0 0.0 $_ $0_____ C.0
Reactor LIcensing/new Reactor License $0 00 0 . $0 0.0
Reactor InspectionMHI-S Inspection $0 00 0 so,.. .... SO 0.0
Reactor Inspectiorb-Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0.0 $0r 0.0

Total $01 0.0? 0 0.0 _$01 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIAL'S ANDWASTE SAFEYil ]_______

Fuel Facilities F 01 loot ' 0 .00so .

GALFB\2006 fees\final-Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS2 2



Total Direct Resources Summary

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 - - Difference ( E
5,K FTE _t.SK:^C..FE, _ $,K |% change FTE

Nuclear Materials Jsers $597 5.4 -( S291 4.5_ $306 105.39% C.9 19.73%

DecommissIoning and Low Level Waste $397 8.3 . 292 4.3_ $105 35.91% 4.0 93.02%

Spent Fuel Storag3 and Transportation $51 0.0 - * <$21 ^5 0.0 $31 108.33% C.0

Total S999 13.7 $585, 8.8 $4141 70.72%1 4.9 55.51%
PROGRAM: MANAG EMENT AND SUPPORT. $0 0. - t * . _ _-

Policy Support ACRS/ACNW [ 0.0_ $0 0.0 $S0 C.0

Grand Total - Unlicensed Sites $999 13.7 1 $585 8.8 _ $414 70.72% 4.9 55.51%

_ - _ _fs-t,-

GENERIC DECOMMISSIO & _REC*t- *_LAI

PROGRAt: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY::. . . , :___ __I

Reactor Lcensing/Licensing Tasks $0. 0.0 S0. 0.0_ $0 C.0

Reactor Licensing/lnternational Activities 0 00 .. So 0.0 $0 C.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support S0 0.0 $0 . 0.0 $0 C.0

Reactor Ucensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0 0 $C0 0 $0 0.0 ___oo_ o _

Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.° 0 5 . 0. $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor InspectiontReactor Safety Inspection S0o 0.0 so. $0 .. 0.0 $0 0.0

Total 501 00 i :5 j .: 0.0 _ 0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 001 ';'$ ' - . $0( _ _ -

Fuel Facilities $0 ! 0o51 $279, 0.5_ -$279 -100.00% 0.0 -8.00%
Nuclear Materials Users $52 '' |. $62 0.6_ -$101 -15.58% 0.5 89.66%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1,761 13.0 $2,055 20.9_ -$294 -14.33% -8.0 38.04%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $61 0.0 1 $4 0.0 $2 57.89% 0.0 !

Total $1,8191 14.5 $2.399 22.0 -$5811 -24.21%1 7.5] -33.99%
PROGRAM: MANAGI-MENTANDSUPPORT: -_ T:4 I ___t,__ _:R___ I ___j___

Policy Support- ACRSlACNW + $1 00 ,$ 3.0 $0 -$50! 100.00%I -3.0 -100.00%

Grand Total- Decommissioning & Reclaim. 1,8191 145 $2449 25.0 -$631 -25.75%1 -10.5 -41.91%

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY - _ ________

Reactor Licensing/1censing Tasks $0 0ol$0 ° 0.0 $0 0.01
Reactor LlcenslngPntemational Activities $0 o.o I0 0 .0 So $0 0.0o
Reactor LicensingAILS Licensing Support $ s0 i ' *SO 00 S 0i |.0
Reactor Licensing lReactor License Renewal so 00 $0 ,0.0 so .0

Reactor LlcensingA4ew Reactor License $0 0.0 $0 -S0.0 _ $01 0.0
Reactor Inspectionl-LS Inspection $0 00. i $0C0.0 $0[ 0.0

Reactor InspectionReactor Safety Inspection Z $0 so o.o $0s 0.0
Total $0 0$0' 1 - 0 , . '0.0 s$0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY I _ .5, j . i,

Fuel Facilities $sol .... o.S .. - $0a '0.0 i$0 | 0.0
Nuclear Materials Users $11 0.21 $4 0.3 -$3 -23-61%! -0.1 -23.08%

Decommisslonin Eind Low Level Waste $4721 71 $5z0, 3.8 -$108 -18.61% 3.3 86.84%

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation 3 S0.0 $0 15.38% 0.0
Total $ 4861 731 4- 355971-, 4.1 -$1111 -18.58%| 3.2 79.80%

PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT : I-
Policy Support - AC RSIACNW $50 2.01 $50 3.0 $so 0.00% l -1.0 *33.33%

GrandTotal-GenericLLW SS36! 93j 1 $847 7.1 -$1111 -17.14%1 2.2 31.73%

G:\LFB\2006 fees\FinalfComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 3



PART 170 FEES -
LICENSING FEES



DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 FEES
and Average Inspection Costs

FY 2006
FY2006 Materials Hourly Rate
$214

Materials Part 170 Fee
Category

FY 2005
-Professional

Process Time
- (Hours)

al FY 2006 Fee/Cost
e (Professional Time FY 2006 FeeCost

x FY 2006 Hourly Rate) (RoundedJ)

1. Special Nuclear Material
1C. Industrial Gauges

Inspection Costs
New License

ID. All Other SNM Material
Inspection Costs

New License

2. Source Material
2B. Shielding

Inspection Costs
New License

2C. All Other Source Material
Inspection Costs

New License

3. Byproduct Material
3A. Mfg-Broad Scope

Inspection Costs
New License

3B. Mfg-Other
Inspection Costs

New License

3C. Mfg/Distribution Radiopharmaceuticals
Inspection Costs

New Ucense

ID. Distribution Radlopharmaceuticals/No Process
Inspection Costs

New License

3E. Irradiators/Self-Shielded
Inspection Costs

New Ucense

10.4
4.6

28.6
9.3

7
1.1

29.1
39.3

52.3
46.8

18.6
17.7

21.8
24

11
17

9
11.5

$2,229
$986

$6,130
$1,993

$1,500
$236

$6,237
$8,423

$11,209
$10,030

$3,986
$3,793

$4,672
$5,144

$2,358
$3,643

$1,929
$2,465

$2,230
$990

$6,100
$2,000

$1,500
$240

$6,200
$8,400

$11,200
$10,000

$4,000
$3,800

$4,700
$5,100

$2,400
$3,600

$1,900
$2,500

3F. Irradiators <10,000 CI
Inspection Costs

New License

3G. Irradiators => 10,000 Ci
Inspection Costs

New License

3H. Exempt Distribution/Device Review
Inspection Costs

New License

12.7
23.4

27.4
55.8

12.1
68.2

$2,722
$5,015

$5,872
$11,959

$2,593
$14,617

$2,700
$5,000

$5,900
$12,000

$2,600
$14,600

I



DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 FEES
and Average Inspection Costs

FY 2006
FY2006 Materials Hourly Rate
$214

Materials Part 170 Fee
Category

FY 2005
Professional

Process Time
(Hours)

FY 2006 Fee/Cost
(Professional Time

x FY 2006 Hourly Rate)
FY 2006 Feellost

(Rounded)

31. Exempt DlstributlonlNo Device RevIew
Inspection Costs

New License

3J. General License DistrlbutionlDevice Review
Inspection Costs

New License

lK. General License DistrlbutlonlNo Device Review
Inspection Costs

New License

9
40.5

11.3
7.2

6.9
4.1

$1,929
$8,680

$1,900
$8,700

$2,422
$1,543

$2,420
$1,500

$1,479
$879

$1,500
$880

3L. R&D-Broad
Inspection Costs

New License

3M. R&D-Other
Inspection Costs

New License

3N. Service License
Inspection Costs

New License

25.5
39.3

14.6
15.9

11.3
17.6

$5,465
$8,423

$5,500
$8,400

$3,129
$3,408

$3,100
$3,400

$2,422
$3,772

$2,400
$3,800

30. Radiography
Inspection Costs

New License

3P. All Other Byproduct Material
Inspection Costs

New License

4. Waste DisposaUlProcessing
4B. Waste Packaging

Inspection Costs
New License

18.8
16.4

12.2
5.4

14.4
12

$4,029
$3,515

$4,000
$3,500

$2,615
$1,157

$2,600
$1,200

$3,086
$2,572

$3,100
$2,600

4C. Waste-Prepackaged
Inspection Costs

New License

5. Well Logging
5A. Well Logging

Inspection Costs
New License

6. Nuclear Laundries
6A. Nuclear Laundry

Inspection Costs
New License

13.2
18

15.5
6.6

18.4
79.7

$2,829
$3,858

$2,800
$3,900

$3,322
$1,415

$3,300
$1,400

$3,943
$17,081

$3,900
$17,100
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DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 FEES
and Average Inspection Costs

FY 2006
FY2006 Materials Hourly Rate
$214 FY 2005

Professional FY 2006 Fee/Cost
Materials Part 170 Fee Process Time (Professional Time FY 2006 Fee/Cost

Category (Hours) x FY 2006 Hourly Rate) (Rounded)

7. Human Use
7A. Teletherapy
Inspection Costs 17.5 $3,751 $3,800

New License 43.7 $9,366 $9,400

7B. Medical-Broad
Inspection Costs 39.8 $8,530 $8,500

New License 31.2 $6,687 $6,700

7C. Medical-Other
Inspection Costs 15.8 $3,386 $3,400

New License 10.8 $2,315 $2,300

8. Civil Defense
BA. Civil Defense

Inspection Costs 11.2 $2,400 $2,400
New License 2.3 $493 $490

9. Device, product or sealed source evaluation
9A. Device evaluation-commercial distribution

Application - each device 97.8 $20,960 $21,000

9B. Device evaluation -custom
Application - each device 97.8 $20,960 $21,000

Sealed source evaluation - commercial distribution
Application - each source 11.3 $2,422 $2,400

9D. Sealed source evaluation - custom
Application - each source 3.8 $814 $810

10. Transportation
10B. Evaluation - Part 71 QA program

Application - approval 26.3 $5,637 $5,600

17. Master Materials License
New License 83 $17,789 $17,800

NOTES:
Rounding: <$1000 rounded to nearest $10,

=or>$1000 and <$100,000 rounded to nearest $100,

=or$100,000 rounded to nearest $1,000
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PART 170 FEES -

EXPORT AND IMPORT FEES



DETERMINATION OF EXPORT AND IMPORT PART 170 FEES*
FY 2006

FY2006 Materials Hourly Rate: $214

Export and Import Part 170 Fees
Category

FY 2006 FY 2006 Fee
Professional Professional Process

Process Timc Time x FY 2003 Hourly Rate
(Hours)

FY 2006 Fee
(Wounded)**

10 CFR 170.21, Category K
Subcategory

1
2
3
4
5

10 CFR 170.31, Category 15
Subcategory

A
B
C
D
E
F
G
H

J
K
L
M
N
0
P
Q
R

65
38
12
8

1.5

65
38
12
8

1.5
65
38
24
20
65
38
18
19
16
14
22
18
1.5

13,931
8,144
2,572
1,715
321

13,900
8,100
2,600
1,700
320

13,931
8,144
2,572
1,715
321

13,931
8,144
5,144
4,286
13,931
8,144
3,858
4,072
3,429
3,000
4,715
3,858
321

13,900
8,100
2,600
1,700
320

13,900
8,100
5,100
4,300
13,900
8,100
3,900
4,100
3,400
3,000
4,700
3,900
320

NOTES:
^ The application fees E nd amendment fees are the same for each subcategory because, per

discussion with IP representatives, the processing time Is the same for a new license or an

amendment to the license.

** Rounding: <$1000 rcunded to nearest $10,
=or>$1000 and <$100,000 rounded to nearest $100,
=or>$100,000 rounded to nearest $1,000
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PART 170 FEES -

RECIPROCITY FEES- AGREEMENT
STATE LICENSEES



DETERMINATION OF RECIPROCITY PART 170 FEES*
FY 2006

NOTES:
The reciprocity application and revision fees are determined using FY 1995 data*, and the FY 2006 hourly rate.
The reciprocity application fee includes average costs for inspections, average costs for processing initial filings of NRC Form 241, and avei

costs for processing revisions to the initial filings of NRC Form 241.

FY 2006 Hourly Rate: $214

Avg Inspection
Average Inspection costs: Costs (Avg. no.

Reciprocity Part 170 Fee of hours for Total Amount
Fee Category 16 Insp. x hourly rate

Gauge Users (3P) $2,600
Number of FY 1993 Inspections Conducted 10
Number of FY 1994 Inspections Conducted 19

Total 29 $75,400
Radiography (30) $4,000

Number of FY 1993 Inspections Conducted 7
Number of FY 1994 Inspections Conducted 13

Total 20 $80,000
Well Logging (5A) $3,300

Number of FY 1993 Inspections Conducted 2
Number of FY 1994 Inspections Conducted 4

Total 6 $19,800
Other Services (31N) $2,400

Number of FY 1993 Inspections Conducted 3
Number of FY 1994 Inspections Conducted 6

Total 9 $21,600
GRAND TOTAL 64 $196,800

Initial Applications; (Form 241) Processed by All Regions
FY 1993 176
FY 1994 189

Total 365

Total Inspection Amount divided by Total Initial Applica $540

Average costs for processing Initial filings of NRC Form 241:
Average hours* 5.6

Hourly rate $214
$1,200

Average cost for revisions to Initial filings of NRC Form 241:
,rage staff hours for revisions (no change per NMSS*): 1.3

Current FY Hourly Rate $214
Average cost per revision $280

No of revisions filed in FY 2000 115
Total Revision Costs for FY 2003 $32,200

No. of initial NRC Forms 241 filed in FY 2000 174
Average revision cost per initial NRC Form 241 $190

APPLICATION FEE:
Amount for inspections $540

Amount for initial filing of NRC Form 241 $1,200
Amount for revisions to initial filing of NRC Form 241 $190

Total Application Fee $1,930
Application Fee Rounded $1,900

*see 10112/2004 memorandum, Martin J. Virgilio to Jesse Funches
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PART 170 FEES -
GENERAL LICENSE

REGISTRATION FEES



- - g

DETERMINATION OF GENERAL LICENSE REGISTRATION FEE (FEE CAIEG

FY 2006

NC)TE: FTE and Contract Costs are based on FY 2006 budgeted costs

FY 2006 FTE Rate

$3 D9,933

FTE:

Contract Costs:

Total Costs (FTE * FTE Rate + Contract Costs)

Number Registrants Subject to Fee

Fee

Registration Fee rounded

4.3

$855,000

$2,187,712

3000

$729

$730

1



DETERMINATION OF
HOURLY RATE

(AND FTE RATE USED FOR
ANNUAL FEES)



II 
_ _ _ _ _CALCULATION OF STRATEGY RATES:

STRATEGY: Total Total Strategy
No. of FTE: S&B($,K): Rate ($)

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 1838.8 253,862 138,059
NUCLEAR MATERIAL SAFETY (Excl. NWF & General Fund) 611.6 84,282 137,806

l NWF & General Fund 116.9 16,111 137,819
NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY (Excl. NWF & General Fund) 0 0 0

NWF & General Fund 0.0 0 0
INT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT (excl. General Fund) 0 0 0

General Fund 0 0 0
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 630 $77,963 123,751

_ General Fund 24 $3,020 125,833
INSPECTOR GENERAL 49 6,629 135,286

TOTAL 3,270 441,867

1



CALCULATION OF OVERHEAD: I I I
Grand Total lurchare Total Overhead allocated to aurchargo RematnIrOrh-ad

STRATEGY: Total Strategy Wfff Less Overhead (Surcharge Percent I (Overhead less allocation to surcharge)
_SM FTE Rat. Grand Total Overhead .nl Fund NWFIGnfund FTExRda +SI Surcharge PGM S FTE Total PGM U FTE TotalNUCLEARkREACTOR SAFETY ___ -_ 114,607 1838.8 138,059 _368,469,00t 83 792,375 284,676,625 79_40626 2.9% 404_093 1*400 _237,262 _14 08290 488.00 8145511NUCLEAR MATEBRAL SAFETY (Exd. NWF GCneraLund4_ 31,054 611.6 37,806 115,336,000 27,687,10t4 _ _648,896 29,771.72 33.97% 1 236 401 59.27 9,404495 2403,59 11523 18 282.6C

_ WFC&G eIe lu l Fund_ _ 26,207 1189 13789 _42,318,000 42 318000 N 0 0.00% 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 0YUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY (Exd. NWF S General Fund) 0 0 0 C t _ _ 0 0.0% a 000 0 0.00 0NWF General pundF N 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 |O.% 0 0.00 0 0 0.00o0NTm NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPORT (Exol Genal fund) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00% 0 000 0 0 0.00 0
General Fund C 0 0.0' 0 0 O 0 0 _0 0.00% 0 0 0.00 'MAAGEMENT ANhDSUPPO _ 123,990 30 123,751 _2019 53,00u 0 _ _ * 03 3,000 _ _9 482,84 _ 0.24% o 0.00 0 123,390 604.00
General Fund I 3,280 24 125,833 8 300 000 0 8 300.000 0 0 0.00% O 0 0.00 0INSPECTOR GENERAL 1 1,687 49 135,286 8316 00 0 _. 8316,0 0 000% 0 0.00 08 0 17,00t 49.00 83168000

T
OTAL 300,8?E 3270 _ 742,692,00t l 479_480 4881800 582,594,520 38195,243• I1140 494 7. 11,741,757 14_i 563. r 1256 

22 30
6,189201

NWF&Gen Fund 4_88218 000 _M&S/tG- 2069451,479
___ __ __ _ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ _ __ __ __ ___ __ __ __ _ __ __ __ _ __ __ __ ___I__ __ 99.737? "2



ALLOCATION OF Non-DIRECT MANAGEMENT & SUPPORT (M&S) AND INSPECTOR GENERAL (IG):

Grand Total $
MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 201,953,000
INSPECTOR GENERAL 8,316,000 _

Total _ 210,269,000
Less Reactor Direct M&S 2,227,514 l
Less Materials Direct M&S 618,754
Less M&S Direct PS $ 488,389 l
Less Surcharge Direct M&S 482,864 l

Total to Allocate: 206,451,479
ALLOCATION:

_ Direct (%) M&SIIG Allocation
Reactors 264,289,711 73.52% 151,779,539
Materials 59,116,246 16.44% 33,950,003

Surcharge 36,082,564 10.04% 20,721,938
Total 359,488,521 100.00% 206,451,479

1



Ct theirToW D (A
rAN DIRECT (C)

AND MATERIAL!(A) Allocated IFj PGM S.K TOTAL | ____ PGt $S | FTE | TOTAL jTOTALDIRECT [ Surcharge I Overhad [ TotlI(Exd. fron Hr. Rate)

S9 404,495
t.i -4 751 13,0.6 262 subotat I________

82.

S39.t76.247
s4s,494,13e

S4822864

_SO~

S 2n,930

0.0A
OM i

Total Allocated M&SSG

REACTOR FTE RATE:
RPArTOR HOtRIY RA

oate to sucharge
1322.76U1 1O0O00%

TOffse GnRAND ceTpOA
tCTORS (-rA tO TOTAL

Less offsetting receipts
GRAND TOTAL SURCHAR(
Total Surchamge Less PS$

So70653337
$55.598,901

tall
dAF_ 2171(Reactr FT
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7 PGM$,K FTE CC rate TOTAL

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY
DIRECT $4 0.28 $138,059 $38,656
O/H $17,587
SURCHARGE
NUCLEAR MATERIAL SAFETY
DIRECT $13,466 295.00 $137,806 $40,652,505
O/H $17,788,743
SURCHARGE
SURCHARGE

Subtotal $13,470 295.28 $58,497,492

MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT
DIRECT $103 5.00 $123,751 $618,754
O/H $0
SURCHARGE
INSPECTOR GENERAL
DIRECT $0 0.00 $135,286 $0
O/H $0
SURCHARGE
Total Direct M&S Subtotal $103 5 $618,754

Total Materials Direct & overhead ______$13,573 300.28 ______$59,116,246

Total Allocated M&S 30 0.28 $33,950,003
Total $13,573 300.281 $93,066,249

__ Less Offsetting Rex $8,185
____ ___ __ ____ ___ __ ___ ____ __ ___ ___ MATERIALS GR{AND TOTAL $93,058,063

MATERIALS FTE RATE: $309,933 (Materials Grand Total/Materials total FTE) lEL R D T 90 6
MATERIALS HOURLY RATE: $214 (Materials FTE Rate/1446 hours) I l
(include offsetting receipts in hourly rate only) I I_ __ _ _I

I



ESTIMATED COLLECTIONS



FY 2006
ESTIMATED COLLECTIONS

$ in Millions
(Individual dollar amounts may not add to totals due to rounding.)

Includes an across the board rescission of 1 percent

Part 171 Annual Fees

Operating Power Reactors

Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning

Test and Research Reactors

Fuel Facilities

Uranium Recovery (billed amt. less subsidy for small entity)

Rare Earth Facilities

Transportation

Materials Users (billed amt. less subsidy for small entity)

Subtotal Part 171

Part 170 License and Inspection Fees

Subtotal Parts 171 and 170 Fees

Carryover from Previous FY

Net Adjustment (Part 171 Billing Adjustments)

TOTAL ESTIMATED COLLECTIONS

NWF and WIR Appropriation

10 percent of budget (reduction in fee recovery amount
For FY 2006)

Total Budget Authority

$367.2

21.2

0.3

24.7

1.0

0.1

3.2

24.0

$441.7

183.3

$625.0

0.0

-0.9

$624.0

48.1

69.4

$741.5



FY06_Final_ Part 170 estimates.xls

To: File
I

From: Renu Suri

Subject: Estimated FY 2006 Part 170 Collections

Date: May 12,2006

Licensing ($, M) Inspection ($, M) Total ($, M)

Facilities (Reactor) Program
Power Reactors In Decommissioning $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
Operating Power Reactors $68.39 $86.82 $155.20
Test & Research Reactors $0.56 $0.01 $0.57

X_=_Facilities Total $68.95 $86.82 $155.77
Materials Program

Fuel Facilities $12.14 $3.71 $15.84
Spent Fuel Storage/Reactors in d $4.02 $1.74 $5.76
Transportation $1.08 $0.12 $1.20
Uranium Recovery $1.20 $0.08 $1.29
Rare Earth Facilities $0.67 $0.07 $0.74
Materials Users $1.75 $0.29 $2.04
Exportllmport $0.62 $0.00 $0.62

Materials Total $21.48 $6.01 $27.49

Grand Total $90.43 $92.83 $183.26

estimated Part 170 exporttimport collections are set equal to budgeted resources for this fee class
because all export/import budgeted resources must be recovered under Part 170 (since there Is no annual
fee for the export/import fee class)

G:\DFM\FPCAT\Fee Policy\2006 final rule et al\FYO6_Final_ Part 170 estimates.xls Summary



REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY
ANALYSIS



NOTE: THIS APPENDIX WILL NOT APPEAR IN THE CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS.

APPENDIX A TO THIS FINAL RULE -

FINAL REGULATORY FLEXIBILITY ANALYSIS FOR THE
AMENDMENTS TO 10 CFR PART 170 (LICENSE FEES) AND

10 CFR PART 171 (ANNUAL FEES)

I. Background.

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), as amended (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), requires that
agencies consider the impact of their rulemakings on small entities and, consistent with
applicable statutes, consider alternatives to minimize these impacts on the businesses,
organizations, and government jurisdictions to which they apply.

The NRC has established standards for determining which NRC licensees qualify as
small entities (10 CFR 2.810). These size standards were established based on the Small
Business Administration's most common receipts-based size standards and include a size
standard for business concerns that are manufacturing entities. The NRC uses the size
standards to reduce the impact of annual fees on small entities by establishing a licensee's
eligibility to qualify for a maximum small entity fee. The small entity fee categories in
§171.16(c) of this final rule are based on the NRC's size standards.

From FY 1991 through FY 2000, the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act (OBRA-90)
(Pub. L. 101-508), as amended, required that the NRC recover approximately 100 percent of its
budget authority, less appropriations from the Nuclear Waste Fund, by assessing license and
annual fees. The FY 2001 Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (Pub. L. 106-
377) amended OBRA-90 to decrease the NRC's fee recovery amount by 2 percent per year
beginning in FY 2001, until the fee recovery amount was 90 percent in FY 2005. The FY 2006
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act (Pub. L.109-103) extended this 90 percent
fee recovery requirement through FY 2006. As a result, the NRC is required to recover
approximately 90 percent of its FY 2006 budget authority, less the amounts appropriated from
the Nuclear Waste Fund (NWF) and for Waste incidental to Reprocessing (WIR) activities,
through fees. The total amount NRC is required to recover in fees for FY 2006 is approximately
$624.0 million.

OBRA-90 requires that the schedule of charges established by rulemaking should fairly
and equitably allocate the total amount to be recovered from the NRC's licensees and be
assessed under the principle that licensees who require the greatest expenditure of agency
resources pay the greatest annual charges. Since FY 1991, the NRC has complied with
OBRA-90 by issuing a final rule that amends its fee regulations. These final rules have
established the methodology used by NRC in identifying and determining the fees to be
assessed and collected in any given fiscal year.

The Commission is rebaselining its part 171 annual fees in FY 2006. Rebaselining fees
results in increased annual fees for all licensees, with the exception of certain fuel facilities.

The Congressional Review Act of 1996 is intended to reduce regulatory burdens
imposed by Federal agencies on small businesses, nonprofit organizations, and governmental
jurisdictions. This Act also provides Congress with the opportunity to review agency rules
before they go into effect. Under this legislation, the NRC annual fee rule is considered a



"major" rule and must be reviewed by Congress and the Comptroller General before the ru e
becomes effective. The Congressional Review Act also requires that an agency prepare a
guide to assist small entities in complying with each rule for which a final RFA is prepared. This
RFA and the small entity compliance guide (Attachment 1) have been prepared for the FY 2006
fee rule as required by law.

II. Impact on small entities.

The fee rule results in substantial fees being charged to those individuals, organizations,
and companies that are licensed by the NRC, including those licensed under the NRC materials
program. The comments received on previous proposed fee rules and the small entity
certifications received in response to previous final fee rules indicate that NRC licensees
qualifying as small entities under the NRC's size standards are primarily materials licensees.
Therefore, this analysis will focus on the economic impact of the annual fees on materials
licensees. In FY 2005, about 26 percent of these licensees (approximately 1,200 licensees)
requested small entity certification.

The commenters on previous fee rulemakings consistently indicated that the following
results would occur if the proposed annual fees were not modified:

1. Large firms would gain an unfair competitive advantage over small entities.
Commenters noted that small and very small companies ("Mom and Pop" operations) would
find it more difficult to absorb the annual fee than a large corporation or a high-volume type of
operation. In competitive markets, such as soil testing, annual fees would put small licensees
at an extreme competitive disadvantage with their much larger competitors because the
proposed fees would be the same for a two-person licensee as for a large firm with thousands
of employees.

2. Some firms would be forced to cancel their licenses. A licensee with receipts of less
than $500,000 per year stated that the proposed rule would, in effect, force it to relinquish its
soil density gauge and license, thereby reducing its ability to do its work effectively. Other
licensees, especially well-loggers, noted that the increased fees would force small businesses
to get rid of the materials license altogether. Commenters stated that the proposed rule wculd
result in about 10 percent of the well-logging licensees terminating their licenses immediately
and approximately 25 percent terminating their licenses before the next annual assessment:.

3. Some companies would go out of business.

4. Some companies would have budget problems. Many medical licensees noted that,
along with reduced reimbursements, the proposed increase of the existing fees and the
introduction of additional fees would significantly affect their budgets. Others noted that, in view
of the cuts by Medicare and other third party carriers, the fees would produce a hardship arid
some facilities would experience a great deal of difficulty in meeting this additional burden.

Over 3,000 license, approval, and registration terminations have been requested since
the NRC first established annual fees for materials licenses. Although some of these
terminations were requested because the license was no longer needed or licenses or
registrations could be combined, indications are that other termination requests were due to the

2



economic impact of the fees.

To alleviate the significant impact of the annual fees on a substantial number of small
entities, the NRC considered the following alternatives in accordance with the RFA in
developing each of its fee rules since FY 1991.

1. Base fees on some measure of the amount of radioactivity possessed by the
licensee (e.g., number of sources).

2. Base fees on the frequency of use of the licensed radioactive material (e.g., volume
of patients).

3. Base fees on the NRC size standards for small entities.

The NRC has reexamined its previous evaluations of these alternatives and continues to
believe that establishment of a maximum fee for small entities is the most appropriate and
effective option for reducing the impact of its fees on small entities.

Ill. Maximum Fee.

The RFA and its implementing guidance do not provide specific guidelines on what
constitutes a significant economic impact on a small entity; therefore, the NRC has no
benchmark to assist it in determining the amount or the percent of gross receipts that should be
charged to a small entity. In developing the maximum small entity annual fee in FY 1991, tie
NRC examined its 10 CFR part 170 licensing and inspection fees and Agreement State fees for
those fee categories which were expected to have a substantial number of small entities. Six
Agreement States (Washington, Texas, Illinois, Nebraska, New York, and Utah), were used as
benchmarks in the establishment of the maximum small entity annual fee in FY 1991. Because
small entities in those Agreement States were paying the fees, the NRC concluded that these
fees did not have a significant impact on a substantial number of small entities. Therefore,
those fees were considered a useful benchmark in establishing the NRC maximum small entity
annual fee.

The NRC maximum small entity fee was established as an annual fee only. In addition
to the annual fee, NRC small entity licensees were required to pay amendment, renewal and
inspection fees. In setting the small entity annual fee, NRC ensured that the total amount small
entities paid annually would not exceed the maximum paid in the six benchmark Agreement
States.

Of the six benchmark states, the maximum Agreement State fee of $3,800 in
Washington was used as the ceiling for the total fees. Thus the NRC's small entity fee was
developed to ensure that the total fees paid by NRC small entities would not exceed $3,80C.
Given the NRC's FY 1991 fee structure for inspections, amendments, and renewals, a small
entity annual fee established at $1,800 allowed the total fee (small entity annual fee plus yearly
average for inspections, amendments and renewal fees) for all categories to fall under the
$3,800 ceiling.

In FY 1992, the NRC introduced a second, lower tier to the small entity fee in response
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to concerns that the $1,800 fee, when added to the license and inspection fees, still imposed a
significant impact on small entities with relatively low gross annual receipts. For purposes of
the annual fee, each small entity size standard was divided into an upper and lower tier. Small
entity licensees in the upper tier continued to pay an annual fee of $1,800 while those in the
lower tier paid an annual fee of $400.

Based on the changes that had occurred since FY 1991, the NRC re-analyzed its
maximum small entity annual fees in FY 2000, and determined that the small entity fees should
be increased by 25 percent to reflect the increase in the average fees paid by other materials
licensees since FY 1991, as well as changes in the fee structure for materials licensees. The
structure of the fees that NRC charged to its materials licensees changed during the period
between 1991 and 1999. Costs for materials license inspections, renewals, and amendments,
which were previously recovered through part 170 fees for services, are now included in the
part 171 annual fees assessed to materials licensees. As a result, the maximum small entity
annual fee increased from $1,800 to $2,300 in FY 2000. By increasing the maximum annual
fee for small entities from $1,800 to $2,300, the annual fee for many small entities was reduced
while at the same time materials licensees, including small entities, would pay for most of the
costs attributable to them. The costs not recovered from small entities are allocated to other
materials licensees and to power reactors.

While reducing the impact on many small entities, the NRC determined that the
maximum annual fee of $2,300 for small entities may continue to have a significant impact on
materials licensees with annual gross receipts in the thousands of dollars range. Therefore, the
NRC continued to provide a lower-tier small entity annual fee for small entities with relatively low
gross annual receipts, and for manufacturing concerns and educational institutions not Sta!:e or
publicly supported, with less than 35 employees. The NRC also increased the lower tier small
entity Lee by the same percentage increase to the maximum small entity annual fee. This 25
percent increase resulted in the lower tier small entity fee increasing from $400 to $500 in FY
2000.

The NRC stated in the RFA for the FY 2001 final fee rule that it would re-examine the
small entity fees every two years, in the same years in which it conducts the biennial review of
fees as required by the Chief Financial Officer's Act. Accordingly, the NRC examined the small
entity fees again in FY 2003 (68 FR 36714; June 18, 2003), and determined that a change was
not warranted to the small entity fees established in FY 2003.

The NRC again re-examined the small entity fees for FY 2005, and did not believe that a
change to the small entity fees was warranted. Unlike the annual fees assessed to other
licensees, the small entity fees are not designed to recover the agency costs associated with
particular licensees. Instead, the reduced fees for small entities are designed to provide some
fee relief for qualifying small entity licensees while at the same time recovering from them some
of the agency's costs for activities that benefit them. The costs not recovered from small
entities for activities that benefit them must be recovered from other licensees. Given the
reduction in annual fees from FY 2000 to FY 2005, on average, for those categories of
materials licensees that contain a number of small entities, the NRC has determined that the
current small entity fees of $500 and $2,300 continue to meet the objective of providing relief to
many small entities while recovering from them some of the costs that benefit them.
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Therefore, the NRC retained the $2,300 small entity annual fee and the $500 lower tier
small entity annual fee for FY 2005, and is not changing these fees in FY 2006. The NRC
plans to re-examine the small entity fees again in FY 2007.

IV. Summary.

The NRC has determined that the 10 CFR part 171 annual fees significantly impact a
substantial number of small entities. A maximum fee for small entities strikes a balance
between the requirement to recover 90 percent of the NRC budget and the requirement to
consider means of reducing the impact of the fee on small entities. Based on its regulatory
flexibility analysis, the NRC concludes that a maximum annual fee of $2,300 for small entities
and a lower-tier small entity annual fee of $500 for small businesses and not-for-profit
organizations with gross annual receipts of less than $350,000, small governmental jurisdictions
with a population of less than 20,000, small manufacturing entities that have less than 35
employees, and educational institutions that are not State or publicly supported and have less
than 35 employees reduces the impact on small entities. At the same time, these reduced
annual fees are consistent with the objectives of OBRA-90. Thus, the fees for small entities
maintain a balance between the objectives of OBRA-90 and the RFA. Therefore, the analysis
and conclusions previously established remain valid for FY 2006.
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Introduction

The Congressional Review Act of 1996 (CRA) requires all Federal agencies to prepare a
written guide for each "major" final rule, as defined by the Act. The NRC's fee rule, published
annually to comply with the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 (OBRA-90), as
amended, is considered a "major" rule under the CRA. Therefore, in compliance with the law,
this guide has been prepared to assist NRC materials licensees in complying with the FY 2006
fee rule.

Licensees may use this guide to determine whether they qualify as a small entity under
NRC regulations and are eligible to pay reduced FY 2006 annual fees assessed under 10 GFR
part 171. The NRC has established two tiers of annual fees for those materials licensees who
qualify as small entities under the NRC's size standards.

Licensees who meet the NRC's size standards for a small entity (listed in 10 CFR 2.810)
must submit a completed NRC Form 526 "Certification of Small Entity Status for the Purposes
of Annual Fees Imposed Under 10 CFR Part 171" to qualify for the reduced annual fee. This
form can be accessed on the NRC's website at httio://www.nrc.pov. The form can then be
accessed by selecting "License Fees" and under "Forms" selecting NRC Form 526. For
licensees who cannot access the NRC's website, NRC Form 526 may be obtained through the
local point of contact listed in the NRC's "Materials Annual Fee Billing Handbook," NUREG/BR-
0238, which is enclosed with each annual fee billing. Alternatively, the form may be obtained
by calling the fee staff at 301-415-7554, or by e-mailing the fee staff at feesdnrc.oov. The
completed form, the appropriate small entity fee, and the payment copy of the invoice should be
mailed to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, License Fee Team, at the address
indicated on the invoice. Failure to file the NRC small entity certification Form 526 in a timely
manner may result in the denial of any refund that might otherwise be due.

NRC Definition of Small Entity

For purposes of compliance with its regulations (10 CFR 2.810), the NRC has defined a
small entity as follows:

(1) Small business-a for-profit concern that provides a service, or a concern that is not
engaged in manufacturing, with average gross receipts of $5 million or less over its last 3
completed fiscal years;

(2) Manufacturing industry-a manufacturing concern with an average of 500 or fewer
employees based on employment during each pay period for the preceding 12 calendar
months;

(3) Small organizations-a not-for-profit organization that is independently owned and
operated and has annual gross receipts of $5 million or less;

(4) Small governmental jurisdiction--a government of a city, county, town, township,
village, school district or special district, with a population of less than 50,000;

(5) Small educational institution-an educational institution supported by a qualifying
small governmental jurisdiction, or one that is not State or publicly supported and has 500 or
fewer employees.'

1 An educational institution referred to in the size standards is an entity whose primary function
is education, whose programs are accredited by a nationally recognized accrediting agency or
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To further assist licensees in determining if they qualify as a small entity, the following
guidelines are provided, which are based on the Small Business Administration's regulations
(13 CFR part 121).

(1) A small business concern is an independently owned and operated entity which is
not considered dominant in its field of operations.

(2) The number of employees means the total number of employees in the parent
company, any subsidiaries and/or affiliates, including both foreign and domestic locations (i.e.,
not solely the number of employees working for the licensee or conducting NRC licensed
activities for the company).

(3) Gross annual receipts includes all revenue received or accrued from any source,
including receipts of the parent company, any subsidiaries and/or affiliates, and account for
both foreign and domestic locations. Receipts include all revenues from sales of products and
services, interest, rent, fees, and commissions, from whatever sources derived (i.e., not so!ely
receipts from NRC licensed activities).

(4) A licensee who is a subsidiary of a large entity does not qualify as a small entity.

NRC Small Entity Fees

In 10 CFR 171.16 (c), the NRC has established two tiers of fees for licensees that
qualify as a small entity under the NRC's size standards. The fees are as follows:

Maximum annual fee
per licensed
category

Small business not enqaaed
in manufacturing and small
not-for profit organizations
(Gross Annual Receipts)

$350,000 to $5 million ................ $2,300.
Less than $350,000 ................ ';500.

Manufacturing entities that
have an average of 500
employees or less

35 to '500 employees ................ $2,300.
Less than 35 employees ................. ;500.

Small Governmental Jurisdictions
(Inclu ling publicly supported
educational institutions)

association, who is legally authorized to provide a program of organized instruction or study,
who provides an educational program for which it awards academic degrees, and whose
educational programs are available to the public.
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(population)

20,00D to 50,000 ............... $2,300.
Less ihan 20,000 ................ ';500.

Educational institutions that
are not State or publicly
sucpprted, and have 500 Employees
or less!

35 to !500 employees ................ $2,300.
Less than 35 employees ................. ;500.

Instructions for Completinc NRC Small Entity Form 526

(1) File a separate NRC Form 526 for each annual fee invoice received.
(2) Complete all items on NRC Form 526, as follows:

a. Enter the license number and invoice number exactly as they appear on the
annual fee invoice.

b. Enter the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) or North American Industry
Classification System (NAICS) if known.

c. Enter the licensee's name and address as they appear on the invoice. NameC
and/or address changes for billing purposes must be annotated on the invoic:e.
Correcting the name and/or address on NRC Form 526, or on the invoice does
not constitute a request to amend the license. Any request to amend a license
must be submitted to the respective licensing staff in the NRC's regional or
headquarters offices.

d. Check the appropriate size standard for which the licensee qualifies as a small
entity. Check only one box. Note the following:
(i) A licensee who is a subsidiary of a large entity does not qualify as a small

entity.
(ii) The size standards apply to the licensee, including all parent companies

and affiliates--not the individual authorized users listed in the license or
the particular segment of the organization that uses licensed material.

(iii) Gross annual receipts means all revenue in whatever form received cr
accrued from whatever sources--not solely receipts from licensed
activities. There are limited exceptions as set forth at 13 CFR 121.104.
These are: the term receipts excludes net capital gains or losses; taxes
collected for and remitted to a taxing authority (if included in gross or total
income), proceeds from the transactions between a concern and its
domestic or foreign affiliates (if also excluded from gross or total income
on a consolidated return filed with the IRS); and amounts collected for
another entity by a travel agent, real estate agent, advertising agent, or
conference management service provider.

(iv) The owner of the entity, or an official empowered to act on behalf of the
entity, must sign and date the small entity certification.

The NRC sends invoices to its licensees for the full annual fee, even though some
licensees qualify for reduced fees as small entities. Licensees who qualify as small entities and
file NRC Form 526, which certifies eligibility for small entity fees, may pay the reduced fee,
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which is either $2,300 or $500 for a full year, depending on the size of the entity, for each lee
category shown on the invoice. Licensees granted a license during the first 6 months of the
fiscal year, and licensees who file for termination or for a "possession only" license and
permanently cease licensed activities during the first 6 months of the fiscal year, pay only 50
percent of the annual fee for that year. Such invoices state that the "amount billed represents
50% proration." This means that the amount due from a small entity is not the prorated amount
shown on the invoice, but rather one-half of the maximum annual fee shown on NRC Form 526
for the size standard under which the licensee qualifies, resulting in a fee of either $1,150 or
$250 for each fee category billed (instead of the full small entity annual fee of $2,300 or $500).

Licensees must file a new small entity form (NRC Form 526) with the NRC each fiscal
year to qualify for reduced fees in that year. Because a licensee's "size," or the size standards,
may change from year to year, the invoice reflects the full fee and licensees must complete and
return form 526 for the fee to be reduced to the small entity fee amount. LICENSEES WILL
NOT RECEIVE A NEW INVOICE FOR THE REDUCED AMOUNT. The completed NRC Form
526, the payment of the appropriate small entity fee, and the "Payment Copy" of the invoice
should be mailed to the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, License Fee Team at the
address indicated on the invoice.

If you have questions regarding the NRC's annual fees, please contact the license lee
staff at 301-415-7554, e-mail the fee staff at fees(inrc.pov, or write to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington, DC 20555-0001, Attention: Office of the Chief Financial
Officer.

False certification of small entity status could result in civil sanctions being imposed by
the NRC under the Program Fraud Civil Remedies Act, 31 U.S.C. 3801 et. sea. NRC's
implementing regulations are found at 10 CFR Part 13.
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FY 2006 BUDGET SUMMARY,
BY PROGRAM



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES __==__=_

_ __*_- SPENT FUEL STORAGE _ TEST AND RESEARCH _ _ _ =_ _Anocatlons used CCRDS Data for Blue Bb0k. 09108t05 TOTAL POWER REACTORS REACTOR DECOMM = REACTORS FUEL FACILITY MATERIALS _ TRANSPORTATION

S.K FTE _ ,K FTE $.K FTE $.K FTE SK FTE S.K FTE _ .K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114.607 1.839 _ 97.500 1.294 2 0 192 2 0 0 0 0 2 0NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31.054 612 2.630 8 5,383 65 0 0 = 3.098 117 4.103 84 686 1;NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY& SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123.990 630 385 18 55 3 0 0 = 25 1 1 0 C 5 1INSPECTORGENERAL 1,687 49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271,338 3129.4 _ 100,514.7 1320.6 = 5,439.7 68.4 = 191.9 2.21 3,123.0 117.8 4.121.7 84.3 = 692.6 18.2



FY 2006 DIRECT RESOURCES __ _ _ _

RARE EARTH INCLUDED IN I INCLUDED IN FEDERALAflocatlons used CCRDS Data for Blue Bbook. 09/08105 TOTAL FACILITIES URANIUM RECOVERY = OTHER APPLICANTS SURCHARGE I HOURLY RATE _ EXEMPTION

S.K FTE S.K FTE S,K FTE S.K FTE SK FTE I SK FTE 5.K FTE

______ __ ___ I

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114.607 1.839 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.425 40 14,487 502 - 0 0NUCLEAR MAiERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31.054 612 _ 103 2 94 7 0 2 11.318 134 3,640 175 = 99 4NUCEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0I 0 0 0 0 0INTERNArt NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT 123.990 630 0 0 0 0 0 0 112 3 123.390 604 0 0INSPECTOR GENERAL 1,687 490 0 _ 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 687 49 0 0

SUBTOTAL- FEE BASE RESOURCE 271.33t 3129.4 192.5 2.3500 93.5 7.2 0.01 2.0 136854.41 176.91 143.204 1329.5 99 3.9
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FY 2006 tVIRECT RESOURCES 
__

NONPROF2T ED. INTERNATCONL iAGREEMENTSTATE AGREEMENT STATE UNLICENSED GENERICAllocations used CCRDS Data for Blue Blook, 09/08&05 TOTAL _ EXEMPTION ACTIVIES OVERSIGtT _ REGULATORY SUPPORT SITES DECOMMJRECLAIM. GENERIC '1W

SK FTE S.K FTE _ S.K FTE S.K FTE S .K FTE S,K FTE S.K FTE _ S.K FTE

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 114.607 1.t39 1,480 17 _ 945 23 0 0 0 0 0 0 _0 0 a 0 0NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY 31.054 612 906 13 538 14 819 22 5.652 45 999 14 - 1.819 15 486 7NUCLEAR WASTE SAFETY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0INTERNAT'L NUCLEAR SAFETY & SUPPORT 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ 0 0 0 0 _ 0 0 _ 0 0MANAGEMENTANDSUPPORT 123,990 630 2 0 60 1 0 0 O0 0 0 0 0 0 50 2INSPECTORGENERAL 1,687 49 0 0 _ _ 0- 00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 271.338 3129.4 2.3871 29.5 1.543 38.2 819 22.4 5,652 45.4 999 13.7 _ 1.819 14.5 _ 536 9.3
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FY 2006 BUDGET,
BY PLANNED ACTIVITY



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTORWSAFETY.

SUB-PORM EACTOR LICENSINGI!-

SUB SUB PICENSINGTA S
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 18.0
Extemal Training 543.0 0.0
General Information Technology 4103.0 6.3
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 10610.0 18.9
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 2433.0 5.5
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 2605.0 4.8
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 15.0 5.5
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 2230.0 4.7
Fire Safety 1095.0 4.2
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 8929.0 22.8
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis
Regulatory and Licensing Tool 10687.0 13.1
Radiation Protection 1625.0 6.6
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 4884.0 20.7
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 821.0 7.2
Project Management and Licensing Assistants ° °.! 33.7
Licensing Actions 344.01 94.0
Other Licensing Tasks 200.0 24.4
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 6.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 1095.0 40.5
Rulemaking 430.0 17.5
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 60.0 20.9
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 1550.0 14.9
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 1560.0 35.8
Legal Advice and Representation 57.0 11.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 80.0 4.0
Emergency Preparedness Licensing 114.0 20.0

Total Direct Resources 56,070 461.0

IT Overhead 0 5.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 166.0
Travel I 2,960 0.0

Total Direct Resources j 56,070 461.0
Total Overhead j 0 171.0
Travel | 2,960 0.0

a,- 59,30703'

PRO NCLR REACTOR SAFETY . ' .

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING _R__'_'

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM:6INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES ___..__

Reactors and Matl&Waste Sum 1 05/0)4/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 218 19.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 5 1.0
Intemational External Training 10 0.0
Intemational AID Support 700 2.0
Intemational General Information Technology 12 0.0

Total Direct Resources 945 22.0

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 10.0
Travel 483 0.0

Total Direct Resources 945 22.0
Total Overhead 0 10.0
Travel 483 0.0

-a- - -, '-Interational;Activities Resource' Total:. - i'A28 >, 32.0

PROGRAM- NUCLEAR' REACTOR SAFETY - -

'SUBPROGRAM: REACTO RLICENSING"`'. -

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 60 6.6
HLS Regulatory Improvements 1,260 18.6
HLS Mitigating Strategy 3,835 33.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0 4.3
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 1,716 5.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0 2.0
HLS General Information Technology 150 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 2.0
HLS External Training 180 0.0

Total Direct Resources 7,201 71.5

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 15.0
Travel 1,695 0.0

Total Direct Resources 7,201 71.5
Total Overhead 0 15.0
Travel 1,695 0.0

~~ 778ae-

PoROGRAM- NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY ' a. U. ., <

SUB-P.ROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING' : ,,- -'YtX -s

.~~~~~~~ ~~~ ... ,:3jr, 1^'pi-p f'. '' :v"%' E

Reactors and Matl&Waste Sum 2 05/()4/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

_ K _ FTE

S PRORAM: REACTR LICENSE RENEWAL_
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Renewal Application Reviews 4,745 51.6
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 1,000 6.2
General Information Technology 0 0.2
Legal Advice and Representation 0 3.0

Total Direct Resources 5,745 61.0

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 16.0
Travel 6071 0.0

Total Direct Resources 5,745 61.0
Total Overhead 0 16.0
Travel 607 0.0

PROGA:NULAORATR SAFTY.
SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING ,__-._i
SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: NEW REACTOR LICENSING

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 755 5.3
Design Certification 3,450 27.1
Pre-Application Reviews 400 13.4
Regulatory Infrastructure 10,137 65.7
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 7.0
Combined Licenses 0 2.0
General information Technology 200 0.5
New Reactor Infrastructure 0 0.0
Internal Training 0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 44 2.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 150 2.0

Total Direct Resources 15,136 125.0

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 31.0
Travel 139 0.0

Total Direct Resources 15,1361 125.0
Total Overhead 01 31.0
Travel 139] 0.0

t' - r , ==== i = '"I ' ., 'i =', I -IKleaceac ea tor micensing (espurce, oaI-IZr,I,_*Io~-II I - i
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY .-:'; 2-.X.
SUB-PROGRAM: REACTORINSPECTION 7

Reactors and Matl&Waste Sum 3 05/014/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 3,100 16.9
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 100 31.4
HLS External Training 0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 100 0.0

Total Direct Resources 3,300 48.3

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 10.0
Travel 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 3,300 48.3
Total Overhead 0 10.0
Travel .I 0 0.0

*11- .. C~; ,~ 11 ' ' ,' I-I* LS Insoection Total: 3.300 '7 .58.3

PROGRAM:NUCLEAR REACTORSE n _____ _

SUB- ROGRA REACTOR INSPECTION _____ _ _"-.__

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR SAFETY.INSPECTION A
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

License Renewal Inspections 0 4.2
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0 12.0
Internal Training and Development 1,367 19.0
Baseline Inspections 01 266.9
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 2,5501 33.2
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 01 3.8
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0 26.9
OE agency programs 0 1.0
Reactor Performance assessment 445 22.8
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 1,110 29.8
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 330 22.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0 11.9
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 80 3.5
TTC-lnformation Technology 695 3.0
TTC-Rental of Space 832 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 310 0.0
General information technology 191 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0 ° 4.0
Legal Advice & Representation _ 0[ 2.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 741 13.0
Reactor Investigations 101 24.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 12.0]
External Training 424 1.01
Reactor Event Response 33 10.8
Reactor Event Readiness 3,272 17.3
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion | 0 3.9
Reactor Incident Investigation I 01 0.0

Reactors and MatI&Waste Sum 4 05/()4/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 11,723 548.0

IT Overhead 0 24.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 225.0
Travel 8,603 0.0

Total Direct Resources 11,723 548.0
Total Overhead 0 249.0
Travel 8,603 0.0

= } l iaii0,in oal 226 [ 9.

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY STRATEGY TOTALS:

PROGRAM NT DWATE SAFETY
SUBPROGM-FbUEL'FACILITIES e,-

SUBS UB-PROGRA : FUEL FAC ILITIES
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Fuel Facilities Licensing 450 17.0
Allegations/Enforcement 13 1.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0 0.4
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0 1.2
HLS Regulatory Improvements 100 3.7
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0 10.3
HLS Safeguards Licensing 1,700 6.4
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0 15.6
HLS External Training 50 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 10 1.6
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspectio 300 13.1
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 845 3.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 821 8.2
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 1751 16.7
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 01 1.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0! 6.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 81 4.0
General Information Technology 50 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 4.0
External Training 141 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 35 0.0

Reactors and MatI&Waste Sum 5 05/C4/2006



05104/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

_- - -- -I-- -- - - -

$,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 4,032 113.2

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 45.0
Travel 951 0.0

Total Direct Resources 4,032 113.2
Total Overhead 0 45.0
Travel | 951 0.0

. Total. 9B3 2

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALSAND WASTE SAFETY
SUBPROG RAM: NUCLEAR iMATERIALS USERS __i

US-SUBROGRAM: NUCLEARMATERIALS USERS , _____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0 4.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0 2.0
HLS International Activities 0 4.9
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 69 1.5
Internal Training & Development 908 3.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 1,095 11.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0 2.4
International Legal Advice and Representation 0 1.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 200 1.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 600 3.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 465 12.2
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 450 1.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources } 4,124 -5.9
Materials Licensing 50 30.2
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0. __ 8
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0 1.0
HLS Coordination with States 16 1.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0 1.0
Materials Inspections 806 28.1
Materials Rulemaking 688 18.1
HLS Unallocated 0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 38 18.1
Materials Agreement States 230 24.4
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 35 2.0
Materials Investigations 0 8.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 4.0
Materials Adjudication 20 2.0
Information Technology - Materials 2,700 0.5
General Information Technology 465 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 3.0
External Training 205 0.0

Total Direct Resources 13,164 195.1

Reactors and Matl&Waste Sum 6 05/C04/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

IT Overhead 0 5.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 69.5
Travel 1,665 0.0

Total Direct Resources 13,164 195.1
Total Overhead 0 74.5
Travel 1,665 0.0

U'T ~ § J N ear M sralUser~Ti V 7i829 ;. 7

_ ___ WAT SFT1 ___PROGRAM. NUCLEL'AR MATERIALS-~AND~WASTE SAFETY,
SUB-PROGRAM: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE
SUB-SUBIROGRAM: DECOMMISSIONING AND. LOW LEVEL WASTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 10 3.7
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidan 0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 1.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & 570 6.4
Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0 3.9
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 1,320 30.6
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0 2.6
Formerly Licensed Sites 0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Revie 690 3.6
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0 0.0
General Information Technology 225 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 5.0
External Training 128 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 2,230 7.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 121 0.2

Total Direct Resources 5,294 64.0

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 28.0
Travel 650 0.0

Total Direct Resources 5,294 64.0
Total Overhead 0 28.0
Travel 650 0.0

. D-ctohfifi g nd Low Level Was te~To: i 5o944 ;i 792.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR .MATERIALS iAND WASTE SAFETY
SUB-PROGRAM: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION
SUB-~SUB-PROGRAM: SPENT FUEL STORAGE-AND TRANSPORTATION

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:,
Licensing and Certification 2,720 37.3
Inspection and Event Response 50 11.7
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0 0.0

Reactors and MatI&Waste Sum 7 05/()4/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

$,K FTE

Adjudicatory Reviews 50 1.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 2.0
General Information Technology 223 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 0.0
External Training 121 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 1,510 3.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0 0.2
HLS Regulatory Improvements 50 3.9
HLS Mitigating Strategies 200 0.3
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0 1.7
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0 3.7
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0 0.0
HLS External Training 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 4,924 64.8

IT Overhead 0 0.0
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 0 27.0
Travel 374 0.0

Total Direct Resources 4,924 64.8
Total Overhead 0 27.0
Travel 374 0.0

NUCLEAR MATERIALS SAFETY STRATEGY TOTALS:

GENERAl) UND(fEE BASED) j� � ,� ; �31,O5� �6i1�6

HIGH-LEVEL WASTE FUND j 24,844 108.0
WASTE INCIDENTAL TO REPROCESSING - GENERAL FUI 1,363 8.9
GRAND TOTAL 1 57,2611 729

Reactors and Matl&Waste Sum 8 05/04/2006



05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE

PLANNED A CTIVITIES:

General Accounting and Financial Reporting 1,121 13.0

IT Federal Financial Systems 850

Cost Analysis 0 ,2.0

Accounts Receivable 9

License Fees 66 1(1.0

Information Technology-License Fee 1,495 2.0

Information Technology/Budget Systems 487 1.0

Information Technology/Payroll System 1,120 1.0

Information Technology - Cost Analysis 541 1.0

Payment Services 145 E.0

Payment Policy and Obligation 865 6.0

Time Labor and Payroll 0 6.0

Central Allowarce 35 5.0

General Information Technology 56 0.0

Internal Training & Development

Financial Systerns 0 5.0

External Trainirg 134

Planning 118 4.0

1
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support . ._

$,K FTE

Budget Operations 100 5.0

Program Analysis 10.0

Funds Control 4 6.0

Total Direct Resources 7,146 84.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 21.0

Travel 47 0.0

Total Direct Resources 7,146 . 84.0

Total Overhead 0 21.0

Travel 47 0.0

PI~Q!fflW9AGM.E'TXANDi .SUPP T

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

General Information Technology 1,082 .0

Congressional Affairs 24 6.0

Secretariat 0 12.0

EDO and Operational Staff 30 17.0

2



05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE

Public Affairs 45 12.0

Commission Appellete Adjudication 5 4.0

Commission 1,025 22.0

Policy and Direction Legal Advice 375 7.0

Management Support Services Legal Advice 10.0

Reactor Safety Independent Advice 385 21.0

Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 100 5.0

External Training 109

Total Direct Resources 3,180 117.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 6;5.0

Travel 945

Total Direct Resources 3,180 117.0

Total Overhead 0 65.0

I

I

I

I

Travel 945 I).0

3
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Man 3gement and Support

$,K FTE

Employee Change of Station Benefits 11,610 1.0

Employee Relocation Services 2,653

Total Direct Resources 14,263 1.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/N on-Supervisory Overhead:

Travel

Total Direct Resources 14,263 1.0

Total Overhead 0 0.0

Travel 0 (.0

PLANNED A CTIVITIES:

Safeguards and Security Implementation

Physical Security

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead:

Travel

4



05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE.

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0

Total Overhead 0 0.0

Travel 0 0.0

gs:S.::: s,,::::::::: .s .:i,, : .S' .: C. .... . ' 'N.' : .:s . "; g :,...::s :.. . i s. > , s :

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Rental of Space 24,270

Facilities Management 8,163 9.0

Total Direct Resources 32,433 9.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/NDn-Supervisory Overhead: 3.0

Travel

Total Direct Resources 32,433 9.0

Total Overhead 0 3.0

Travel 0 3.0

_.. g ge
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support __ __

$,K FTE

$U.UBPGRM =-mn~t~t

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Administrative Support Services 7,916 213.0

General Information Technology 1,208

IT Staff 2.0

Security 5,225 12.0

Acquisition of Goods and Services 60 213.0

External Training 100

Internal Training & Employee Development

Total Direct Resources 14,509 61.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 22.0

Travel 35

Total Direct Resources 14,509 63.0

Total Overhead 0 22.0

Travel 35 (.0

I

-
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE

PLANNED .4 CTI VI TIES:

General Information Technology 1,298 5.0

Grants to Universities 200 2.0

Recruitment arid Staffing 695 21.0

Policy Development and Strategic Workforce Planning 100 '.0

Performance Management 4795.0

Affirmative Employment 53 1.

Civil Rights 176 3.0

Minority Serving Institutions 600 1.2

Managing Diversity 122 (.5

Small Business 1 1.

Internal Training and Development 3,606 6.0

External Training and Development 50

Worklife Services 1,980 3.0

Total Direct Resources 9,360 54.5

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 1,7.5

Travel 425

Total Direct Resources 9,360 54.5

Total Overhead 0 1 7.5

7



05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support __

$,K FTE

Travel 425 0.0

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Planning and Oversight 190 :3.0

HLS Information Security 2,318 11.5

Computer Security 445 :3.0

External Training and Development 110

Internal Training and Development 250 0.5

Total Direct Resources 3,313 113.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 0 13.0

Travel 75

Total Direct REsources 3,313 113.0

Total Overhead 0 6.0

Travel 75 (.0

.nig _m 3 sceAnd OesgiiI.

8
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE

... =. ,... ...... .......
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Desktop Support & infrastructure, Development & Integration 13,509 113.0

Production Operations 3,523 ~ .

Telecommunications Services and Support 7,429 !;.0

Desktop Support and Network Services 651

Total Direct Resources 25,112 213.0

IT Overhead
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 3.0

Travel

Total Direct Resources 25,112 2(;.0

Total Overhead 0 !3.0

Travel 0 0.0
. ..... ........

.......... '........................I n f r m a i o n e c h n f o g I n f a s t r c t u r T a e L 2 , 1 1 ''.

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

9



05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support =_ =

$,K FTE

Application Support and Integration 2,990 13.0

Business Area Applications 1,460 9.0

Enterprise Seivices 1,459 11.0

Total Direct Resources 5,909 33.0

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 11.0

Travel

Total Direct Resources 5,909 33.0

Total Overhead 0 11.0

Travel 0 0.0

"O .. . . . .. . .......... . ...................-...........1.'-.......-.-

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Information Services 1,717 21.0

Publishing Services 2,857 17.0

Document and Records Management 5,944 3l).0

Total Direct Resources 10,518 63.0

10
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05/04/2006 FY2006

BUDGET

Sheet H: Management and Support

$,K FTE.

IT Overhead

Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead 2'1.0

Travel

Total Direct Resources 10,518 E8.0

Total Overhead 0 21.0

Travel 0 0.0

MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT STRATEGY TOTALS:

GRAND TOTAL HIGH- LEVEL WASTE/General Fund 3,2804.0
GRAND TOTAL WITHOUT HIGH-LEVEL WASTE AND GENERAL FUND (FEE BASEI 123,990 (;30

11



05/04/2006 FY2006
BUDGET

Sheet l: Inspector General
$,K FTE

SUB-P( RA: NSECTOR B3NRL

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Investigations 63 16.0
Audits 995 21.0
External Training 123
General Information Technology 141 1.0
Operational Support 55 3.0
S&B Adjustment

Total Direct Resources 1,377 41.0

IT Overhead
Supervisory/Non-Supervisory Overhead: 8.0
Travel 310

Total Direct Resources 1,377 41.0
Total Overhead 0 8.0
Travel 310 0.0

INSPECTOR GENERAL STRATEGY TOTALS:
...... *:.:.:.:.:,:... ,:.:0x0.>:.x., .:.,V S ..: S

Total - All Arenas [300,8251 3270-.3

1
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COMPARED TO FY 2005



Total Direct Resources Summary

I. 0

05/04/20061 FY06 _____

it v I CTC

POWER__________________ ______ FTA

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY :
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $54,519 445.9 .
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 J
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support

$7,201 71.1

Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $5,745 61.0

Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $15,136 124.0

Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $3,300 48.3

-FY05 -.. .
azseir, ; B r

$47,34 . 40

$6si56c' 4

$7,570 ,,;8

..$13,245 ;. ... 8
,r. ..-- .:..

$3,000 .-... 4

-$,422 5C

'. .' r ,

:.i Difference

/0G~ 1 'lI / ilg

I ____________

6.7$ $7,085 14.94% 39.2 9.64%

0.°.0 $o 0.0

11.6 $1,045 16.98% 29.5 70.91%

3.- -$1,825 -24.11% -22.0 -26.51%

15.01

2.I1

14.28% 39.0 45.88%$1.891
-1 + 4

10.00%$300 7.3 17.80%
-. -. . 4

s--..Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $11,599 544.1 $5.177 80.61% 42.0 8.36%
Total $97,500 1,294.4 .$83,827 1,159.4L $13,673 16.31% 135.0 11.64%

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY K r
Fuel Facilities $1,304 2.5 R $1,296 . , - $8 0.64% 0.6 28.21%
Nuclear Materials Users $207 2.2 ; ., $270 '311 -$63 -23.45% -0.9 -28.20%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1,117 3.5 $1,428 .55 -$311 -21.78% -2.0 -36.36%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $2 0.0 $0 - $2 0 ol $0 0.00% 0.0

Total $2,630 8.2 1 $2,996 10 5L -$366 -12.22% -2.3 -22.00%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT . :- - _*__..

Policy Support-ACRS/ACNW $385 18.0 $360 21.0 $25 6.94% -3.0 -14.29%

Grand Total - Power Reactors $100,515 1,320.6 $87,183 . 1,190.9: $13,332 129.7 10.89%

SPENT. UEC T REACTORt DEC. '' ' <"

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY _-J . _.

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 4- $0 0 0. $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $0 -. . . $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing[HLS Licensing Support j $0 0.0 ~ tooo $ ____ 0.0 _____

Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0$0$0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License j $01 0.01 - F " 5001 I $01 I 0.01

G:\LFB\2006 fees\FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 1



Total Direct Resources Summary

05104/20061 FY06____-,,_______________________ DifferencefV 050420 ¶ ~ F>6- $, [/ %change iTE °change

Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 = $o 0 0.0 =
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $2 0.1 $' 0.21 -$1 -32.32% -0.1 -41.67%

Total $2 0.1 $3 021 -$1 -32.32% -0.1 -41.67%
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFEl* L

Fuel Facilities S0 0.0 3 $0 03 $0 -0.3 -100.00%

Nuclear Materials Users $402 6.1 $232 G.3 V $170 73.03% -0.1 -2.23%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $750 13.4 $889 146 -$139 -15.61% -1.2 -8.22%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $4,231 45.7 A - $ 170 48 1_ $61 1.47% -2.4 -5.01%

Total $5,383 65.2 9 -'; $5 291 69.3 $92 1.74% -4.1 -5.84%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT :_ _ L;

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $55 3.0 $0 0-. $55 100.00% 3.0 100.00%
Grand Total - Spent Fuel Storage & Reactor Decomm $5,440 68.4 $5,293 69 5= $146 2.77% -1.2 -1.65%

TEST:t _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _;.:^.

,,,TE,, __ESE .__ __R.ATR _ 4_ _ _ .. ,_ :_,
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY - ________

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $177 1.7 $61 $117 192.65% 0.8 87.58%
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $ V 0 0.i $0 - 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $O0 i $0 ______0.0 -8.57%
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 __ $0 ^ .*o$0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 00 0 0.6 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 _ $0 0 $0 _=___-_r__ 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $15 0.4 $37 0.4 -$22. -60.15% 0.0 1.46%

Total $192 2.2 J $97 1 41 $95 97.01% 0.8 58.51%
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALSAND WASTE SAFETY _t;_____

Fuel Facilities $0 0.0 $0 $0 0.0 -100.00%
Nuclear Materials Users $0 0.0 _ F$0. 0.0 $0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $0 0.0 _ $ 0 .O $0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $0 0. 0 0. O $0 0.0

Total $0 0.0_. $0 .0.0 -100.00%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT . .t;.-.. ' M 2  i.

rumily cuppUiI- ACRSIACiv ! bu o _____________u__.U -:u_ _ o.o
Grand Total - Test & Research ReactorsF $1921 2.2 . $97 --.. 1.41 1 $951 | 0.81 55.14%

G:\LFB\2006 fees\Final Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 2



Total Direct Resources Summary

r Y -

I* + +. _,. . .
:Y05/0412006 FY06

FUEL FAh , .1 .

'O h i -I E 1.

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY.:: - .
Reactor LicensinglLicensing Tasks $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0
Reactor InspectionlHLS Inspection $0 0.0

'FY05 *. ;--

$0 0

.$0 0 o

Av

-r

.-.,
,.

Difference
-t 1- t

S.iK %/b cnange F I E % change

-t

0. $0 0.o

.oV $0 0.0
$0 0.0

.0= $0 0.0

.oL so 0.0
so _ 0.0o

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 F:. 61 $0 0.0
Total so$0 0.0 $0 0.0.-. -E.-..-. .E. . ... ... ..... .... ..... ... .7r-. .-

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY r 'S

Fuel Facilities $2,308 101.4 -$1,015 -30.54% -1.4 -1.36%
Nuclear Materials Users $593 11.9 $495 '13.41 $98 19.71% -1.5 -11.27%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $171 3.5 $139 3.7 $32 23.17% -0.2 -5.41%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $26 0.0 $31 . -$5 -15.03% 0.0

Total $3,098 116.8 _ - $3,988 - -: l -119:9 -$890 -22.31% -3.1 -2.59%
PROGRA: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT. _ _. -___

Policy Support - ACRSIACNW $25 1.0 r$0 0 0 $25 100.00% 1.0 100.00%
Grand Total -Fuel Facility $3,123 117.8 $3,988 :1199 -$865 -21.69% -2.1 -1.76%

MATERIALS T,'s'., %7

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY :
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 $0 0 0° $ 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $0 0 ' ___ $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 0 0 $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $0 0 . .0.° $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0 $0 0.0

Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0 01 $0 0.
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 00 $0 0 01 $0 0.0

Total $0 0.0 :$0 -. s , 001 $0 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY -.

Fuel Facilities | $01 0°01 ° $O-, 1""' 0-71 j $01 [ -0.71 100.00°/

G:\LFB\2006 fees\FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 3



Total Direct Resources Summary

-- -
I , |

I?

05/04/2006 FY06 J _

<,Prf r i c E

Nuclear Materials Users $3,694 75.3 ?

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $407 9.0

-.FYOS.?5

A- ; ~i.v t

$163',~:ir~r, .>,= f,

-% I3 I

Difference I -..

:, -io change t- I t /o cnange

83.31 $1,127 43.91% -8.0 -9.57%

2. $244 149.54% 6.4 238.93%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $2 0.0 ?w'- '0.00 -$14 -85.29% n0n

Total $4,103 84.3 V$s $2,746 71. -'86.7 $1,357 49.42% -2.3 -2.69%
PROGRA: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT- ! F ,_ _ ______*

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $18 0.0 $0 ' 0 $18 100.00% 0.0
Grand Total - Materials $4,122 84.3 _. $2,746- '86.7 $1,376 50.09% -2.3 -2.69%

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY. . _,__c-':

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 - 0 - $0 . 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Intemational Activities $0 0.0 $0, 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 - $0 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 - $0 o °° $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 00 .. $0 , .°- $0 _________ 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 _ $0 o0° L $0 _________ 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $2 0.0 7.69%

Total $2 0.1 $3 -.10 _$1 -32.32% 0.0 7.69%
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY

Fuel Facilities $0 0o] $0 00' $0 0.0
Nuclear Materials Users $189 2.2 l$163 $26 15.81% -2.4 -51.79%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $4 0.0 $0 0.01 $4 100.00% 0.0

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $493 14.8 $411 12.21 $82 20.01% 2.6 21.58%
Total $686 17.0 t- :$574, , .16.8' $1121 19.51% 0.3 1.69%

PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT. - . : --

rUi;liy AUppSAi - ACR3/AC'N4U .uOiau 4 ? iOO.0u oI ' .1

Grand Total - Transportation $6931 18.21 i- $576 . 16.91 { $1161 20.14%1 1.31 7.66%|

G:\LFB\2006 fees\FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 4



Total Direct Resources Summary

1 T I [,. -.

05/04/20061 FY06 | | F

RARE EARTH FACILIES'>K" 7
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY:

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/lHLS Inspection $0 0.0 -

Y05

$0

$0"

t0

~ j,'s67..x~~rzi|E

I-.
l

-t Difference | i i
- %uiaullue rim j -Iocnange

).oV $0 0.0
'o' $0 0.0
°'° $0 0.0
i01 $0 0.0 _____

ojVs $0 0.0
i-.o $0 0.0

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 ri. . . .o01 $0 0.0
Total $0 0.0 $0 0 - $0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY
Fuel Facilities $1 0.6 ' .- 1 0 6' $0 -24.24% 0.0 0.00%
Nuclear Materials Users $16 0.0 $16 . .03 $0 -0.62% -0.3 -100.00%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $84 1.8 > $91 - r 8 - -8.34% 0.0 -2.78%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $2 0.0 12< ; $0 0.00% 0.0

Total $103 2.4 2.7k -$8 -7.26% -0.3 -12.31%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT :_ _ _ _ U. . , _ _ r___.___

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $0 0.0 $0 0 0 $0 0.0

Grand Total - Rare Earth $103 2.4 $111, 27 -$8 -7.26% -0.3 -12.31%

URANIUM RECOVERY` 77777''.. ___

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY.: . _-_ _ *__

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 _ $0 00> $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 00 u $0 00_ $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 .n5, $0 .L $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $0 0.0° $0 0.0

Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0 I .; $0 DOL $0 __^_.0_S 0.0

Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 J $ 0 0_ $0 0.0

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0 0J $0 0.0

Total $0 000 $0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY L *__-*,, _

.e-t 7 .t4R , -4n 0n o6 9.34%
Nuclear Materials Users | $21| 0 o $81 60.16% 0.1 100.00%
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Total Direct Resources Summary

05/04/2006 FY06 .C"Dnce

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1 0. 0 _, -. , $0. -:-.-Ot_$1 100.00% 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $4 0.0 r- -$30.0 $1 42.86% 0.0

Total $94 7.2 , ; ,$2 9 * ~v ; < 6.6 5 -$36 -27.58% 0.7 10.03%
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT AND SUPioRT __ ___ _

Policy Sup port - ACRSaACNW $ 0 0.0 $ 4 0.0 _0____

Grand Total - Uranium Recovery $94 7.2 $129 = 6 -$36 -27.58% 0.7 10.03%

REVI WS F<OROTER, PPLCA,,,,. 'AO.. 7 .7:
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY;.

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 00 -' $0 0 ,. $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Intemational Activities $0 00 -$0 00] $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 .0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $0 00 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 00 J 9 $0 0° $0 0.0
Reactor InspectionlHLS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 00 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0- $0 01 $0 0.0

Total $0 0. 0 j.ii: $0 "OL $0 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY t ^___._,.

Fuel Facilities $0 00 .$0 ' . $0 0.0 ________$O

Nuclear Materials Users $0 2.0 $0 5.61 $0 -3.6 -64.41%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $0 0.0 $0; .. _ $0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $0 0.0 .$0 01 $0 0.0

Total o$ 2. 0 5'6 $0 -3.6 -64.41%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT.:

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $0( 0.0 $0 i- ' .0.0] $0_ 0.0

Grand Total - Reviews for Other Applicants $0 2.0 $0 $l0 -3.6 -64.41%

FEDERAL EXEMP~N. ... ......... 1

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY: .-. __ *
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 '. $0 00 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Intemational Activities $0 0.0 $0 0 oil $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0 0 $0 0.0 L0 0.0
Reactor Licensina/Reactor Licens Renewql $0 0. 0 SO 0 ol $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License | $ol 0° 0 0 0, 0 $0 l | .0 II|
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Total Direct Resources Summary

05/04/2006 FY06 IiF F0Y Difference _

I I FTv a j , ,g ,I %J^ chang, r g r ^iM crhange

Reactor InspectionlHLS Inspection $0 ° 00 V > O 'oo$0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 ,^$0 0 0 $0 0.0

Total $0 0 .0 $'_ 0 $0 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY , . _ _ ______'.

Fuel Facilities $0 0.0 i f 4'0 " $0 0.0
Nuclear Materials Users $69 1.5' i Or $28 69.56% 0.5 54.08%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $25 0.5 $11 0 2¢ $14 119.54% 0.3 169.84%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $6 1.9 $4 2. $2 48.17% -1.0 -33.67%

Total $99 3.9 $56 -4 0 $44 78.188% -0.1 -2.66%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT i-_

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $0 0.0 $0 '-'.. .0.01_ $0 0.0
Grand Total - Federal Exemption $99 3.9 $56 4.0 $44 78.18% -0.1 -2.66%

ED EEP1 N 1-qFiED ____.___ ______
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY . _ _ -- __r__

ReactorLicensing/LicensingTasks $1,374 13.4 $469 _.2L $904 192.64% 6.2 86.27%

Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $0-. 001 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.4 .y $0,-0-4$0 $0 _^_0.4_$0 0.0 1.22%
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $0 00. $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0 $0 .00 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/ILS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0011 $0 0.0

Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $106 3.2 l$286 4.1 -$180 -62.88% -0.9 -21.56%
Total $1,480 17.0 $755 11.61 $725 95.95% 5.3 45.64%

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY -
Fuel Facilities $0 0.0 l , $0 03 $0 -0.3 -100.00%

Nuclear Materials Users $850 10.3 -$562 93 $288 51.25% 1.0 11.19%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $38 0 8 _$30 0 $7 24.33% 0.3 47.01%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $18 _ 4 $14. '> 0.8_ $4 28.99% 0.5 62.43%

Total $9061 12.51 $606 N 7,i { $2991 49-39%1 i.I 13.62%|
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Total Direct Resources Summary

_ _____ _ _ _ __ ;1 ' , . _ _ _ . _ . _

05/04/2006 f 06 -Difference-

PROGRAM MANAGEMENTAjND SUPPORTI , :-: ::;; -.-': -: -F; . ,r

Poicy Support -ACRS/ACNW $21 0. 0 pr ; S0 -9oo_$21 100.00% 0.0
Grand Total - Nonprofit Education Exemption $2,387 29.5 $1,362 22.7J $1,026 75.33% 6.8 30.06%

PROGRAM:NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY- :%;.; ::.:-:..i . ^.->
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks S0 ° .° ? $0 0- j oo_$ .o

Reactor Licensingllntemational Activities $945 22.0 $371 21 C $574 154.72% 1.0 4.76%
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $ - $0 0.0 __$0_o.o
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 1.0 -_ $0 00 $0 1.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 _ - $° 0 °L $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0 0o $0 0.0

Total $945 23.0 $371 21.OL $574 154.72% 2.0 9.52%
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY ______ ,.,,,,, _ __ ______

Fuel Facilities $350 0.7 ...... $360 02 -$10 -2.78% 0.5 250.00%
Nuclear Materials Users $23 10.7 3$10 43_ $13 132.32% 6.4 149.42%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $56 1.8 $2 " '.1 $54 2334.78% 0.7 63.64%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $109 1.0 $10101 $0 0.28% 0.0 0.00%

Total $538 14.2 .6$48 1 66 $57 11.87% 7.6 115.48%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT I__ _ _ _ ,,,-, ________ .j,,__

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $60 1.0 o $ol $60 100.00% 1.0
Grand Total - International Activities $382 :$852276, ,,17 $61 81.12%1

AGAEMMEN STATEOvERRIGH-TW;~7§c>.______________ 
__

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY_::_____ _ _ - ,- :L,

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 $0 0 o $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Intemational Activities $0 0.0 0.0 .- _$.-°L|o

Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 0 OL $0 0.0 _ _$°l 0.0
Rpactor Licenqinn/Rennr.tr I ienqnsr Renewal $0 0.0 0s 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License | 0 00 ol c. oS $0o | J.0
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Total Direct Resources Summary

05/04/20061 FY06 t^.FY0,V .e. .>! Difference[I/O 6 -/0 ullanige I- I r IE %/o change

Reactor InspectionlHLS Inspection $0 0 >i jo. $0 ' .0.6 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 r $0 < O $0 0.0

Total $0 0.0 t $ 0-0j $ 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS-AND WASTE SAFETY j .

Fuel Facilities $1 0.2 $2 0.8 -$ -36.31% -0.6 -75.61%

Nuclear Materials Users $807 22.2 $496, 22.4L $312 62.91% -0.2 -1.07%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $11 00 $0 ' ° °L $11 100.00% 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $0 0.0 SO ; 0 01 $0 100.00% 0.0

Total $819 22.4 $ ;. $497 -- 233 $322 64.77 -0.9 -3.70%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT -

Policy Support - ACRSiACNW $0 0.0 w' }-$0 00 $0 0.0
Grand Total - Agreement State Oversight $819 22.4 $497:i - 23.3_ $322 64.77% -0.9 -3.70%

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 $0 00. $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $ 0 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 0 0. $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 :-$0 0 o $o 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0 $0 o 0 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 00 000 $0 0.0

Total $0 0.0 $0 ,: 0.0 $0 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY

Fuel Facilities $0 0.2 $ '- 0 9 $0 -0.7 -77.78%
Nuclear Materials Users $5,634 43.9 $3,782 29.OV $1,852 48.98% 14.9 51.49%
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1 1.3 $0 ..9 $1 100.00% 0.4 49.43%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $17 0 .0 $2 . ^ .--O.oV $15 900.37% 0.0

Total $5,652 45.4 '$3,784 30.7_ $1,869 49.39% 14.6 47.64%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENTAND SUPPORT::

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $0 0.0- $0 0.0_ $0_ 0.0
Grand Total - Agreement State Reg Supp $5,652 45 $3,784 30- $1,8691 49.39%1 14.61 47.64%

2~ ~~ ~ ~ r-,, , ;' 'i § 7 j. .. _ _ _ _ j _ _ _ _ _ _ _ { _ _ _

|UN $5.52 45I $3 - 7 ; t; 3|I4
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Total Direct Resources Summary

I i I :7>

05/04/2006 FY06 1 T
I___ I ______,-

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY '
Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0jV-
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HLS Inspection $O 0.0 .

-FY05 ' ,; ,.<

-v. -... $0 c-

, -,. ... . .C . . :

-.. $0 .. . C
-..'S.,-'' $0.t.'--''i-"^.'

......

L

.i Difference
.X_ -; [ change FTE % change

so 0.01
i.o $so 0.0
i. $0 0.0
.o _ $0 0.0
1.O_ $0 0.0
I.0 - so __ _ __ _ 0.0 _ _ _ _ _Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $o oon r 1-. " k ni tn ,\ n

Cu U.V
Total . ...... $0 0.0, $0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY J 1 .

Fuel Facilities $0 0.0 $0 ,, 00 50 0.0
Nuclear Materials Users $597 5.4 $291 , 4.5j $306 105.39% 0.9 19.73%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $397 8.3 $3292 43 $105 35.91% 4.0 93.02%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $5 0.0 . ' $2 ' 0.0r $3 108.33% 0.0

Total $999 13.7 $585 88 $414 70.72% 4.9 55.51%
PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT _.; 

_

Policy Support -ACRS/ACNW $0s 0.0 $ 0 '. s ' oo1 
r _ _ 0.0 _-do_____o

Grand Total - UnlicensedSites $999 13.7 K " .-$585 .88 $414 70.72% 4.9 55.51%
-jE _ _^'>i _ __m ;_ _ _ i'. .^

7 -J_ _ _ _ __ _ _ _

PROGRAM: NU CLEA R REACTOR SAFETY- .^Y *. F _, __ _

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 00 $ 0.0 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/International Activities $0 0.0 $0 001 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 $0 i . d $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0.0 $ 001 $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0° 0 '- 0.0 ~ $0 0.0
Reactor lnspection/HLS Inspection $0 0.0 J $0 0 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 $0^ 0 oso . ____S00.0

Total $0 00 '. $0 : $0M 0.0
PROUUKAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTESAFETY I * ' ;,j I
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Total Direct Resources Summary

05/04/20061 FY06 I Difference

rjK r I E, u Io r i e change

Fuel Facilities $0 0.5 5 $279 -0:51 -$279 -100.00% 0.0 -8.00%
Nuclear Materials Users $52 1.1 .6 -$10 -15.58% 0.5 89.66%

,, ,, _ _.... , !, :v , -
Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $1,761 13.0 $2,055 20.9 -$294 -14.33% -8.0 -38.04%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $6 0.0 $4 0 $2 57.89% 0.0

Total $1,819 14.5 $2,399 .:' --- 22.0 -$581 -24.21% -7.5 -33.99%
. . .. .. ,. ,. .-n ... .

PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT : :_:_'
Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $0 0.0 3._ -$50 -100.00% -3.0 -100.00%

Grand Total - Decommissioning & Reclaim. $1,819 14.5 $2,49 250 -$631 -25.75% -10.5 -41.91%

GEEiCLLW 7 7r 77'-" S7.77
PROGR: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY;

Reactor Licensing/Licensing Tasks $0 0.0 .$O $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/lIntemational Activities $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/HLS Licensing Support $0 0.0 OL $0 0.0
Reactor Licensing/Reactor License Renewal $0 0 $ 00E $0.. 0.0
Reactor Licensing/New Reactor License $0 0.0 t' $0, 0 oL$0 ____$_____ 0.0
Reactor Inspection/HILS Inspection $0 0.0 $0 0 $0 0.0
Reactor Inspection/Reactor Safety Inspection $0 0.0 001 $0 0.0

Total $0 00 . $0 ; 0.0 $0 0.0
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY ___ . -_____'_

Fuel Facilities $0 0.0 K $0 00 . $0 0.0
Nuclear Materials Users $11 0.2 3$14 03 -$ -23.61% -0.1 -23.08%

Decommissioning and Low Level Waste $472 71 $580 . 38 -$108 -1 8.61% 3.3 86.84%
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation $3 00 $3 0.O. $0 15.38% 0.0

Total $486 7 3 $597- ' 4.1 -$111 -18.58% 3.2 79.80%

PROGRAM: MANAGEMENT AND SUPPORT : : : _-.7,,__ ____.-

Policy Support - ACRS/ACNW $50 20 $50 3 0 $0 0.00% -1.0 -33.33%

Grand Total-Generic LLW $536 9 1 -$647 ,.1j....> ~$111 -17.14% 2.2 31.73%
G r Ln d To' a - G WI 5361 93
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F)Y 2006 ALLOCATIONS FOR EACH
FEE CLASS AND SURCHARGE

CATEGORY, BY PLANNED
A(CTIVITY, COMPARED TO FY 200C5



Power Reactor

I I I

05/04/2006 FY06 . FY05 _ Difference _

_ $,K FTE = $,K FTE $,K FTE I
...

PROGRAMS...= =--_RRACO SFT ______ __ _

SU-RORO R AT:R I_

SUB-S PROGR AM1L' C -4 ._EN, Tl
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS: ' _ l

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 18 26.0 0 -8.0
External Training 543 0 433 _ 110 0.0
General Information Technology 4,103 6 3,028 4.8 1,075 1.5
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 10,610 19 2,100 2.8 8,510 16.1
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 2,433 6 12,825 17.3 -10,392 -11.8
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 2,605 5 2,010 4.0 595 0.8
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 15 6 15 5.5
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 2,230 5 2,230 4.7
Fire Safety 1,095 4 1,095 4.2
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 8,929 23 10,697 32.8 -1,768 -10.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 10,687 13 5,733 13.5 4,954 -0.4
Radiation Protection 1,625 7 775 3.2 850 3.4
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 4,884 21 4,107 5.4 777 15.3
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 821 7 3,265 25.0 -2,444 -17.8
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0 34 31.0 0 2.7
Licensing Actions 344 94 300 81.7 = 44 12.3
Other Licensing Tasks 200 24 200 17.3 0 7.1
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0 6 6.0 0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 1,095 41 614 38.2 481 2.3
Rulemaking 430 18 125 17.4 305 0.1
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 60 21 60 21.0 0 -0.1
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0 0 0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 1,560 36 1,060 29.5 500 6.3
Legal Advice and Representation 57 11 57 11.0 0 o 0.0Adjudicatory Reviews 80 4 45 5.0 35 -1.0Emrpn~ PrePn;nrfne-,- I irpnninri 113 20 13.81 113 6.0

Total Direct Resources 54,519 . 47,434 406 .7  j 7,0851 3921
_ I I 1- I II
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Power Reactor

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE = $,K FTE $,K FTE

PRA REACT=F77 ___ = =e

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 
_ _ I

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0 0 0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 0 = 0 0.0
International External Training 0 0 0 0.0
International AID Support 0 0 =0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0 0 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

SUB =ROGP.AM:.Cr,,, EN§N _

SUB-UB-PROGRAM:,J HLS LICENSINGU ofYI__ __ _______ _____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 60 6.6 60 9.1 0 -2.5
HLS Regulatory Improvements 1,260 18.6 300 10.8 960 7.8
HLS Mitigating Strategy 3,835 33.0 3,775 13.1 60 19.9
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0 3.9 250 4.6 -250 -0.7
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 1,716 5.0 1,491 2.0 225 3.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0 2.0 1.0 0 1.0
HLS General Information Technology 150 0.0 100 50 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 2.0 1.0 0 1.0
HLS External Training 180 0.0 180 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 7,201 71.1 6,156 41.6 1,045 29.5
PRGRAM:NUCLEAW REACOR7 77I7' ____

S U RGRA: RE ACTOf SING .- ,; f _ _a____

St B-US-PROGRAM: R EACTOR LICENSE RENEWAL,,, ________ _____
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Renewal Application Reviews 4,745 51.6 6,920 69.7 -2,175 -18.1
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 1,000 6.2 650 8.1= 350 -1.9
G eneral Inform ation Technology U.2_ u.Z u U.U|Legal Advice and Representation T g I 3.01 | _ 5.01 |_ 0 -2.0
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Power Reactor

05/04/2006~ FY06 ____FY05 1Difference ____

______________________ $,K [FTE ] $,K FE$,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 5,745 61.0 7,570 83.0 -1,825 -22.0

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:_____
Early Site Permits 755 5.3 1,808 14.5 -1,053 -9.2
Design Certification 3,450 27.1 4,137 38.5 -687 -11.4Pre-Application Reviews 400 13.4 50 4.5 350 8.9
Regulatory Infrastructure 10,137 64.7 7,250 22.5 2,887 42.2
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0 0.0 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 7.0 5.0 0 2.0
Combined Licenses 0 2.0 0 2.0
General information Technology 200 0.5 200 0.5New Reactor Infrastructure 0 0.0 0 0.0Internal Training 0 0.0 I0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 44 2.0 44 2.0Internal Training & Employee Development 150 2.0 150 2.0

Total Direct Resources 15,136 124.0 13,245 85.0 1,891 39.0

SBPROGRAM REACT OR INPECIO

PLANNED ACTIVITI ES:____
ELS Fo-r-ce--on-Force Program 3,100 16.9 2,900 15.7 200 1.2

HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 100 31.4 ____ _1 9.0 100 12.4
HLS External Training 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 100 0.0 100 6.3 0 -6.3

Total Direct Resources 3,300 48.3 3,000 41.0 300{ 7.3

P R 0 WAM:..NUC LUAR REATRSFT ______-i

P PLNNED ACTIVITIES: F____ ____ ___
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Power Reactor

05/0412006 FY06 I=I FY05 I Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,KFTE

License Renewal Inspections 0 4.2 = 6.0 0 -1.8
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0 12.0 550 4.0 -550 8.0
Internal Training and Development 1,332 19.0 10.0 1,332 9.0
Baseline Inspections 0 266.9 272.0 0 -5.1
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 2,550 33.2 700 28.3 1,850 4.9
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0 3.8 3.8 0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0 26.9 2 28.0 -2 -1.1
OE agency programs 0 1.0 1.0 0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 445 22.8 595 23.8 -150 -1.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 1,110 29.8 442 22.9 668 6.9
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 330 22.0 _ 24.2 330 -2.2
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0 11.9 280 10.5 -280 1.4
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 694 3.0 _ _ 694 3.0
TTC-Rental of Space 830 0.0 830 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 309 0.0 _ 309 0.0
General information technology 188 0.0 168 20 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0 4.0 3.0 0 1.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0 2.0 2.0 0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 72 12.6 182 10.7 -111 1.9
Reactor Investigations 10 24.0 10 24.0 0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 12.0 0 12.0
External Training 424 1.0 487 1.0 -63 0.0
Reactor Event Response 33 10.8 33 10.8 0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 3,272 17.3 2,973 13.1 299 4.2
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0 3.9 3.1 0 0.8
Reactor Incident Investigation 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 11,599 544.1 6,422 502.1 5,177 42.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 97,500 1,294.4 = 83,827 1,159.4 13,673 135.0

SUB: BPROGRAM -FUEVFA CLITIES ! I *,_ _
| PLANNED ACTIVITIES: l | | ______
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Power Reactor

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference J
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0 0.0 0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 80 1.4 0 0.6 80 0.8
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0 0.0 0.5 0 -0.5
HLS Safeguards Licensing 1,190 0.9 1,260 0.5 -70 0.4
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS External Training 0 0.0 =0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0 0.0 0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 _ _ 0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 34 0.2 35 0.4 -1 -0.2
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 0.0 0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0 0.0 0 0.0
General Information Technology 0 0.0 0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 0.0 0 0.0
External Training 0 0.0 1 _ -1 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1,304 2.5 1,296 2.0 8 0.6

PRO~G RAMN VUCE 5R~M AT E RIAL$,AN DWASESFT ___ ______

SOB-POGRAM~Li~LAR MA eRILUSERS-'. ____SB-SUBPROGRMNUCLEA MA.EILSs USE-RS -aHi x< i.ir1

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 
_._

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0 0.0 _0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0 0.0 = _ 0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 18 0.0 _ 18 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident __ _ U I u.u
|HLS Mitigating Strategies ok 0.01 I I_ 0 0.01
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Power Reactor

_ 05/0412006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE = $,K FTE $,K FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0 0.0 _ 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0 0.0 0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 175 0.5 175 0.5 0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0 0.0 0 0.0
Materials Licensing 1 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0 0.0 0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0 0.8 0.8 0 0.0
Materials Inspections 3 0.1 3 0.1 0 0.1
Materials Rulemaking 4 0.8 81 1.7 -77 -0.9
HLS Unallocated 0 0.0 I_ 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0 0.0 0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0 0.0 0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0 0.0 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 0.0 _0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0 0.0 0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0 0.0 0 0.0
General Information Technology 2 0.0 6 -4 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 0.0 0 0.0
External Training 4 0.0 5 _ -1 0.0

Total Direct Resources 207 2.2 270 3.1 -63 -0.9

SUB-PROGRAM DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE- -. ;-
SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: DECOMMISSIONINGAND LOW LEVEL WASTE-

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0 0.0 _ _ 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0 0.0 _0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program [ 1 0.01 I I . 0.01Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection I 0o 0.0o I I 0_91 I 00 -0.9
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Power Reactor

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 -Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE = _ $,K_ FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0 0.0 0.1 0 -0.1
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0 0.0 0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0 0.0 0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0 0.0 0 0.0
General Information Technology 0 0.0 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 0.0 0 0.0
External Training 0 0.0 0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 1,115 3.5 1,428 4.5 -313 -1.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0 0.0 0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 2 0.0 2 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1,117 3.5 1,428 5.5 -311 -2.0

PROGRAM: NUCLAF M AT IL NDWSE SAFETM______
SUB -P6:R OM RTP6NAtUIb soA 'NDfiTRANSPOlRTATiON 1. ___f__-_

SU-U-?R~~H TRANELSORREil3l9iSPO RTATI ONI =___ ___
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Licensing and Certification 2 0.0 2 0 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0 0.0 0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0 0.0 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0 0.0 0 0.0
General Information Technology 0 0.0 0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0 0.0 0 0.0
External Training 0 0.0 0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0 0.0 = _ 0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0 0.0 0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0 0.0 0_ _ 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0 0.0 _ 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements ________ (I_ 0.0

|HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel _ I ° °-° | I 0 0 °.0
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Power Reactor

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference X
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K | FTE

HLS External Training oI o.oj ii1 0.0Total Direct Resources 21 0.0 2 .o _ 0 a 0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 2,630 8.2 2,996 10.5 -366 -2.3

0-97067RAAM:7M 0RT j_____N
SUB-PROGRAM: T _ _=.

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:.
General Information Technology 80 0.0 80 _ 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0 0.0 _ _ 0 0.0
Secretariat 0 0.0 0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
Public Affairs 0 0.0 0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0 0.0 0 0.0
Commission 0 0.0 0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0 0.0 _0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0 0.0 = _ 0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 285 18.0 280 21.0 5 -3.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0 0.0 0 0.0
External Training 20 0.0 20 0.0

Total Direct Resources 385 18.0 360 21.0 25 -3.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 385 18.0 360 21.0_ 25 -3.0

TOTAL POWER REACTOR 100,515J 1,320.6 ; 87,1831 1,190.9 _ 13,3321 129.7
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
_ $,K FTE $,K FTE__ $,K FTE

PRGRM NUL't EC SAFETY- . 5_______

SUB-PROGRAM: RECTOR LICENSING ':. <

SUB-SUBSUPROGRAM: LICENSING TASKS
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:_

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Prnerlr.mrn, Prannrpdingc I Lmnr.enn 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources I 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0| 0.0 ± 0.0
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

1 05/04/2006 FY06 - FY05 - Difference
. _ $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

PROGRAM NUGLE7ARI REACTO7R'SA77 21 ______
SUB-PROGRAM RECO~L~CENSI ____ _______,> ., __ __

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM:INrnRNATIONAL ACTIVITE.
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .__ _

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

RORAM: NUCLEvJtREACTOK-S. FY , 777;:q:

UB-SSUB-PROGRA i HfCES.CIING7  liORT W 2771: _____ __ _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ _
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PRO G RAM:, NC E 
= _ARR 

ACTO SAFETY _

SUBPROGRAMC« ^^ :a~ J'-::"t'b ' _ _ __

SUBSUB-PROGRA6Ai:(CENlT -CENW _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 =I_ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology U.U I).U III U.u I uuI
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0_.0oH = 1 0.0 | 0.0 |
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/20061 FY06 ______FY05 _ Difference l
| $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB PR6GR 'gCTRICE~NSINGi> __ft____P 243 ~ 4_ ____
SUB..SUB-PROGRAM M$NEW REACTO-R LlC_______ ___ =_. _____ ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _______

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAi NUCLE7AIR' A T __

SUB- U i R OGR : LS INS ECTION _____I

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ _
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Intemal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

==ta W-I..
SU8SPRO-GRAMNUCRAMREA = I ) qCTIO E __ -, _ _t_

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: l l I I _ I
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 ____FY05 _____ Difference _____

$,K FTE j $,K FTE [ $,K FTE |$, _ T __ _ ____ ____ T

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0 (0.0) (0.0)
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 |
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General information technology 1.0 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0. 0.0 (0.1)
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.7 0.1 1.9 0.1 (1.1) 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0_ _ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0_0.0_ __ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0_ _ _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0_ _ _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.8 0.1_ _ 2.6 0.2 (0-9)j (0.1)
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 1.8 0.1 2.6 0.2 -0.9 -0.1

PROGRAM:-N U0CLEA MAT E RIA US -A N q W A ST E SAFETM i _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _SUB PROGRAIE FUEI V A T IA wE _ _ _ MN ______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: l. lI l_ ll__l_
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference ! _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE _ _ _ I FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 (0.3)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 (0.3)

PROGAM: NUCLEARMA R-AIi' AN W AST tSAFETY A d < ___
SUATERRAMfUTAJM- MA 7 '='7 ' 7 = _
SUB*SUEPROGAMi; NULA TRASUERS0 _ ___ ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development __ 143.0 0.0 143.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and IncidentResponse 39. 0.02 14.0 0.0
HLS MitigatingStrategies |_ _.__ _|_I _l_ l 0.0 | 0.0
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 i Difference i
_ $,K FTE $,KFTE _ $,KFTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 10.0 1.6 25.0 0.9 (15.0) 0.7
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 9.0 0.2 9.3 0.2 (0.3) (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 (0.5)
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 3.0 0.1 3.0 0.1 0_ oo 0.1
Materials Rulemaking 158.0 2.8 90.3 3.2 67.7 (0.4
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 1.9 1.3 0.2 1.3 1.7 0.1
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 =_0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 28.0 0.0 70.5 (42.5) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 10.1 0.0 9.0 1.1 0.0

Total Direct Resources 402.0 6.1 232.3 6.3 169.7 -0.1

P>ROGRAM: NUCLEAR MAT.ERLAISi ANDEAWASTE SAm _
SUB-PFROGRAM: WDECOMMIWSION AND WLEVEL WASTE ' ant W__
SUB-SJB:ROGRP MibECOMMlSsioNING AND LOW OEVdEL WASTEj- I .__

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: ___
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight - 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program I 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 I 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection j 570.0 6.41 800.01 8.61 1 (230.0)1 (2.2)1
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 - FY05 _ I Difference
$,KFTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 3.9 5.0 _ 0.0 (1.1)
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 135.0 0.0 60.0 75.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 3.0 1.0 0.0 2.0
External Training 21.0 0.0 28.7 (7.7) 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 24.0 0.1 24.0 0.1

Total Direct Resources 750.0 13.4 888.7 14.6 -138.7 -1.2

_ _ ,_=__=_

SUB-PROGRAMPEE FUl - NSPORTTION I.;
SUB_ SUB-PRORA-SI ENTFIElSTO.RA GN TASPORTATION

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 2242.0 25.7 2145.6 24.4 96.4 1.3
Inspection and Event Response 50.0 9.8 50.0 9.7 0.0 0.1
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 38.0 (38.0) 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 50.0 1.0 42.0 1.0 8.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 2.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 165.0 0.0 75.0 90.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 (0.5)
External Training 89.0 0.0 69.1 19.9 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 1510.0 3.0 1650.0 4.0 (140.0) (1.0)
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.1 0.1 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 25.0 2.6 0.2 _ 25.0 2.4
HLS Mitigating Strategies 100.0 0.2 100.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.8 _ 1.6 _ 0.0 (0.8)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.6 _ 4.5 0.0 (3.9)
NLu Securty intrastructure Improvements I _____ ___I 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel I 0.0 0.0 _I 0.0 0.0
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Spent Fuel Storage&Reactor Dec.

05/04/2006 FY06 F | FY05 Difference l
$,K | fE__ $.K FTE ] $K I F=E

HLS External Training 0.010.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources 4231.0 45.7 = 4169.71 48.1_ 61.31 -2.4

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 5383.0 65.2 5290.7 69.3 92.3 -4.1

SU-ROGRAM:.PQIC SUPR _ ___

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: POLi SU PPORT= 
______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 50.0 3.0 50.0 3.0
External Training 5.0 0.0 _ 5.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 55.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 _ 55.0[ 3.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 55.0 3.0 _ 0.0 0.0 _ 55.0 3.0

TOTAL SPENT FUEL STORAGE & REACTOR DECOMISSIONING 5,440 68.38 = 5,2931 69.53 146 -1.15
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Test&Research Reactor

| 05/0 4/2006j FY06 i_ _ FY05 _ __ Difference _

| $,K FTE $.KFTE _ . ,K ._

SU-RGA:RACO IEII=____ 
_ _______

SU-U RGA:LICENS2IG .Tm rX, r<ej AXSKS

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ (0.0) 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 I _ 0.0 0.0Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 177.1 1.7 60.6 0.9 116.6 0.8Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Pmernvcnrsi Pranrartdinnss n nincn, I.1 n A . O., 0.IE m .1 -. --.. ss U.ns n _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _I I_ _v._I_ u.ITotal Direct Resources 177.31 1.7jj 60.61 0.9 __ 116.7| 0.8
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05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference I
$,KIFTE $.K FTE S. K FTF

SUB-SUB-PROG RAM: INTERN ATIONALACTIVrnESr I' _ X _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRA_ ^REACTOR LICENSING 
______

SUB.-SUB.PROGRAM.:HL:SttLCENSINAGSUpPtPORT4.L = _ __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy_ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.1 _ 0.0 (0.0)
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 (0.0)

PRoG1AM LEAR, RE ORSAfETY ______"~~l.~~~,"',,~,,~,~~

s U- POGRAMRCTOR LICENER-E-NW = _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0[ 0.0 _ 0.0 I 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0l °-°| I 0.0 I 0.01
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05/04/2006 FY06 ____ iFY05 _ | Difference
| | ,K $|FTE | FTE $.K FTF

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

POkd GRM:1N U CE-A~RREAC-TOR SET7_ __

SUBPROGRAM R ORCENSINU _ _
SUBSUB-PROGRAM: NEW AR LICENSINGC _ _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 o0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: ____ __
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0

suBRiGi hiiU-.REA __ 
_____ I_______

B `G kiJ" ACTOR INSPE TI N > § ji__ 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _I _ _ _ _

SUB' S;PROGRAM*REACTORISAFETYINSP TION7 I7 ii ii .
PLANED ACTIVITIES:I_
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 | Difference
$,KFTE $,K FTE I $ .K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 4.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 9.1 0.4 36.6 0.4 (27.4) 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
General information technology 1.0 0.0 0.1 0.9 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 (0.1) 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 14.7 0.4 36.91 0.4 (22.2) 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 191.9 2.2 97.4 1.4 94 .5  0.8

SMPR OGRA T FUME ACIAIS Ail A. . 1 ^ i I 12 .
SUBIM-PROG RAM: E U FAC_ 

|
l PLANNED ACTIVITIES: l II
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7 .7 7-, .7

05/04/20061 FY06 I j { FY05 I Difference I l
$,K 1FTE $,K FTE | $,K | FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 L 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0)

SUB-PRO^GRA NUCLiEAR.ATt.IALS USERS .:' -s N. -@.s .' ;'.^
SUB SUB-PROGRAM: NtJCLARMATER^IALS USERS -< .___ .,___ _ . Ad _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 0.0 0.01 I 0.01 0.0

IHLS Mitigating Strategies _ L .LJ 0.0 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $_ _ FTE $;K FTEF

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

P. ROGRAM~N JC1.AI~MAYE S AND WA .STE SaFE I . . . __
SUB-PROGRAWDECOM MISSM HNJN O EV WAE ,=
SUB SUB'PROGRAD ECOMMISS-IONING D LO- LEVL WASTE- _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Nuciear Safety Professional Development Program 0.01 0.01 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0J 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 |___FY05 |_ _ Difference l
$,K FTE I I$.K I FTE _ $K[F

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PRO GRAMS UCLEAR lUAT____V_ l__
SUB-P.ROGRAM: ̂ SPENT FUELSTQRAG6 -AND'.TRANSPfORTATION 

______ ____
;..-.-.-. w-y ~~~~RTA_ I- ION'~v--"-.-.--

SUBy,.SUB-PROGRAttfSPENTFUEL STORAGE EAND,,TRANSP.ORTATION .____ l___PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 I _ ._ 0.0 0.0HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _I 0.0 0.0HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.01 0.0 I_ __ 0.0 I 0.0HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel | 0.0] 0.01 J 0.0 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 = FY05 | Difference |
$,K FTE $.K FTE _ _$.K I FTE

HLS External Training 0.0o 0.0 |_ _ _|O_ _

Total Direct Resources 0.0° 0.0 0.01 °-° I0.01 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0

P:ROGRAM * MANASGEMET AND SUPPORTO 1 7 I ____ __=_=_ l
S-UB-PRO7GRAM ,POI;C^YNSUPPORT X.o ..-y..
SUB-SUB:PROGRAM'IPOVI C SUPP ORT''. _____ _AT--.-

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0J 0.0 0.01 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL TEST & RESEARCH REACTORS 1921 2.19 = 97 1.41 95 0.78
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Fuel Facility

05/04/2006 FY06 . FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE = $.K FTE _ TK r E

P.ROGRAM: NUCILER;REACT.RtSAFETY.:- 
_____*:.is<q 

t' yy

SUB-SUB' PROGRA:LICENSING TASKS'.-.-.,'.-,.x
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS: _ _

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
.- m e~ " D~rra. cdncs !snsn 0. 0.0.,. = AA

... ....... I .U ~ U.UITotal Direct Resources 0 .0 I 0.01 I 0.0u 0.01I 0.0 IJ0.0
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| 05104/20061 FY06 T FY05 T Difference T
| $,K |FTE || $,K FTE SI I $K I FTE

P'ROGRAM:NULEARECTORSAETY WR ______

SUB ROGRM: RELENS
SU-SB-RORA:INTERNATIONALATIVTE 

__

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
PRO GRAM: NUCLEAR -________

SUB-PROGRAM:REAT~LE~IG 
___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SU 4PROGRAM:REACTOR LICEOSING C ____

SU-SB-ROGRA,,M: .`R"E-AC6TOR --kLICENEREEA ___

PLANNED ACTIWTIES: j
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generai information Technology O 00 . _ 0.0 0.0

|Legal Advice and Representation 0 0 0.0 I = 0.0 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 ______FY05 - D Difference _

$,K FTE = $.K FTE _ $.K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB~i.ROGRAM REATO ,ICNSING< ______ ________ _ _______

SUB-SUB-PROGRA NEWR CTOR LICENSING I _ ___ - ^ _-_____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: __
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

PRoGA W A ECO RSAET ___.

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR.. INSPECTIN____ :_____ ______ t._._-,
-SUB-UB-PROGRAM :HLS 1NSPECTION 0 

____.__

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0.
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAML N UC RREA - _
SUB-PROGRAM REACTOR INSPECnlON:^.

f~J ~ IJU ' lV I A Y I I ________I~gU N __ __ _ _ _ _ _ _P A N D ACTIVITIES: I_ _ _ _ 1 _ _ _ _ _ _ _____ II _ __ _ _ _ _ ____
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05/04/2006 FY06 1 FY05 _ Difference
_ . $,K FTE $,K FTE _ $.K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 = _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 = 0.01 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUBSUPRO GRAM 'iUl F -ACILITIES7 I o

wPLANNED AC TI.IEI S . , l_==_
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 \_ _ Difference 1
|_$,K | FTE $,K FTE SXK FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 450.0 16.4 855.0 16.5 (405.0) (0.1)
Allegations/Enforcement 13.0 1.0 2.0 11.0 1.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 1.2 1.0 I 0.0 0.2
HLS Regulatory Improvements 10.0 1.9 100.0 2.5 (90.0) (0.6)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 10.3 8.8 0.0 1.5
HLS Safeguards Licensing 170.0 5.2 180.0 5.3 _ (10.0) (0.1)
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 15.6 15.7 0.0 (0.1)
HLS External Training 50.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 10.0 1.6 10.0 1.6 0.0 0.0Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 300.0 13.1_ 300.0 14.6 _ 0.0 (1.5)
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 845.0 3.0 1269.0 4.0 (424.0) (1.0)
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 175.0 16.7 315.0 21.4 (140.0) (4.7)
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 6.0 4.0 0.0 2.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 81.0 4.0 35.0 3.0 46.0 1.0
General Information Technology 50.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 4.0 4.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 123.0 0.0 157.0 (34.0) 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 31.0 0.0 31.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 2308.0 101.4 3323.0 102.8 _ (1015.0) (1.4)

PROCGRAMiiii: 77-TSTESl AT
SUB-PROGRAM., NUCLEATMAT RIAUSER _ _:___=_

SUB-SUBT-PROGRPAM'NUCLH:EAR'rATERIALwSUSERS .1 _______
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 151.8 1.1 151.8 1.1
Materiais Event Evaluation and Incident Response 108.0 69.2 2.2 38.8 (0.2)IHLS Mitigating Strategies I J-ol I I 0.01 0.0
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Fuel Facility

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
. $,K FTE $.K FTE I_ _______

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 100.0 0.5 100.0 0.5 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 70.0 0.2 70.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 25.0 2.9 = 25.0 0.9 0.0 2.1
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 13.0 0.3 14.3 0.3 (1.3) (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 (0.5)
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 3.0 0.1 3.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
Materials Rulemaking 71.0 0.6 105.0 2.0 (34.0) (1.4)
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 3.7 0.8 5.5 (0.8) (1.8)
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.4
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 (0.2)
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 (1.1)
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 33.0 0.0 93.1 (60.1) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 18.0 0.0 14.8 3.2 0.0

Total Direct Resources 592.8 11.9 495.2 13.4 97.6 -1.5

PROGNUCLA-'W MWdp ~'EWK ARI ND -WA-STE.S-A-FE TYW7-7
SUB-SPRO'GkRAM-:DE-1CO-MMISSI-NIND .L EL S E. __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
NuclearSafety Professional Development Program 0.0' 0.01 0.0 0.01

|Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection | __01 I 0.0 I_0.0
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Fuel Facility

05/04/2006 FY06 = FY05 |___ |_Difference I
_ $_K E FTE $.K FTE I K I FT

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 155.0 2.6 89.0 2.3 = 66.0 0.3
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.4 0.9 0.0 (0.5)
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 50.0 0.5 (50.0) (0.5)
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.5
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 16.2 0.0 16.2 0.0

Total Direct Resources 171.2 3.5 139.0 3.7 _ 32.2 -0.2

SUBPOGA -SPENT'PESOA~N'~NPRAIN~ ___

SUBbSUB.PROGRAM.- SPENT FUELSS;TOAGEANDYTRANISPORTATIoN _=__
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .

Licensing and Certification 26.0 0.0 30.6 (4.6) 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.01 1 1 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.01 1.l0.0[ 0.0
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Fuel Facility

05/04/2006 FY06 i FY05 Ii___ Difference _ _ _
|_$,K | FTE _ $,K I FTE | ___$,K_ FTE

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 0.0
Total Direct Resources 26.0 0.0 30.6 0.0 -4.61 0.0
_ .Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 3098.0 116.8 3987.8 119.9 __ -889.8 -3.1

PROrGl'APEGMENPOV ___
SUB-P ROGRAM POLICY SUPORT~ ______

SUB-SUB'- P.ROGRAM-: POLICY SUPPOT ____ _______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 20.0 1.0 20.0 1.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 5.0 0.0 = 5.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 25.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 25.01 1.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 25.0 1.0= 0.0 0.0 25.0] 1.0

TOTAL FUEL FACILITY 3,123 117.79 3,988 119.90 -865 -2.11
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
| $,K FTE | $,K FTE $,K FTE

PROGRAM NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY

SU&-RO-O'G L! S i' X M".< do@{v7SUB-PRGA:REACTORLICEiq NGIGI___ __

SUBSB PROGR LENSING TAdKS

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Agig of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Emnronncv Pr-nnnrdness Lirensinn 0.n 0 0n n n n

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.01 0.01 0.0J I 0.01 0.0

G:\LFB\2006 fees\FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 1



Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 ____ |_FY05 __D_____ Difference _ _ l___ fTE $,K FTE$,K | FTE

Nuclear. SaeyadS.gad ____ _ .- __ _ ___ ___ __ _

PsMRiOR@:NCLEAR-RE^C.T.OR S-AF4 ETY7 ,___=__ 
__ __

SUB-PRO-GRAM -REACTORICENSING 
________ _________SUB-SUBPROGRI NTR TONAL ACTnMTIES294>>Sv _____ .___ l__PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 

____Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0____ 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

P31~M NUC -EAR`REAC,,TOR SAFETYj ____

SUBPRORM~RE~TOR~CE'S NG~ 
____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 ___ 0.0 0.0HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

-' -SUB-PROGRAM RE ACTOR LCNSING;< Sj
SUB-SUB-PNROGRM RECX) ICENSE RENE.WA.;L~vo9t,', /,4____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Generai information I echnology U.U .U. _1_ 0.0ILegal Advice and Representation I °°l - | I 0.0 I 0.0
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 ______ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTORUCENSINGI>.>^ v: __:-_ ____J__
S UB-SUB-PROGRAMN CENSING> ______T. ,__ _=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRA~RAT~tSE~O I
SUB-SUB-P:GR' t AMH _IST _..

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

P R O R , M N , J L , , ~. . _ _ , . _ _ _ _ _ _ _... _ _ _ _ _ . . . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR INS-F.ECTION .___ ,____ ____ ____:_^ __ __

PL AN NEUD ACTI :.I t _____ _ _ _ ______TIES:

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: ____ ______
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
$,K FTE _ $,K FTE $,K | FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 = = _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 = . = _ 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PR OG ARIALS ANWA ST T_ _ _ _
SUB ^PROGIM'IEFt.i5 Lftl -i. a. S<>
SUBLSUB- PR GRAi EA11 TI. . If ___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES. | | | | |_|__|_
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $,KFTE $,K FTE|

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 = _______ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 (0.7)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.7 0.0 (0.7)
PROGRAM~NUCLEAR MA TER[AL 15~IDW-ASTESFT

SU B-PROGRM N.UCLEARMATERIA.SUSERSs ; -w _____ -_ ___ ____ I___
SUB-SIB-PRO AM UEAR MATERIALS USER S m___ __ _ _____ __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ _
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 8.2 0.2 532.1 9.2 (523.9) (9.0)
Internal Training & Development 281.3 1.6 =__ _ 281.3 1.6
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 92.9 1.9 65.91 3.51 27.U (1.6)

1HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.31 0.1 I 0.0 j 0.2
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 Difference _ _ l
| $,K FTE | $,K FTE $,K | FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 11.9 0.1 12.9 0.1 (1.0) (0.0)
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 42.3 0.3 13.6 0.0 28.7 0.2
HLS Regulatory Improvements 51.2 0.8 54.8 0.3 (3.6) 0.5
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 53.6 0.1 210.3 0.5 (156.7) (0.3)
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 491.2 0.7 . _ 491.2 0.7
Materials Licensing 15.0 21.1 1.9 23.5 13.1 (2.4)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.1 . _ 0.0 0.1HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 (0.0)
HLS Coordination with States 1.9 0.1 6.5 0.1 (4.5) (0.0)
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 (0.0)
Materials Inspections 319.5 22.2 450.9 18.3 (131.4) 3.9
Materials Rulemaking 22.2 1.0 22.0 0.7 0.2 0.3HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 32.8 11.3 2.7 11.5 30.1 (0.2)
Materials Agreement States 3.6 0.2 5.2 1.6 (1.6) (1.3)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 4.2 0.2 9.2 1.7 (5.0) (1.4)
Materials Investigations 0.0 7.4 6.4 _ 0.0 1.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.5 0.4 _ 0.0 0.1
Materials Adjudication 18.4 1.8 18.4 1.8 (0.0) (0.0)
Information Technology - Materials 2107.4 0.5 979.3 0.5 = 1128.1 (0.0)
General Information Technology 23.9 0.0 52.6 (28.7) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 2.8 3.0 0.0 (0.2)
External Training 112.1 0.0 128.4 (16.3) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 3693.6 75.3 2566.6 83.3 1126.9 -8.0

PROGRAM: NCLEARCOMATER SIAOAND WASTESAFTY

SUB.SUB-PROGRAM:. DECOMMISSIONING ANDLOW LEVEL WASTE. M__
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0j J I_ _ 0.0 I 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection I 0.0 0 . _ 0.0 I 0.0
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 1 i Difference _ _ l
-_ _ FTE $,K | FTE $,K FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 388.9 8.0 142.5 1.5 246.5 6.5
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 1.0 0.8 0.0 0.2
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 20.8 0.4 (20.8) (0.4)
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 18.4 0.0 _ 18.4 0.0

Total Direct Resources 407.3 _ 9.0 163.2 2.7 244.1 6.4

SUB,-PROGRAM: SPENT FUEILSTPROA,,GE AND TRANSPORTATIONi] ____ -
SUB-;SU-B PROGRAM:-SPENTs.FUEISORAGE AND TRANSP ........................ORTATION; __ ______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .____.
Licensing and Certification 2.4 0.0 16.2 (13.8) 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
HLS Security infrastructure improvements u._u_ _ U._U_.
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0. °-° 0.0 I = 0.0 0.0
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Materials

05/04/2006 FY06 = FY05 = Difference l
_ _$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

HLS External Training 0.01 0.0 _ 0.0 I 0.0
Total Direct Resources 2.41 0.0 16.2 0.0 _ -13.8E 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 4103.3 84.3 2746.1 86.7 1357.2 -2.3

SUB-*kdGRAM-- POLICY SUPPR'~____
SUB4SUB-PROGRAM ePOOCY SUPP _ __ _

PLANNED ACTI VI TIES:- _ __ ___

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 18.4 0.0 18.4 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 18.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.41 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 18.41 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.4] 0.0

TOTAL MATERIALS 4,1221 84.34 2,7461 86.67 | 1,376] -2.33
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Transportation

05/0412006 FY06 _ FY05 ___ Difference _

_____ FTE | $,K | FTE | $,K FTE

.=........_____________ __ = _ __________=________PORMNUCLEA M C'O AETY.

I s-,,'t~e',X_________ , <at_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

SUB-SUB PROGRAM: LICENSING TASKS7  2

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0;0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

rZ n rrge n c D.ra.relnee L rens nv 0. o.o0 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.01 0.0
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Transportation

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,KFTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

GRAW NUC =_EATSETY _____-

SUB4 UBAOGRAM INTE0ANATiONAI9AM lrrnES BS
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUUBSUB-RGRM LS iCESiNG;.SUIPOT> n o ____ =__=
PLANNED ACTIWTIES:

HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRA:N UCEA .ArOWOFT
SUB-PRF&GR ~ OR L^CbENSIN I'. =f''-a V
SBSBRGMETOSE RENEWAL ,- By Ax.

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 ___0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ I u u.u
Legal Advice and Representation I _.__ _.__ I I I o.oI 0|0.
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Transportation

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFE7TY . 7777-7777
SUB-P.ROGR LICENING -' ______-

SUB-SUB.PROGRA~~E RENTR LICENSING ________.................. .__ __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB -PROGRAM 'rREACTOR INSPECf ION...',v -$''" t, KMg. ma '. -9 ' ____
SUB-SUB-ROGRA-HLiS:NSPECTION- ;.x -t -____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR OO SAFET _____ -___ ______ -_______ -> . ; ...
SUB-PROGR : EACTORINSPECTION _____ _______ ______-t>W-t ______. __ __

SUB,-SUB-PROGR;AMREACTOR'SAFET1Y. INSPEC TION'7 __ __PLANNED ACTIVITIES: IIIIIII
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Transportation

05/04/2006 FY06 . = FY05 = Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 =.0 - -_ _° 0.0 l
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0) (0.0)
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 1.0 0.0 0.7 0.3 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.7 0.1 1.9 0.1 (1.1) 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.8 0.1 2.61 0.1 (0.9)[ 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 1.8 0.1 2.6 0.1_ -0.9 0.0

PROGRAM: 'NUCLEAR M-ATrERcIALS AND ,WASTE STA!FETY ~ _______ ________-____ __SU B -PR O G R A N FU EL FA C ILI IES - . -¢, ,_ _ _^ _ _ _- __

FUPLANNED ACTIVITIES L F l l | | |___I _I
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
__ .$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAMANUCL TERESEA FETYI
SUB~PROGAM:NUCLERMAT`RI LS USERS<

SUBSUB G RA UCDEA iMATERiALS USER S R>SS-'",
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 38.0 0.0 38.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaiuation and Incident Response I (.u/ 0.41 I b6.Ul U.5_ I ;3i.u I _(U.IHLS Mitigating Strategies I i 01 i -i 0 1 I I. I I 0.0 1 0.0
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05_04/2006 FY06 FY05 ____ Difference l
_ FTE $,K FTE $,K _ FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.3 23.9 0.8 _ (23.9) (0.5)
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 2.0 0.1 2.9 0.1 (0.9) 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 2.8 0.1 2.9 0.1 (0.1) 0.1
Materials Rulemaking 48.0 0.9 44.3 2.5 3.7 (1.6)
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.6 0.3 (0.2)
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 8.0 0.0 25.4 (17.4) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 3.0 0.0 8.0 (5.0) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 189.1 2.2 163.3 4.5 25.8 -2.4

PROGRA 5M:. NUCLEAR MATERiMALS 5NDW&ASTE SAFETY . ____

SUB-PROGRAM DEC'OMMtSIOI ~iNG A Nb LO* EVEL <4 WAS,-m _ ___

SUB3-SUB-PROGRAM: ECOMMISSIONIN'G ANDLOWLEVEL ASTE'S I
PLANNED AACT/V/IES: _

Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program U.uU.u _ . U.V
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0_ 0.0 I _ __ 00 0.0l
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05/04/2006 FY06 - FY05 _ Difference l
__$,K FTE $,K | FTE | _{ _ ____ |___ ___

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology °.° 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation o.o 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 4.0 0.0 4.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0

a~RGRA: NCLEAUR MATERIISADWSESFT
SUB~.pROGRAM: v; SiENiT FUEL SORAGE AD TRASPORTATIONiX< -__
SUB-S'UB ORAM- SPENT FUEL STORAG DAIXRANSPORTATION=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 302.4 8.4 151.1 7.3 151.3 1.1
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 2.0 1.8 0.0 0.2
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 .. o 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 49.0 0.0 45.8 3.2 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 (0.5)
External Training 26.3 0.0 22.8 3.5 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.1 0.6 0.0 (0.5)
HLS Regulatory Improvements 23.0 1.2 95.4 1.7 (72.4) (0.5)
HLS Mitigating Strategies 91.9 0.1 95.4 0.1 (3.5) (0.0)
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.8 0.3 0.0 0.5
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 2.3 0.0 2.3
i- LS security Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 . Iu.uI U.u
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel _. L. I I -- 0I I 0..
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $,K _FTE -$,KFTE

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 1 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources 492.6 14.8 410.51 12.2 82.1 2.6

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 685.8 17.0= 573.8 16.8 111.9 0.3

SUB-PROGRAM: POLICY-SUPPO1T, § X
PUBSUBGPROGRAM.- POLCYSUPPORT' ______

PLANNED ACTIVWIES: l

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 5.0_ 1.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 1.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 5.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 1.0

TOTAL TRANSPORTATION 693 18.17 576 16.88 116 1.29
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Rare Earth Facilities

_ _ _ __ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ I -IE
05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 ___ _ Difference

.__ _ FTE $,K FTE |
REAC.O.SA..T_ ___ _ ___--

SUB'-PROGRAM: REACTO IiCENSI-NG'-I^': '' " ts

SUB-SUB PROGRAM:- LICENSING TASKS I ._a__i
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ . _ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0_= __= 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 _ _._.__ 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants *_ _ __ * 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements _ 0.0 0.0 =_ _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications __0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 =..0.0 0.0Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Emearrncrnr Prarednmr eis Qn.0 0 n n n n 0.

Total Direct Resources 0.0 1.0l | 0.01 I 0 .0 - 0.0 I

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 1



Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 _ T FY05 F Difference
__$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

_ _ __ _ .. _ __ _ .__ ___

SU-ROGRAM:-N REA TORLCNIG__
SUB-SUB-P ROQG RAM: INTERNATIONALb AsCTIVITIES ;, __ff._ _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Intemational AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Intemational General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRA .NUCLEAR RECTR E , ..=_
SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING' 

________. __ __SUB-SUB-ROGR :HLS LICENSING SUPPORT__
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _

HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM. NUCLEAR rV CT OSA ETY ______ _____ = __

SUB-PROGRAEACT6R1.IENSIlN.>-/>c .................... X __ __

SUBSUB.PROGRAM R E.TCTAIViCEN E RENEWAL _ _ __ _d _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
General Information T echnology U.U U.u _I_ I I ._._ I. 0.0
|LegalAdvice and Representation | 0.01 I I I 0.0 I 0.0
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Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 $DifferenceI$,K FTE = $,K FTE = $,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PRQGRAM* REACTOtLlCEIkSINGi -<.fi _______...............2<- ' -. --i
SUB SUB'PROGRAM: NEWSREEATOT LICfENS1NG- ::E I ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

eRffO-G iAM:NUCILiEEEA R R EAC T0 WSA ____

SUB-PRGRAM: REA INSPECTiON .. _. ______

SUB-S~UB-PROGRAMi1KHLS INSPECt1ON" .____ __L_____4-,, At
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

sBBPk AM- _ =-_ =-
SU~PLAN E RACTIVITE S: O~ N F C I N__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _
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Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 | | Difference l
__ $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K | FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ = 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0[ 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 X 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGIAM:. NUCLEARMATERIALSANDWASTE SAETY_ __ __ _ _ _ l
SUB-PROGRAM :.FUEL ACIITIES 7 X ______ _______ I___

,OLANNED ACTiVITIES: l_ l____l llll
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Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
__ __|_$,K | FTE $,K FTE $,K | FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.6 0.6 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 1.0 0.0 1.3 (0.3) 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.0 0.6 1.3 0.6 (0.3) 0.0

PRfOG~RAM:--NUCCLEARMAT-ER-IA-L DM ASTE SFl ___ ____ _______

SUB-PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS X_.___
SUB-SUB-PROiGRA:NUCLEAR MATERIAtS. USER .S' Gu.<9 1 _ _ __ l_

PLANNED A CT/V/TIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 8.0 0.0 = = 8.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 0.0 U.U II _u.u_ I v._
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0_ 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
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Rare Earth Facilities

05/0412006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
$,K FTE =____ FTE = $,K FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 1.0 0.0 0.8 0.0 0.2 (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 5.0 0.0 8.9 0.3 (3.9) (0.3)
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 2.0 0.0 6.0 (4.0) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.4 = (0.4) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 16.0 0.0 16.1 0.3 -0.1 -0.3

PR~OGRAM:~ NUCLEAR ATRL AND' WSTEh SAFET. 7___ ____

SUBPROGRAM: DECOMMISSldNIN&AND LO EEWASTE . _. _._

SUB-SUB-PROGRAMNEC .:S.INiN ANDI 'WEVEL WASTE .. ______ =_=_l
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program u.uI__.__I __II _ _ ._
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection |__ _ °I °-°|_ | I_ 00 0.0 I 0.I
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Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
$_KIFTE $IKFTE $ K FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 82.5 1.4 91.1 1.4 (8.6) (0.0)
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 1.0 0.0 =_ _ 1.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 83.5 1.8 91.1 1.8 _ -7.6 0.0

SUB-P.ROGRAM: SPENT~E~OR~AGEAND;:T~INPORTATf)N .__._._= ___._
SUB-SUB-P.ROGRAM: SPENT FUELwSTORAbE AND TRANSPORTATION _ l

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _

Licensing and Certification 2.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements _ 0.0 0.0 I I ().(1 1 U._
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.0 I I l l 0.0 | O0.0 |

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 7



Rare Earth Facilities

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE _ ,KFTE

HLS External Training 0.01 0.0 t ____ = 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources I 2.01 0.01 2.01 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 102.5 2.4 10.5 2.7 -8.0 -0.3

SUB-PROGR ......... SP,,T ' ;______ __.
SuB- SUBPROGIPLQ,~ ~ PRj________

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ _
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0l 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

TOTAL RARE EARTH FACILITIES 103 2.35 111 2.68 _ -8 -0.33
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Uranium Recovery_

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 | Difference l
$,K FTE | $,K FTE | $.K FTE

? -,,r~5 _d ?Il ,,.r_ _____ IPROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY > <4iX

SUB-PRORAM:REACTO LICESING -^^g .',u>tH ,?,? X,

SUB-SUB PROGRAM:i LICENSING TASKS ; f>ri LW ta - e.f'' .'
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Emrnnr.v Prpnnrearina i lnczinonr, 0 0 .0

Total Direct Resources 0.0_ °_ _ °_ _ _ =_ _ I_ °_-_ °°
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Uranium Recovery

05/04/2006 FY06 __FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $.K FTE _ K FTE

_________ =-______________ _ _ _IPROGRAM:7NUCLEARREACO .AET .___.

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

P.RORAMVUCLEA , _R _P
SUB,-PROGRAMRATR LIC ENSING,'¢~YSB
SUB4-UB-FPROG$RAMEHLSLl-CElN-GSU-PPO-R>Tut;tsHsW

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PRO GR^AM-:NVCLEA-RRC __S ____77>~rf-~~

SUBTPROGRAM ==_ REACTOR IENSING'
SUB4SUBPROGRAM.WREACTOR'-LICENSE RtENEL

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Generai information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 I 0.0 |Legal Advice and Representation | 0.0o _.ol | I II 0.0o 0.0
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Uranium Recovery

05104/2006t FY06 _ _ FY05 _ Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $.K FTF $,K

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM R LSB-SUBPROGR AM~E :4ST RrEACTNIGORw--v LIESNGr A________

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0ROGRAMI.. ...... _._.
SUB-P.ORA' O'-RACO CIN _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

BPROG RAM RNUC~-~t

IUBIPROGRAM- REAC TOR INSPECION _ _ _ _ _I_ __ 
WI_ 

____ __SUBLSUB;PROGRA:WIREACTORWSAETYINS.PECTION= _ _ l l
| PLANNED ACTIVITIES: l _ I I
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Uranium Recovery

05/04/20061 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
$,K_ FTE $,K FTE $.K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PRG AM.- MAT-ERIAI~ND AT r SAF Y'1 = =
SUB-PR QGRAM :. FU E L.F AC i IiTiuS C a . *~ __ ' _ __ __ _ ______. ..................... ___ __. _ _ _ _

PL =N___ACT_ ______IPLANNED ACTIVITIES:lI
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Uranium Recovery

05/04/2006 FY06 __ i___FY05 -____ Difference l
|_|_$,K | FTE | $,K FTE $.K FTF

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 _____0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 48.0 7.1 100.0 6.5 (52.0) 0.6Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 16.0 0.0 13.5 2.5 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 4.0 0.0 _ 4.0 0.0Total Direct Resources 68.0 7.1 113.5 6.5 (45.5) 0.6

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM NUCLE 't MATERIAL&U.SERS _ok___ 
___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 8.5 0.0 . . 8.5 0.0
Materiais Event Evaluation and incident Response 0.0j 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0HLS Mitigating Strategies |.0 0.0l °-°l I lI - I °-
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Uranium Recovery

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 | Difference i _ l
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _$,K FTE $.K RTE AF;Tr=

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 2.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.9 (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 5.0 0.1 2.8 0.0 2.2 0.1
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 5.0 0.0 8.5_ (3.5) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.4 1 (0.4) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 20.5 0.1 12.8 0.1 7.7 0.1

SUB-PROGRAJ'k DECOMMISSIO NINGANDVOWLtEVE WASTE.',,.- 1.b- _____l
SUB-SUB-P<ROGRAM.:DECOMMISSIONING AND 10W LEVELWASTE _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuciear Safety Professional Development Program I O.oj _I_._. _ 0.0 0.0

PReactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection I 0_ _ 0.0 I =l 0.0 0.0
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Uranium Recovery

05/04/2006 FY06 - FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,KFTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

PRO NUCLEARMA RIASNiDiASTE 3,~EY ̂ -'-_ _____ =__
SUB-PRO;GRAWtiSPgrP EL"J TORAGE ND RASPORTAT ON, =

SUB SUB-PROGRAMiSPENF EL: A I5_ tRNSPORTATION _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Licensing and Certification 4.0 0.0 2.8 1.2 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Security infrastructure Improvements I 0.01 0.01 II 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 1 0.01 0.01 I 0.0 I 0.0
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Uranium Recovery

0510412006 FY06 |_ i_ | FY05 . - Difference | _ l
| $,K FTE | _|_$.K FTh I I $_ _ _K,_I ___

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 = - _ 0.0 _0.0

Total Direct Resources 4.0 0.0 2.81 0.0 1.21 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 93.5 7.2 129.1 6.6 -35.6 0.7

SUP R PO£ i~t~v 'as. . 2LICY .SUPPO _ _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0._o 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL URANIUM RECOVERY 94 7.24 129 6.58 -36 0.66
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)

05/04/20061 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE _ $,K FTE _ $.K FTE|

_____________________________ =__ _ S__= _ _K

SBPROGRA M:RENrU tCNIN

SUBSU RO GI AM UC-.NSING TASSG I - ____ ___

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:.
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Licensina 0.0 0.0 __ n._

Total Direct Resources °_ __ _ _ I °__ °_ I ° .° I ° .°
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _l_ _ 0 0_ 0.
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference _

$,K | FTE | $,K FTE $.K | FTE

SUB-PROGRAM: EACO LIENSIG_______
SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: INTERNAT~IONAL ACTIrn

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:____
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PRGA.NC 71 _ _ _

SUB-PROGRAM: .REACTOR:LCENSING7t'.;!.i~, ______ ______ ____.__

SUB-SUB-PtOGRAM:;HLS LICENS~iNG~SUPPORT. 
____A_=_

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SU-RGA ECO)CNI. W. We ____ __ __SUB-SUB-P.ROGRAM: EACTOR L.ICEN SE RENEWLi ,s__ __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
G Anerai information ec0noiogy 0.0 0.0 _ 0.01 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0j 0.0 0.0]
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS_(IMPORT/EXPORT) ___ _______

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _05/04/20061 FY06 _ _ __FY05 _ _ _ __ Difference _ _ _ _ _

__ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ __ _K_ _ FTE I$.K FT E I ,K TE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRM'RATR'LICEN~SING
UB~SUI34PROGRAWN :~REATRLCNIG~_______ 

____ __PLANNEDTACTIVITIES

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _____0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 _____0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 _____0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 ______0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I0.0 0.01

SUB-PROGRAMS", RECO NSPEG-TI0WN,--

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _______

HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _____0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 I_____0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.Of 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAMWRECOlN ECI ">'____ ____I_______

IPLANNED ACTIVITIES:__ 
_ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)

05/04/2006 FY06 __ |___FY05 _ Difference _ _ l
$,K E K FTE I _I ___K i FTF

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 I 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGSUB!SUB;PR0GAlM.L-FWE_ 
_ ___

SUB-PROGRAM:FUEL'FACIL IlESt 5 , ..- X ____ ___ _______ _ l____ ___

ISUBsSUB:PROGRAMYI FUEEFFACI slTIE- ____ ____ l____ I
I PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 

l__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)
l l l llI

05/04/20061 FY06 l FY05 _ Difference
._ $K FTE $,K FTE I $,KFTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies o.o 0._ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 ._ _ 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: N 'C -EAftMATERLSJAN E SAFETY :,___=
SUB.PROGRAM NFCLEAR.,ATERIA.S,, SEURP ______ ______

SyUBSU-RO AM: NUCLEARATERIA, LS USERS _A. E
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 1.0 2.7 0.0 (1.7)
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.5 1.8 0.0 (1.3)
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.4 1.2 0.0 (0.8)
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 ___ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response O.UU _ _ U.U U. U

1HLS Mitigating Strategies I 0.0 0.0 1 1 11 0.0 [ 0.0
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference |
|_$,K | FTE $,K FTE | _|_$.K FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.1 _ 0.0 0.1
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.1 . 0.0 0.1
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 2.0 0.0 5.6 0.0 -3.6

S U B-SU B- P.R O GRA M D ECOM:vQISSIONN AN LO LEEL W ~A STE I _ __ _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:.
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 = _ . . __ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Satety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.01 I_0.01 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.01 0.01 I I_ 0.0 I 0.0
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORTIEXPORT)

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 1 Difference
___ FTE $,K FTE | $,K { FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM JSPE=N lEyEllSTORAGE A:NDtTRANSPORTATION' j I___ ____ ___SUB ;UB PROG-R.A.PE-N-T FUE S-TOR gGEAD rRANSPbRTATlONl___ -____ __ l_
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Licensing and Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
N LSSecurity infrastructure improvements U.U__U.U__I U.U I _U.U
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel I 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
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REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS (IMPORT/EXPORT)

05/04/2006 FY06 _ ____ FY05 _ Difference l
$,K FTE $,K FTE $.K FTE

HLS External Training 0.01 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources 0.0j 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0° 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 0.0 2.0 0.0 5.6 0.0 -3.6

aGM~~ SUR ______I

SU-U-PORM POI' SUPR ____ ___PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0

TOTAL REVIEWS FOR OTHER APPLICANTS 0o 2.0 0 o 5.6 _ 0 -3.6
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Federal Exemption

05104/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference l
$ K FTFE ItK-m _Le iT

PROGRA- - fNU ER A FETY -.
-P I"6,"."

SUB-SUB PR-OSGRAM: I .ENiNG TA S ii ; dz H
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS: _

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 =_0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Eorgony Prpncprdncqs Lic(nsing _ __ ___0.00.0

Total Direct Resources |__ 0.0 0.0° = .O 0.0 0.0
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Federal Exemption
I* I1

05/04/20061 FY06 I I FY05 I I I Difference I
$,K FTE I $.K I FTE I I K 1 FTE

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING' I______ _____

SU'B,-~S.UB 7PR.-OGRAM w!INTERNATION AIACTIVITIESA4v ri<7
_PLANNKE' D,-AC TlVITIES:-.

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR'LICENSING'-'_'.._____'.'_;r.+I,-' _______
SUBISUB7PROGR -HLS'LICENSING SUPPORT _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM :-N UbTAI 7 =S_
SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR LICENSING -'
SUB SUB-PROGRAM, REACTORLICENSE RENEW _ .- ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework | 0.0° 0. 0.0 I 0.0
General Information Technology 1 0.01 0.01° 0.0 I 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation I 0.01 0.0J1 I L 0.0 1 0.0
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Federal Exemption

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference _

$,K FTE $,K FTE $.KFTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PaOGRAARM NCb LI_
SU-P.ROG- F.A~REACTO L-ICENStNA. I,-________ _______

SU8U BPROGRAM: NEW" REACTOkRLICENSING
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Intemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PRO~GR=AM: NUCLEAR rEACToRSAFE_
SUB-PROGR REACTORINSPECTIONko <. ___ _ _C_ _1__-

SUB.SUB1PROG .M: HLSINSPECTION '

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGANACT I AESFE:T _ = _ l
SUB.PROGRAM: REACTOR INSP ,ECTION. ;. -__ _____ ___-____ d_

IPLANNED ACTIVITIES: I____ i___i_
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Federal Exemption

05104/2006 FY06 ______FY05 ______ Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE | $,K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM:FUELFCiILrnES A. ', ________....................... ; ,i...'n.F ___XI

SUB-SB -PROGRAM tLFAC lST97. I>. -____ ______ _____ _____ l
| PLANNED ACTIVITIES. l l l l l l l I
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Federal Exemption

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE = $,K FTE $,K FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advance Fuel Cycle support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM" NUfCLCEA-R MAT RIA S 9,AND .ASTE,;S FETY__ ___,__

SUBSUByRR-N~ EAM EItZ SRS aI~71 .1 ____ ____ _____ ?;__
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 (0.3)
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 (0.2)
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 (0.1)
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0=_ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Event hvaluation and incident Response _.__ _ __ _ _

HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 =l 0.0 | 0.0
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0510412006 FY06 FY05 i Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE | $,K FTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0)
Materials Inspections 43.6 0.3 39.4 0.3 4.2 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 25.0 1.0 25.0 1.0
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 1.0 (1.0) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 68.6 1.5 40.4 1.0 28.1 0.5

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR_ MATERIALS AND WASTE SFETY________
SUB.-PROGRAMDECOMMtSSiONlNG' 1D-L&W LEVEL -WASTE-
S~si-UBPROGRAi oM~sDECi6MMAG k~ibLE@EL WASTE _____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 I U.u.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection I 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 | _ 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$,K FTE $,KFTE $,KFTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 24.8 0.5 10.0 0.2 14.8 0.3
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 1.3 0.0 (1.3) (0.0)
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 24.8 0.5 11.3 0.2 13.5 0.3

P R-OGRAM ULA R MATEiALST '-D W A S ANDW.AEY 2 _____ l
SUB-PROGRAMSPENTR FUETiTORAGE AD TRANSPORTATION' -. = _
SUB-SUBP ROGRAM: SENTFUL TOAGGMTRANSFO RTATION _____ l

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 2.2 1.9 1.0 2.9 1.2 (1.0)
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 2.4 0.0 2.0 0.4 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 1.3 0.0 1.3 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements _ 0.0 0.0 I I 0.0 (I .U
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.01 I _ 0.0 1 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
$,K FTE $,KF _ T$,KTFTE

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 1.0 - (1.0) 0.0
Total Direct Resources 5.91 1.9 4.0 2.9 _ 1.91 -1.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 99.2 3.9 55.7 4.0 43.5 -0.1

SUB-.PROGRAM~w4POUC i ~SUPtP.OR.T 
_4>_._____ i ,SA:<',>,!)-

SB.S U ,4B..POGVI POLIC SUPR ________=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0] 0.0 0.01 ° °
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 I 0.0 0.0°

TOTAL FEDERAL EXEMPTION 99 3.9 3 561 4.0 1 |44_ -0.1
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05/04/2006 FY06 __|___FY05 Diff _ erence
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6%
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8.1% FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

SUPROG _t __ _ ___,_ _ _ _

SUBU PROGRAM:W,"NTSK ___ ____ ___

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS: . _ l
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.2 (0.2) 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 I _ 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Re ulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Proqram Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 1372.9 13.2 469.4 7.0 903.4 6.2
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0

.n ,n;,-; nn, A0n0n 0. 0. 0 0
EEmergency Preparedness Licensing 0.9 0.2 _ 0.21 0.9 (0.0)

Total Direct Resources 1 1373.7] 13.41 1 469.41 7.21 _ 904.1 | 6.2
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05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference i _ l
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88. 6% _ | | _ _
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8. 1% $,KFTE FTE $,K FTE _ _ _

SUB-PROGRAM:REACT-ORLICENSINGl i 
_SUB- SUBt PRO^GR.AM I NTERNATI~t = =E_ _-

PL ANNED ACTIVITIES: 
_ _

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Interational Exteral Training -0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB"PROGRM.- R-EAC'TbklACENSING '

SUB-SUB PROGRAM: HLS LICENSING SUPPORT . ape 
________ l

PLANNED ACTlVlTIES: __
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.4 0.4 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.41 0.0 0.0

PROGIRAMMUCLEAkREACTOR4$=
SUB-PROGR MkA TOR E IAEC NGTO hi _ _ _

SUB-SUB-PlOGA: REAOItCEN 4;EEA ______ ____ ____ ____-i_=_ l___
PLANNED ACTIVITIES-: I

Renewai Application Reviews 
__I U._U_ __ 0.0_uI

License Renewal Regulatory Framework __0.0 0.0_I = 0.0 0.0__
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05t04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6% = =
Percent of Educarionai Marenals licenses to rotal NRG materials ficenses u. %o TK FE $,K FTE $ K FTE

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOR7LICENSING~ ____S''s.''.a\,'S"t'._ ______
SUB -UBPROGRAMkMNEW RECTOR LICENSING !- f_ I
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

FPROGRAM:NUCLEAR -REA(-TO6R;.SAPETY ___

SUB-PROGRAM RECTOI(WNSPECTlON _ _______,_

SUB4B-P=ROGRAM HLS'INSPET YON* > L:r> >> ,___ _____=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources °_ 0.0 ° 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1PROGRAMONUlEffREATO AFET I 0.0 I |__|_| _ ___II
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05/04/20061 FY06 _ FY05 _ V Difference
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6% _
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8.1% $,K FTE $,KFTE $K FTE

SuE INSPCTIO ________

SUB-SUBR :RE TOR S...... IN -. XAE INSPECTION -,
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 31.0 0.0 31.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0) (0.0)
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0)
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 70.9 3.1 283.4 3.1 (212.6) 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 1.8 0.0 1.8 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.9 0.0 0.9 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.6 (0.6) 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 = 0.9 0.0 (0.9)
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.7 0.1 1.7 0.1 (1.0) 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0_ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0) 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources _ 106.1 3.2 285.8 4.1 (179.7) (0.9)I Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 1 1479.81 17.01 1 755.21 11.61 1 724.51 .
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05/04/2006 FY06 i FY05 | Difference l
PercentofEducationalNonpowerReactorstototalNonpowerReactors 88.6% | l l l l l l l
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8.1% $,K FTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

PR(YG+RAMN* A~MTRrsI WAT S aFE _.__ __._ A ____

SUB;SUB~!!ROGI/AM. FUEL FAC~I!ZII9L:1... =_________....iw .<=
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 

________

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 = 0.3 0.0 (0.3)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 I _0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 (0.3)

SUBOPOGRAMUCLER E U ERS =
SUBSUBPROGRAM NU=CLEA -A TR L<S"- USR _ = =

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:S:__ _ _ _ _ _ __ |__ _ __ _ _ _ __

tiiermiaiionai imporiiixpori Licensing Reviews _ _ 0.0 0.0 I 0.0I v.
|International HLS Licensing Support I______°-°|_Ill l 0.0 1 0.0
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05/04/2006 FY06 - FY05 - Difference
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6% | l l ll ll
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8.1% $,K FTE $K FTE $,K FTE

HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 5.6 0.1 55.6 1.0 (50.1) (0.8)
Internal Training & Development 24.7 0.1 24.7 0.1
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 60.1 0.5 37.9 0.7 22.2 (0.2)
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.2
International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 8.1 0.0 7.9 0.0 0.2 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 28.6 0.2 8.3 0.0 20.3 0.2
HLS Regulatory Improvements 34.6 0.5 34.7 0.3 (0.0) 0.2
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 36.3 0.1 36.3 0.1
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 332.3 0.5 128.7 0.3 203.6 0.2
Materials Licensing 0.0 2.2 1.2 2.2 (1.2) (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 1.3 0.1 4.0 0.1 (2.7) 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0)
Materials Inspections 64.2 2.2 56.9 1.7 7.3 0.5
Materials Rulemaking 15.0 0.7 13.5 0.4 1.5 0.2
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 2.9 1.0 0.2 1.0 2.6 0.0
Materials Agreement States 2.4 0.2 3.2 0.3 (0.7) (0.1)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 2.8 0.2 0.8 0.1 2.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.6 0.5 0.0 0.1
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.1
Materials Adjudication 1.6 0.2 1.6 0.2 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 217.5 0.0 192.1 0.0 25.4 0.0
General Information Technology 2.1 0.0 4.5 (2.4) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.2
External Training 9.8 0.0 11.0 _ (1.2) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 849.91 10.3 561.9 9.3 288.0 1.0

IrKIUUKAM:- NUk.LtAt M.ATARIACL-AND'.WAb l't' ETIY, _______ a. -be. _

I3SUB:PROGRAM! DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE __- _ _ i: _ _____=_
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I - 1_ I- I 1
05104/2006 FY06 FY05 i_ Difference

Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6% 0
Percent of Educational Materials licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8. 1% $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

___~bGA :ECM lSI~N AND .Q _EE WAT _____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:.
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 36.3 0.7 28.6 0.5 7.7 0.3
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 1.9 0.0 (1.9) (0.0)
Information Technology- Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 1.6 0.0 = = 1.6 0.0

Total Direct Resources 37.9 0.8 _ 30.5 0.6 7.4 0.3

PROWA NUCLEAR MA ERIALS ANDWAT AFT _
SUB PROGRA MSPENTFUEL STORAGEAND TNSPORTATION '4 __i.__=

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: SPENT:FUEL STORAGE AN NSPORTATION < _ _ _ $;
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _

Licensing and Certification 4.0 0.4 1.5 0.1 2.5 0.3
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 2.6 0.0 2.3 _ 0.3 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 __0.0 _._0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 1 1.41 0.0 1.11 0.3 1 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment [ 0.01 0.01 I11 0.0 I 0.0

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 7



Nonprofit Ed. Exemption

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
Percent of Educational Nonpower Reactors to total Nonpower Reactors 88.6%
Percent of Educational Materals licenses to total NRC materials licenses 8. 1 % $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 (0.0)
HLS Regulatory Improvements 2.0 0.1 4.6 0.1 (2.6) 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 8.1 0.0 4.6 3.5 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.8 0.6 0.0 0.2
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 18.1] 1.4 14.0 0.8 4.11 0.5
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 905.8 12.5 606.4 11.0 299.5 1.5

PR-O-GRAM: lMANAGEMENTA5 hSUPPORT's ________'v- 3 .i'. -

SUB-PROGRAM: PO^ LICY^SUPORT% i ________

SUB4SUB.PROGRAPOtIC.Y SUP.PORT. <= 'A';>c; _______ ' '_ l___
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 I _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 00_ 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 1.6 0.0 . 1.6 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6j 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 1.6  0.01 0.01 0.0 1.6 0.0

TOTAL NONPROFIT EDUCATION EXEMPT 2,387t 29.5] 1,3621 22.7 1,026 6.8
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 _FY05 ______Difference l
FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

PROGRAM:'NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY . <-- 3-I: >. ;i , :4w ^R;:

SUB-PROGRA:RATR LICENSiNG ............... .--}2. ; <, .......

SUB-SUB PROGRAM: -LICENSING' ;TASKS'- '-k's'- '' o' ,i i/^-7'?.4'''.5*3,,
PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS: ____ _

Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 . . _ 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0[Einrf nDrn.I._n- ae| n n I. _ _ Q. 0.0

Total Direct Resources °. __ I_____ ____ I = _ I- °-°
I~ I I I I I_
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 __ _ Difference
__K_ FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

PRbOG WM-fiEV7ECTR'AETY _____7_____ _____

SUB-PROGRAM .REACTOR LICENSING' _______ ______ _ _ _

SUBWSUB-PROGRAM: INENATjOl CTMTIE ____ _ _ _ ._=_ =
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: __ _-_

International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 218.0 19.0 344.0 16.0 (126.0) 3.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 5.0 1.0 5.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 10.0 0.0_ _ 10.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 700.0 __2.0 =_ 4.0 700.0 (2.0)
International General Information Technology 12.0 0.0 12.0 __ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 945.0 22.0 371.0 21.0 574.0 1.0

PRbGS AMM- NUCLEEA'RCT0RWSAETY 
_____

SUB PROGRAM: R O LICENSINGP 
_______ ____ _.U-UPROGRAM HILS LICENSING SUPPOR_________= _______=_______.___ _______.________

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = _ . = 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR AF _TY
SUB-PROGRMRhilC <:lUCE iICEG . __,____. ~. <>s _____
SUB SUB ROGRM IAtO iCENSE RENEWAL* -
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 

_

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
(eneral Intormation Technology U._U I U _II u.u 0.0
LegalAdvice and Representation _Il 0 0 = I L 0-.0 I 0.0|
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 | FY05 ! Difference l
--- $,K FTE | _|_$,K_| FTE |_ _$_K | FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0 N_ _ _ _ __CIE_ _R _ _ _ _ _

SUB-PROGRAs, RECTO-R ICEA NSING' K-.t __-_ __.

SUB4UB:P.ROGRA :NEW REACTOWR LCENSIN'. 
_______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: E___
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0

SUBBO R; C T I
SSUB UB-PRGRAMFtL INSPCIN
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PR O G R A M I C E R NR A T R S P T _ _ _ _ L _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

SUB-PROGR M AREACTOR iNSP.ECTION> ._ __ __ __ _ _______................ ___;_ =___=

SU~-SUB-PRO;GRAM:.REACTOR<SA FEIy]NSPECTION _ __ _____ ____ I____ ___

|PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
| $,K FTE $,K I FTE | $.K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 = _ _ 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 945.0 23.0 371.0 21.0 _ 574.0 2.0

FU ROGRMWUELLFACILITIES Adz _ _ _
SUBSUB-PROGA E CTITR-IES:_ 

_ _ _i __ _ _ __] _ _ ____PLANNED ACTIVITIES:IIII_
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International Activities
I I I

05/04/20061 FY06 K - FY05 _ Difference
I $.K IFTE II SK IF:TF: eI r

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 10.0 0.4 10.0 0.4
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 340.0 0.3 360.0 0.2 (20.0) 0.1
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 350.0 0.7 360.0 0.2 (10.0) 0.5

RORAM: iN UCLElARMATERIASA N40ASTSAe T'U7~'T

SUB;SUB-PROGR AM: NUCRIALS USERS' o k _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 3.0 0.0 3.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 1.5 0.0 1.5
HLS International Activities 0.0 4.5 3.0 0.0 1.5
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 0.0[ 0.0 1 0.01 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies I 0.01 0.0o I I I I 0.0 0.0
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International Activities

__
05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference Il_

$,KFTE $,K FTE _ $. K I|_T

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.9 1.0 0.0 (0.1)
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.3 . _ 0.0 0.3
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 1.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.4 (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 17.0 0.5 = 3.5 0.3 13.5 0.2
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 3.0 0.0 5.3 _ (2.3) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 2.0 0.0 0.5 1.5 0.0

Total Direct Resources 23.0 10.7 9.9 4.3 13.1 6.4

I"ROGRAArN WcEM: M ER[AS i;ND WA S1 SAF_
SUB'-PROGRAM:'DECOMMISMSSNOND 10WLEVEL WS TE_
SUBLSUBIPROGRAM: .DECOMMISSIONING ANDLOW LEVEL WASTE 4

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:,
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 (0.5)
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 _ 0.0
Nudiear Safety Professionai Deveiopment Program 0.0 0.0 I _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection °.2J °-°| | l j 0.0 0.0
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
_ $K FTE $;KE FE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 50.0 1.8 0.6 50.0 1.2
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 4.0 0.0 2.3 1.7 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 2.0 0.0 _ _ 2.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 56.0 1.8 2.3 1.1 53.7 0.7

PROGRAM2NUCLE LIW
SUB-PROGRAMSP;NT'FIEL.STORAGAD ANSPPORTATION °
SUB-SUB-IPROGRAM: >SPE=NTFUEL SvTORAGE AD TRANSPORTATIONS =____ ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 102.0 1.0 _ 106.7 1.0 (4.7) 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 4.0 0.0 _ _ 4.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 = _0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security infrastructure improvements 0.01 0.01 _ _ 0.0 0.0

|HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel [ o.0[ 0.0[ | = 0.0 I 0.0
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International Activities

05/04/2006 FY06 | FY05 _ Difference l
I_$,K | FTE | | _$;K I_ _ FTE I I O K E

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 2.0 _ (2.0)1 0.0
Total Direct Resources 109.0 1.0 108.7 1.0_ 0.31 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 538.0 14.2 = 480.9 6.61 57.1 7.6

PROGRAM:sAAEETAN_ SU=R .

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 60.0 1.0 _ 60.0 1.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 60.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 60.0[ 1.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 60.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 60.0 1.0

TOTAL INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 1,543 38.2 = _ 852| 27.6 691 10.6
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Agreement State Oversight

05/04/2006 FY06 1 1 FY05 Difference _ _ l
$ K FTE TX FTE _ $,K FTE

1T0
PRO0GRA-M4`N-U CLEAR RA T AFT"7

SuB-U RGRAM:'-LIClENSING.TASKS

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Prenaredness Licensing 0.0I o. j0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 J
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Agreement State Oversight

1 ~
05104/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference

. $.K FTE = $,K FrTE -rV r-FrE

P ROGRA-. NUCI;EAR _ECT =F~ __=_ __ =

SU-SUBPORM INTERN IOA ACIITE '_ ._=_._ __ _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM: EACTORLICENING
SUs UB PROG : HLS LICENSING"SUPPORT A <5

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAR NUCLE WTReAC 170 ET~
SUBdPR0GRAM! EC LICE NG - C ___=

SUB-SUB-PROGRAM:WREACTOR'LICENSEA RNEWAL`714!~
PLANNED A CTI VITIES: _____ ___

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 __ _ _ _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 I _ _ .0 0.0
General Information Technology | O.O 1I °°| | _ 0.0 J 0.0

|Legal Advice and Representation 0.0° .° 1 I I ___ 0.0 1 0.0
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Agreement State Oversight

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference l
. $,K FTE FT.E =i.E

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

P~4UCLE AR EACTORAET -

SUB-SUB-POGRAM: ~NEW RACO ICEI N 
____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0

RO6G-RAM I.WU-dI CL7AFEY
SUB-POGRolAM: 7.REACTO INM~GTIN _ __________

SUB-UB-ROGRAMHLS INS.PETIO 
___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

A1TMTI _ES_
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Agreement State Oversight

05/0412006 FY06 _ [ FY05 1 1 Difference __ l
|_$,K | FTE $.K fF I I $,K=FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB-APROGRAM FUEL FACSLITIES : _ " 'I _ _ _ > '.'-.' ;' _
SUB-SUBB-PRA RFUL-A IcM :UEF C - _ _____ ____ ____ l____ ____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:_l
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Agreement State Oversight

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$,K FFTE $.K FTE _

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.2 0.8 0.0 (0.6)
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 1.0 0.0 1.6 - (0.6) 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.0 0.2 1.6 0.8 (0.6) (0.6)

SSUB-ROGA UCA A RAL SES' "

SUB-SUB PORM ULA AEIL SR
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ = 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 226.2 0.2 226.2 0.2, 0.0aenias 2velii Evaiuaiion and incident Response 0. 0.0 0.0 |

IHLS Mitigating Strategies It 0 -I 0.0 °-°| |= 0.0 0.0 |
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Agreement State Oversight

05104/2006 FY06 FY05 ___ Difference
$,K FTE = $,K IFT= FTEK

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 1.6 0.0 (0.6) (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0_. 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 = __ 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 4.0 0.0 3.4 0.0 0.6 (0.0)
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0__ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 200.0 22.0 = 150.0 22.4 50.0 (0.4)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 __ _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 342.0 0.0 330.2 11.8 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
External Training 34.0 0.0 10.3 23.7 0.0

Total Direct Resources 807.2 22.2 _ 495.5 22.4 311.7 -0.2

SU'-PROGRAM' .DECOMMISSIONING ANDILWLVLWSE X____
SUB-SUB PROGRAM: DECOMMISSIONINGAND) LOW LEVEL WASTE _ __l

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
II IU sareIS r ota ssIora; D e vetoupFTeni Program 0-.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0

Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection ________I L . _I .____
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Agreement State Oversight

05/0412006 FY06 _ FY05 _ j Difference
$.K FTE ,K TE - E

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 10.8 0.0 _ 10.8 0.0

Total Direct Resources 10.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.8 0.0

SUB-PROGRAM:.SPENT FUEIL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATIONr .__._-.
SUB-SUB-PROGRAMSP ENT FUELESTORAGE AND TRANSPORTATO _

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _0.0 0.0
H.S i,'.castructuire hkllupiuvements _ ._______ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0_ 0.0 =I_ 0.0 0.0
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Agreement State Oversight

05/0412006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
$. . ,FTE = $K r r _ .,TF~~~~__ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ __ _ T T T

HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0_ 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 819.0 22.4 497.1 23.3 321.9 -0.9

PR oGi A NA GEM E rND .WiPPORT-
SU-ROGRAM,;P PLICY) SUPPOR!___
SUB R:OLICYSUPPOT
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.01 °.° 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE OVERSIGHT 819 22.4 - 497j 23.3 _ 3221 -0.9
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Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 _____j FY05 ____ i_ Difference l_ l
Percent ofAgreement State MatIs Licenses to total MatIs Licenses 80.0% $,K FTE _ $,K FTE $,K _ FTEPercent oiAgreement Srate uranium Rec. Licenses to roWi uranium Rec. Licenses 6Ui____

,'GRM NULREPcRS .,'. , 
x..xwX, s. AdEY: _____a _____._ ___._

SUB-PROGRAM: RATRI~l 43 E;SING0= Ir>_<<.____ _____ __ __

SUB-SUB PROGRA, LICi ,,S1N WrSKS --- ____ _____ ______ __

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
CiviVStructural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 _I_ 0.0 0.0Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ X 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PG A5J CLA RE4CT9RSK.AFETY7 -= --
SUBIP RO G R 11"--IfEC ES = 7 I_ I I I IISUB: PROGRAMINTERNAT(ONACACTlVmES'I I I'L ___ill
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Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
Percent of Agreement State Matis Licenses to total Matls Licenses 80.0% $.K $,K FTE K FTEPercen t Stotc Ur.niurn Rcc. ' Lcs--- to total Ikan-um Rec. I 6v-^i _____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ _
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
oi~

SUB-PROGRA M RLICE NSING
SUBSUB PROGRA: HLS LICENS'ING SUPPORT

PLANNED ACTiVITIES:_
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = i _ 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0

PRORM; =_
SUB-PROGRA JREACTO lCENSING < ___ -' i___n-;_ _SUB-SUB-PROGRAM: I EACTOR LICENSE RENEWALS ,*. __ _
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 ___ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

SUB.PROGRAMNURFArRTn R -. A P.FiX< _____z __-_ _ _ __ _ _*_. 
,R- LI EN S-I - w : -**.*9*;: . _ . _ 1 LISU B-SsUB-PROGvRAWI:~ ,NEW ACOR'LIENSIG _____ ' ,13

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: --- [I-____II ____ ___
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Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference 1
Percent of Agreement State Mat/s Licenses to total Matfs Licenses 80.0% $,K FTE _ $,K FTE _ $,KFTE

.. . .vI I ... . I . .SOS A- . I I . _ _ l

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM.7NUCLEARRECTOSAEY-
SUB1PROGRAM: RATORNSPECnTON _
SUB SUB-PROGRAM:'HLS INSPECTION< ______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

SUBPROGRAM:.IREkGTORKINSP.EC-TlON
S5=' WPA DRA I= _ ~ _ ___ __ ___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0Reactor Inspection -alleaation folow-tin .n0 0.0. _ I
OE agency programs 0..01 =_ 0.0 0.0Reactor Performance assessment | 0.01 lI ° _°-_l_ 0.0 0.0

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 3



Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05104/2006 FY06 | - FY05 | j | Difference __ l
Percent ofAgreement State Matis Licenses to total Matis Licenses 80.0% $,K $,KFTE __ $,K_ FTE
PPerrpnt nf Agrrement State Umrsnjf m Rec. LicenCset .C ' tct'3 ,unium A lec. _____ns _^.__ - _ _ __ __

_I = _ . .O
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 __ 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _I_ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 = _ _ 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 I°0.0 0.0

SB-SUBPROG- .,,E ACoSn'M~oTPULJALm Tts E 'S--X '
SUssB.PROGRM:FUEL4FACLITESr Ad H

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 _.___ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.9 0.0 (0.9)
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Prooramn 0.0 0.0 III U.0 I.
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection .j 0.0 _ | l 0.0 0.0

PFuel Facilities Environmental Reviews O.oJ o 0.01 | 1 _ 10.0 0.0
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Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference l
Percent ofAgreement State Mat/s Licenses to total MatIs Licenses 80.0% $,K E _ _ _ FTE $,K FTE
Percent of AYrrnmPnt .qtate I kmn hm Per. LIenses to.. i^.- U Un: ± ___

Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.2 _ 0.0 0.2
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 _ _ .
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 I _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.9 0.0 (0.7)

SUB-SUBPR ERI USERS i__
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:__

International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 55.2 1.2 117.2 2.0 (62.0) (0.8)
Internal Training & Development 8.5 0.0 8.5 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 608.0 5.4 391.2 7.81 216.8 (2.4)
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 1.9 0.41 0.0 1.5
International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 80.0 0.4 = 79.2 0.4 0.8 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 284.1 1.8 83.2 0.2 201.0 1.6
HLS Regulatory Improvements 344.1 5.71 336.6 2.3 7.5 3.5
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 360.1 0.8 360.1 0.8
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 3300.5 4.7 1291.0 2.8 2009.4 2.0
Materials Licensing 0.0 5.6 11.9 3.21 (11.9) 2.4
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.6 _ 0.0 0.6
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 12.8 0.8= 39.6 0.8 (26.8) 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.8 _ _ 0.0 0.8
Materials Rulemaking I_ _ _ _1___3_. _ _ A Aev

HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.01 _I 0.0 0.0
PAllegations/Enforcement I 0.01 0.0 =I 0.0 I 0.0

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 5



Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 ____ LFY05 _ il Difference _ _ l
Percent ofAgreement State Matis Licenses to total Matis Licenses 80.0% $,K F |K FTE | | $,KFTETE
Percent oAgreemeIA State Uranium nic. IiIesesiv to) il Uranium Rec. Licenses 50% __ _

Materials Agreement States 24.0 1.6 31.7 1.6 _ (7.7) 0.0
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 28.0 1.6 _ _ 28.0 1.6
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 3.2 2.4 0.0 0.8
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 375.1 0.0 _ 1262.6 (887.5) 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 ___ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 5634.4 43.9 3782.0 29.0 1852.5 14.9
.i ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ ___ _I_

SUB-PROGAM LECOMMISSINING NDLOW LE E ASTE _S_'9

SUB-SUB -PROGRAM. >DECOMMISSIONING-AND LO<W LEVE WASTE- - 4 __-___ __ I__
PFLANE ACTIVITIES.

Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 1.3 0.9 0.0 0.4
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 1.0 0.0 _ 1.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 1.0 1.3 _ 0.0 0.9 _ 1.0 0.4

_ =__ ____ __ _ I___ ___OUB-PROGRAM.-.RPFNTL FtAIF! TE EAtf l AS lM'

SUB 4UBPROGRAM'SPENTFUELiSTORAGE'A4 TRANSPyORTATION < > ____-_I '- III
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _ A-L
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Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference
Percent ofAgreement State Matis Licenses to total MatIs Licenses 80.0% $FK FTE _ $FK FTE _ $,K FTE
-erceni ofAgreemeni Siaie Uranium Rec. Licenses ro totai Uranium Rec. Licenses 50% _ _ FT

Licensing and Certification 17.0 0.0 1.7 15.3 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.0 = . = 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 17.0 0.0 1.7 0.0 15.3 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 5652.4 45.4 3783.7 30.7 1868.81 14.6

SUB-PROG RA;POUCY SUP PQR1Kt' .'__-'
SUB6-UBPROGAM,,POUCYSPP , ' i '_

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: .____II
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 = . _ °0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

**StWa ts(.U.0C7 *IJJIIAC LftII .JAI J.
|Extemal Training | _ _ f_ __ °°|_|-l__ 0.0 I °.°

Total Direct Resources 1 0.01 °-° . I 0.0j 0.0° I 0.01 0.°l

Final-Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 7



Agreement State Regulatory Supt

05104/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _II Difference
Percent of Agr-eement State MatIs Licenses to total Maths icenses 80.0% $,K FTE _ $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE REGULATORY SUPPORT 5,652 45.4 3,7841 30.7 1,869 14.6

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS 8



UnlicensedSites

0510412006 FY06 ____ i FY05 _____-Difference _____

_____,K__ FTE $,K FTE | _ _ FTE
~'KO.OM.

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:__
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ .___0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adiudicatorv Reviews 0.0 0.0 II _ 0.0 0.0
|Emergency Preparedness Licensing ____ _ __ _1 I Ill 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.01 0.01I 0.0



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 | FY05 | _ _ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $K FTE

PL6GAN~NUCEAR EACnVTORSAETY .................... ............................... ............. ______ ________,,,,,

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

8U~4~R.U.AM' -AR-:EAC-TOR LCENIG __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 i _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

t'R0RAM.~LEAW.At1YI

SnU A pRAa A ReACeRA.LICENSING..
, Iic JaI IRI R.0ILicense Renewal Regulatory Framework [II 0iI0h01JII I__I__ I 0.0[ 0.0J



UnlicensedSites

05,04,2006 FY06 |_ |_iFY05 |_____ Difference
|| $,K |FTE || $,K | FTE || $,K | T l

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

818POR M M I -WEACORE IIENIN
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
... . ... .. ~ . ....

. R' Ct s.Agm .............

SWPORAM;. xEAT.OR 1NPTOi 06. ______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0= 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
I .�.

........... ............,...........................I III I 111 I_____



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ __ Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $.K FTE X;K FTF

. ... . ... ..... ......

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 ]_ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 . 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 I 0.0
Grand T oiai Nuciear Reactor Safety 0.01 0.0 I 0. 0 U.Uj 0.0 I



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$.K FTE $.K FTE .S K FTF

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development I _0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
.....----------- -- I I,, I

-I- -k--I I-I 4-

I- l l l

I4 + _ G o 1- _ i X- - I -
I J.uV l UJ.u I u.u U.U

- i -ii1
I 0.01 0.01 u.u U.u.1. _____________________ _________________ _____________________-



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference l
$,KFTE = $.K FTE I $,K FTE

HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 100.0 0.8 100.0 0.8 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Risk-informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 2.0 0.5 1.3 2.0 0.7 (1.5)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ = 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 367.0 2.0 172.0 1.6 195.0 0.4
Materials Rulemaking 113.0 1.7 4.8 0.0 108.2 1.7
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.4 _ _ 0.0 0.4
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 (0.1)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 6.0 0.0 7.3 (1.3) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
External Training 9.0 0.0 5.3 _ 3.7 0.0

Total Direct Resources 597.0 5.4 290.7 4.5 = 306.3 0.9
____________ __________ 4-4 4

-I- 4-4- 4-4 1

Il



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$,K FTE _ -_ FTE FTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 340.0 7.1 263.0 4.3 77.0 2.8
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.7 0.0 0.7
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 30.0 0.0 20.0 10.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.5
External Training 19.0 0.0 9.1 9.9 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 8.0 0.0 8.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 397.0 8.3 292.1 4.3 104.9 4.0

PftGRA~ NCLEAR MTRAS N ATESFT
.................. S.. FE TOAEAND.:. TRASOTTO

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 5.0 0.0 2.4 2.6 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0

tf.,nT..,.,.nf n InI I n n In
-"'** ' *~*** vlI "'~ I U.1. I %J.Uj

Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.01 0.01 0.0 I0.0



UnlicensedSites

05/04/2006 FY06 = FY05 _ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $.K FTE

__, ... . .._
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 5.0 0.0 2.4 0.0 2.6 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 999.0 13.7 585.2 8.8 413.8 4.9

$ .4 RAGRM .........''~T____

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: I
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 ___ 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0° 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0 0.0o_ 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0

TOTAL UNLICENSED SITES 999 13 .7 | 585 8.81 414 4.9



Generic Deconm.&Reclaim

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$K F_ _TE $,K F EFTE $,K FTE

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Extemal Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and_
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluationand Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Licensing J_ _ 0.01 01 0 I11 0.0 I 0.0
ITotal Direct Resources 0.0 °-° °1 I 0.01 0.01 I 0.0 I 0.0 I



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

I I IT

05/04/20061 FY06 FY05 _I_ Difference
i $.K I FTE II $.K I FTE It $,K F:TE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 00 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PI~ORM NUCEA REACio _AET ___ _______

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

___I I I I II I___
-t 1-1 -t 1--I-

_______________ 1 1-4 4- 1-4 1
u.0 I u.ul 0.0 0.0

I + 1-+ I
0.01 0.01 0.0 0.0L . J _____________________ .1. _________________ L.�.J. _____________________ L



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05104/2006 FY06 |_ |_|_FY05 _ | Difference _ _ l
$.K FTE $.K FTE I $.K FTE

General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

1'AR'
PLANNED ACTIVITIES: 

.

___ 
._ 

_

Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 _ _ _ 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ . _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PLANNED ACTIVITES: 
_________

HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: NULEAR RaCT '11'.11.'11�
i__ _ _ _1_ _ _ _ I z __ _ __ _ _ t __ _ __ _ -1i __ _ __ _ _ i_ _ _ _



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05/04/2006 FY06 |___FY05 Difference

.U6~POGR.. __ __

$. $!FTE $ , .K PTP -<~v

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0=0 0.0 X 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 I 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand To tal ifu;eal Reaiutr aeyU.U 0 .0 [ 0.01 0 .0 __°-_l-°l .12 lu I lta 1'd a le t l.0 l.0 l l



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05/04/20061 FY06 FY05 !_IDifference l

_$,K FTE $,K FTE _ $,K FTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 279.0 = (279.0) 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.0 (0.0)
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.5 279.0 0.5 (279.0) (0.0)

4-

i I 1 i III I
I
I

°-' °Iu.u I' I V.A U.'

o.ol 0.01 0.0
0.00.01 0.01 0.0 0.0



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05/0412006 FY06 | { FY05 O_ it Difference ! _ I
$,K | FTE | $,K i FTE $,K FTE

HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 2.0 0.1 1.5 0.0 0.5 0.1
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 40.0 1.0 47.6 0.4 (7.6) 0.6
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 (0.1)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 7.0 0.0 11.6 (4.6) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 3.0 0.0 _ 0.9 _ 2.1 0.0

Total Direct Resources 52.0 1.1 _ 61.6 0.6 -9.6 0.5

;;t*4 > <;3 -*^i *-- g A. ;& ... n. ,.r->;> -5 .>tre,--i*Ž .

===y KiC~~IJ5J%#~~SM~41~i .* ~ __________ = ______ _____



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,KFTE

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 0.0 0.0 10.0 3.7 (10.0) (3.7)
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 242.5 7.2 450.9 10.3 (208.4) (3.2)
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 690.0 3.6 650.0 2.2 40.0 1.4
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 60.0 0.0 40.0 20.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 (2.0)
External Training 73.0 0.0 47.0 26.0 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 669.0 2.1 857.0 2.7 (188.0) (0.6)
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 26.0 0.1 26.0 0.1

Total Direct Resources 1760.5 13.0 2054.9 20.9 -294.4 -8.0

MaEPM .. ..... n_

Licensing and Certification 6.0 0.0 3.8 2.2 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Ss0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0|Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment |'V ool ol IIII°.I°-I



Generic Decomm.&Reclaim

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference
$.K FTE $,K FTE $.K FTE

HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel 0.0 0.0 = . _ 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 6.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 _ 2.2 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 1818.5 14.5 2399.3 22.0 _ -580.8 -7.5

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 = 50.0 3.0 (50.0) (3.0)
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 50.0 3.0 -50.0 -3.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 0.0f 0.0 50.0 3.0_ -50.0 -3.0

TOTAL GENERIC DECOMMISSIONING & RECLAIMATION ] 1,8191 14.5 2,449 25.01 -631 -10.5



Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 _ Difference 1
.__ $,K FTE $,K FTE _ $.K FTE

SUB-PROGRAM: REACTOl~ltClO;-NAG.- ;,t>A X ,_____
SUB-SUB PROGRAiM LICENSING:TASKS

PLANNED ACCOMPLISHMENTS:
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Aging of Reactor Systems and Components 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Generic Safety Issues 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Safety of Digital Instrumentation and Control Systems 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Codes, Standards, and Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Civil/Structural Engineering and Earth Sciences 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fire Safety 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Risk Informing the Regulatory Process 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Testing, Development and Validation of Systems Analysis Regulatory and
Licensing Tool 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Protection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Evaluation and Resolution of Operational Issues 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure and Improvements Initiatives 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Project Management and Licensing Assistants 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing Actions 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Licensing Tasks 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Improved Standard Tech Spec Program Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Licensing Improvements 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Rulemaking 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Event Evaluation and Generic Communications 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Research and Test Reactor Licensing Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Vendor-Owners Activities/Technical Issues Resolution 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
I=mrrniont-w Drnnorarnnee I I f nfn nf n I n n
| -Total Direct Resources _________ |___ I 0_0 I

I I I I I I Il
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Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Dfference
|_$,K | FTE $.K FTE X$K FTE

:1.iCiRIR~ Si = {- -_ _ __ _____

SUB-PROGRAM: REAKTsOR I CzENSI<NG w <;> -___
SUB-SUB-PRO-GRAM;i INTERNATIlONAL ACTIVITIES; 6 iKS- -- _ __

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: _
International Nuclear Safety and Safeguards 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
International External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
International AID Support 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
International General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PR7OGRAM: NUCLEPA ;REACTR7SE.Tp f- .7; ___=_=

SUB7-PROGRAM: REACTOIgIC-ENSI.NG 1. .<.; ; t
SUBi SUB-P.ROGRAM:HES=IICENSING -SUPPORT, -'; ,_; .

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
HLS Threat Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategy 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Infrastructure Improvement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
HLS General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

iiO-GRAM: NUCLEAR RECTOR ,~SAFETY. - 7__--_
SUB-PROGRAVRE O IICEESING ' _._____..,-*,>

SUB"UIP.RO:GRAM 'REaCTORl ICENSE RENEWAL I __ .. =
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

Renewal Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
License Renewal Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 _I 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.01 0.01 0.0 1 0.0 |
Legal Advice and Representation _______ ___I 0.01 0.0

Final Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 ______FY05 ______ Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
PROGRAM NCER RATR SFT ___ _

SUB-PROGRA. REACTOR3LidNSINGL. IC E_ _ _ __SU' SUB-pROGRAM-'>:NEW'R-EAOR-'LlCE.,SiNG'. m .............. ____=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Early Site Permits 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Design Certification 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Pre-Application Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Regulatory Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 =_0.0 0.0
New Reactor Licensing Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 0 0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 __0.0 0.0
Combined Licenses 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General information Technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
New Reactor Infrastructure 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR~EA&TOQRSAF. _____.;. <.' .____
SUB-PROGRAM REACTO.& INSPECTION........... CLO
SUSUB PtiOGRgiLS1IISP.ECTiON 

______............ 9=Xi
PLANNED ACTIVITIES:

HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
PGRM NCARECcSFT______ _ _ _______ _____ ___ I_

7 =--. _SUBPROGRAM RECO ___-__ ____ ___ ____ __

SUBWSUBTPROGRAM'#.REACTORSA T INSPECTION';' ,, I L _ I|_PLANNED ACTIVITIES: J
FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 _ Difference
$,KFTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

License Renewal Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Emergency Preparedness Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training and Development 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Baseline Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Supplemental/Reactive Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Generic Safety Issue Inspections 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection -allegation folow-up 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OE agency programs 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Performance assessment 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Inspection & assessment Program Devp & oversight 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Licensing & Examination of Power Reactor Operators 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Operator Licensing Program & Training Oversight 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-lnformation Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Rental of Space 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TTC-Other Administrative Services 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General information technology 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Reactor inspection - State, Federal, & Tribal liaison Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice & Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Allegation & Enforcement Actions 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Investigations 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Response 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Event Readiness 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Response Coordiantion 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Reactor Incident Investigation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0_ 0.0 0.0

PROLANNEDAC T S ._ l
SU-U-RGI 'FUEL A.l LF~ I

Final Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

0510412006 FY06 __ i___FY05 ______ Difference l _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Fuel Facilities Licensing 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Force-on-Force Program 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 =__ 0.0 0.0
Uranium Recovery Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Enrichment Facilities, Licensing and Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Advanced Fuel Cycle Support 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Fuel Facilities Adjudication 0.0 0.0 . _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

_ .

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
International Import/Export Licensing Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0_ 0.0
International HLS Licensing Support 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.0
HLS International Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Inspection & Oversight 0.0 0.0 __ _ 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Development 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Event Evaluation and Incident Response 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0= __ 0.0 0.0 |

Final-Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 _ FY05 Difference
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,KFTE

International Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Risk-Informed Regulatory Framework 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Radiation Exposure Assessment Methods 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Control of Sources and Registry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Information Technology - Control of Sources 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Licensing 1.0 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.1 (0.0)
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 l 0.0 0.0
HLS Legal Advide and Representation 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Coordination with States 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Users Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
Materials Inspections 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Rulemaking 7.0 0.2 5.2 0.0 1.8 0.2
HLS Unallocated 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Allegations/Enforcement 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials Agreement States 0.0 0.0 = 0.2 0.0 (0.2)
Materials State Federal, and Tribal Liason 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Investigations 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Materials Adjudication 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Materials 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 3.0 0.0 7.9 (4.9) 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 _ 0.4 (0.4) 0.0

Total Direct Resources 11.0 0.2 = 14.4 0.3 -3.4 -0.1

PROGAM: UCL2EAR1 AT-ERIALSANW WASTEMSAFET ___

SUB-PfROGRAM:l. ~CQ~Mlo lsY~ LV WASTEl -4 =_
SUB;SUB-PROGRAM DECOMMISSION NGDA OW LEVEL WASE___

PLANNED ACTIVITIES: Ts
Low-Level Waste Regulation and Oversight 10.0 3.7 ___ 10.0 3.7_|
Reactor Decommissioning Rulemaking & Regulatory Guidance 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safetv Professional Develonmant Proaram 0.0 1.0 I 00 I 1.0IReactor Decommissioning Project Management, Licensing & Inspection 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 |0.0

Final-Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

05/04/2006 FY06 FY05 Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE

Reactor Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Licensing 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Materials and Fuel Facility Decommissioning Inspection 0.0 0.0 _ _ 0.0 0.0
Formerly Licensed Sites __ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Information Technology - Support of Scientific Code Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
External Training 11.0 0.0 9.9 1.1 0.0
Assessment of Doses from Environmental Contaminants 446.0 1.4 570.0 1.8 (124.0) (0.4)
HLS Decommissioning and Low-Level Waste Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Internal Training & Employee Development 5.0 0.0 2.0 5.0 (2.0)

Total Direct Resources 472.0 7.1 579.9 3.8 -107.9 3.3

FE i7tM _ULE1 MATEIAL = ___

UBS 
______~t LB=______AN;0RN

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
Licensing and Certification 3.0 0.0 2.6 0.4 0.0
Inspection and Event Response 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Environmental Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Adjudicatory Reviews 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Legal Advice and Representation 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Nuclear Safety Professional Development Program 0.0 0.0 = 0.0 0.0
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spent Fuel Storage Systems Safety Assessment 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Threat Assessments 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Regulatory Improvements 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HLS Mitigating Strategies 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Security Inspection and Oversight 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
HLS Safeguards Licensing 0.0 0.0 = = 0.0 0.0
HLS Securitv Infrastructure Improvements 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0I HLS Assess Dispersal from Spent Fuel [ 0.0o ll 0.0 [ 0.0

Final Comparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



Generic LLW

05104/2006 FY06 __i_|_FY05 i Difference _ _ l
$,K FTE | FTE | $,K FTE

HLS External Training 0.0 l o.ol | 0.0| 0.0
Total Direct Resources 3.01 0.0°° 2.61 0.011 0.41 0.0

Grand Total Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 486.0 7.3 596.9 4.1 -110.9 3.2

SUB-ROGRAMPLCYSUPPO*RT A ¢>2'*K
SUB-SUB-PRO<GRAM iIQYI PORT77..P1ij i1 7i = _._=

PLANNED ACTIVITIES:
General Information Technology 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Congressional Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Secretariat 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
EDO and Operational Staff 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Public Affairs 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Commission Appellete Adjudication 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Commission 0.0 0.0 _ 0.0 0.0
Policy and Direction Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Management Support Services Legal Advice 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reactor Safety Independent Advice 0.0 0.0 = _ 0.0 0.0
Materials and Non-HLW Waste Safety Independent Advice 50.0 2.0 50.0 3.0 _ 0.0 (1.0)
External Training 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Direct Resources 50.0 2.0 50.0 3.0 0.0 -1.0
Grand Total Management & Support for ACRS/ACNW 50.0 2.0 50.0 30.0 -1.0

TOTAL LLW 5361 9.3 647 7.1| -111| 2.2

FinalComparison of Direct Resources for Fees.XLS



OBRA-90, as amended



]ilation, map, document, :paper, or other record of

3 the United States' to the Interstate Sanitation Dis-

4 trict shlal be dee-d to -be a referenea to the inter-

5 state Eneironmentai District.

6 TITLE VtII

7 JDEPMRTMENT OF THE TREASURY

8 .- BtRLr oFTHE PVBLtC DEBT

9 GIFTS TO THi *v.NTED STATES rOR REDuCTIOF O6F THE

10.. PBUC DEBT

For deposit.tf an additional amount for f Yeir

12 2001 into tbe aeoiint -established under Bcetioni 3118(4)

13 of title 81, United States oCde, to reduee the puN.ie'debt,

; -~14 *5nOOO,0 O~iOOO....... . .. ..

15 TITLXIU v

* NUCLEAR nGULATORY COMMISSI N

-..17 Section 6101 of the G OBYi.CIGMiiu S SeIoNeiatio ;

*18 Act of 1990 (42 tj.S.;. 2214)is ahieiided-

* 19 (1) in IUbICtiOfl:AaI(9) ;y . .

0 . 30, p a5tember 20, -2ON5" ar4

2;3 tifcate holder" afte "hiceneee

24 . (B) .bitrking paragraph; (2) and inseft-

25 ing tle fo1lv]ii . . ;
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2 "(A) I ; GERnEA I. .......... -Th e aggegate

3 amount of the anhudl charges collected from all

4 licelnsees aid cerfificate boldei's in a fiscal year

3 shall equal an amount th~t apprornittes the

6 *pereentages of the budget authorit' of the Com-

7 nmissiokhfor teifi6scal year stated in. subpara-

8 grauh (B),aless--

9 a*(i) emounts colleoted under sub-

10 section .(b) during the fiscal .yeari and
10. pp

11 "(ii) amounts a iopriated f6 the

12 ComimissimO frpmn the Nuclar WvasteFind

'13 .for ihe fiscal]ear.

14 * . !'(B) PER.ET.nES.-.Th pereentageS re-

is5 rred to in subpaiagraph (A) are-

16 . "(j) 98percent for fisea yie~ar gO~.;

_. (ii) `6. beiceht.for fispalyear 20029;

18 "(iT) 4 preent foi :-scal year:2003;

19 . u".Si) 092-petceit. for Psea1 year 2004;

20 -ad.

21 . 1t ; ecn o i.Isca]l year 2005'.

*22- .Tiis Aet-iia.ab6 ctd as The 'IEnhrg; and Water D

23 veloppnient Appi'ojriationssiit.,200i".
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APPENDIX 2

ONMNIBUS BUDGET RECONCILIATION ACT OF 199o

Public Law 101-508 104 Stat. 138a

NOV. 5, 1990
TITLE VI-ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS

Subtitle f3-NRC User Fees and Annual Charges

42 USC 2214.

42 USC 2214.

SEC. 6101. NRC USER FEES AND ANNUAL CHARGES
(a) ANNUAL ASSESSMENT.-

(1) IN GENERAL.-Except as provided in paragraph (3), the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (in this section referred to as the
'Comrrission") shall annually assess and collect such fees and
charges as are described in subsections (b) and (c).

(2) FIRST ASSESSMENT.-TThe first assessment of fees under
subsection (b) and annual charges under subsection (c) shall be made
not later tI an Sep :mber30, 1991.

(3) LAST AS: ESSMENT OF ANNUAL CHAIRGES.-The last
assessment of anr aal charges under subsection (c) shall be made not
later than Seprem .er 30. 2000.
(b) FEES FOR SERVICE OR THING LF VALUE.-Pursuant to

section 9701 of title 3 1, United States Code, any person who receives a
service or thirg of value froffz the C rrunission shall pay fees lo cover the
Corrimission': costs in providing any such service or thing of value.

(c). ANNUAL CHARGES.-
(I) PERSONS SUBJECT TO CHARGE-Except as provided in

paragraph (4), any licensee of the Commission may be required to pay,
* an addition to the fees Set forth in subsection (b), an annual charge.

(2) AGGREGATE AMOUNT OF CHARGES.--Tbe aggregate
amount of the annual charge collected from all licensees shall equal an
amount that approximates 100 percent of the budget authority of the
Commission in the fiscal year in which such charge is collecled, less
any amount appropriated to the Commission. from the Nuclear Waste
Fund and the amount of fees collected under subsection (b) in such

* fiscal year.
(3) AMOUNT PER LICENSEE.-7he Conmrission shall establish,

by rule, a schedule of charges fairly and equitably allocating the
aggregate amount of charges described in paragraph (2) among
licensees. To the maximum extent practicable, the charges shall haves
reasonable relationship to the cost of providing regulatory services and
may be based on the allocation of the Commission's resources arnonj
licensees or classes of licensees.

(4) EXEMPTION.-
(A) IN GENERAL.-Paragraph (1) shall not apply to the holds

of any license for a federally owned research reactor used
primarily for educational training and academic research purposes

(B) RESEARCH REACTOR.-For purposes of subparagraph
(A), the tenn "research reactor" means a nuclear reactor that-

(i) is licensed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission undu
section 104c. of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 USC
2 134(c)) for operation at a thermal power level of 10
megawatts or less; and



(ii) if so licensed for operation at a thermal power level of
more than 1 megawatt, does not contain-

(1) a circulating loop through the core in which the
licensee conducts fuel experiments;

(II) a liquid fuel loading; or
(E) an experimental facility in the core in excess of 16

square inches in cross-section.
(d) DEFINITION.-As used in this section, the term "Nuclear Waste

Fund" means the fund established pursuant to section 302(c) of the
Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 (42 U.S.C. 10222(c)).

(e) CONFORMING ANIENDMENT TO COB RA.-Paragraph(l)(a)
of section 7601 of the Consolidated Omnnibus Budget Reconciliation Act
of 1985 (Public Law 99-272) is amended by striking "except that for
fiscal year of 1990 such maximum amount shall be estimated to be equal
to 45 percent of the costs incuned by tJ e Commission for fiscal year
1990" and insening "except as Utherwi ie provided by law."'

2 UJSC 2213.

' :

'Under P.L 99.272, NRC was required to collect user fees totalling 33'I of its budget on a fiscal year basis.
Under P.L 100203. NRC was required to collect user fees totalling 45%r of its budget for 't880&9. This
a mended P.L 99-272.

P L. 102-186. Title XXLX. 4 29S3(a. 106 Stat. 125. Oct. 24. 1992.
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CONFEN'CE REPORT

TTLE VI-ENMhGY AND LNVtRONMNTALL PRCsG !AM

Sum= -NRC Umn ?=
I IC Ur= Yr AND AXNUA.L CHAAXJ

Sedon 7601 of the CcmJLJ8dae Ommius Budget ncifl &LioD
A= of IM (Publc Law 9$-2721 requirem Lb. Nuclear Pegula^ry
Ccrnm.ld (NRC) to c01e: anuz1 cCirpa from iu licen . The
L*Jflt of tbt Charf=

(1) whe deM to otbzr a nu coUected by the NWC li.e..
ft ua&r the Indehed~t Officm Appmpridon Act of 1952,
31 U.S.C. 701), =y ntt tacft S3 pert otf the NRCs c=:
and

(2) must rwoibly be related to the rerul.tory trvice prM
r;&ddby Lhe NRCa nd irly arleo thect to the NRC of pro.
rding tb.0 wrncm

Sdot 6601 of the O Dibw Budet Rancciiation Act of 1997
0loublic Lew 100-20) amzed the 1985 Lsa by incr-euig the

35423 0 - 9s - 31



hmouSmt Of the NRCj Czr t -rZarmd by fees mad &-Mual Cir-gm
from 33 tc <; pht fr t ) R Y 19 n I d 1989.

Section =1 of tb. OnibuI Bu~ul P.Ciiadom Act of 1989
(Public Lav 101-233) a&ande the 19£5 law by maint;vl;ng the
eLmount of tht NRCi c= r,=mrtd by fe &nd anual ch -ea it
45 percent for a thrd yw, Sical yar I M Without new le1iala.
tim the ub.a- t of the few id &=uI cdirju will rrt r4 3
pertnt in fi yr 91. ,.
HOU.n bill

Sectonu 452 and 5101 of the Houme bill would repual uecion
7601 of the 192Z Lw ta repl It with new, permanent authority.
Both HoUm prvrtioms wouldxr!uiz the NRC to coUect vmual
chr i am a= t t3 rnemr 100 peracnt of Its budegv authority
(icludi~g bu dpiu autborty for boith Salsries Lod Expems-m of the
XRC ad he Office of the lmoc-.4r Gemanr), le amoumna appro.
pnaed to the NRC frm the Nuclcwr W" Furid masb lhed by 42

U.S.C. 1020) and fe-ft cmUem under the Independent Officw
Approprnaton ACL Althou.Ch 11 NRC Hlcemie would be iubje= to
fefes under the Inde _int Ofii Appropiaron Aet only peroou
lie to opents Lt p r plsntI ould be 1 nnual
chirm The a.oumt of the anu± charge would be determioed
by the NRC by rule Led woud have to a a rcwt &ble reLation.
chip to the NRC', c of providing rmulatowy nrvces to the Hi.

senia.
&rLOU bill *

Seedon 2 of Title V of the Senmt bill, likle the HouLe bill. would
repail don 17601 of the 198.5 lta snd would require the ETRC tc
recarer 100 pervmt of its Cmtz It differs frz:e the Houa prvi-
sionm.horvw r. in three res-u. Fir, the Senate provion would
authorLze the NRC to ir h annta cabarif for only five yun,
fi%=1 yean 199l-1995. Se=4 it vould pernit (but would not re-
quire) the NRC to a1 sntd ch~rjm Lpian azy pereon who
holds &n NW Ulie not jun utilitiet opeting nucle:ar power
pl- Tr& it wd re~r 100 percent of the Sakries ad Ex.
peu of the tNRC a but not of the erpemms of the NRC's OFfice
of the En~zpec~or GnmI
C4rni~trmc* T71

In gvu L-Thae cmfernc greenment follow the Semate bill
with tbrn chiarwm ?1 th. Seniu bill woId hxm codified the
=nu.LI chrr autScc~ in the Atomic EnerW Act of 1954: the
cxmfe a rm t dam mot. Sond. the Smit. bill would have
recrer'4 100 pw=c*% of th NFRCs Ssp Irie and Erpme¢e oly- the
=mfdnf m m rnvym 100 peret of bth the NRC' Sala.
m aod E3Tenem &M te N ' Office of Imsperw.or Gemnel.

Third. t1A S te bill wld hba repead on 1601 of the 19B5
kvc th4 ox&Tmm ap ta ends it to prri& a "ilcor" on
fef Ln-d mnnl Chdn-rm .qi tO S3 perceOt of the NRCs bu4vt
auhority. Thi flcscoc vm gumm t of fees ad anul=
ct±res Lft.&r fi~ai ymr IM unl2es Cota mn.= new author-
it7g.,,



=,ution Of cuf:Ailty-The mtIerencta a.Etement Prcnidea Iau.
crnty to co U c feei Ltd an=usai chxrjW Ue<tl to 1 00 pe nt of

~ ~p~Yj bude for only fiv-e yewrm ft-sca -l19 bog
iS.05. The NRCspero~anet Ruthcri to ~Ucau feen amd u-nmuuaJ

* c.Lrm equal LO 3~3 plcnl of tbe NRC's budpt authority wifl cn
cinup in for= aftar Fclyux~ 1995.

* az u-b' f orua cAoarj--The frerence aLgr-ment
thecftermom he RC unerpresent LAw to a.

lanuil cth-azzr a~gan aLU of Ilt lkcezweee The comfertes readTIrm
th rutatnmtnt of the maaip-rx on the pritent authority. Se- 132
Coag. Rec. H879 (daily &d. Rm~rh 6, ISM, 132 Cong. Rec. SZ7S
{djily ed. .b{±.rch 4. 19S6).

The co:nler-ef note th-s in the NRC', reporc anl the ea.zrtinag
annu± cdb~rg syrtem requwtted by ma~eton 1601(a) of the 198S5 law.
t~he Commismdom found Lh~at "the ILu. nu~mbar of mall. Bmcnsaee.
tcbe relatively imall fees which would be coLkected. a~nd the omt of
admi~nhIrerin~g such a collecuom p roj~ram." =&ke impFLton of in
aLn~usl ch~a.rre on all of the NRC'a app r :iitely 8,000 nor1-power-
ru.tor lic a~enef iunpructics.ble. The cinfrdee also undersuz~d that
the direct ca: of rqu~latmg non. cr-re.ctor licemsees a-mounts to

ray, ronately tLhree percemi of the RC' cocu a-nd that & sub x.an-
Lape roentza~ of the ccet of pra~idin~g reg3lat~ory sernem to inon-
pwr-rez~cr 11cerae, an in fict recwia-zred 0hirou gh fees aLaseme

under tLbe £ndependen: Offief Appropriaton Amt FinAllY, the c~n-
ferees note that the U.S. Court of AppeeLh for the Discrict of Co-
lu.~bL& Cir-=ifl h-s mncluded that Lb. NRC "did not &bi ha dis-
crenot by fallimg to ir!qpo~e the annuil f~ee on all 1icmnjee." Florn.
da Pouvir & Ltgg'i Co. v. NRC~ 2.46, F.2,d 765, 7';O (D.C. Cir. 1)88).
cirt dvinied 109 S.Ct. 1952 (1989).

The conference Lrrememt preseri-e the NRC's discrtion to
inF1 anmu.4l tharges on one or more eha of non-pawer-reictor

HO=~ if the Commi~amo believes it cnfairly, equitably. and
prz.cdczbly do oo.

As des&--ib*4 below. iacrteu the wa-munt of recmvry to 100 per-
cent of the NPRCs budgej authority will remult in Lb he ito of
fews UPO ce~rwin l~immew (orr cc~i~i that an~not be atribute to
thom Lbcsees or cL&xes of lice~ntaem The Cormnitzion should
liA Lhe chbJrp- for theoe ecwtr au broadly &a. practicaLble in order
to rminini; thea bu~rden for these costa on any licems-e~ or cLL.= of
Hu=ert eso ui to estallhbufair xmd'utable & yram as isfu.-
sible.

Czl= hd to~n of 1he aaJlWC charpe,-The conferees recogmiz thbia
in dire'cing the NBC to colc anmnual chargeme "Congres must in-
dicata cleax 7 its intamtk ta'datecat to the Pywitve the dia~e.
tionme aRu hrty to re=cnsxm inistitive c~a not Lnuwing di.

mt to the bent-fit of reUdte ftiW&' a4 thAt COngre= Muat
pr~ria tha Acwy 11n fowmoding ~he= u-

&-S== M n.SSA inwv. idAnm Z 1 ' "for~n 10,ID S.Ct. 1726,
1734 (IKS) (upb-oldime Lb.. law dirwting ie SKcwTaRxy of TT~mspor-
utia to col~ect user fsew talflig 1CLS per t of tha c:= of mddmin.
Lute-ri t~ha pipewla ine5.ft7 "Tu=n 7.he comfernes belleve the
can irtme agr~eemt meeunt M~uzn =ta

F'irt the rconferente ag-reonot mzsir it clear that appropria.
tionsa r*v~ie 4 by the NRC from hth Nuclewr Was" Fund erub.
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Mie~d under Lms~ot SM) of the Nuclea W.&xta Polky Ac~t of 1982
(42 U.S.C. 1C'=c) for llc-:n~ the Depu.reot of at~" a uclca.
ax wazte mai~en frm72. an tot to b~e r~cmz by tha
AMMU1I c.Lqr&Tm The Nuclea Wasu Fund ecozsu of money padi
by N?=Czat ~ nuclet pF' m--,orv to the DeP&MFmAnt orf
Energy to Vita, coitu aid dmlop high-ImTl nuclear wsut
MAMO4zammt (mziit.d Sb= tuc~ftz ut~Ikw ar F. fr

c antq the N?(Y3 higf Jelwnta, 11ning saxiviti Lg ther
pa-emm n 0to e Nucleajr WartaFuw4 retosery ofNueaWaza

Pun Apropi-aiouthrough the n.6nuAl chirxi would c~rdtut~a
double Payment by the ut~1ie.'

S&=d. the cpaferarnc a~gmm~ent provided that the amou~nt re-
a~n-ered Lh-roub in~uii clargeu is to be reduced Au-ther by the
amou~nt tbhe NR~C r~im t Lbzoh faee ,&w=aed on Ucmnsee unzder
the Independent Office A propnutaon Act of 1952 (31 U.S.C. 9701).
through. Panr 170 of thewNRC' rules (10 C.F.R.. Put 170). Th m
feft are &n4d to rtcovr rhe ccx t the NRC of prmVI jndl
vidu±Ily identifiale mr-nees to appUcamu Ltd holder: of TRC L-
caasae~. tb'u~gh zao; the =n of genenc =jcviries that benefit Lic-,em.
c-es greaer%.Ly. The Conp.rnjtee ex pects the NP.C. to c~t ueta

ae& f ew ndeF-S'T'aP*I' nt . ro~priatiom Act.to-the
emd tLhAt tich lmice!ife or aippU~.m pays the fui ca.to the nRC of
all idehdfiable rtgulitor-y sczriicez auhlcn o..plcm

Fin±ll, the conference a.reement provided thAt the balazoce of
the l1' ianmnu~al bu dgT aut-horiy &aer subtriction of amounts
t r~ced frvm the NucJ~r Wa"rto imd and 'the kndepenlea Of.

fi~ pptpn. _i~ A= fees is to be roewm-e from the NKC&s Ii
cxarue Lhrvucgh the annual churgm 'no =rofer nce agreement
does not requir th-at the total amount intede~d to be r-ecovered

throgh ~nuz char~be d~ivided saroog the pwer-reactr 11iaens
.C~ ~u.&Y, as wa Ch c~eunder the NRC's orifinal rule impie-
~enin~ PulinL~w99272. Lmnsea4d the conferee mtamed that the
NRC ~ L.. ~nn~aich.arw under the principle that !icemi"

who recfr th.4 pate LxpezdItw- of the agenWy' recet
should pay the -reanem &=tl ehi~rr. Thus., the com~ference a~gree-
ment. pric-des t-l h NRC LbiI eszuablah, by rule, a sched ule of
ch~arre "fairly a~nd equitably"' ilomting the tota amop1nt of
Chamz-a to be recovered a&ionog its Ucenztes.. azd th~at "It)o the aWL-
imam, ez"CIt pr3 sdjlzw the ebhzr&e4 thall have a nawartble rtl*.-
tiomi~hip to the ow of proviiding rqgulitory services" to the Hmrc-

Axar a =ibatj b] to tLamwe ocf Ucs =sw The confertee =oteu-
PIxta- ULAI the NPLC WiLl Coodmul to &HOk' ta Mic 0M Quai M.
a~ribut~bah to a gi~vz cimi of licernset to sueh cam.

In &&dIldoz, bowrvamr, Lhe conlere re~pim th-at thrare u 1
peze tbAt can~c be attzribae either to az individual Ilcewe. cr
a ciLe of Ucw~t,-i. Eximpa M oIMf thfesi arpnaz w icude COW
u ±Lnoired wit-h onutin riem= rwtrcb n riets -kn pr=.S

ib no Lbe mtt e=Pe2~±L* of 'r~muio NR offi- incl1
th= ofthe =Z00* b. taGienrtl Coa; L thu kspwt;



GC-nergl, and GCvernenital ad Public AffairB. The mnferm
intend the NRC to fairly and equitably rcver thezz epen from
ita - .'tt tLbrough the am^ial chbrg'e even though thbee ex*
peni at b aribuSta4 to izdividu_.a licamseft or clu.e of lii

T.=y be rec-rtrad from such Ucamuw u
the C in. to iu dia-rL, detarmines can fairly, eqwtably,
and ptac:bly contributa t4 tLeir PaymanL

TnseM of fi= Paltim and reitip93 of ctrtdin prromm.-
Under its eg rulem the NC dcs not ofset amounts p-aid by
Licenme finmes sd peniltied ffncludinq Lnt~eres penalties)

the a-Mount of anual cLhrres o be collected. Conversely,
the NEr( does not wek to rev-er through the annual charge
&mou.ts received from p ripanu in t6e cooperative nuclear
safety rau!sarch prtf=. tbe mauril and ulormation ac, au-
thon.tioz n prjrmw linfCuding Lrinial history checks under a-e.
tion 149 of the Atomic Eoergy Act of 1954. 42 U.S.C. 2169). or
amou.nu re*ived for Hrrve rendered to foreyp governments and
intaerruocral ornp-zatiots. The confereta note that the NRC's cur-
rent treataeoZ ol the fines penalti, and receipw has been
u~pheld in court Fo,.d Pouer & Light Co. v. NBC. 946 F.24 765.

1i (D.C. Cir. 1988, crit dted 100 S.Ct 1952 (19891.
The conferetce ~renent dced riot chsnge these policies. Fines

and penalUes are B±ed be-ause of a failure oi a licens-ee to
coMply twh NRC suDdsrdi nd requirmroent. The purpoe of the
6.ne or peity would be defeated if their ameoL would result
in a lowrmg of the offender's obolipgton t pay Lnmual charges.
Reiu from cooperative. inum-ationmlJ and acc=e. uthoritauton
prw. aro ollet from the entidies binefiting from the par-

uzpr r and a reined Lod uIed by the NRC for such
. progrT. Lnclu~sioe of the amouot of these funds in the toual
dou t rcnyred through the aznusl chlrge would result in
double paymeoL.

Suetwn.u n 1U ~ S u ZUW. .v

Subeeztion /aXI) ruires the NRC to collect fes and annual
chwien.

Sub ectian (oX!) pro-ides that the flrrt aLi&etment made under
this authority shal be msad no liter than September 30. 1991..

Su&sezrn tax(?) proiides that the ist esa-M ent nf annual
chiztrges made under this authority shall be made no laer than
Sed* br 3s0. 195.

SIkLL .% gj) provides thbt the KRC.hall contifue to collect
fee is D the 1ndependent Of Appropriation Act of 1952 (31
U.S.C. 901). Thew fm ar ittfded to recover the Commission's
c__t of proarkIng any service or thing of vajue to a person replatird
by the N*C ,

Sit n (eJ requiru the NRC to collec1 in addition to the Inde-
- OfficDM Appropriation Act fees under subhection Cn). an

L=nuil Chrge.
Subtctihan (feI) zuthori2 the NRC to impame an annual charge

on any 1 3nze of the NRC.
SLatin c prvid-es tbzt the , srqmtt jLmount of annual
c *l. when added to the bIependent Oces Appropra-

don Act fes coectA undr siac (b), equal approiiznately
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100 pF-t of the NRi bto budgt authority for e"h fizal
year, es Imzy imouzt appropri'e to the NRC fm the Nucla 2
Wcs Fun-

Su& ian (cX) dir& the NRC to Wthlit a schedule of
=mnu-I Charg-= thAt fairly ad eiita.My slloted the ag ao
axnoflt Of a~~ asLg Uclm.t2 LfL to the MwI.uim exeuat
prcd=1 1a rw-bx rt the -crt: of providit; mrrkw to
auth 1ine or c!izrw of Ulisem The sch;duloe my a= dif.
fer-ent &.tnul c h&rg for &Ifervnt ll x or clu:w of Hcen

hz on the a1ltcain of the N{Ci rdr= among licenw or
cL&= of Hc-iniD s4 that the Uceosees who require the grr-at
ix-pendin of the NRCs reuorm will pay the grptea mnnuS
chrg.

Su&n-ion rd) defnes the Nuclcaj Wuu Fund erLbUzih e
becon 302c) cf the Nucler Waju Policy Act of 1982 42 US.a.
I 0tc).

Subv-erwn ficJ (eart secdion 7601 of the Cowwl;data Ommibw
Rac~iTition Act of 19&5 (Public LAw 9"-2!2) to preferye entig
autarity for the hRC to c t u-er fei appromatizg 33 per.

aent of the Lgewy'm budM FoUMMi ,1 yoWr 1", a l~tul
ch&rgr will bkeeaed under on 160 1 Uf the 1985 LM imIEfta
of subeetimn (c) of the =afertnt g-re'maenL

. .
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Before: SrLEERRVI, WILLI.XJ Ind D.H. GimsBuic, Ciiruii
JUtes.

Opinion for the Court fed by Circuit Judge WILLIWB

WILLIAS, Cirruif Ju49e: Congress ha diraetad the NuJe-
ar Regulitory Cornrs~in to recover 200% of ifs costs from
thcwe who ieteive Its re;latory UBsemcts" and to allocat the
coss "fairly and equlLabl" u.ong those recipientLs. Petition-
ers Allied SigTaI mnd Combusuon Enneering challenge an
NRC rule mradng that alocation; they 2130 attack the NRC'i
derual of various requested exemptions from the fees. They
allege that the Commission's actiors did' not saisfy Con-
gress's fahr[ ] and equitabl[e)" sundard and aso were arbi-
tray and capricous. We agree in pan and remand tho cias
to the Commson.

L'nder authority ganted in the Independent Offices Appro-
priation Act of 19S2 (U110W), 31 U.S.C. 1 9701, the Commis-
sion has long 'chared fees to any person who received a
s~service or thing of value' from the Cornimssion. (Thzt terM
includes .. -haps orimoronicilly, "rtulatory servins" such
as permit processing.) In 1986, Congress expunded the
.NRC's recovery authority in the ConsoidaLed Omribus Bud-
get Reconcllation Act of 1SM (uCOBRA), Pub. L. No. 99-
272. 100 Sut. 147, and authorized it to reover 33% of its total
annual budget through fees. Because 10AA fees could not
:generate that sumn Congress allowed the NRC to asess fees
not only for the sarviempedfic costs cvered by 10AA but
Lalo for the CommniWon's generic Costs of operation (e-g.,
coWt Q^cated with rulamnridng proeedins orsalety re-
se=-d). Laer cts raised the budget recovery level to 45%
for the yesas 198 through 1S. In ctu ing out the 33%

And 45% rm very mandate, the Comrnzn113ion-impoed fees
for jinewi osts only on licensees who operated nuesar
power reactors, reasoning LhaL they absorbed the most regu-

I See Omniaw Bs4*et Remm&Ution Ad of 1987, Pub. L. No.
100203, 101 Suat. 1330-275: Omnibuis Riccnc~iio Act of 191 ,
Pub. L No. 101-239. 103 Stat. 2132.

. . . . .
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latory resources. See Fknridz Pwr and Lihi Co. v. Unitzd
State, &46 F.2d 7M3 (D.C. Cr. 199).

In the 19O Omnibus Rmndaisdon Aet ("1990 OBRA."),
Pub. L. No. f0l-58, 104 SL 13S-S9, Congress raised the
recovery mandate for 1991-95 to. 100 of the Comrission's
budget, see Pub. L. No. 10148, I 6101 (eodified at 42 U.S.C.
3 214), and told the Commion to promulgate rule appor.
tiodning the generic fees &'"frly and equitably" among Ucen-
sees. Id. at I 6101(cX3) (cOied at 42 U.S.C. I "214c)(3)).
The legislation fafthar said that "[tlo the marniurn extent
pracdcable. the charges [usessed by the rule] shall have 2
reasonble relaLionship to the cost of providing regulatory
services and may be based on the alocation of the Coanmns*
sion's resources 2rnong licensees or cl.sses of licensees." Id.
Jftar notice and comment. the CommiiSsion issued a nrle
purporting to Carry out these directions. In doing so,'it
imposed fees on virtually al licensees. See Revision of Fee
Schedules; 10O% Fee Recovery (the "Final Rule"), 56 Fed.
Reg. 31.472 (July 10, 1991) lHfledat 10 CFR H 52. 71,170.
and 171).

Allied, a urzrium hexlnouride (UF) converur, fist coam
plain about the Cornrmmmon's failure Lo consider the inabllity
of UF& converters to "pas through" OBRA fees to custom-
ers-4.e., to recoup them In whole or In part by raising prices.
Allied ses that the Comrimsion's treaunent of the issue

asincor-sstent ith OBRA Lnd d1o with tht NRCs treat-
mei -of oez Mus es' p rugh capabity..

Alid's cliim rsL on simple faect. It explains that domes-
ic UYF5 converter. comnpete ulLh foreign UF, converters who

in not subject to NRC licensing and thus um notriired to
pay NEC fees. Competition, it says, ' stiff; sumtss In
bidding on UF, eonver.ndon contruts often tur on differn-
tUias u small Rs one cent per pound. Fees Imposed under the
Final Rule, however, add up to almcst five cents per pound of
UF,. Because adding the fee to their prices will drive
customers lo foreign converters, domestic UF1 converters

...... . ' -- . . ",* ' ' .. '. * * ; J.. '
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cannot pas. the cosu forward. Allied dravi a sharp contrast
between UF& convenrerz and other NRC licersees Such Ls
electr-c util-es, whffh It says aR readily able Lo pAs the
costs on to cuitoern . The Corrion dispu:es none of
t~hese naseruors.-

Allied's tatutory theory rests both on the 199 OBRA and
on the le~altive history of 1988 COBRA-the latter being
explidLly linked to the 1940 OBRA via iQi legislative histry.
Section 6201(e}(3) of the 1990 OBRA (codified at 42 U.S.C.
4I ]4(c)(3)), provides that

[tlhe Corarnision shLl utublish, by rmle, a schedule of
chargas fbirly and e tubly afloctng the nggregte
anount of chsLrges ... [necesszry to recoup 10O df the
Cornrmn on's budget).

lErnphaisis dded.) The Conference Report to the 1990
OBRA sutes thit the Coarrnision has "the discedon .. . to
assess annual charges aganst a]] of lu lieutees." H.R. Conf.
Rep. No. 964. 101st Cong., 2d Sess. (19SO), at 961. At thi
samne tme, however, the Report expresly ureafrm[s] the
sutemnent of the (floor] managers Eof 1986 COBRA] on the
present authority" of the NRC to uJsA fees. Id. That
auteament in t=n dedd thzt it w&s the "intention of the
corferees that, because tuttin Comison licensees, such as
univareites, hotpit:ls, research and rnedits] Institultonz, and
ur2Aium producers hve limzd ability to pa throqh the
cocU of asu r0Jarqs to the uldmte acorLsurner. the Commls-
zion should ta thsu faoor into ocunt in determing
whether to modiy [its] nurent tee mchedue for such Ucen.

3s." 132 Cong. Rec. H3797/3 (Mrch 6, 1988) (empbuU
added).

The stautory lngusge and legislative hitory do not, in
our view, add up to sn inexorable Mandate to protect clau
of licensees with frniled ibility to pus fees fom-ard. Even
the 1986 legis~lave history, written in the context of CO-
BRA's less-demanding 330 recovery mandate, only directed

* ithe Comrnission to "Lke . o. u.ceournt" of passthrough consild
emo.t hi&ch would not necessariy entfil that those consld-
erations control. Moreaver. the 1990 Conference Report

*' *' '* a, - *. *** - * ;*-* * ;~ . - * pM%
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explidtly ta~d thmt Congress praserwed NRC's discetion to
impose fees on "one or more classes of n~nrpower-reactor
licensees if the Corission believes it can fairly, equitably,
and practicably do so." H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 9E4. 101st
Cong., 2d Sess. (19%.), at M41. Even if we were to give Lhe
lefislative history great Weight, we could not conclude that
Congress has "directly spokAn" to whether the Comrmission
must spare licensees that c ot-pus the fees forward. See
CAtvran v. Natural Reources Dcfc= Council4 467 U.S. 837,
8. (1984). The question therefore is whether the Comrnriis.
sion's interpretauon is reasonable. See id. t 845; ChemtcaL
Moaniarcturm Ass'n v. EPA, 919 F.2d 158. 162-63 (D.C. Cir.
1990).

The Commission offered rwo jusdfieadoni for its decision
to disregard the passthrough concerns of UF4 converters.
First, it argued that It could not adjust fees based on compeLi-
* ye impact because the 1C0% recovery mandate of 19W0
OBRA would require any abatement of fees for one cl2ss of
licensees to be recouped from others. See Final Rule. D8
i ed. Reg. at 31.476; Letter of INRC Denying Allied Exemp-
1:on Request at 3-4. However, while one could argue that it
is urfair to charge any re guatee more Lhan it5 pro rata share
of generic ctsts (and not unfair to excuse some regultees.
frormnpaying all of their pro rata shi* whin less ihan 100
percent must be recovered), that potend7a- explarat on does
riot cary the.day here. The Conrnmison's willingness to
rnike an exemnpdon for nonprofit educadonrW Insutudonrs be-
tu the user-Lon that It %i- not ch1.rse iny regulatee more
lhan 3t pro rsta se!.*

Nonethe esI, the Commiion also pointed to an entirely
1ngtixtne conctrn-the diffirlty' of musaing the ability of
Its 9 1icnsie" to pILIS Lhrougiv Cost. SIe NRC Denial of
AJJfed Exemption Request At.4. A firm' ability to pau
lhrah a burden to its customers depends on the pce2

eltstiides of supply and demmnd. "Inelude suppiers snd
deuaLnder! pay xeas. Don:ld N. McCloskey, The Applied
7heory of Phiie 224 (192). (WhMe the fees us Lechrilcally
not taxes, the same princple applies to mts generally.)
Because these elasticiLtes ure typically hard to dicover with

.. 5 3, * . 3S' *'* * -S. . 'S. *x ; .. ! * - . ii!'^.:
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mnuch coruldence, the Commission's refus2l to read the statute
a. a rigid m2ndaL2e to do so is not only understandable but
raasonible.

It does not-follow, howver, that the Commission's applica-
tion of the statute was in every rtspect reasonable. It
capmcity to pau the fees through can be determined with
raasonable accuracy and at reasonable cost for spedc clazses
of licensees, there lppe=r: no reoon why the Comrm.iMon
should not do so. In fact, the Cominssion 11. ma.de.such a
detirwination for another daes of liceesees, even'though that
class's clalm seems no better founded Lhan the clarn of the
domestc UF, convrurs.

Spedfically. in the Final Rule the Conunission exempted
nonproL educationaJ irstitutons rnm payment of certain
1.09 OBRA fees. See 56 Fed. Reg. at 31,48711-2, 31.491/1-2;
10 CF`R 3 171.11(a). This appears to be bued at least iri.
pu% an the ratonale that such Insttutons uhave a Untited
ability to p "s thet I CCsts on to others." Final Rule, ES Fed.
Reg. at 31.47711-2 (1991).2 See 2lso i6 Fed. Reg. at 31,487/2
(apeadng of educationl instiutions' "limited ability to pass
regulatory costs lhrough to their clienus").
* i.he Commission nowthere explains how it was able to mzke
this finding for non-prof6t but is not able to resolve the
elast:i'ty claim cne way or the other for domestic UF,
converer. The Comnmiulon does not qo much as hint at
dats reliting to the markets in which educational bistitutions
serve their "lients". Neither does the Commision explain

z ThIs P-iL4e relates to the seT4,e-speda fees, but no Indepen-
.dent jusfon for the exenption from generk cosv supear ind
Cbe Co*mizdn bare eet tio Lmume thit the pSplautoa exnda
to th'e Sit ee Com an Brief At , 1$-20.

'We tota tat for l Infttionz wiLb ceQn Mm of
Umm~, thd examption is uvilable with respect to wtfitfes uch
as &[r rthem'W sorr * W0ormed ftr]Ctther pa=o&" nd
-[a)ctihbes perfomed under a Government con=t. See 10 CFR
S 171.11(%(2) & (4). This ecluzion from the exempUon, however,
L3 limited to speciAe type at Ucenm.& nurly Tbyproduct sourCe or
speewal nucle-Ir MterW licenses.

*
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*;hy ; demand elasticty calculation wa.¶ any easier cr less
costly to complete for educadonal irtiotudon3 than for UFI
convertnrs. Thus the Commirtion's denial of rebef for UF1
convirnrs, both at Lhe ruernakng and Lhe exemption stages,
cannot be %iewed as reasoned deaio rrmacdng.

An inudequaaly supported rule, however, nerd not neas-
sArily be vacad. See, e.g., Intenio'nz Unirm, 1MW Vu
F',SHA. 920 F.2d 960, 4S'&67 (D.C. Cir. 190); Maryzcnd
PecpLe's Counwel v. FERC, 768 F.2d 460, 455 (D.C. CMr. 19M5);
ICORE, Inc. v. FCC, Nos. 91-1401 & 91-1650, Slip op. at 12
I;.C. Cir. February 19, 1993). The decsion whether to
vae;[e depends on "the seriousness of Lhe order's delcences
(:lnd thus the extent of doubt whether the agency chose
correcly) and the disruptive consequences of an interim
change that may itself be ch2nged. Intrnfiona1 Unimn,
920 F.2d at. 67.

It is conceivable that the Comnission may be able to
e:cplain how the princples suppomwng in exempton for edu-
catiorLai.Lnsttudons do not justify a simila exempton for
domestc LUF& converters. For ex~xnple, the Commission may
develop a reasoned explanation basted on an alternative justi.
fiction that it offered for the non-prolt eduidor1 .lnsdtu-
tioni' exemption-that 'educationsl resesrch provides an tin-
porant beneft Lo the nuclear indust;y gnd the public at lage
and 3hould not be disounrged.u 55 Fed. Reg. at 31,477i%
Nhile this reference is quite vague-the beneft& of UF&
convertion can hardly be deprec.ed merely because the
ccinvertrz operae In a cmentionW mzkeetbhXaps the
Comrission's tc= is on edueztima, :wIth the idea thtl edu.
cztion yields exceptiorally large extunaizd beanelt& that
c:not be captured In tultion or other ma2rket prices. We

annot tell at this point wther the exempdion for educatlon-
al insttudta could bt.rewousbly roottd in such a theory,
but there U tat le4 a s eniotus pubility thst the Comnssion
wOI be able to usub ntiaLe its derion on resmnd.

At the zare time, the mwmqueraes of vacating. may be
qrdte disruptive. Even Luuming that we could merely vacate
the rule insofar as it dehies in exemption for UF& converten,

M . .
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bhe Commission woud need Lo refund all 1990 OBRA fees
:ollected from those converters; in addition it iwidently would

h)e unable Lo recover thue fees under a lstr-enaicted rule.
'Ee Bat= v. G reteaom Unitwrify Hotpitd, W U.S. 204,

LIS-O$ (19M) trejecLing retrcmve ippliction of rule ven
if operating only to cure defects in pmrously enaut-d rule).
1therefore, becaums of the p'obility that the CommLsaion

nay be able to justify the Hule. nd the disrupive tonse.
quences of Va=ctLing, we remind to the Conrnision for it to
develop a reasoned treatment of exemption cldins based on
pi.u3mhrough limitations.

Combustion Engineering 1so, raised 2 relaLud passthrough
w-gument-thaL long-trT &ixed price conracus in its sector
of the industry constrain its ibility to pass through costEs and
therefore require some sort of gndual phase n. See Coma
mrnnts of Cornbustion Engineering; May 13, 1991 at 2. On
remand, the Commission must address this claim as well.

11

.Alied alsd argues that the Comrmison's apportonment of
fees u.'zthin the clus of domestic UF,, convetr violated the
194.a OBRA. Allied argues (aan without dispute by the
Commisslon) thit It hu requirtd much leu rtgulitory aten-
tion thin the only other mbemr of the IJF convertr class.
the Sequoyi-h Fuels CorporatoiN beaxue of the hltds envi.
ronmental problems. Set NRC D)eriiul of Alled Exunption
Request at 7. Thus, Allied sayt, a1locaton of the feet equily
b4Lwet n the two UF, convuers vihae the .190 OBRP&
diritves thit OBA chirnes be Lppartoned "fily aind
equitzbly" aM thzt "Wo the iimnm e=at practicable, the
chdLge sh havt a resonable reldonmhip to the cwt of
pro ng rerulstory wevic.n Pub. L. No: 101408,
I 6:10I(cX3) (ccrdied at 42 U.S.C. I 214(eX3)). AlIMed con-
taerLa that the Commiion lntted ought to htve divided the
clntri fea efiter in proporbon .to the a=nunt of NRC
2tention required by each converter cr in proportdon to the
suvire-speac (iOAA) fees palI by the twvo converers.

: . , * ,; *,, -' .' * : .'. ", ,, a .' ;';s . - .;' * S ; . .5....t,'
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Alad'3 u-suaent fUs bcue It disreg2ud-i Lhe prasN.
tlzt 1S. OBRA .e e ain not -Q;icihc: they do not
relitas to identifable saziieas but raMher comidt41t grnvic
caiti. Sa. Finsl Rule, m0 Fed. Reg. at 31,472. Amun&4
that the Cornvnz'cisn cor-rKry clmsiJed the cists in queston
(;nd AIed does not mnest the c1maci&.aton), then Is i
pi-ciumpdon Lhzi veen rgulimory effort pridpiLt-d by tha
mmumnstmnct of a single U ctua of i given diu will yield
resulfts su6 as r-much bndingi or rigulbons, of rougby
quzl Impnortzce for a&l membem of the sme cl6.

Thsconduaion Is not uALrmined by the Comma on's
uillnrnes to spportion 1.0 OBR.A fes bhe i gmoups of
Uicentees on the biiis of the atintion requikd by each group.
See Ftu Rule, 66 Fed. Rag. at 31,476; Letter of NRC
Denyingv A~led Exempdon Request at 2Z 46. FU% Lhe
spillave of benefis seern fW gmaur udthin a group of
lkeensees thun Metm groupi. Se id. at S. Second, the
zdmfrdstzmUie cosita of group-lel ipportlorment we olM-
ously mueh lowa Ihn O llteet-avl apportiorment tezum
the numr of lieens1 gremly exeeedA the bumber of

Her, reithar of the neuu 'mg dukes propoud by Ailid
vu workable or &==Le enough to waumnt our holding the
CcmmisaE'a rejecdon of them irbit-ar or ipridous. Any

; . esrrlon etrn a Iteernei IO I *UcerpaaN*pi) co
xM is benemtU frtm gnernc cots wz purly. ecnddents].
Ad to uM m i yatid k imb reombee Lerency to predpl-
taLe hreu1Lt effrrt would not only diatgird spillnr
effecU but voud n ex pdo meurement pmblerm.
S- NRC Dneiil of Altie xunmpdon Request at 4-8.

ad mkes a nuv co Lth Comm; cn't rdet.
ti o intra-up ippton au, rnely thatA tLe Co;om:m

= VW ubih-zry and wridou in fifing to appo1ion the
C tiemo id L bd wtheLh d&~. d of low level ra~Iosc.

vewust (tLLW") on the buds of s4 Unrs-e' liCU
wx.L Se Fin! Rule, 66 FIed Reg. at 3,497; 10 CFR

171.16(e). At the ch level, ths Comicsdn B=ctad

* . . .1
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cotu in aevrdoice with evh dam's contaibuton to tha tzol
qmusrty of LLW. Bectum rmt-er li carue-es a gmup that
in3udes UF, cronvartn) coUL& ely sener.y 40% of the
ratuon's LLW, the Corimion allccnt 40% of its LLW
coasu to Lhat cl". See id. When it turned to apporuoiimannL
of thcoe fees among tha murni=1l licensaes, however, the
Cornu ien abandoned that approach and sinply auzfied
each large fuel famlity (of which AMlied Ls one) an idendWa]
charge of S14.31E3 . For expluion, the NRC offeed only
the. criduaory stiUement tat "[tlhe Comrmission ... be.
lieve s] ... the surge should be the :ame for all lrue
fuel fa iyt lictnizes." See Fba Rule, 56 Fed. Reg. at

The Coxnmion proida rno ratorale for apportioning
costs among &let of LLW producrn on the bazi of LLW
output but refusing to apply thit ne yurdsdck in apiortione
ing griert coau within clua., ad no ridonule is reuiy
appu-enL While it is concivible Lhat the rul benet of
LLW disposal sardic is merely the avdabilUity of such
services-4n whih cue a flat fe would m2ake mnse-nmy
such idea is inconoiitan with the Corrxniuion'A mefthod of
apportioning LLW fan among clim&es of Hcerne. which
appesr to Maurna thit bendt Is proportionrl to LLW quuzx
tity. If, on the othea bA, .ny lUcetre's benefit from LLW
dispoWS Is dlrdy proplnxL to Itz LLW dispola ppxr
tionir4. even genezic cctu en the bsi of output wem to
mike senre;-not only u to duase but also usto ividalA
linerues. Finly, auming that the Comraton eslculzted
eith clda's quzrnty of LLW wUL frm dita supplied by.
each icerise. (u e nerotuaily tue), It h hird to so suy
adminie probUt with ippardoning the fees within the
d on to bs of output;t e he daLtm s ilible nd the
reqtired compuLatdor wou]d be rudimently.

In applyin the b vsradng of I -nmatior.W Unin zM liks
osas we er e lioe lM weight to tbh po bIty "t the
CdmiQi4m =ud pull i reonarble expluution outof the
4L Ncethekar vsedqg the inrv6-d Lppicinu L of
LLW etxU would pva Bcvet~a a pEllar windfls; even
one tW L. uf L sd tmd Comrrdsiokn's choia would

.. .* * - ... : .- * . . * *-:.. .
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pniumably bt andtLed to a rehind, and, under rhoetelen
Univ me'y Ho-7toJ the LLWN costs could be recvere-d frrn,
no one. To b~e sure, the coats :zr not Mreat, absolutely or &s a
propormon of the Commrnidon's $5 million budget for F'Y
I .1-43.8 million. See &S Fed. Reg. at 31,6,31,497. But
that alone i1 hardly a rwton to crawL such a windiall.
Accordingly, we reri-n om va.dng the rule. If on rmand
the Commnmslon concludes that the apprtlorrnent must be in
2cnrdince dith usage, then tfhoee rmna whose burden is
lower under a nv, non-&rbiuray, rule should be endtled Lo
refunds of the differnet.

f Inde-ad the rem.nd leads to replacement of the per-
1censaee asX don, and A litnrsets mnjoy only rehnds for the
dreence bMiven liabity under the old rule and HiabDIty
under the nrw (rather than total rehfds), It might be argu4
that such a result alloUws the new rule to have areboamive.
effect", in violation of Gctmdou UnitmLy HospewI. See
4& U.S. at 20. Tben is, plainly sme rntroictve effect
The effec howrevr, i ony to deflne that uspbct of the old
rule ta must be ru atzy u lealiy exwcse. We do not
red Gtorpe tos u buring so Hlmted a retroa e lrpteL

rV
Finly, Combustion Eneering haengts the Ccmnla-

son's deddon to alcite OBLA fees equally to aub low
knriched urnrium LEU) manufutzing lisu Inatead of
dMdng the fees equally =mor-C th LEU umnufubming
licrsnua. Combustic osnsa cnraei two LE [filtes,.
ei6 sepriely lewzd, aM Combustiom uuxU Out In thro
ngmiitt the two tn openionay equivalent to the sngle.
plt., zirzeke4rs4, ftil of the othei LEU mfnuut
em At wral arguneant C owbuc exlhined Big it bia two
DeU fr 6o fmdUes ce]y ben 34 of h1ai< i chane; it
b~mgi a ecw~puy w~ith a aepai.L &-ic.e altict 20 PMsx AP
3±4 thce Comwril i Inmpl tend ec tht ment OBRA fet
a etb bz nreir bkm any reason to ==Edga thi
bam As. Wor the Comm i dispufte none of thts

~~,.
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Combuidon jttmk3 hith the rmzgiuton im,%Lrq Lte
"is uq fee ptr Ecrw" Ml* and he Commisiton's denida of in
Lxsmpdion. Both cdais retL tiimitely on the l-Qi OBRA's
dimchon that feee must be apporoned "firiy aM &u
and tha "ltlo.Lhe r=imurn extent pruticable, ... chzres
sha.l .have a ra morble relationship to the cost of providing
regulatzry serrice," Pub. L. No. 101-SO8, I 6101(cXS) (codi*
hed at 4,2 U.S.C. I 2214(c)(3). Although we d.nd the dnt
claim unconvindng, we Lim thi the ComniaUon has not
juidfied is rnuik to ae the requested exempbon.

The w-rurnent thea the "equsa fee pe 1ker ul nn e is
"funliar and lnhaquiuablle]" Is peusive only on the ground
that the rule produced toubling rtsults when applied to
Combusdon'i drL;%= 6-which Combusdon iMlf Ls

nre unusual. We w no reison for requ-n g the Conimisaion
lo attem to -ather ru-2 otuz'n in the rule ]I, d.
NLRB. v. Becl Atrospau Co., 416 U.S. 267 (174),;espedally
as the generic rule allowed (genenri=ily) for exjMpdor4

Combuidon'j exempron awrgument, however, hu merit.
Tle Commrlion's om criterint Ji for an exempton if the
licerae c= show tat "the asernent of the onual fee
%jould] result in a algrnflcvnty dispropcrtions aOic:.ion of
cosu to the lncsee." 10 CFR I 17T1.1(d). nIo double
su-ament agLinst Combustion's two ictr*es inm de Its
OBRA feea by &86,SO. Aginst thWs, the Commirs~on Is able
to point to almncst nothing by way of graLer ostU. Spesldng
Lo the isue hn unusufly murky, diacza~ve lusngulge, the
*NRC In SubstLn could point to only to addIdorA bur-
denus-th ne-d to mLa an exr mpy of Ceatn NRC publicas

tions t the A fuflty aM the rA[d for two different
NRC regicnJ oiffie to morm uA respond to allegatlon

111f u combu L-, in PSM with Mail. tht
I 010l(MX9) df OB FLA itrmy Mqulra Inrroup LPcztdom~t
Cc Lba bLuis of h~cwu ss , nthe m. t of aIM oa a 1etm
requb, tbe Cpie poao of ta Uhe li od Lbs U it
ri~lz pabs4 by thi &isi'& xctiis wi rt.e It II I'b rewcI
= W toM AN
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about the to pLntu. S NRPC Denil of Combubson Ex.
emption RP-ueat at 8-6.

The double burden for CombudoN rneuured -ainrat di
mirnimii additonal burdens for Lhe CorrizlJon , anply over.

*comes the hurdle establlshed by 10 CFR I 1711(d).A Ihus
the exempbon denial Ei &rbibiry and capricous. We there-
fdre dirct the Commtision to grant an exempuon for Com.
buiton on the addidon.21 fees collected a a result of the
double-Icetring of its operaion.

We remand the case to the Comn~eu'Ion for a reasoned and
coherent treatnent of (1) licenues' clainu for spal trett.
mrent on the busU of iruabilty to pau the burden of th fees
through to cnstomen and (2) the method of apporooning
generic LLW dliposad cosu among materials licnsees. In
2dd!ilon, we direct the Comrrnison to grat in exempt'on to
Combuston for the generic fees attibutzble to the double.
licensing of Its LEU operation.

So ardmd.

10 CFR I 171.11(d) aOm contzlni t-o OLhr Wn thW the
Cerni=on "1l eonsIde wheo "uiting zz ernpdon reqmt
.ULhfoub pu of 1 171.11(d) us Lnbirim raerrding v1Lethan
;Oppli~t tmut AMl1l al or o*y ore of h,4 ~ tha M tXt M
appUlt =uld not "tailA 1he citric' lUsted in I 171.11(dX3-
,"[sly rt e ? i =w that the Ik-erif bel7eg ihwi that
the =uzl fet va not bWsed on a Wr mzd qdultble &Uldon of
NRC nzu*--t tbe tt th" should not be read s
coaJuncm-i requdzrm L Tha fars Woste4 i&n to be eit
underztood U idepdbt cot rx cu -which =n tpport n

We are not requird to d~taw Aied's tfee mn,'do req=
becsa e of ow Kiiou isiptodg of UAled'i CO= dIML The
&%pem a AMd'z rtq ezt dc-& m b C vM ougb abWty ad
LLW fe cri a gmt to stud or a ilong ith td
re ~n&d e a~r, nd tl. upect ciming that OBRA reqr
1~bep'e&f albrzin of fet IL.

M




