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Ms. Annette L. Vietti-Cook 
Secretary 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 
Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 

Subject: Docket ID NRC-2012-o211; 10 CFR Parts 170 and 171, Revision of Fee Schedules; Fee Recovery 
for Fiscal Year 2013; Proposed Rule (78 Fed. Reg. 14880) 

Project Number: 689 

Dear Ms. Vietti-Cook: 

On behalf of the nuclear energy industry, the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI)l submits these comments on 
the above-referenced proposed rule to revise the licenSing, inspection and annual fees charged to NRC 
applicants and licensees. 

Changes since Issuance of Proposed Fee Rule Merit Revising/Republishing Proposed Fee Rule 

The proposed fee rule published March 7, 2013, was based on NRC funding of $1,052.2 million in the Fiscal 
Year 2013 President's Budget. We understand now that: 

(1) The actual budget on which NRC fees for FY2013 will be based is that presented in the Consolidated 
and Further Continuing Appropriations Act 2013 (referred to hereafter as the Continuing Resolution 
or CR) signed by President Obama on March 27, 2013. 

(2) The CR provides NRC funding of $984.2 million. This means the NRC will collect about $60 million 
less in fees during FY2013 than was projected in the proposed rule published March 7. 

(3) The NRC is still determining the program cuts necessitated by the CR funding level and 
sequestration. 

lNEI is the organization responsible for establishing unified nuclear industry policy on matters affecting the nuclear energy 
industry, including the regulatory aspects of generic operational and technical issues. NEI's members include all utilities 
licensed to operate commercial nuclear power plants in the United States, nuclear plant designers, major architecl:/engineering 
firms, fuel fabrication facilities, materials licensees, and other organizations and individuals involved in the nuclear energy 
industry. 
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(4) The NRC does notplan to revise and republish the proposed fee rule to reflect the above changes in 
the basis for FY2013 fees; rather, the NRC will publish revised 2013 fees as a direct, final rule. 

We believe it is vital for the NRC to follow a consistent and transparent process for determining and 
publishing its planned fees. If that requires additional time for the NRC to republish proposed fees after 
considering all of the budget perturbations forced on the agency by Congress, the NRC should take 
whatever time necessary to ensure the basis for its fees is openly and timely available to all stakeholders. 
The notion of publishing a proposed fee rule based on one set of circumstances, and a final fee rule based 
on another set of circumstances, undermines the whole purpose of the rulemaking process. Now that the 
agency knows its actual 2013 budget, we urge the NRC to revise and republish proposed fees for FY2013 
reflecting that budget. 

Rate of Increase in Hourly Rate Appears to be Slowing 

According to the 2013 Proposed Fee Rule Work Papers, the estimated hourly rate to be charged for fee 
recovery under Part 170 was $277 per hour. (The hourly rate under NRC's actual 2013 budget has not been 
released yet.) The estimated rate would have been approximately one percent above the FY2012 final rule 
rate of $274. While the annual increase would have been less than inflation, the 2013 rate would have been 
16 percent higher than the rate charged in 2008. This would mean that the hourly rate has increased at 
more than twice the rate of inflation since 2008. It is imperative that the NRC be aware of the cumulative 
impact of increases in the hourly rate on all classes of licensees. 

Funding for Educational Programs Should Continue 

It is fortuitous that the CR restores funding for the Integrated University Program (IUP) that was cut under 
the President's 2013 budget. This program is immensely valuable in promoting opportunities for students in 
nuclear-related fields. This support complements investments of the U.S. nuclear industry in educational 
programs and will ensure that well trained and educated nuclear professional will be available to meet the 
needs of government and industry. 

If you have any questions, please contact me or James Slider (phone 202-739-8015; e-mail jes@nei.org). 

Sincerely, 

Anthony R. Pietrangelo 

c: 	 Mr. R. William Borchardt, EDO, NRC 
Mr. James E. Dyer, CFO, NRC 
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April 8, 2013 

Ms. Annette L. Vietti-Cook 

Secretary 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
Washington, DC 20555-0001 
Attn: Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff 

Subject: Docket 10 NRC-2012-0211; 10 CFR Parts 170 and 171, Revision of Fee Schedules; Fee Recovery 

for Fiscal Year 2013; Proposed Rule (78 Fed. Reg. 14880) 

Project Number: 689 

Dear Ms. Vietti-Cook: 

On behalf of the nuclear energy industry, the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) submits these comments on the 

above-referenced proposed rule to revise the licensing, inspection and annual fees charged to NRC applicants 

and licensees. 

Changes since Issuance of Proposed Fee Rule Merit Revising/Republishing Proposed Fee Rule 

The proposed fee rule published March 7, 2013, was based on NRC funding of $1,052.2 million in the Fiscal 
Year 2013 President's Budget. We understand now that: 

(1) The actual budget on which NRC fees for FY2013 will be based is that presented in the Consolidated 
and Further Continuing Appropriations Act 2013 (referred to hereafter as the Continuing Resolution or 
CR) signed by President Obama on March 27, 2013. 

(2) The CR provides NRC funding of $984.2 million. This means the NRC will collect about $60 million less 
in fees during FY2013 than was projected in the proposed rule published March 7. 

(3) The NRC is still determining the program cuts necessitated by the CR funding level and sequestration. 

(4) The NRC does not plan to revise and republish the proposed fee rule to reflect the above changes in 
the basis for FY2013 fees; rather, the NRC will publish revised 2013 fees as a direct, final rule. 

We believe it is vital for the NRC to follow a consistent and transparent process for determining and publishing 
its planned fees. If that requires additional time for the NRC to republish proposed fees after considering all of 
the budget perturbations forced on the agency by Congress, the NRC should take whatever time necessary to 
ensure the basis for its fees is openly and timely available to all stakeholders. The notion of publishing a 
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proposed fee rule based on one set of circumstances, and a final fee rule based on another set of 

circumstances, undermines the whole purpose of the rulemaking process. Now that the agency knows its 
actual 2013 budget, we urge the NRC to revise and republish proposed fees for FY2013 reflecting that budget. 

Rate of Increase in Hourly Rate Appears to be Slowing 

According to the 2013 Proposed Fee Rule Work Papers, the estimated hourly rate to be charged for fee 
recovery under Part 170 was $277 per hour. (The hourly rate under NRC's actual 2013 budget has not been 
released yet.) The estimated rate would have been approximately one percent above the FY2012 final rule rate 
of $274. While the annual increase would have been less than inflation, the 2013 rate would have been 16 

percent higher than the rate charged in 2008. This would mean that the hourly rate has increased at more than 

twice the rate of inflation since 2008. It is imperative that the NRC be aware of the cumulative impact of 
increases in the hourly rate on all classes of licensees. 

Funding for Educational Programs Should Continue 

It is fortuitous that the CR restores funding for the Integrated University Program (IUP) that was cut under the 
President's 2013 budget. This program is immensely valuable in promoting opportunities for students in 
nuclear-related fields. This support complements investments of the U.S. nuclear industry in educational 
programs and will ensure that well trained and educated nuclear professional will be available to meet the 
needs of government and industry. 

If you have any questions, please contact me or James Slider (phone 202-739-8015; e-mail jes@nei.org). 

Sincerely, 

Anthony R. Pietrangelo 
Senior Vice President and Chief Nuclear Officer 

Nuclear Energy Institute 
17761 Street NW, Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20006 
www.nei.org 

P: 202-739-8081 
F: 202-533-0182 
M: 202-439-2511 
E: arp@nei.org 
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NOWAVAIl.ABLE: NEl's Online Congressional Resource Guide, JUST THE FACTS! 
Web site address: www.NEI.org!CongressionaIResourceGuide 

FOLLOW US ON 

This electronic message transmission contains information from the Nuclear Energy Institute. Inc. The information is intended solely for the use ofthe addressee and its use by any 
other person is not authorized. Ifyou are not the intended recipient, you have received this communication in error, and any review, use, disclosure. copying or distribution ofthe 
contents ofthis communication is strictly prohibited. Ifyou have received this electronic transmission in error, please notifY the sender immediately by telephone or by electronic 
mail andpermanently delete the original message. IRS Circular 230 disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS and other taxing authorities. we 
inform you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used. and cannot be used, for the purpose of(i) 
avoiding penalties that may be imposed on any taxpayer or (ii) promoting. marketing or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein. 

Sent through mail.messaging.microsoftcom 
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