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Secretary of the Commission US@- -

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission I!.- APR 24980 " Tp *5Washington, DC 20555 -

bAttention: Docketing and Service Branch $fneh &

Subject: Proposed Fees for Quality Assurance M
g

Programs for Radioactive Material '
Shipping Packages (45 PR 20899, March 31,1980)

.

Gentleman:

Transnuclear, Inc. is a nuclear fuel cycle service
company specializing in all activities involving the trans-
portation of spent fuel and other radioactive materials on a
domestic and worldwide basis. We have certificates of
compliance for spent fuel casks of our own design and we are
registered users of many other radioactive material packagings.

In compliance with 10 CFR 71.51(a) we have prepared and
submitted to NRC a Quality Assurance program satisfying the
applicable criteria of 10 CFR 71 Appendix E for the design,
fabrication, assembly, testing, use and maintenance of our
packages. Our QA program has been approved by the NRC staff
so we would not be affected by the proposed imposition of
fees.

,

However, we believe the open-ended fee as proposed for
the review of a QA program is unfair and is inconsistent
with all other fees applicable to the transportation of
radioactive material.

Footnote 4 to Section 170.31 which is applicable to the
review of initial applications and amendments for all categories ,

of radioactive material shipping packages states:

"When the review of an application is complete, the
expenditures for professional manpower and appropriate
support services will be determined and the resultant
fee assessed, but in no event will the fee exceed that
shown in the schedule of fees for materials licenses
and other regulatory services. All administrative

,

amendments are based on fixed charges." r%
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This is an acceptable procedure as it allows firm
budgeting for license costs. We know of no reason why the
review of QA programs should be treated differently.

We recommend a maximum fee be established for review of
QA programs and Footnote 4 be made applicable.

Very truly yours,

Bill R. Teer
Vice President
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