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October 5, 1981

~ !a 0RA!iDUli FOR: William J. Dircks, Executive Director of Operations

FR0fi: Daniel J. Donoghue, Director, Office of Administration
i.

SUSJECT: PROPOSED REVISED LICENSE FEE RULE

Enclosed is the subject proposed notice of rule making which would amend the
Cornission's fee policy and schedules.

!!RR, l'!JS, IE, ELD, DRR, ACRS, ASLAP and A3LBP ucre asked to comment on a draft
t of the proposed rule. HRR, NIES, IE, ELD, ASLAP and DRR responded. All of the

rc=. ants ucre ecccmn. dated except as follo;is:

::RR:

1. D cover costs of service provided to other government c9encies such as
C u..J ii .;. The Ir.;sk...dsat &Tfice /.pproprittic:. T.ct cf 1952 does
not contemolate recovery of costs from '3cvernment agencies. Like. vise,
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended centains authority for
recovery of costs incurred in servicing TVA only. This authority was
n ~ . . w > fn .- " n r"andn nt in the Act at URC recuest.'

2. . . v. . t. .cr .. ..;J 7.. jusun:ot of pt oft:5 i c;. .I S R.f T R;.i.c.

. i. , earth'!iilei n i t. - H -- ~ - - -.- , v ii,o ..
_ _

,

.. y . N . . e i . * | '. . I h ". ;U uc.m60p th'.C p . U ,' C '. ;. l '. . . . . 1 : t. i. r . - e '- 'I U;cU. iii; Ge'
.

the sana rccomandation.

IE:

1. R':cova iii pcctor's travd tim 2 to and from the inspection site.

We have not factored the inspector's travel to and from the inspection site .

into fees. Presently, we do not have a system which allocates travel time '

between licensees who may be inspected During a trip-by an inspector. For '

i \example, during a week of inspection an inspector may visit several licensees'

and a system would be required to divide the travel time on a fair and ',.
equitable basis.
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William J. Dircks -2-

- _ . . ..

This paper has not been recirculated for concurrence due to time limitations.
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EXCLUSION OF SER' VICES AND COSTS OF CERTAIN OFFICES.FROM LICENSE FEES -
FY 1977 EUDGET

'

Recencly Robert L. Fonner of ELD and William O. Miller, C. James Holl.oway,
and Herbert F. Rickert, all of the License Fee Management Branch, met to
review the NRC Procram Direction and Administration (PDA) and Program
Tc:hnical Support { PTS) organinttional units and other offices for
license fee purposes, and it was decided that the activities shown

- below and their costs would be excluded from fee recovery. These
~r. ' ".e -: r r r : r ' 5 : in :c.- :-d it' th t'v Ccr.7 :2:i icar -f D:rt:5 r if.
1976, relating to FCC license fees and guicance provided by the Office
y? General Counsel, dated February 7,1977.

,

:'. l i c ~v_ i e:. :i- Thi . < ^. L _ l. i u t N ^ "m ' F ' i c'

a broad range of substantive policy intters and thus pro-
,
' vides 'an independent ' review of positions develnped by the

''NRC staff which require policy determination by the Comission.
" - ir rt e. pr citFc - e rif cc- s ated n- -- -"e c t o r' hst -- 5 .-

*

U. .ilSSiDC ano 0.1 t Oc::Crr '," ';i CO:.OsrbC; d i TCc'.l." ' ith li cEnrini-.

C; insbECYiola.
,_,

,
. .. - - - - -

,,..

ceveloping policies ano su.hea ts tncc govern the finen;ici. . . . .

and management audit program. Its objective is to provide
the Comission with an' independent review and appraisal of
programs and operations. It conducts investigations and~
i,.4 t.ciicns to L;;ct chin and verify tht- integrity of til
NRC operations. It is not involved in the licensing or

i~nspection' programs or supportive to them. , -

,

3. Conoressional Affairs - This office assists and advises the
Comission on Congressional matters, coordinates interagency
Congressional relations activities and is the principal
liaison for the Comission with Congressional comittees
and members of Congress. Areas of Congressional ' interest
inciude internationai proliferation, Federal State rcittiens,
safeguards, waste management, and operating reactor safety.
It does not support the licensing or inspection programs.

.
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.

s. _ . _. _.
.

~

+66@N / - M
,

.

-
,



_.
_, _.

.

.,. , .

.- -( 2_
,

MAR 0 41977-
-..

.

- .

, . .

'

4. Public Affairs - This offic'e plans and administers the liRC's.

Erdprcner. ave progrcra to infonn the public of Comission ~_.-

. . . .

policies, programs and activities and to inform 14RC manage -

ment.of public ' affairs activities of interest to the Comission.
This office is public oriented.

5. Plannino and Analysis - This office assists the Executive
Director for Operations in program assessment and policy.

analysis and development. Activities include the direction .
'

and support of efforts to improve ~ internal regulatory
effectiveness, as well as to implement and refine internal
mLaagement systems of tnose cifices reporting to or through
the EDO. This office is not supportive to the licensing and
inspection prcgres.

6. Ecual Emplovmant Otoortunity - This office is responsible for
defining the procedures and practices necessary to ctrain and
maintain equai employment opportunities within the iip.C.

'

7. P5-+ ' -d State Proorams - This office plans, develops,
and implements programs of Wrdde.. .: =d State cooperation. .<
I 'S: ' .L .. L::r.:i :r% :' ""':: 'ruelyc th;. .. gsr.iritics
J' -

- a ti ;.S_m N ~ 7 - - > - . . ... :.r. . : . n_4 : _ .. .m r
~ ,

7. t n r -- r-n .$ ,~ 2
-

g- 3; -& *-,,,w',_,-t ne 1deur t i n,- :- L ~ - ~ . ~ ' - *
-

i.s veriE lc a nd f aciliths _.eum n :: n#4.-3hr., os.J- Mer-
,

-

** ~
,. .,

. ,. . . . ~ . . . . ...

< - .e ;,.... .e.. .

impiementr. tion a-I- plans, policies, and programs for the
coordination and integration of Federal and State responsibilitie's
in the regulation of nuclear materials and facilities, and
administration of the State Agreements . program wher'eby qualified
States assume certain liRC regulatory functions.

.

8. Special Projects Branch, Office of Executive Director- for'
Operations _ - This Branch prepares, coordinates, and edits
Congressional testimony. It prepares the armual report to
Congress, and, completes other speciar projects. Its activities

( are outside the licensing.and inspection areas.
;

..

O. Division of Rules and Records, Office of Administration -

'she primary purpose of this civision as to nano te requests
concerned with the Freedom of Information, Privacy and
Federa.1 Report Acts. The Division provides administrative sup;5 art

,

| involving Regulatory rules and regulations and is not involved
i in lict;. sing c; inspection hetivities.
: .

, . __
-- .
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10. Standards - All standirds activity would be excluded from
,

. consideration in developing -a revised license fee schedule. -

This includes standards activities -irrespective of
thc office c; divisicra Even ihtuch these activities . ,_

provide substantial benefit to appli. cants in preparing' ' "9
" ', '

,

and filing applications' for permits, licenses and approvals,
there i's. generally no specific identifiable recipient for
the service. The decision to develop a particular sta-ndard
is the Commission's and is not und: rtaken upon receipt of an
application.

11 3esearch - There is no specific identifiable recipient for
this scevice, i.e. , it. broadly benefits all applicants and
licca: tas . F.esearch is not urdertakt;, ppca receipt of an
appl icatiert.

r

: ne: ' . . E " ' 'f . .- 1r 0:. cc .cric g 7. ort M th: cffort"
.. .

is in s :opor; or tne licensing process, however, Inere is
na treci-iit identifiable recipient for the service.

-

~..- -.... Z J._ . .T J.: i;r . r . f ;; i. ' _..: , - - ' by the N'rt r# !*

Appeals (D.C. Ciri), is to limit cnarges to licensees to the costs
reasonably incurred in proces~ sing their applications as required by statute +

' or regulation. This is the basic measure of the special benefit conferred ',
c .,, c i , g ,,,, ry 1, 1P77, op 5-6). Each .0/:. t,--- e .- ren, e-, re 7 77 7. .. , r_

ofiic: e- & zy iistcd trov. cLa itu y w Ecan cs thiiing into ,ne or
t ) i; pcovidcs an 'indepencent public g.3mor; ec th: .'r i i u.a us categories. i

n ;.,.; .;. (::) $r
- .q:

_ _

- g, ,q . . 2,-..:. .

,.

.,

. 3 - . ; ..-;;_ i--
. . . _ _ , , ,

'function relevcht to' Nr,C as to c9ency or government but not necessarily r
germane to processing individual applications. Accordingly, it would be fu'

difficult, if not impossible, to justify the inclusion of their costs in '

the fee base. y,

. .

'

William O. Miller, Chief
License Fee Management Branch.

. Office of Adminis.tration
.

APPROVED:
.

O /
/f

. . L(Wi: :. a ... .. %
' W

Daniel J. Donoghue, Director Office of the General I
C .~ . -: c. : C !.d:..' n-::tr: .-::n Ccunsel |
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k JFFICE FrR ANALYSIS AUD EVALUAi ,at-

0F OPERAi10NAL' DATA'
*

.
.

ITEM OF I!JTEREST
.

WEEK ENDING "DVEMEER 6. 1981-

. .t. r .,. . .,

- - - -
,

.

,
,

. . ..

.

Case Study Released en Millstone ~ 2 January 2,'1981 Event -

|

A case study of the event at Millstcne 2 that occurred on danuary 2,1981 has
been completed and forwa-ded to NER and IE for appropriate action. The study
was undertaken because the event; which was initiat.ed by an cperator mistakenly
de-energizing one of the statien 125 V dc buses, involved several incidents.
The incidents involved were:

1. Partial loss of ocrmal offsite power;
2. Censlete loss of ccatroi reo, er.nenci.= tors:

in c.r e r a;. i H ij ef i m m : ; L , n i e r . '. gau . . r: 1 :r.e .a .u. cu e . :.'

So incependent failare);
'

4. Loss of several indi::-tors in the contrcl room; and
5. Ineff e:t r.e pras;.:rizer spre. i cc.gh the. ncr .al :p sj syst:E .

The AEOD evaluation of the event did not identify any safety ccncerns or the need
for any further sction by the URC other than those being censidered in the

_

generic safety task %.30, "Acequacy of Safety Related DC Pcoer Systems" and the '

Unresolved Safety Issue A fC. " Static, Blackcut " There are, however. ~certain
I e 3 3 c:4 ; c ::e . c e- c .

. ;: *c;- - - '. . , . ; ; .: .c e . . . V. t f i l . ; .-

. . . s

'Mr'4::t.: . . . . - .- - - .- -; :.-
4

_.e ,. ._

- '

s. . .. .
--

.<.

re-enercization c? the iost bus;
. . 1. . '' c . .

2. The need te inform planticperatcrs of prcbicms 'that could'be
encountered when diesel generators are running in an emergency mode,
and the need to add corrective actions in apprcpriate procedures tc ccunter
: Lese pec;1ams;

3. The need to make plant operators aware that during partial pump operation
certain pump combinations may exist which will-not provide adequate spray-

flow to the pressurizer; *

4. The need to. familiarize plant cperators with the p,ptential for non-
equilibrium pressurizer behavior when normal spray flow is unavailable;
and .

5. The.need to familiarize operatcrs with core conditions that produce
significant quuntities of non-condensibles.

AE00 rccc .7,endeo (a) ine issuance of an IE Circular covering the details cf :nis
event zad the identified concerns and -(b) the above items be addressed in the

'

' qualification of plant operators.

.

. . . ._.. .. . . . _ . _ . . , . . .

~
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fee #.u Federal State / Local Educatio al
:tegory Agencies " ' Agencies Institutions * Others *o Totals *~

C -0_ -0- -0- -0- -0-'

) 1 -0- 2 -0- 3
. .-- . . .

_ -0- 2 -0- . - "4
.

2
. ,

.

1 -0- 1 -0- 2

; -0- . -0- 2 -0- 2

1 -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

6 2 5 1 14- , . , , . , ~

1 40 4 153 26 f,", ,',, ,'$.iic 223

-0 c =:w/
1( l (Tve) -0- -0-

'-2C -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
? A,.M .-iv

1 5127' d..u4 47) 73 .ak 1-,m.rm,-

--

cf- .s~% uth ,?m
1(y,, ,{d-]n.. s -0- '' ~ < ~ i 21 ("-s) -0-t

: -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

15 -0- -0- -0- 15 ,
<

l 35 1 -0- -G- 36 -

26 3 105 1 135

18 -0- 23 -0- 41

1 -0- -0- -0- 1

' 0- -0--3J -0- -0- -0- -

125 18 205 5 353,

,,
y

382 361 100 26 ![,*L Y 869

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

1 (pad -0- -0- -0- 1

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

l $.',,( ,,) -0- 15113 Uvd
u-rJ

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
-

I

68 f s,pd- A, J~ 73
-0-31 42 -0-

c. s err 513l90 255 -0- L s,.s , ni. -
-0- -0- -0- -0- '^ -0-

11 62 6 1 80

"'S: 97387'dblid 753 no . ed'U) 653 innel@) 155 2,534

. .
L.'

1

*

t least 50% of the fee-exempt licenses issued to educational institutions also qualify for
le exemption for State and local agencies in sl70.ll(a)(9).

nc.,,a vy o. n & Xsi
les2 "Other" exempt licenses are issued to individuals, power reactor facilities, and other
yn-Government /academicfacilities.g,,,,,,ggy
c. %
the Il 7/17/97 y
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Tee Licenses Subject Licenses Exempt'

Categories to Fees from Fees I'd'' f "

L-_. -n-

,

'

1C
~

50 15 er _
v 7,

.
,

' ' 9-
1D 53- 225 v ''

.

N ' " 7*'

?? s.2B 10

2C 124 155 -,i' * v 9,

3A .
27 0 y in

3B 155 0 trr to
_.

3C 30 0 3 .- i..
'

_

3D 18 /* ''-) "i 0 21 i*
'

3E 60( 135 ,9( i r#
8'' 47

'

3F 4 q4 M' 19 o
g . _ _

3G C.) _ 22
. - . . . -.

3, J'
.

3H 100 ,0_ i.e s. 4vg

31 100 07 0 /> $ 12-
"

34 './ _. _

2
I sr 33J

5 03K 34 v. i.
_ ._ .

3L 85 10 if.f C

3M 270 ?80 ft, 41

N fh [3N 20 f..

30 305 50 a f.f ts
._ - .. .. ... .

3P 2,597 870 ao7 7;
, ,

4B 1 1 4' v

4C 14 0 ie ,,,

4D '?? ?? -

~

SA 130 15 ur 1o

5B
- 7) ? ST ~' '

~ "

5
7 ,,,

, _ 0, a e , .-6A 4

7A 320 73 593 It

78 6e 15 sr4e M 7f. __. _ _f., ,...

7C h600'5## #FW . ~ ,7o
- _ . ._

f7

.i '/.8A 1 80 f.L_
4,,, / 6,321,a,r4 2 ,521 MCA 72 7.

~ . . . . .
- -

. .. . . .
,
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_ footnote explanations:
,

1/ .No way to determine number of licenses; rough guesstimate only; ""-L.__.
.

.

2/ Proposed fee categories 3H and 3I combine 3H, 31 and.3J of
'

currcat schedule. No way to determine how many licenses require
devicq review or non-device review, so I just divided the total
licenses (200) equally among the two categories.

3/ Total of 68 -G licenses were divided equally among 3J/3K.

4/ Assuming that there are about 20 licenses in this category; no
'

way to make determination if any would be exempt.
.

'

2/ P.ough guesstimate only. Don't know if any wculd be exempt fron
-

fees
,t'

f/ Of the 100 broad licenses, I'm assuming that abat 40 would be t

Exempt from fees.
.

.

' e

9

m

9
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,e g
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Educaticfee t - federal State / Local
'

le_g_ory Aaencies ' Acencies Institutions _ * Othersf* Totals ".

~

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-' '

1 -0- 2 -0- 3
' "

,2 -0- 2 -0- 4-

<
,

1 -0- 1 -0- 2'*

i -0- -0- 2 -0- 2-

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

6 2 5 1, 14
, , , , , , ,

,',', ",'''$.',,)!<2 2 340 4 153 26
,

o.,.,._

1 (rva) -0- -0- -0'''''""' 1

-2C -0- - -0- -0- -0- -0- ,

-a.,,.sav 8

4 47 2 7 4.r.',. ,, - 15173 -

9 -. m
y ..a /.i:

1(,n....;d.] -0- **-c ~<~-l 2I t * *M) -0- .,. s

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-.

'

15 -0- -0- -0- 15 g

35 1 -0- -0- 36 1

1 13526 3 105 -

18 -0- 23 -0- 41'

1 -0- -0- -0- 1

3J -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-
353125 18 205 5 . ,,... w M

382 361 100 26 ,y ,' d 369.

,

-0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

1 (#ad -0- 0 0 1

-0- -0- -0-
.

-0- -0-

1 f|".",.( ,) -0- 15113 ( T 'd-r)
-0- ,-0- -0- -0- . -0-

,y,;;TJ- A. J.~ 7 331 42 -0- -0-

190 255 -0- 68 L h ik 513
s 5 . ni.e.

-0- - 0.- -0- -0- ' ' - - - ' - - -0-

11 62 6 1 80

QS: 973 n'"blid 753 n o . ''Id 653 er.M'M 155 2,534
"

/ .
- :

_

least 50% of the fee-exempt licenses issued to educational institutions also qualify for
o exemption for State and local agencies in sl70.ll(a)(9).

i v .,, a p ) ,,.. oi &)M
Gse "Other" exempt licenses are issued to individ_ uals, power reactor facilities, and other

cademic facil i ties. [..,. ,,(qr) gG ver
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THRU: William O. Miller, Chief, License Fee Management Branch, ADM

FROM: C. James Holloway, Jr., Assistant Chief, License Fee ?

Management Branch, ADM

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT OF COST RANGE DATA FOR FACILITY AMENDMENTS

/s a follow-up to our memorandsm' dated July 20, 1981, to Herb Berkow
7 concerning the above subject LFHB identifier' approximately 200 completed

ar.endment actions ani varbally requested the NRR professional staff hours
expends:' for the cases. He received on Septw.her 8,1981, e computer
printot.- o,.., i t choic t. . . .sipu:a,i tente.?. Sych (hts) iczk rs irem
December 7,1975 th. ouch August 8,1981. W raviewed the TAC numbers and
the stcff hoers expendeu fc the 200 cc.c~pleted amendment items. The leart

I c euar (f ti:..a expencec or the " low" uas one 1:cer (TAC 11632) spent on
ni.. .s tec ve tyee c..u.. h 3.. .a C1:.n : aad ti.0 ...c3 m.. .:... ui ti;..:.u..

exptndeo er the "high" war 2,608.9 hours (TAC 42090) for an amendment
action in fee Class IV. We further requested thst NRR check 20 of the
completed cases to determine whether or r.ct ar.y contractual scrvices costs
i. .. c ; , . .c , . . . . ., ,,. .; p r ; i, , ,, ,_g .r_ , ., . ,, v. . .. w..e ,.' % e-teenty
tr i e!. . .. e i c i. ;~.. L'k J c; i:Evine erntm.ci casts, n.'. Ei.,. TI'.C 1251} for
4 2 a bob . . . . - .1 D*.t) .~f... :.3 -Afs.

,e' - - . ., .,

l i. s i 5.: ';..t e s'i . . . : *. < G . . , ...;; ..a .n56d is. tese EiaTf popes ,. e' y. u f. ;.i, tw **

revised hourly rate will be applied to the manpower expended for the
amendment reviews. Thus, the " low" of the amendment range would be 1 hour
times the hourly rate and the "high", for the amendment range would be
2,608.9 hours times the hourly rate plus S2,800 contractual costs for
TAC 42003.

For test and research reactors, we received from NRR a computer printout of
completed amendment actions for the period March 23, 1978 to June 30, 1981.
Again the " low" of the amendment range was one hour expUnded and the "high"

|
was 678.7 hours expended for test and research amendment actions. The
hourly rate will be applied to the manpower expended;'thus, the " low" of the
amendment range for test and research amendment actions is 1 hour times the
hourly rate and the "high" for the amendment range would be 678.7 hours
tii.Es v.e hourly rate.

-) ' / v. .4/'
C// James Fjolloway, Jr./pss.istant Chief
'" cense fee ManagementuBranch
ffice of Administration. . . . . , ,

QA0W'

Q w n ) (u wwf)
py1 ~

qq5 ven
Ah ?
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- List of Haterials Licenses by Fee Category- m 2 ,,
.

Licenses Licenses Total Licenses
Fee Category Subject ts Fees Exempt from fees in Category

1A 6 0 6

IE 1 0 7

'
1C

'

0' O O

10 6 2 8.

1E 4- 4 8

1F 3 2 5

IG S 2 11

1H 1 .p 0 1 g
1! SO T4 64

273
"

IJ 53 ,,,g s ,. 220 . 4 ,. *; . -%g
LA 15 0 15

28 22 0 72 6
1

2C ? O 2

2D . _lLo by 153_ ,,ft L*l, 787 g
184

3A 132 2 ' .

38 - 4C 0 48

3C 139 la 123

30 194 34 228

3E 5) ~ 131 191

3F 12 40 52

3G 68 1 69

1H 107 ,0 107

3I 51 1 52

M 42 0 42
.

706
3x 355 351

865 3,582
3L- 2,717

4A 1 - 0 3 5'

48 0, ,
0 0()

*

4C . 14 0 14

SA 137 16 153'

6A . 4 0 -4

7A 320 74 393

78 1,466 512 1,978-

<(
) 7C 193 0 193'

. ,

80 s ta %*.
'

at of
84 1 t.%

- Totals 6.392
2,518 8.91 0*

*

M 4%S*

*Approximately 100 single licenses have more than one fee category assigned; therefore,
the 8;G78 represents the number of fee categories assigned rather than the number of
licenses
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RESEkRCIIREACT0[S__AT NON-PROFIT EDUCATIONAL l(h.,i1TUTIONS. :. ? ~^

.% .,. - .. _
,

A. Operating
'

Licensee Docket No. Power Level

1. Bringham Young University 50-262 10 Watts; <

.

'

2. Catholic University of America 50-77 0.1 Watt -
>

3. Columbia University in the City 50-208 250 KW
of New York

4. Cornell University 50-97 100 Watts -

5. Cornell University 50-157 100 Kw

6. Georgia Institute of Technology 50-276 0.1 Watt
'

7. Georgia Institute of Technology 50-160 5 Mw'

8. Idaho State Univehsity 50-284 0.1 Watt |

9. Iowa State University 50-116 10 Kw

10. Kansas State Ur.iversity 50-188 250 Kw

11. Manhattan College 50-199 0.1 Watt

12. Massachusetts Institute of 50-20 5000 Kw
Technology j-

"

13. Memphis State University 50-538 0.1 Watt'

14. Michigan State University 50-294 250 Kw'

15. North Carolina State University 50-297 1000 Kw

16. Ohio State University 50-150 10 Kw

'17. Oregon State University 50-243 1000 Kw

18. Pennsylvania State University. 50-5 1000 Kw

19. Purdue University 50-182 10 Kw

20. Reed Institute 50-288 250 Kw

21. Rhode Island & Providence 50-193 2000 Kw
Plantations AEC

22. State University of New York 50-57 2000 Kw .

23. Texas A & M University 50-128 1000 Kw

24. Texas A & M University 5 0-59 5 Watts.

25. Tuskegee Institute 50-406 0.1 Watt

26. University of Arizona 50-113 100 Kw

27. University of California 50-142 100 Kw

28.- University of California 50-224 1000 Kw

29. . . University of Cali fornia 50-326 250 Kw

50-433 10 Watts
30. University of California - -

,
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SATNON-PROFITEDUCATIONALk,11 TUT 10NS_
. w :. .- RESEARCH REAC

- -M :. (Con't.) . ' . ' "
-

A. Operating (con't.)
,

i
! Power Le'el * i t-Licensee Docket No. v e

,

,

31. University of Delaware 50-98 0.1 Watt.

32. University of Florida 50-83 100 Kw
-

33. University of Illinois 50-151 1500 Kw

34. University of Illinois 50-356 10 Kw

35. University of Kansas 50-148 250 Kw

36. University of Lowell 50-223 1000 Kw
'

37. University of Maryland 50-166 250 Kw

38. -University of Michigan 50-2 2000 Kw

39. University of Missouri 50-123 200 Kw

40. University of Missouri 50-186 10 Mwt

41. University of New Mexico 50-252 5 Watts g
42. University of Oklahoma 50-112 15 Watts -

43. University of Texas 50-192 250 Kw

44. University of Utah 50-72 5 Watts

45. University of Utah 50-407 100 Kw

46. University of Virgiria 50-62 2000 Kw

47. University of Virginia 50-396 100 Watts

48. University of Washington 50-139 100 Kw

49. University of Wisconsin 50-156 1000 Kw

50. Virginia Polytechnic Institute 50-124 100 Kw

51. ' Washington State University 50-27 1000 Kw

52. Worcester Polytechnic Institute 50-134 10 Kw

53. Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute 50-225 (Critical Experiment Facility)
-

.

!B. Non-Operating
i

1. California State Polytechnic College 50-394 0.1 Watt
E 50-111 10 Kw2. North Carolina State University

Stanford Universit[ 50-141 10 Kw3.

4. West Virginia University 50-129 75 Watts
,

|
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,h[:Cdnstruction Permfl In L a *ect . . . '
-

., -, ..

' Licensee Docket No. Power Level _
_

l. Mississippi State University / 50-241 100 Watts3

_ . . .
,

. .
-

.
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There are no applications pending for CP's and OL's for educational institutions.

In FY 1981, 39 applications for amendments from educational institutions were
exempted from fees, resulting in a revenue loss of nearly $83,000. If we assume
that each of the reactors was inspected in FY81, it would result in a revenue loss
of $225,000 (53 inspections 0 $4,200 plus 4 inspections @ $650).

--

}/ - Dismantling order issued.
2/ - Possession Only.

3/ - CP authorizes receipt,
possession and storage
only.
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