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Supporting Statement for

10 CFR 100, Appendix A

JUSTIFICATION

Need for the Information Collection

The Commission's regulations, 10 CFR Part 100, Appendix A (Lriterion II,
Paragraph 3; Criterion IV; and Criterion VI (b)(1)) require applicants
to provide the types of information which show evidence or clues as to
the size and frequency of occurrence of pre-historic earthquakes, and
evidence of the last time there was movement along faults at the site or
in the site region to determine whether or not there is a potential for
fault offset during the 1ife of a nuclear power plant.

Appendix A, supplemented by the Standard Format and the Standard Review
Plan, is used by applicants as general guidance in planning
investigations of nuclear power plant sites.

Practical Utility of the Informetion Collection

The information required by 10 CFR Part 100, Appendix A, is submitted to
the NRC as part of the application and supporting documentation for a
construction permit and operating license for a nuclear power plant.

The staff reviews the geological and seismological information to
determine the suitability of the proposed site for a nuclear power plant
and the suitability of the plant design bases established in
consideration of the seismic and geologic characteristics of the pro-
posed site. A construction permit or operating license cannot be

issued until this data has been reviewed and approved by the NRC.

Dqﬁlication with Other Collections of Information

This information does not duplicate other information being provided
to NRC.

Consultatidns Outside the NRC

The NRC, in its development of Part 10C, obtained advice from the U.S.
Geological Survey. As a proposed rule, comments were requested from
other agencies.

Other Supporting Information

Regulatory Guide 1.70 (Standard Format) and the Standard Review Plan
provide guidance to applicants and licensees in their submittal of
Appendix A information.



DESCRIPTION OF THE INFORMATION COLLECTION

Number ard Type of Respondents

Each applicant for a construction permit or operating license is
required to submit geologic and seismic information. The number of
respondents affected depends on the number of utilities submitting
either an application for a construction permit or operating license.
Over the next three years, through FY 85, no new construction permit

applications are expected. Eight operating license applications are
scheduled in FY 83. .

Reasonableness of the Schedule fcr Collecting Information

The information required by 10 CFR Part 10C, Appendix A, must be
submitted with the application for a construction permit or operating
license. The KRC review process for a construction permit or an
operating license application ranges from one to several years. The NRC
staff (Geosciences Branch) reviews the Safety Analysis Report for one to
two months and, if necessary, generates a request for additional
information. The applicant usually responds within one to six months,
depending on the complexity of the issues. The average time is usually
about three months. The responses are reviewed and a draft Safety
Evaluation Report is writien summarizing conclusions and highlighting
any outstanding issues. The staff arranges for a meeting and site visit
to resolve any open issues. When the open issues have been resolved,
the staff writes the final Safety Evaluation Report which is published
and used as a basis for the remainder of the NRC iicensing process,
i.e., the meeting with the Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards
(ACRS) and hearing before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, which
usually takes about 14 years.

Method of Collecting the Information

The information must be submitted to NRC as part of tne application for
a construction permit or operating license. It must be reviewed in
parallel by “several technical reviewers. In addition, the documentation
is provided for concurrent oviews by the Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards, technical consultants, and is made available to state and
local officials and the NRC's Public Document Foom. Therefore, sub-
mittal of the information as part of the voluminous application is the
most practical means of getting the information, as opposed to reviewing
the information at the applicants' offices.
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\RU does no require applicants to retain the submitted intTormation.

Reporting Feriod
The Appendix A information only needs to be submitted at the time the j
application for the construction permit or operating iicense 1S Sub-
ad 1 me 1 . } : mn ) p i nr
mitted. If the submittal is found to be incomplete by the NRC,
applicarts will have to provide additional information.
Copies Required to be Submitted
Applicants are required to submit 40 copies of their application for
construction permit or operating license for simultaneous review by
the NRC and its contractors to ensure that reviews are completed on
schedule,
Estimated Hours Required to Respond to the Collection
Over the next three years, there will not be any burden hours for CP
pplications since no new ones are expected. However, eight operating
: 4 anm]d &5 - ~ ~ \
license (OL) applications are expected over the next three years.
1cations, based on passed experience and dis-
ees, it is estimated that the burden will be on
25,000 person hours per respondent. Thus, the
0,000 person hours (8 X 25,000). The average
imated to be about 67,000 person hours.
ta and Method for Estimating Burden

urden estimates are based on our knowledge of the number of

individuals and the length of time required in the past by applicants
to obtain 4nd evaluate the data, and discussions with licensees.
ESTIMATE OF THE COST TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

Effort required by the Geosciences Branch during a Construction Permit
review can range from about 1/2 person year for a site with uncom-
plicated geology in a region of low seismicity to as many as three
person-years for very complex sites. An estimated average amount of
effort required to review the geology and seismology of each application
for a construction permit is about one person-year (1,800 person-hours).
he effort expended for reviewing the geologic and seismic aspects of
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