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(Under thp Paperwork Reduction Act and Executive Order 12291)

Imp rt:nt - Read instructions (SF-83 A) before completing this Office of Information and Regulatory Aff airs
fc m Submit the recurrudnumber of copoes of SF 83.together Office of Management and Budget
with the material for which review is requested to: Wa sh.n gton. D.C. 205o3
1. Depart'nent/ Agency and Bureau / Office originating request 3 Name(s) and telephone number (s) of person (s) who can best

answer uesu ns regareg requestU.S. Nuclear Regulatory
2.6-dsgit Agency / Bureau number (firstpart of 11-digit Treasury 4. 3-dsg;'. f unctional code (last part of 11-cigit Treasury Account I
Account No.) No.)

3 1 5 0 2 7 6
*

5 Tstle of Information CoIIection or nulemaking C. Is this a rutemaking submissson under Section 3504 th) of

andProcedur.icensinknvironmentaland Regulatory Policy
P.L 96-511 ? (Check one)10 CFR 51 1

es for 1 d No (Section 3507 submission)
Protection 2 0 Yes.NPRM. Expected ditte of publication:

6. A Is anyinformation coIIection (reporting or recordkeeping) 3 D Yes.finalrufe. Expected date of publication;

involved? (Check one) Ef tective date-

1 d Yes and proposal is attached for review D. At what phase of rulemaking is this submission made?

2 O Yes but proposalis not attached - skip to Question D.
3 O No - skip to Question D. 1 Q Not applicable

B Are the respondents primanly educationalagencies or 2 D t'ajor rule.at NPRM stage
institutions oris the purpose related to Federaleducation 3 0 Maior Final rule for which no NORM was published
programs ? 4 O Major Final rule. after publication of NPRM

O Yes [X No 5C Nonmajor rule at NPRM stage
60 Nonmajor rule. at Final sta ge

*

COMPLETE SHADED PORTION IFINFORMATION COLLECTION PROPOSALIS ATTACHED

7. Currsnt (or former) OMB Number 8. Requested 12. Agency report form number (s) "
3150-0021 Expirabon Date -

gjg
Expiration Date 13. Are respondents only Federal agencies?

12/31/82 12/31/83 crQe, g ug- .

9. Is proposed information collection listed in 14. Type of request (Check one) . . .

tha information collection budget? g y,3 O No 1' 6 preliminary pian '- 5' '~-

10. W:ll this proposed inf ormation collection 2 O new (not prevlously approved or expired more than 6 months

cause the agency to exceed its information' . : ago) . . . . J,5.:.
,-

coll 3ction budgetallowance? (If yes. attach O Yes ''Q No 3 D revision If.
:-

"

amandment request from agency head.) ~ 4 :-.-~-
4 C_ extension (ediustment to burden only)

,
.

- 11. Number of report forms submitted fo.r appro. val 5 0 extension (no change)
,

- . .. . . . . _ . . .u<....

-.15. .
16. Classification of Change in Burden (explain in supporting statement).

.. a . .
! a r.ooresimete stre of ~

. . . ..s,

un ve'se ref gempse) N/A -- - -

No.of Responses No.of Reporting Hours Cosi to the Public

-

, , , .

m. su ce ssmoi. - N/A
,

a. in inventory 50 447,000 s
_

c Estimded nuir ber et b. As proposed - 23 117,900 s
rispondents or ; .

23 'c. Difference (b-a) 27 329,100 s

'

rseud 6 eepers otr yter

'

!".m
e moorts eanuatiy$y escri Explanation of difference (indicate as m'iny as apply) ?~

r:soondent tirem 51 Varies - -
.

.

q.' Adjustments . .g-j.: - ... ,9 ,.,y, - ;.w . g ...
- - . . . _..

4--w .'
.

.

o Tc4sl ennust responses
d. Co''rrection-error _ _ is

-
- ~-

4 .p
; r, ism ,5c a '58) 23
: . e. Correction-reestimate i i is i

f. Estim ated sverage ,,

" " * * * ' * ' " " ' '
pee rssoonse Varies - ' f. Change in use i i s'"

.

g Estim2ied totelhours
''"'"*'D'"d'"'" g. Increase -4 6 +s

l','|,'',l'/,' ,3,, 117,900
h. Decrease - 27 - 329,100 -s

8211190071 821115
~
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Policy and procedures are established for the preparation and processing of environmental
impact statements and related documents relative to the Commission's licensing and
regulatory activities.

16 Re: ate c repon form (s) (give OMB nomber(s). lRC/ns). 20. Catalog et Federal Domestic Assistance Program Number
it'ternal agency tepcrt form numoer(sj or symbol (s)) yg
3150-0009, 0011, 0017, 0020 21. Small business or organization O Yes O No

-

9 9 Type of affected pubhc (Check as manyas apply) ;22. Type of activity of affected pubhc-indicate 3-digit Standard
" ' " ' ' ** * *Y * * '* ~"*51 O individuals orhouseholds 10 check O Multiple or O Ali

8 O state orlocalgovernments
3 O farms
a O businesses or otherinstitutions (except farms) 4 8 3

~

83 Brict description of affected public le g."retailgrocery stores.' " State education agencies."" households in 50 largest SMSA s")

Nuclear power reactor applicants and permit holders, and certain nuclear materials ~

applicants and licensees.
34. Putpose (Check as many as apply. Itmore than one. indicate 26. Collection method (Check au nanyas apply)

~
,

predominant by an asterisk) 1 [E mail self-administered . -

1 O applicat.on for benefits 2 O other self-administered
2 O program evaluation 30 telephone interview
3 O general purpcse statistics 4 O personalinterview

4 % regulatory or compliance 50 recordkeeping requirement:
.

5 O program planning or management Required retention period: years, ,
6 O research 6 0 other-describe:

25 Frecuency of Use 27. Collection agent (Check one)
1 % Nonrecurring 1 [1 requesting Department / Agency

Pecurrir g / check as manyas apply) 2 O other Federal Department / Agency

2 Q(on occas:on 6 O semiannually 3 O private contractor

3 C weekly 70 annually 4 O recordkeeping requirement
o O monthly 80 biennially 5 O other-describe:
5 O Quarterly 90 other-describe:

28 Authority for agency for information collection or 30. Do you promise confidentiality?
'

"rutemaking-indic31e statute. regulation. judicial decree. (If yes. explain Dasis forpledge
ete- Atomic Energy Act of 1954, Energy Reorgani- in supporting statement.) O Yes D Nd

zation Act, National Environmental Policy 31.will the proposed information collection create a new or
Act of 1969 become part of an existing Privacy Act system of records?

29. Respondent's obligation to repiy (Check as manyas apply) (If yes. attach FederalRegister notice orproposed dratt of
1 O voluntary notice.) O Yes Z No

'

2 y required to obtain or retain benefit 32. Cost to Federal Government of
3 O mandatory-cite statute.not CFR (attach copy of information collection or rulemaking S 1,866,100.

statutory authority)

COMPLETE ITEMS 33 THRU 35 ONLY IF RULEM AKING SUBMISSION
i33 Compliance costs tothe pubhc ; 34. t * there a regulatory impact 35. Is there a statutory or judicial

analysis attached? deadline affecting issuance?

5._ O Yes O No O Yes. Enter r| ate-
0 No

I CERTIFIC ATION BY AUTHORIZED OFFICI ALS SUBMITTING REQUEST-We certify that the information collection or rulemaking submitted for
{ reviewis necessary for the proper performance of the agency's functions that the proposal represents the minimum public burden and Federal cost
COPsistQnt oth neec. and is Conststent with aDolicabte OMB and agency policy directives signature and title of:

a mono mc i;v omtia6 ron AGENCY DATE suemTTC ICla t DATE

/[ /[~ [ V
~"

P ricia G.'Norr
_
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SUPPORTING STATEMENT-

FOR

10 CFR PART 51 '

SECTIONS 51.5(a), (b), 51.20, 51.21. 51.40 ;

1. JUSTIFICATION ,

Need for the Information Collection

NRC regulations in 10 CFR Part 51 set fcrth policy and procedures
for the preparation and processing of environmental impact statements and
related documents pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969'(NEPA) in connection with the Commission's -

licensing activities. NEPA requires that all agenchs of the Federal' ,
.

Government prepare detailed environmental statements of proposals for
legislation and ot'her major Federal actions signific~antly affecting the
quality of the human environment. The environmental statement must dis-
cuss-(1) the environmental impact of the proposed action, (2) any adverse
environmental effects that cannot be avoided should the proposal be imple-
mented, (3) alternatives to the proposed action, (4) the relationship
between local short-term uses of man's environment and the maintenance
and enhancement of long-term productivity, and (5) any irreversible and
irretrievable commitments of resources that would result if the proposal
were implemented.

Section 51.5(c)(3) establishes the Commission's authority to require
an applicant to submit environmental information as may be useful in aiding
the Commission in complying with Section 102(2)(C) 6f NEPA.

Section 51.20 requires that e.ach applicant for a permit to construct
- a production or utilization facility submit an Environmental Report-

Construction Permit Stage which contains a description of the proposed
action, a statement of its purposes, and a description of the environment

~

affected. Additional considerations which must be discussed are also-

specified.
.

Section 51.21 requires that each applicant for a license to operate
a production or utilization facility submit an Environmental Report-
Operating License Stage which discusses the same matters described in

'

51.20, but only to the extent that they differ from those discussed at
the Constructfon Permit Stage or reflect new information in addition to
that discussed in the final environmental statement prepared in connec-'

tion with the construction permit. ,

.

In environmental report as described in Section 51.20 is required
for those licensing actions identified in Section 51.5(a), and may be
required for Section 51.5(b) actions. The environmental report required
for license renewals and amendments supplements and updates the original
environmental report to reflect the latest conditions, any new findings,
and any proposed facility modifications.

The activities for which environmental reports are required are those
which have the potential to significantly affect the quality of the huuan-

.
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environment. NRC's consideration of environmental effects and balancing
of alternatives for the project or activity, as mandated by NEPA, requires
the submission by the applicant or licensee of comprehensive and detailed
information which must inc'.ude a discussion of the items enumerated in
Secticn 102(2)(C) of NEPA. The amount and detail of information required
is dependent upon the size and complexity of the facility, as well as
whether the application is for an initial license or for a renewal or
amendment. In any event, the environmental report required may reasonably
be expected to take from a few hundred to several thousand staff hours of
the applicant's time to prepare.

Practical Utility of the Information Collection
*

a.

The information requested will be reported to the NRC. Using the
applicant's environmental report as a basis, the NRC staff prepares a

'

Draft Environmental Statement (DES), which is circulated for review and
comment by Federal, State, and local agencies and interested members of
the public. Subsequently, a Final Environmental Statement (FES) is pre-
pared. The Environmental Statements give detailed consideration to the
environmental impacts associated with construction and operation of a
proposed facility and assess them in terms of the available alternatives.'

Without this information, the NRC cannot fulfill the mandate of the
, National Environmental Policy Act of 1969.

Duplication With Other Collections of Information

The information is not available except through licensees and
applicants.e

Consultations Outside the Acency

There have been no consultations outside the agency since the pre-
.

vious clearance.

- E. DESCRIPTION OF THE INFORMATION COLLECTION

Number and Type of Respondents .

.

No new applications for permits to construct nuclear power plants
are projected over the next three years. Six (6) new applications for
operating ~ licenses and two (2) non power reactor renewals are projected
over the nextathree years. It is estimated that there will be twenty (20)
materials license respondents. ,

Reasonableness of the Schedule for Collecting Information

Environmental reports submitted in connection with new applications
or amendments may be submitted at any time. Reports submitted in connec-
tion with applications for renewals are submitted every five years.

.

Method of Collectina the Information

licants environmental reports are voluminous (hundreds of
The app'ce the infctmation must be reviewed by several persons con-Sinpages).

currently, then it is impractical to receive this information other than
in report form.

2-
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Record Retention Period

Copies of the applicant's Environmental Report are retained for
subsequent distribution upon the NRC's docketing of the application.
This is necessary becatse the number and identity of all interested . .

Practice (10 CFR 2.101(al(3)provided in the Commission's Rules of - -recipients are unknown. As ~'

(iii))', a comple'te'11st of re'cipients ,

for,the retained copies ,s provided to t.he app _lic.antt a - -i
-

-
, . .

'

.
.. . . . . .

Reportino Period

An environmental report must be submitted with an application for ,'
a construction permit and with an application for an operating license. -
However, the environmental. report submitted at the operating license
application stage need only addrcss matters that differ from those dis-
cussed at the construction permit stage.

Copies Reouired to be Submitted

Section 51.40 specifies the number of copies of env'ironmental report's
,to be submitted with the several types of applications and petitions.
Except as noted in 51.40(b) or 51.40(c),150 copies of environmental-
reports are to be submitted to the Director of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
or the Director of Nuclear Material Safety and Sa.fcguards as appropriate.

- Fifty (50) copies are to be' submitted to the Director of Nuclear Regula--
tory Research for reports concerning petitions for rulemaking. Section -
51.40(b) requires 41 copies be submitted with applications for a Construc-
tion Permit or an Operating License and 109 copies be retained for subse-I

quent distribution to other Federal, State, and local officials. Section
51.40(c) requires that' applicants for licenses, amendments to licenses',
and renewals, issued pursuant to Parts 30, 40 or 70 of NRC regulations,
that are covered by paragraphs 51.5(a)(4), (a)(5), (a)(6), (b)(4), (b)(5),

F
and (b)(8), shall submit to the Director of Nuclear liaterial Safety and
Safeguards 15 copies of an environmental report which discusses the. mat-
ters described in Section 51.20. The applicant shall retain an additional e

~85 copies of the environmental report for distribution to Federal, State,
and local officials in accordance with written instructions issued by the
Director,o,f Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards.

~

The complexity of HRC's review and decision making process necessi-'
.

The Environ-tates submittal of multiple "hard" copies by the applicants. '

mental Report may be extremely complex, consisting of multiple foldouts,
engineering drawings, and other printed material of variods sizes that*

are difficult to reproduce properly or quickly.

The NRC reviews typically involve numerous technical revi' ewers-
within the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation and the Office of Nuclear
Materials Safety and Safeguards. In addit' ion, the documentation must be
provided for concurrent reviews by ACRS, other NRC offices, technical
consultants and contractors, State and local officials and made available
to the NRC's Public Document Room and other public participants in the'

~

proceeding.
.

' .
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The complexity of the review and the need for concurrent review sub-
stantiates the requirement for . multiple copier which we belirwe are
crucial to the timeliness of the regulatory and licensing process.
Delays resulting from insufficient copies would have a far greater impact
on licensees than does the requirement to submit multiple nard copies.

3. ESTIMATE OF BURDEN
*

i,

Estimated Hours Reouired to Respond to the Collection

No new applications for permits to construct power plants are
projected over the next three years. Therefore, no respondent burden is'

"'projected to result from 10 CFR 51.20 requirements over that time period.

. Over the next three years, six (6) operating license (OL) environ-
mental reports (ER) are projected to be submitted. The average annual

'

burden is two responses per year at 45,360 hours per year. For the ten
OL applications under review, we assumed an additional respondent burden
of 11,340 staff hours per case for a total of 113,400 hours. The average
annual respondent burden for these ten OL cases over the next three years-

.

- is 37,420 staff hours. For the two non power reactor reviews, the burden
may be on the order of 40 staff hours for dismantling and license
renewals.

The estimated total number of annual submittals for materials
licensing activities pursuant to Section 51.40(c) is twenty. The mate-
rials licensing activities for which submission of environmental informa-

-- tion may be required span a wide range, including applications for inde-
pendent spent fuel storage installations, uranium mines and mills, fuel
fabrication, UF6 conversion, remedial action and decommissioning, certain
medical and industrial uses of radioisotopes, and. commercial radioactive
. waste disposal by land burial.

For materials licensing actions u~nder Section 51.40(c), the number
- of responses is an estimated average.. For some categories of licensees',

we expect that we may only receive one environmental report over a period
of several years. For other categories, we expect we may receive several
per year. Similarly, the hours per-response data represents a broad .

' range of information burdens. The burden hours may range from as little
as 300 hours per submittal for some renewals or amendments, to as much as
9,000 hours per submittal for low-level waste burial applications, for
example. Hemee, the numbers do not necessarily represent the burden fori

a typical, or any particular, licensee, and the'use of the numbers for ,

that purpose is likely to be misleading.
.

Source of Burden Data and Method of Estimatino Burden

The burden estimates are based on discussions with applicants and on past
experience.

.
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E'STIMATES OF COST TO FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

The staff revicws vary in complexity (and in cost to Government)
depending on the type of proposed action and the type of required
response (i.e., EA or EIS). Cost estimates are summarized in the
attached table.

No applications for permits to construct nuclear power reactors,
testing facilities or fuel reprocessing plants are projected for the near
future; therefcre, no costs pursuant to Section 51.5(a)(1) are expected.

Six reviews will be conducted pursuant to Section 51.5(a)(2) during
the period FV 83-85. An additional ten reviews of power reactor OL
applications are under way and scheduled for completion in FY 83 or -

FY 84. Thus, for the next three years, an average of 5.3 EISs will be
. We have assumed an average preparation cost ofprepared annually.

$225,000 per EIS-OL Stage, based on current data on contractor prepared
EIS. Thus, the annual cost for power reactor EIS preparation in FY 83
through FY 85 is $1,192,500.

For non power reactor reviews, the staff anticipates two major
license renewals will be conducted over the next three years, FY 83 -
FY 85. The cost of staff reviews is projected to be 1,000 staff-hours
for the GE Test Reactor and 500 hours for the Union Carbide React'or. The

dollar cost is estimated at $60,000. The average annual cost over the
three years would be 500 staf f-hours at S20,000 per year.

No applications for manufacturing licenses are projected over the
period, FY 83 through FY 85. Thus, no cost to Government is projected
for this activity.

Materials Licenses vary in type, and cost of the Government review
varies accordingly. The materials licensing actions which require EISs
are identified in 51.5(a)(4), (5), and (6). Other actions, as identified
in Section 51.5(b), may or may not require preparation of an envi-
ronmental impact statement. The estimated annual cost to the Government
for information collection and processing for materials license ,

activities under Section 51.40(c) is $653,600.
.
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COMPLIANCE BURDEN & COST TO GOVERNMENT (FY83-FY85)
"

.. .

,

Summary of burden Summary of cost }E
IM

-

Info Req. Burden per Average annual Average annual Average annual i9

Section [ respondent (hrs) no. of response burden (hrs) cost to government !

51.20 ER-Power reactor CP 65,160 0 0 0 e:
4

51.21 ER-Power reactor OL
o New submittals 22,680 2 45,360 450,000 Tf;

742,500 3o Under review , T
Sl.40(a) Test reactor OL

o Renewals Variable 1 40 20,000 $
j

51.40(c) Materials Varies over -

- License range of .

300 to 9,000 20 72,500 653,600 .

Total 23 117,900 $1,866,100

* -
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