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April 22, 1991

Secretary

J.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Attention: Docketing and Service Branch
Washington, D.C. 20555

SUBJECT: Comments on NRC's Proposed Revision of 10 CFR Parts 170 and 171,
Revision of Fee Schedules; 100% Fee Recovery

sentlemen:

On vehalf of Oregon State University, | would like to submit the following comments
regarding the NRC's proposed rule changes to 10 CFR Parts 170 and 171, In particular, |
would like to strongly support the Commission's proposal wherein the current exemption
from fees specified in 10 CFR 170.11(a)(4) will continue to be endorsed, which in turn will
maintain the presently effective fee exemption for non-profit educational institutions.

In submitting comments on the proposed changes to the Commission's fee structure,
' would especially like to focus on the above policy for fee exemption as it relates to non-
power reactors operated by universities. With respect to this category of licensees, |
would like to emphasize the great importance of the Commission's current decision to
exclude non-power reactors operated by non-profit educational institutions from the fees
currently being proposed. While | cannot speak for each member of the university research
reactor (URR) community, | can state with no qualifications that an NRC decision to assess
a $50,000 per year annual operating fee on the Oregon State University reactor would
have a catastrophic impact upon our operation. Such a fee would represent approximately
16% of the total funding provided by the university for operation of the reactor. Diversion
of this large amount of money from our budget to the NRC would necessitate severe
operational reductions which would make our reactor program significantly less attractive
to the university. Unfortunately, the end point of this exercise could ultimately be the
closure of our reector because new recurring dollars to pay such an annual fee are not
ikely to become available.

It is not my impression that the NRC's proposed fee changes were intended to inflict
a serious financial burden on a group of licensees who are already suffering from lack of
funding. However, based on a 25 year association with the URR community; after having
served as chairman of the National Organization of Test, Research, and Training Reactors
(TRTR); and based on what | have learned in my current role as a member of the TRTR
Executive Committee and TRTR's University Reactor Support Committee, | am very
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