UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C 206660001

The Honorable Marilyn loyd, Chairman

Subcommiitee :

-Ommittee on Science. Spa ang
'eghhc7;g3

J.d nouse o

wasnington,

‘ your letter of August 12, 1994, concerning the FY 1994
annual fees for General Atomics (GA), which supplies nonpower reactor fuel for
TRIGA type research reactors. As YOu know, the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1990 (OBRA-90), as amended, requires the Nuclear Regu?ator, Commission
for fiscal years 199] through 1998 to recover approximately 100 percent of its
budget authority, less the amount appropriated from the Nuclear Waste Fund, by
d55essing fees to NRC applicants and licensees. Fach Year, we must develop
fees that wil] permit NRC to meet this requirement we make constant efforts

U ensure that the budget that must De recovered is only what is needed to
'vide adequate protection of the public health and safety

the Commission published for public comment 3 proposed rule
amounts of the licensing, inspection, and annual fees neces
ely 100 percent of the NRC FY 1994 budget authority
_ comments, including thuse from GA and the National
0f Test, Research and Tra1n1ng Reactors, we published the final
blishing fees for Fy 1994 on July 20, 1994. Prior to thie
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> rule, "t’

had been Inadvertently misclassified for fee purposes The
'Cation was corrected in the July 20, 1994 ryule Although the

conclu that the GA license has now been Properly classifiec
»
»

ged

™ Iad
fee rule, it als S
. location of costs to them and decided that it would treat those
comments as a request for an exemption from payment of the fyull ry 1994
under 10 CFR 171.11(d). @A submitted additional information on August
199 In support of their exemption request. The Commission expects to
exemption request in the near future. and, until that
nas withheld issuance ef the FY 1994 annual fee invoice to GA

regarding

0 took note of the 1S5Ues raised by G

4

ne Lommission is reexamining f lasses thac have been establis
fuel facilities This reexaminatio ] consider input and aecisions
relative to the exemption The the reexamination will pe

'n the proposed Fy 1995 fee rule fo pubiic comment
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