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IMPORTANT NOTICE

May 24, 1984

THIS NOTICE RELATES TO A REVISED SCHEDULE OF NRC FEES FOR ALL PARTS 30,
40, 50, 55, 61, 70, 71, 72 AND 73 LICENSEES, APPLICANTS AND VENDORS

Gentlemen:

On November 22, 1982, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission published
in the Federal Register (47 F.R. 52454) for public comment a Notice of
Proposed Rule Making which would amend its schedule of fees in Part 170
for facilities and materials applications and licenses.

After consideration of comments received, the Consission has adopted a
revised schedule of fees as set forth in the enclosed amendment to - -

10 CFR Part 170, Fees For Facilities and Materials Licenses and Other -

Regulatory Services under the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended.
The revised rule and schedule was published in the Federal Register _
on May 21,1984, and will become effective June 20, 1984. It estab-
lishes for the first time fees for (1) non-routine or reactive inspec-
tions and (2) Part 55 requalification and replacement operator examin-
ations. Other fees have been adjusted to take into account increased
application review and inspection costs.

Based on comments, the final rule differs in several respects from the
November 22, 1982 proposed rule. A summary statement of the changes _

may be found on page 21300 of the enclosure (items 1 through 12). The
most significant change was to retain a predetermined ceiling or maximum
fee for a majority of applications and licenses where fees are computed
on an individual basis using professional staff-hours and contractual
services costs expended for the case.

We wish to draw your attention to the revised billing procedure in
Section 170.12 of the amended rule. Under this procedure where appli-
cations are subject to the full review cost.,, the applicant will pay
such costs as the work or review progresses. Where the application
was on file prior to June 20,1984, all review effort expended prior

'to June 20, 1984 will be billed at the professional staff rate used
in the 1978 rule. Work initiated on or after June 20, 1984 will be

8502130267 840730
'

PDR FOIA
REYNOLDB4-564 PDR

t
- _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ - _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _



. _ _ . __

~ . .

-2-

billed at the professional staff rates shown in Section 170.20 of the
amended rule. The first itemized billing will occur shortly after the
effective date of the amended rule and subsequent billings will be at
six-month intervals thereafter as the review progresses or when the
review of an application is completed, whichever is earlier. Applica-
tions filed on or after the effective date of the rule will be billed
at six-month intervals. Applications for license renewals or amend-
ments, and other approvals for which the full fee was paid under the
March 23, 1978 schedule are not subject to additional charges.

For inspections that are subject to fees based on the full costs of the
inspection effort, the licensee will be billed at the end of each calen-
dar quarter for completed inspections that were initiated on or after
June 20,1984. Reactor licensees, who were billed once a year under the
March 23,1978 rule will be billed on a prorated basis using the 1978
schedule for the time elapsed since they were last billed under the 1978
rule and the effective date of the amended rule. On or after June 20,
1984, all inspection effort will be billed under the rates in the amended
rule.

The enclosed Federal Register _ notice contains several corrections of
errors made in printing. These corrections will be published in a subse-
quent issue of the Federal Register _, however, we believe it is important
for you to receive a copy of the amendment as soon as possible.

Questions regarding the revised license fee schedule should be submitted
in writing to:

License Fee Management Branch
Office of Administration
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Sincerely,

hl [ ,

,, Q L <. ~ .v
Patricia G. Norry, Directo
Office of Administration

Enclosure:
Notice of Rule Making
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reactor construction permits, licenses,
amendments, approvals, and topical
reports; inspection of reactor facilities;
applications or requests for uranium
enrichment plants; major materials fuel
cycle activities, including applications
and licenses for 200 grams or more of
plutonium in unsealed form or 350 grams

-

NUCLEAR REGUt.ATORY r m te f c ntained U-235 in unsealed
COMMISSION f rm or 200 grams or more of U-233 in

unsealed form, receipt and storage of
10 CFR Part 170 spent fuel, possession and use of source

Revision of Ucense Fee Schedule materiaHn recomy operations:
applications for licenses for receipt of

,

ACENCY: Nuclear Regulatory waste byproduct material, souce
Commission. material or special nuclear material
ACTION Final rule. from other persons for the purpose of

SUMMARY:%e Nuclear Regulatory
commercial disposal by burial by the
gjcensee and licenses authorizing

Commission is amending its regulations contigency storage of low-level
that include the schedule of fees for radioactive waste at the site of nuclearinspections and for the review of

power reactors; applications for licenses
applications and requests for permits, authorizing the use of byproductlicenses, approvals, amendments, material for field flooding tracer studies;
renewals, and specialprojects.The applications or requests for approval of
revised schedule of fees will more spent fuelcasks and packages: andcompletely recover NRC costs incurred applications or requests for review ofin providing services to identifiable standardized spent fuel facilities or

=

recipients, including both materials and special projects.
facility applicants and licensees. %e The notice of proposed rulemaking
revision is based on the costs of invited interested persons to submitproviding services in accordance with

written comments for consideration inthe Commission's license fee guidelines connection with the proposed
published on May 2.1977; subsequent amendments on or before January 18,
evaluation of costs incurred by the NRC
for inspection and review activities; and 1983. Upon request, the Commission

.

evaluation of public comments on the extended the comment period to
~

February 8,1983,
proposed revision of the regulations on
fees. %e Commission placed in its Public

Document Room at 1717 H Street, NW.,
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 46r1984. * Washington, D.C., data used in
FOn FUnTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: da 4d the proposed rule and revised **
William O. Miller, Ucense Fee schedule of fees. In addition, the
Management Branch. Office of Commission's staff has been available
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory to answer any questions concerning the
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, notice of proposed rulemaking.
Telephone:(301) 492-7225. He November 22,1982 notice of
SUPPLEMENTARY INFOAssATION:De proposed rulemaking set forth the
Commission published a notice of Commission's guidelines for fees under
proposed rulemaking on November 22 Title V of the Independent Offices
1982 (47 FR 52454-52466), which was Appropriation Act of 1952 (IOAA) (now
corrected on December 17,1982 (47 FR codified at 31 U.S.C. 9701). These
56505-56508), revising its fee regulations guidelines took into account guidance
and schedule of fees for review of provided by the U.S. Supreme Court on
applications and requests for permits. March 4,1974.,in its decision of Notional -

licenses, amendments, renewals, Cable Televismn Association, Inc. v.
approvals, special projects, reactor United States, 415 U.S. 336 (1974) and,
operator testing and routine and non- Federo/ Power Commission v.New
routine inspections.He proposed EnglandPower Company,415 U.S. 345
schedule would have removed the (1974). In these decisions, the Court held
ceiling or maximum ilmits on fees for that the IOAA authorizes an agency to
review of applications or requests for charge fees for special benefits rendered
* **

June 20, 1984 developing

. . . _ - _ _ _ _
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to identifiable persons measured by the fees under the court's reading of the or holders of licenses, permits and

"value to the recipient" of the agency IOAA." approvals. After each service was

sarvice.The meaning of the Independent The NRC staff examined the Fiscal properly analyzed and categorized, a

Ot 'ces Appropriation Act of1952 was Year 1981 costs of providing licensing yearly professional niaff rate was --

further clarified on December 16,1976, review and inspection services and developed for the Offices of Nuclear

by four decisions of the Court of determined that the Commission's Reactor Regulation (NRR), Nuclear

Appeals for the District of Columbia, h1 arch 23,1978 schedule of fees in to Material Safety and Safeguards (NhtSS),

National Cable Television Association CFR Part 170 was not adequate to cover and Inspection and Enforcement (IE), i

v.fedeml Communications the costs of providing the service nor did and for the Advisory Committee on
Commission,554 F. 2d 1094 (1976); they meet the intent of Congress as set Reactor Safeguards (ACRS), Atomic

National Association of "-d_ m * forth in Title V of the Independent Safety and Licensing Board Panel
Fedeml Communications Commission, Offices Appropriation Act of1952. Title (ASI.BP), and Atomic Safety and

554 F. 2d 1118 (1976): Electronic V of the Independent Offices 1.icensing AppealPanel(ASLAP).The

Industries Association v. Fedeml Appropriation Act was formerly rates in i 170.20 were developed using

Communication Commission. 554 F. 2d codified at 31 U.S.C. 483a. With the (1) each office's costs of personnel
1109 (1976); and '~r;'!!r! C!!!r enactment of Title 31 United States compensation (salaries), personnel

** Code, into positive law, Pub. L 97-258, benefits, administrative support and'' .. - * ' v. Fedeml
Communications Commission,554 F. 2d September 13,1982,96 Stat.1051, the travel. (2) the number of professional

1135 (1976). These decisions of the
law is now found at 31 U.S.C. 9701, and employees working in each program

Courts enabled the Commission to reads as follows: office (excluding administrative,
develop fee guidelines that are still used Sec. s70t. Fees and charges for Government supervisory and management direction
for cost recovery and fee development services and things of value employees), and (3) the overhead
purposes. (a) It is the sense of Congress that aach support costs based on an analysis of !

The Commission,s fee guideh,nes were service or thing of value provided by an Program Direction and Administration
upheld on August 24,1979, when the agency (except a mixed-ownership and Program Technical Support
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Fifth Government corporation) to a peson fexcept provided to NRR, Nh1SS, IE, ACRS,
Circuit held in MississippiPower and a person on official business of f.ie Uraed ASLBP,and ASLAP.

states Govemment)is to be self-sust4ining to After the analys.is, the staff effort andLight Co. v. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory the extent possible.
Commission 601 F. 2d 223 (1979), cert, [b)The head of each agency (except a other costs cf the Offices of the
dem. d 44 U.S.1102 (1980), that (1) the mixed-ownership Government corporation) Secretary (SECY), Contro!!er (CON), ande
Nuclear Regulatory Commission had the may prescribe regulations establishing the hianagement and Program Analysis
authority to recover the full cost of charge for a service or thing of value (h1PA) now Resaurce hianagement,
providing services to identifiable provided by the agency. Regulations Administration (ADht) Executive Legal
beneficiaries; (2) the NRC could properly prescribed by the neads of executive Director (ELD), and Executive Director
assess a fee for the costs of providing agencies are subject to policies prescribed by for Operations (EDO) were allocated as

the President and shall be as uniform as
routine Inspections necessary to ensure practicable. Each charge shall be-- overhead support to other NRC offices.
a licensee's compliance with the Atomic (1) Fair; and These costs of SECY EuD and EDO
Energy Act and with applicable (2) Based on-- were allocated on a percentage basis

,

reguIations: (3) the NRC couId charge for (A)The cost to the Gowrnment while the costs of ADh1 and CON were
costs incurred in conducting (B)ne value of the service or thing to the distributed to all NRC offices on a pro
environmental reviews required by recipient: rata basis based on staff complementin
NEPA: (4) the NRC properly included in (C) Public policy or interest served; and

the fee schedule the costs of (D) Other relevant facts. each office.

uncontested hearings and of [ $ '[ "d''"'*II''''I"" Ith' Analysis of Comments Received
admmistrative and techmcal support hib d d One hundred twenty-nine letters were

i p s$t on of received commenting on the proposedservices:(5) the NRC could assess a fee co ec on o rges an t
for renewing a licence to operate a low- those charges: and revision to Part 170. Fifty.three letters
level radioactive waste burial site: and (2) Prescnbing bases for determining were from persons concerned with Part
(6) the NRC's fees were not arbitrary or charges, but a charge may be determined

50 facilities and 76 commented on feesunder this section consistent with thecapricious. for materials licenses. Fifty-two of the 76
Prescribed bases.On July 19,1982, the U.S. Court of (Pub. L 97-258. Sept.13,1982,90 Stat.1051) letters commenting on materials licenses

Appeals for the First Circuit decided the were concerned with medical programs,
New England Power v. NRC,683 F. 2nd Commission guidelines (47 FR 52454) eight were concerned with uranium
12 (1st Cir.1982) coacerning the were used as the basis for determining mining or maling interests, and the
assessment of fees for withdrawn whether or not a particular licensing or remaining 16 were concerned with other
ap;lications. The Court held that inspection service rendered by the NRC
applicants may not be billed for the cost may be subject to cost recovery under

types of industrial applications. In
addition to the 129 letters of comment,

of reviewing withdrawn applications for this rule and what the fee may be.The 13 letters of inquiry were received from
which the request for withdrawal was November 22.1982 notice of proposed

Congressmen. Copies of all comment
filed with the Commission before rule making and the schedule of fees letters are available for public
November 6,1981, the effective date of contained therein contemplated r; 11 cost inspection or copying for a fee at the
the Commission's interpretative rule recovery where it was determined to be

NRC's Public Document Room.171711
concerning this matter. The Court fair and equitable. Street. NW., Washington, D.C.
further stated that " review work in developing the revised schedule.
perforrred by the NRC at the request of the staff analyzed the functions The comments ranged from strong

an applicant constitutes a sufficiently performed by each NRC office to opposition to all fees to the argument

substantial and particulatrized benefit to determine which activities.if any, that the proposed fees were inadequate

the applicant to justify the imposition of provided special benefits to applicants to recover the NRC's costs of all work

* Broadcasters
** Capital Cities Communication, Inc.

)
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necessary to protect the public health first unit at a site. %e McCuire review review costs ranged from a few hundredcnd safety and environment. did not encompass any unusual review dollars for an administrative typeMost comments took issue with the problems and could be considered a amendment to $164.000 for anproposed amend =cnt in six atsar. normative operatmg license review. amendment authorizing repair of a(1)De proposed elimination of 46.200 professional staff hours were steam generator. The 1981 amendmentc;ilings on fee . (2) retroactive required for the McCuire 1 review and authorizing steam generator repaircpplication of'he proposed when these hours are multiplied by the required 2.609 professional hours andcmendments;(3) charges for certain appropriate FY 1981 staff rates and the $2.800 in contractual support serviceskinds of exemptions or extensions of
costs of contractual support services are costs to complete the review. Thistime required to comply with a rule: (4) added, the cost is approximately $3.1

the need for NRC management control million for the operating license. application was used as the ceiling for
power reactor license amendment andover the review and inspection process: There is no firm data base that may other approval fees. A ceiling of $42.100(5) charges for non-routine inspections; be used to establish a ceiling for reactor has been estabbsted for test andrnd (6) proposed fees for medical construction permits since the NRC has research reactor facility licenseprogram licenses. not completed a construction permit amendments based on the upper limit of

Elimination of Cellings review since January 1979. Only the
cost shown in the November 22.1982IIanford/Skagit and Clinch River

Comments on the proposed applications are under review and notice.
slimination of maximum fees asserted indications are that the IIanford/Skagit The Commission has not changed the
this action was inequitable and did not application will be withdrawn.The ceiling of $20,000 on charges for the i

1:ke account of staffinefficiencies and Clinch River Breeder application is reviews of topical reports. These reports
variations in the work product of unique and incomplete. At this point. are normally reviewed independently of
personnel that exists in the licensing costs incurred in the ongoing review of any specific application for a
process. Commenters asserted that Skagit 1 are approximately $3 million. construction permit or license and
these variations in staff efficiencies are Accordingly,no ceiling has been should benefit the NRC licensing
beyond the control of the applicant and established for construction permit process and the utility by reducing the
thxt the applicants should not have to
pay for perceived staff deficiencies and reviews for power reactors. time required to review certain

The NRC has no applications on file appl cations. The Commission believes
inifficiencies in the licensing process. for research or test reactor facility that the upper limit of $20.000 for a

In legal terms, it is clear that the
Commission may charge the full cost of construction permits or operating topical report review is fair and

licenses and none are anticipated. equitable and should not discourage the
processing an application for which the Consequently.no ceilings have been submission of such reports. The ceiling
applicant receives a special benefit not established. applies to all persons filing topical
av:llable to the public et large. (his is On December 17,1982, the NRC issued reports for review and is consistent withclurly one of the conclusions to be a manufactunng license to Offshore Commission license fee guidelines as set
drawn from MississipplPowerand Power Systems for eight floating nuclear f rth in the Conunission.s Nowmber 22,Light v. U.S. NuclearRegulatory plants at the preliminary design stage. 1982 notice of proposed rulemaking.
Commission 601 F.2d 223 (5th Cir.1979)
white the court approved the fee rule This is the only reactor facility A limit of $147,600 haa been

manufacturing license that the established as the ceiling that may be
end schedule published in February.

Commission has issued. When the FY assessed a utility for Part 55
1978. That fee schedule included full
cost recovery for several kinds of 1981 professional staff rates are applied examinations and associated activities
licensing activities as well as to the professional hours required to e nducted for each of its plant site (s)

complete the review of the preliminary during ar.y one-year period. This ceiling
Commission reviews that fell within the design plus the contractual services is based on workload data developed bycctegory of special projects. In
upholding the fee schedule, the court costs expended, the cost for the review the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

is approximately $3.2 million. (ONRR) which shows that on the
cxplicitly emphasized the legal authority Accordingly, based upon actual average 1.32 professional staff years are
of the Commission to recover the full
cost of providing services to identifiable experience for this category, the new expended per site each year to conduct

beneficiaries. See id. at 232 and 233.
ceiling for the review of a manufacturing requalification examinations,
license preliminary design is replacement examinations and

Although there isnet legal objection * approximately $3.2 million. The reexaminations for reactor operators.ta full cost recovery, in response to Cornmission has had no data base to use Based on the FY 1981 professional staffcomments received, the final rule has
been amended to retain a predetermined in denloping a ceiling for review of a rates, the NRC's average cost for this

final design for manufactured reactor service would be $147,600 and this figureceillag or maximum fee for a majority of facilities. has been used as the ceiling which mayrpplications and licenses where the fees
Ceilings have been established for the be assessed during any one-year periodcre computed on an individual basis review of Part 50 power reactor per site.using the professional staff hours and applications (cr license amendments Ceilings have been retained forthe professional staff rates crotained in and other approvals.The March 1978 review of applications for preliminaryi 170.20 and contractual services costs rule separated applications for license and final standardized reference designcxpended for the case.The ceilings amendments and other approvals into approvals filed by vendors andrepresent, in most instances, the top of six classes based on the complexity of architect. engineers for restfor facilities.the cost ranges shown in the proposed the review. in developing a ceiling for No preliminary design app ovals (PDAs)rule for the various fee categories. this final rule, the Commission or final design approvals (FDAs) wereFor power reactor operating licenses,

McGuire 1 review costs were used as
examined approximately 200 completed issued in FY 1981 and the only approval
power reactor amendment actions and issued in recent years was the FDA forthe ceiling for the operating license fee applied the FY 1981 professional rates CESSAR 11 issued July 27,1983, tosince it was the only full or 100% power (l170.20) to the professional hours General Electric.The review of GESSARoperating license issued in FY 1981 for a
expended for each of these reviews.The 11 required 15,176 professional staff.

* no
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hours and $468.493 in contractual significance and threat to the public license applications would be in this

services costs. Since GESSAR 11 is the health and safety. Fees for non. routine grouping. For reactor construction

only recent standardized reference inspections where no ceilings are shown permits and operating licenses. and for
design approval completed,it was used in the rule will be based on full costs. some major fuel cycle materials

as the base to establish a ceiling for Ceilings have been retained for licenses. an initial application fee is

review of standardized reference review of applications for renewal and charged with the balance of the fee to be

designs filed by vendors or architect. amendment of special nuclear material paid in installments on a full cost basis

engioeers. The ceiling is approximately license categories 170.311 A,1B,1D,1E. as the work progresses until the full fee

$1.4 million and was computed by using 1F and 1G. Fees for new special nuclear is reached. In such cases the hourly

the professional staff-hours expended material licenses in categories 170.31 rates established by this final rule will

for the review multiplied by the staff 1 A-1G,1111 and 11 w'll be based on full apply only to work that takes place on

rates in i 170.20 and the costs of
cost without ceilingt because the NRC or after the effective date of the final

contractual services.The NRC has no
has no recent data o use in developing rule.'The hourly rates used for the 1978

recent data to use in developing ceilings ceilings and no new applications are rule (43 FR 7210) will be applied to work

for amendments and renewals of
anticipated for these categories. Ceilings completed prior to the effective date of
are retained for source material license the final rule. Billing and payment will

preliminary and final design approvals.
categories 170.312A and 2B for new be for work in progress, and again no

Ceilings have been retained on fees licenses, amendments and renewals and element of retroactivity is present.
for routine inspection of nuclear power for categories 170.312C and 2D for For construction permit and operating
reactor facilities (Category 170.21A): license renewal and amendment only. license applications filed before thetest, research and critical facilities Ceilings are retained for waste disposal d date of this final rule, there is **
(170.21C) and all categories of materials license category 4A for new licenses, no change in the Commission's positionlicenses except special nuclear material renewal and amendment. Ceilings have respecting the applicability of the feelicense categories 170.321E,1F and 11: been retamed for transpenation scnedule. Just as with the fee schedulesource material license category 170.32 certificates of compliance categories published February 21,1978 (43 FR2E: and waste disposal license category 170.3110A-10E. These ceilings are 7210), the Commission's position is that
170.32 4A. The November 22,1982 notice based on revised estimates of review the fee due is that fee in the scheduleof proposed rulemaking would have

pffort provided by the licensing staff. In legally in effect in the codifiedeliminated ceilings on inspection fees instances where the licensing staff regulations at the time the full feefor all Part 50 licenses, fuel cycle
estimates exc,eed the top of the cost becomes payable.This position waslicenses, licenses authonzing receipt range shown m Table to of the expressly stated in the Statement of

and burial of radioactive waste and November 22.1982 notice, the Considerations to the 1978 rtile. See 43
licenses authorizing contingency storage Commis has decided the u p FR 7210,7215. In approving in t,otal the
oflow-level radioactive waste at

8 1978 fee rule, the court in Mississippi
.

nuclear power reactor sites. reta ne Power anMgh US. Nuclear
The revised ceiling on fees for routine e ce 1 ngs set for iin this final rule N G "I"## # # * *I88I#"'8" F #*mspections of an operating nuclear represent the maximum an applicant or accepted and ratified this position.The

,

power reactor is $300.000, and is based licensee will pay for NRC services; but Commission s position was also ratified,

on actual FY 1981 inspection experience * in no event will the. fee assessed exceed in New England Power v. US. Nuclear
This ceiling is a combmed maximum the cost of reviewing an application or Regulatory Commission. 683 F. 2d 12
that may be charged for routine safety conducting an inspection. (1st Cir.1982), where the court allowed a
and safeguards inspections commenced
on or after the effective date of this rule Retroactive Application of Fees new rule charging a fee for withdrawn

and represents the maximum amount Comments regarding " retroactive" applications to be applied to
applications withdrawn after the

that may be charged for each licensed application of fees were directed effective date of the rule (although not
reactor unit during a one-year period. primarily to the question of applying full before), regardless of when the
No ceilings have been developed for cost recovery to applications already on application was filed. In this case, it was
special nuclear material license file and being processed at the time this clear that while no fee was chargeable
categories 170.321E.1F and 11: source rule change would become effective. until the new rule was effective, this fee
material license category 170.32 2E: and Since the final rule would now retain would be chargeable to all applications
wi.ste disposal license category 170.32 ceilings for most major licenses, and the withdrawn after its effective date. Thus,
4A because of the limited inspection hourly rates established by this rule will for both license fees and fees for
activity and inspection cost datahm * apply only to work that occurs after the withdrawn applications. the controllingthese licenses. NRC records show only effective date of the final rule, this

cases establish that the fee to befour category 1E licenses.two IF particular aspect of the question of charged is the fee in the rule in effect atlicenses, sesen 11 licenses, seven 2E " retroactive" application of the
the time the license is issued or thelicenses and two 4 A licenset amendments is no longer germane.

There are no ceilings in the final rule Huwever, the Commission believes that application withdrawn.The right of the
Government to collect the full fee andfor non-routine or reactive inspections. the charge of " retroactive" application

except for small materials license of the rule, implied by the commenters the obligation of the applicant to pay are

programs in fee categories 170.321).1K. to be illegal, should be addressed in fir. ally fixed at that time, and not before.

2D,2F,2G,3A-P and 4B through 8A. detail. The concept ofimpermissible

Ceilings were not established for these The Commission failr, to see an retroactivity epplies only to those cases

licenses because the level of inspection impermissible retroactive application of where a new 'aw or rule is applied to

effort required to deal with incidents, or the rule. For full license fees that are transactions completed in the past, prior

allegations, or required for followup on payable in advance on filing of an to the new rule where the rights and

program deficiencies or implementation application. the fees are for future obligations of the parties already have

of specified safety requirements is review and there is no retroactive been fixed. See Sluges v. Carter,114

determined on the basis of the safety application involved: most materials U.S. 511. 519 (1884); Reynolds v. United

* for

** effective

- - - __ ______ _ ___ _____ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _______
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States. 292 U.S. 443 (1934). It is clear previously allowed under DOE staff to a prescribed requirement provved
from the action of the courts in both practices. These cases are consistent equivalent safety protection. Because
AfississippiPower andLight v. U.S. with New England Power Co. v. U.S. the cnemption feature oi that rule was
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, supra. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, supru. intended to be at the option of theend New EnglandPower Co. v. U.S. where the court disallowed retroactive licensee (i.e., the licensee could either
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, supm. application of the new rule to comply with the nile as written or
that applicants have no antecedent right applications withdrawn before its request an exemption that served,
in any given fee (or absence of a fee) effective date; that is, the Commission among other things, to allow more time
that was not finally due and levied on could not change antecedent financial for compliance). a licensee applying for
the applicant before the effective date of rights in fully completed transactions. an exemption did so for its own benefit.
a rule enlarging a fee or imposing a new The Commission's position is that The review of the exemption request
fee. observations with respect to the and the issuance of an approvalis a

Commenters, however, cited a few asserted retroactive application of the service to the applicant that can be
cases to suppo;t their characterization new schedule to majorlicenses would legitimately charged for when covered
cf the Commission's proposed rule alsg apply to increasing the ceiling for by the rule. It is the view of the
revision as impermissibly " retroactive." topical reports were the Commission to Commission that the case is not

,

Among those cases cited, Securities and do so, however,in view of the fact that persuasive on the point of not charging
Exchange Commission v. Chenery Corp.. the Commission has not changed the for requested exemptions from
332 U.S. (1947), in upholding an alleged ceiling for topical reports there is no regulatfuns.
** retroactive" administrative order of the need to further address the question. In issuing its 1978 rule, the
SEC, appears to support the The action would not be retroactive
Commission's position more than because, under the Commission's rules Commission exempted from fees certain

commenters* position. Two other cases as ratified by the courts, an applicant applications for Commission approvals <

cited by commenters, N.LR.B. v. has no established antecedent right in that had never been subject to fees and )
Afo/estic Weaving Co.. eWF. 2d 854 * the full amount of a fee until there is a

which were filed prior to the effective
de of the ru!e.This wa; done on the

(2nd Cir.1966), and Retail Wholesale fixed obligation to pay the full amount.
grounds of fairness and equity because

and Department Stom v. N.LR.B., 466 F. Fees for Requests for Exemptions or some applicants had already received
2d 380 (D.C. Cir.1972), are concerned Extensions approvals on a fee-free basis, while
with a very specialized national labor
trw case of applying a newly announced Some reactor licemees expressed thers in the same class had not and, j
rule of decision in en adjudication t concern with the proposal to charge fees were it n t for the Commission s j

cther adjudications in which the for requests for exemption or extensions discretionary exemption, would have .

conduct of the parties predated the new of time to comply with Commission been subject to payment of a fee (See 43

rule and which relied upon a prior rule regulations. The rule published for FR 7210 February 21,1978).

cf decision. As the discussion in Retail comment proposed to change the rule on The final rule will allow the,

indicates, even in these cases the fees for requests for exemptions and Commission to exercise its discretion in

answer to the question of permissible or extensiona of time in two areas. First, the same manner with respect to those
,

the Commission's discretion to waive exemption requests not previously
impermissible retroactive application

fees in certain instances would no .ubject to fees which were filed with the
seems to lie in the discretion of the longer be explicitly stated as done in Commission prior to the effective date of
court. See also, H. and F. Binch Co.
Plant ofNaine Laces, etc. v. N.LR.B footnote 2 to 10 CFR 170.22, and this amendment to 10 CFR Part 170. This

applicants and licensees should not w uld primarily include exemption4

456 F. 2d 357 (2nd Cir.1972). depend upon an automatic exercise of requests filed under the fire protection
One commenter also took issue, on Commission discretion in waiving fees. rule (10 CFR 50.48) and under 10 CFR

the basis of retroactive application af This is reflected in the revised wording 30.11, 40.14. 50.12. 70.14, and 73.5.
the fee schedule, with the removal of the of footnote 1 to the new 10 CFR 170.21. Request for exemptions filed after the
c;iling for review of topical reports Discretionary exemption authority still effective date of this amendment will be
submitted for review prior to the exists, however,in the unchanged to subjet.: to fees.
effective date of these amendments. CFR 170.11(b)(1). This change is hfanagement OversightTwo cases cited by this commenter. primarily one of procedure, not

,

Saint Fmncis hfemariolllospital v. substance. Further, amendments There were several comments that
Weinberger,413 F. Supp. 323 (N.D. Cal. resulting directly from orders issued without ceilings on fees NRC
1976) and Phi //ips Petroleum Ca. v. pursuant to 10 CFR 2.204 still remain management may not exerciae adequate
Department of Encryy, 449 F. Supp. 700 exempt from fees. control os er the review and inspection
(D. Del.1978), both illustrate an Second, the proposed change would process to control costs and there would
application of the general principle that add exemptions from regulations to the be little or no incentive to conclude
e rule cannot be applied retroactively to list of Commission actions on licerse reviews and inspections quickly
cstablished antecedent rights in applications subject to fees, an area not and use resources efficiently. It was
completed transactions. In the first case, covered in the 1978 rule. In opposing this suggested that there may be excessive
cn improperly issued rule was applied change, a few commenters cited use of contractor services in licensing
retroactively by the agency to deny a Connecticut Light and Power Co. v. and inspection.
h:spitalits medicaid reimbursement for NRC. 073 F. 2d 525 (D.C. Cir.19a2) in The NRC's principal concern under
construction interest which it had paid support of their contention that fees the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
cnd expensed rather than capitalized as should not be charged for exc nptions amended. is public health and safety.
required by the improper rule. In the from regulations. In this case the court, While the Commission is commit'ed to
second case, a rule was applied in upholding the NRC rule, stressed that the expeditious review of each

. retroactively by the Department of the rule contained built.in flexibility in application and uses all reasonable
Energy to deny to an oil refiner passed an exemption procedure under which means of keeping ccsts as low as
through, nonproduct cost increases licensees could show that an alternatise feasible. its responsibility for health er.id

,

h
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safety and environmental protection it was suggested by the uranium notice does not state the basis for the
cannot be compromised.The milling industry that the NRC should change in Commission policy.
Commission's licensing and inspection eliminate or greatly reduce the use of Commenters also imply that it is !cgally

budgets are based on the need to meet outside technical consultants and use its inappropriate to charge a fee for non-
the agency's statutory responsibilities. staff with adequate management routine inspections.

.
The Commission exercises management controls to review applications. Regarding the first point, the

~ controls to provide that its regulatory Representatives also cited instances Commission has stated two reasons for
responsibilities are efficiently and where they felt the NRC disregarded the deciding to charge for non-routine
effectively discharged. input of consultants. inspections. Both non-routine

To ensure that applications are in reviewing applications, the agency inspections and routine inspections deal

processed in a timely and cost-effective uses existing staff where possible. with the same fundamental issues of
- manner, each NRC Office in the However. it is sometimes difficult to find safety, health physics, safeguards and

licensing process develops and works in and retain qualified experts in all the physical security of special nuclear
accordance with an approved operating various disciplines necassary to perform materials, and protection of the

plan. Upen receipt of applications, licensing reviews. Also, licensing work environment. Since 1978, providing this
schedules are established and resources is sufficiently varied so that it is not service of non-routine inspections has

r allocated for each review based on the always possible to justify having certain become a significant effort for the NRC

i amount of time and professional staff types of full-time experts on the staff to nspection staff. For these reasons. the
do the occasional reviews demanding Commission is changing its policy oneffort determined necessary to complete

the particular type of application or their expertise. Consequently, outside non-routine inspections and accordingly
techmcal consultants are used as finds it appropriate to recover the costsP activity. Since the total assigned needed. Thus, the employment of<lirect of these services.workload must be completed with
staffis not always more cost effective. As to the second point. it is clear thathmited resources, management is

continuously challenged and, indeed. As to disregarding the advice of even where a service provides a public
consultants, the situation noted by the benefit, if it also provides a specialevaluated on its ability to balance c mmenter resulted from expenence benefit to the recipient of the service.r workload and assigned resources in the and knowledge gained by NRC between fees may be charged. No allocation ofi most efficient and effective manner. the time that a draft Environmental benefits is necessary. See: ElectronicsL Similarly, management is eyected to impact Statement (EIS) had been Industries Assoc. v. F.C.C. 544 F. 2d

- adhere to established review schedules prepared using consultant input and the 1109 (D.C. Cir.1976).T and changes are approved only with issuance of the final EIS. Operational In non-routine inspections theI suitable justification.The staff's difficulties at the first commercial scale beneficiary is clearly identified and the2 performance in meeting schedules is mining operation required the staff to specific benefit falls within themonitored continuously and critically by c nsider the site-specific hydrological Commission's judicially approved fee
,

-
NRC staff management, the charactenstics m more detail; m effect.

guidelines. The non-routine inspection isCommission. Congressional oversight the work performed earlier by NRC a service necessary to assist a recipientF committees and by the applicants and consultants was overtaken by events. in complying with statutory obligationsi licensees. To better manage contractual efforts, or obligations under the Commission'se Commenters suggested that there are a ec m a AssMance Wogram
f factors which affect the cost of reviews regulations as in routine inspections.

" No fees will be assessed forg and inspections that do not increase d as an o ers ght ncti n w ch
value to the recipient of the service: includes cost and schedule control. The

investigations conducted by the NRC

,

such factors as meetings attended by Program hianager it, responsible for the Office of Investigations.These;

- . - staff and reassignment of person,nel to review and approval of all contract investigations are outside the definition
- other projects were most often cited, costs that are to be included in any of inrpections. In addition, non-routine

Management exercises control to ensure license fee. In the case of very large inspections that result from third party
p_

that only taose staff members who have contracts. the NRC uses a full-time allegations will not be subject to feesp
a need.tohow or something to dedicated Technical Assistance Program and in computing an inspection fee the-

contribute participate in meetings. In hianager Crcup to manage, review, and hours of the Enforcement Staff. Office ofa

{ certam mstances, reviews may be oversee these contract operations. Inspection and Enforcement, involved in
delayed because project personnel are the processin8 and issuance of a notice;

C assigned to a higher priority task. This Charges for Non Routine Inspections of violation or civil penalty would be

g may occur for a variety of reasons. Several commenters expressed excluded.
- including applicant / licensee late concern about the proposal to charge for hiedical Program Fees

responses to NRC requests for non-routine (i.e., unscheduled)
_

additional information. In any event, the inspections. The commenters correctly The largest block of comments camer
E agency must maintain flexibility in order pointed out that the Commission stated from physicians, hospitals or their

to balance staff resources and workload in earlier notices that for policy reason- representatives.The maiority of these=-

= efficiently and effectively. It chose not to charge fees for non- comments expressed the opinion that
' The suff routinely prepares and routine inspections. For example, in the the proposed increase is excessive andb
f maintains updated workload forecasts Federal Register notice of the current will adversely affect patients' medical

J and resource allocation plans to enable rule, the Commision stated that non- costs. It was also mentioned that the
management to make early routine inspections would be excluded Government has cut medicare and=

g determinations as to the potential need from fees based upon Commission medicaid payments. The currently

for outside contract assistance. In most policy (43 FR 7210. 7213. February 21 effective schedule of fees was based on
'- instances, where outside assistance is 1978). and that non-routine inspections fiscal year 1977 costs and the fee for ae

E required. the agency will utilize the are " considered to be an independent medical program (except teletherapy)
service of experienced laboratories or public benefit" (42 FR 22149, 22161. May was set at $190 for a new license; $150

y-
commercial contractors. 21.1977). The commenters note that the for a license renewal; and $40 for an"-
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amendment. Because licenses are issued preparation of the EIS. NRC costs for at the request of the vendor or architect-
for five-year periods. the aserage cost preparation of the EIS are comparable to engineer.
for a new license amounted to less than those of the Corps of Engineers. GSA. One person commented that the costs
$40 per year. In the revised schedule, the EPA and FIIA l'ased on an August B of Part 55 reactor operator examinationscharge for a new license would be $580.

19n GAO report to the U.S. Senate with should not be charged to the facilityor a little more than $100 per year for all figures updated to cover inflation. ticensee since it is the reactor operatormedicallicenses except for a new
license fee category, the broad scope Another factor that has a significant who receives the special benefit of the

research and development license impact on licensing costs is the quality Part 55 license. Part 50 requires that *

issued to some major medical of the information and completeness of applicants for reactor operating licenses

institutions. The license fee for the
the application. In fact. there is a direct have qualified reactor operators when

broad scope license is $1.200 for five relationship between costs of review the licenses are issued and subsequently
years. or an average of $240 per year. If and the completeness and quality of an to have approved requalification
the full cost cilicense fees was passed appl cation, and this is under the control programs. The NRC must approve the
on to patients. it would result in a of the applicant. licensee's initial program for qualifying
relatively minor increase in cost per Se ac m e s su sted t at a d it
E* ~

q a f cat replacement programs. *

Other Comments and licensees be billed for licensing Accordingly, it is the utility which
. -

services on a more frequent basis than applies for certification and
There were comments that the NRC at six month intervals, e.g., on a monthly consequently is the beneficiary of the

could reduce costs of licensing uranium or quarterly basis, or alternatis ely to Part 55 licensing action. '

milling activities by eliminating the continue the present procedure of billing Several persons commented that fees
requirement for the full National when the license or permit is issued. No should be eliminated for amendments
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) one billing frequency is satisfactory to issued for the convenience of the
environmentailmpact statement (EIS) all applicants and licensees. Commission and where amendments are
for each application through the use of Consequently, the billing procedures in submitted solely to comply with changes
generic environmental statements this final rule are the same as the in Commission rules and regulations.
supported by experience the NRC has procedures described in the proposed l'ees are not imposed for amendments $'gained to date through the licensing and rule. Applicants will be billed for resiew issued solely for the convenience of the
inspection of uranium mining and licensing costs at six. month Commission and for which there is no
operations. The NEPA reviews being intervals as the review progresses or request or application.
questioned generally fit into three types: when review of the application is On the other hand, applicationsfirst, new uranium mills: second. completed, whichever is earlier, for submitted as a result of Commission -

=

rene? val of uranium mill licenses: and those applications where fees are based rules, regulations, or requests for licensethird, in-situ solution mimng operations. on funcosts. Licensees will be billed at amendments that are necessary toFor the first type.10 CFR Part 51 of the the end of each calendar quarter for protect the public health and safety andCommission's regulations requires that completed inspections where fees are environment are subject to fees. - -an EIS be prepared. The Commission
based on full costs.

beheves these rules are consistent with One person said that licensees should
NEPA and the regu4tions of the Counu.l It was suggested that e!!mination of not be penalized by fees for recuesting
on Environmental Quality. As for the the present Commission policy whereby an amendment which would exempt
second type review, the issue may be payment of standard reference design them or provide relief from a general
moot. Before the issuance of the Genen. (ngelear steam supply system or balance Commission rule that may not bec of plant) review cost are deferred until applicable to a particular type of'"

iun i ES R ad the design is referenced in a utility , facility. If a rule is not applicable to a ;

committed itself to doing an EIS at the application may serve as a disincentive particular type of facility there is no
time of the license renewal for existing ! standardization of the nuclear need to request relief from it. If a request
mills and to continue this practice until industry. Pnor to March 1978. the NRC for clarification of the rule's
the issuance of the GEIS. When the recovered none of these costs.The 1978 applicability is presented such a request
GEIS was issued essentially all mills rule contained a deferred payment plan for clarification would not require a fee.
had been evaluated and EIS's issued. It where the fee would be collected as the It was suggested that fees for small
has been NRC policy to perform an design is referenced in an app!! cation materials licensed programs should be
environmental assessment at the tirr.e of filed by a utility.The fee would be paid based on full cost so that applicants
license renewal to determine whether a in fise installments as the first five units filing well. prepared and complete
full EIS should be prepared for the were referenced. Since 1978, the applications would pay only their full
renewal. Absent any significant Commission has recovered none of its costs. In the final rule the Commission

,

changes, a negative declaratmn is the costs incurred in review of preliminary has elected to continue to set fees for
usual result. As for the third t>pe of and final designs except for application these licenses by dividing them into
application. in. situ mining operations, fees.The staff expects that the final several fee categories based on the type
the matter is currently being considered design approval for CESSAR-80 will be of material, use, complexity of the
by the Cor.unission's legal staff to issued within the next several weeks, review, and licensing experience. The
determine if there is any mandatory and at that time the Commission will alternative of imposing full cost for eachrequirement for an EIS. recover a portion of its review rosts. review and inspection would impose a

One person commented as to why the Under the Independent Offices significant administrative burden and
proposed fee range for review of an Appropriation Act of 1952, the expense upon the NRC since more than =

application for an in-situ mining Commission has the responsibility to 8.000 individual fee determinationsoperation is higher than the applicant's recover its costs of providing special would be required each year. The fee
..

cost to prepare the application. A large benefits to identifiable recipients and in assessed for each category of small Part
part of NRC review costs are incurred in this instance, the sersices are rendered 30,40 and 70 programs would continue

* The following sentence was omitted: An individual operator cannot be licensed
apart from a facility.

. .
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t to be based on the average cost of and Enforcement. In the processing and Fee Collection
providing the service to the recipients. issuance of a notice of violation or civd The NRC billing procedure is revised

Several commentsrs suggested that penalty would be excluded. so that applicants pay review and
apphcants/ licensees be provided with 4. In i 170.21, fee Category B, licensing costs (professional staff hours
advance estimates of costs for specific " Standard Reference Design Ibview " and contractual) as the review
applications. It ,is neither feasible nor has been revised to add the terms progresses for those applications where
practical to anticipate in advance the " Preliminary" and " Final" for clarity. fees are determined based on the full
nature and extent of any problems Category D in this section has been costs exIended for the review. In certainwhich may develop during the review of revised to be applicable only to " ' " * **"" * I"a complex application. Similarly, it is "hianufacturing License ** applicants and ceiling."Under the revised procedure,
not possible to predict the licensees since Category A covers those charges will be assessed against all
responsiveness of an applicants / utility applicants referencing the design. applicable applications currently on filelicensee to a request for information. In

5. Footnote 2 to ) 170.21 has been with the Commission for permits,most instances, however, ceilings have
revised to state how the fu will be I censes, approvals, or special projects.been established for licensing actions determ,med where an application may except applications for renewals,and routine inspections based on c ver a one-step licecsing process for amendments, and other required

historical data. In those cases where it is
not practical to develop ceilings due to power reactors, e.g., a combmed review approvals for which fees have already

limited experience, e n estimate of costs i the construction permit and operatmg been paid in accordance with the March
'

hcense. 23,1978 fee schedule and complete and
could be made available based on a
preliminary review of the application. 6. Section 170.41, " Failure by applicant acceptable special project applications

Several commenters expressei the or licensee to pay prescribed fees," has filed prior to March 23,1978.
idea that applicants' licensees should be been revised to incorporate other Accordingly, for those applications

able to audit NRC costs. Staff hours Commission regulations that are currently on file for which fees are
used in the review of an application / pertinent to this part. determined based on full review costs,

request are recorded against a docket or 7. The scope of Part 170 has been the professional staff hours expended
other control number assigned to the broadened by adding a new I 170.2(n) for the review of the application up to
request. Likewise, inspection effort that will apply to the requirements of to the effective date of the revised rule will
including preparation time. time on site. CFR Part 61. be determined and the billing for that
and documentation time are charged to 8. Section 170.3 has been revised as time period will be based on the
an inspection report and recorded. Thus, follows: professional staff rates established for

the March 23.1978 fee schedule. On orwhere fees are to be based on full cost.
reprocessing tacilities, " fuel(s) To delete the term after the effective date of this final rule.staff time will be reviewed on a case-by- and the

case basis. Any contractual costs will language , amendment or renewal of
the professional rates shown in i 170.20
will be used. For those applicationsalso be charged against a docket or standardized reference design currently on file the first itemizedcontrol number. Therefore. a detailed

statement of costs can be provided to an approvals since these items are billing for NRC services based on full
applicant / licensee upon request. Where covered,in i 170.21.The term 'special costs will be made when this final rule
questions arise on a particular fee, the projects is further defined and becomes effective and continue every
NRC is prepared to review the disputed additional examples given. b du d
charge with the applicant or licensee (t) To eliminate investigations progresses or when review of the
representative. conducted by the NRC Office of application is comp!cted, whichever is

Since 1978, the NRC has used investigations. earlier. For applications filed on or after
professional staff hours and contractual (v) Revised to emphasize that Part 55 the effective date of this final rule,
services costs data to bill construction reviews include such things as itemized billings for NRC services based
permit, operating license and other preparation, review, and grading of on full costs will be made at six. month
major fuel cycle applicants for licensing examinations and tests. Intervals for all costs accumulated on
services. This final rule will also require 9. In i 170.31. fee Category 9. " Device. cach application.The revised billing

.

full cost recovery for inspection of these Product or Sealed Source Safety procedure will enable the applicant to
licensees,and for license amendments Evaluation." has been expanded to add pay for work as it progresses. Under this
for facilities up to a specified ceilma or two fee categories for the review of rule, all applications that are to be
maximum limit. devices or scaled sources. The assessed fees on a full cost basis are to
Summary of Changes incorporated in categories cover devices and sealed be accompanied by the application fee
Final Rule sources not intended for commercial ,pe,:ified in this part. In no event will

distribution. the fee assessed exceed the full costs of1. !n most instances, except for non- 10. Several fee categories were re- resiewing an application. and in no
routine inspections where fees are

established in il 170.31 and 170.32 to circumstance will the applicant pay less
based on professional staff hours and maintain a ceiling or maximum fee as a -thMhe application fee specified in this *
contractual services costs expended for

result of c mments received. rule. Fees for applications not subject to
the review, a ceiling or maximum has
been established for each fee categorv. 11. In most cases, ceilings or full-cost charges will remain payable at

2. Investigations conducted by the ' maximum fees and billing frequencies the time the applications are filed whh

Office of Investigations will not be has e been re-established for the the Commission.

subject to fees. %pection fee schedule in i 170.32. For those inspection fees that are to

3. Non-routine inspections that result 12. A r'ew I 170.51. "Right to review be based on full cost (professional staff

from third-party allegations will not be and appeal of the Prescribed Fees" has hours and < antractual). the Corr. mission
subject to fees. In computing an been added to address concern about will bill e ch licensee at the end of each
inspection fee the time involved by the appeal rights relating to the assessment calendar quarter for completed
I'.nforcement staff. Office of Inspection of fees. inspections that were initiated on or

* than

- -
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r.fter the effective date of this final rule. rule document to each ofits more than fees should be based on full costs rather
inspection fees based on the average 9.000 licensees. than an average cost established for
cost method of computation will The Commission received 129 whole licensing categories.None of
continue to be due upon notification by comments on the proposed rule, these licensees, when contacted,
the Commission. representing less than two percent of all indicated that this revised fee rule

Licensees currently billed once a year NRC licensees. Of the 129 comments, wouM have serious economic
for inspections (Part 50 power reactor only one mentioned the Regulatory implications for their businesses.
licensees, other production and Flexibility issue directly, recommending Based upon the number of comments
utilization facility licensees. and that NRC tier its license fees to charge received on the proposed rule, analysis
possession-only licensees) will be billed smaller licensees reduced fees for of the comments, and the additional
under this final rule on a pro rraed basis licensing actions. Information obtained from small
for any partial year elapsed (less than A total of15 comments are believed to entities, the Commission finds, and
365 days) since they were last billed have come from small entitles based hereby certifies, that this rule will not
under the 1978 rule.That is,if 20 days upon a review of information contained have signifcant economic impact upon a
have elapsed from the last billing period in their comments. Six of these arbstantial number of small entities.
to the effective date of this final rule, the comments were from small hospitals, six Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
licensee would be billed 20/365 of the from small radiology firms, one from a 1954, as amended, the Energy
total fee as prescribed in the 1978 rule, small uranium milling company, and two Reorganization Act of1974, and
Thereafter, those licensees will be billed from other small materials licensees. Sections 552 and 553 of Title 5 of the
quarterly based on the rates shown in 10 Each of the small hospitals, small United States Code, the following
CFR 17u0 for inspections initiated on radiology firms and two of the amendments to Title 10, Chapter 1. Code
or after the effective date of this final remaining small entities which of Federal Regulations, Part 170 are
rule.These pro-rated bilhngs will be commented were subsequently published as a document subject to
made when this final rule becomes contacted by the Commission staff in an codification.
effective. For those licensees who hold effort to obtain further information
licenses that are billed on a per- concerning the economic impact of the List of Subjects in to CFR Part 170
inspection basis (small materials revised, fee rule on their operation. Byproduct material. Nuclear
programs) if the inspection is started The hcense application fee would materials, Nuclear power plants and
before the effective date of this final represent an increate of approxidiately reactors, Penalty. Source material,
rule, the licensee will be billed in $500-51000 for each of the small Specia1 nuc1 ear matedat,
accordance with the fees established in hospitals (defined as a hosstal with
the 1978 rule. fewer than 150 beds by the Small PART iTO--FEES FOR FACILITIES

All revenues collected in fees by the Business Administration regulations,13 AND MATERIALS LICENSES AND
NRC for providing licensing and CFR 121.3-10(d)(5)). When apportioned OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES
inspection services to applicants and over the five-year life of the license, this UNDER THE ATOMIC ENERGY ACT OF
licensees have been and will continue to increase would result in an annual 1954, AS AMENDED

l'be deposited into the U.S. Treasury as increase of $200 or as estimated by one
miscellaneous receipts, and not used as hospital administrator; by about fifty 1. The authority citation for Part 170 is ;

en offset to the NRC appropriation. cents for each procedure conducted by revised to read as follows: i

the nuclear medicine department. Most Authority: 31 U.S.C. 970t. 96 Stat.1051: sec.Paperwork Reduction Act Statement hospitals do not, however, have broad 301. Pub. I. 92-314. 8a Stat. 222 (42 U.S.C.The final rule conta, s no information medicallicenses and the annual 22mwl: sec. 201, as stat.1242, as amendedm
collection requirements and therefore is increase in application fees would be (42 U.S.C. 58411 |

~

not subject to the requirements of the about $80. Other fees for license 2. Section 170.2 is revised to read asPaperwork Reduction Act of1980 (44 amendments and inspections, while not
f 11 ws:U.S. 3501 et seq.). assessed on an annual basis, would

occur as needed for amendments and 5 170.2 Scope.Regulatory Flexibility Certification

she
Except for persons who apply for orIn the notice of proposed rulemakinA un io hic generally hold the permits,licer ses, or approvalspublished on November 22.1982 (47 FR conducted every one or two years, exempted in i 170.11 the regulations in52454), the Commission determined in would be $280. % M a@ M a mm & Wits Regulatory Flexibility Certification The license fee revision for the small

that, based upon the available radiologist groups, most of which are (a) An applicant for or holder of a
information, this rule was not expected associated with hospitals, are almost specific byproduct materiallicense

,

to hava a significant economic impact identical to those for the small hospitals. Issued pursuant to Parts 30 and 32 1

upon a substantial number of small The three remaining comments from through 35 of this chapter: |

entities as defined by the Small Business various small materials licensees raised (b) An applicant for or holder of a
Act or the Small Business a number of concerns not specifically specific source materiallicense issued ,

Administration regulations issued related to the regulatory flexibility issue pursuant to Part 40 of this chapter:
'

pursuant to the Act (13 CFR Part 121). posed by the Commission in its (c) An applicant for or holder of a |
The Commission did, however, invite Certification Statement. A small specific special nucler.r material license
any licensee who - - ' ' 'tself to be a uranium mine company commented on issued pursuant to Part 70 of tids*

small entity to provide additional the lack of a specific upper limit on chapter
information by responing to four licensing fees which will be assessed on (d) An applicant for or holder of

i

general questions on how the regulation a full-cost basis for in. situ mining specific approval of spent fuel casks and
could be modified to take into account licenses. On the other hand, a small shipping containers issued pursuant to
the differing needs of small entities. In company with a gauging license and Part 71 of this chapter:
keeping with its normal practice, the another with an irradiator license (e) An applicant for or holder of a
Commission also mailed the proposed commented that their license application specific license to possess power reactor

1

* considered I

i

|
i
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after the effective date of this final rule. rule document to each ofits more than fees should be based on full costs rather
Inspection fees based on the average 9.000 licensees, than an average cost established for
cost method of computation will The Commission received 129 whole licensing categories. None of
continue to be due upon notification by comments on the proposed rule, these licensees, when contacted.
the Commission. representing less than two percent of all indicated that this revised fee rule

1.icensees currently billed once a year NRC licensees. Of the 129 comments, would have serious economic
for inspections (Part 50 power reactor only one mqntioned the Regulatory implications for their businesses.
licensees, other production and Flexibility issue directly, recommending Based upon the number of comments
utilization facility licensees, and that NRC tier its license fees to charge received on the proposed rule, analysis
possession-only licensees) will be billed smaller licensees reduced fees for of the comments, and the additional
under this final rule on a pro. rated basis licensing actions. information obtained from small
for any partial year elapsed (less than A total of 15 comments are believed to entities, the Commission finds, and
365 days) since they were last billed have come from small entities based hereby certifies, that this rule will not
under the 1978 rule.That is,if 20 days upon a review of information contained have signifcant economic impact upon a
have elapsed from the last billing period in their comments.Six of these sebstantial number of small entities,
to the effective date of this final rule, the comments were from small hospitals, six Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
licensee would be billed 20/365 of the from small radiology firms, one fro.n a 1954, as amended, the Energy
total fee as prescribed in the 1978 rule. small uranium milling company, and two Reorganization Act of1974, and
Thereafter, those licensees will be billed from other small materials licensees. Sections 552 and 553 of Title 5 of the
quarterly based on the rates shown in to Each of the small hospitals, small United States Code, the following
CFR 170.20 for inspections initiated on radiology firms and two of the amendments to Title to, Chapter 1, Code
or after the effective date of this final remaining smallentities which of FederalRegulations,Part170 are
rule. These pro-rated bilhngs will be commented were subsequently published as a document subject to
made when this final rule becomes contacted by the Commission staff in an codification'
effective. For those licensees who hold effort to obtain further information
licenses that are billed on a per- concerning the economic impact of the List of Subjects in 10 CFR Part 170
inspection basis (small materials revised fee rule on their operation. Byproduct material. Nuclear
programs)if the inspection is started The license application fee would materials, Nuclear power plants and
before the effective,date of this final represent an increase of approxidiately reactors, Penalty, Source material,rule, the licensee will be billed in $500-81000 for each of the small 3pecg,g nuciear materiag.
accordance with the fees established in hospitals (defined as a hospital with
the 1978 rule. fewer than 150 beds by the Small PART 170-FEES FOR FACILITIES

All revenues cellected in fees by the Business Administration regulations,13 AND MATERIALS LICENSES AND 1

NRC for providing licensing and CFR 121.3-10(d)(5)). When apportioned OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES
inspection services to applicants and over the five-year life of the license, this UNDER THE ATOMIC ENETIGY ACT OF
licensees have been and will continue to increase would result in an annual 1954, AS AMENDED '

be depcsited into the U.S. Treasury as increase of $200 or as estimated by one
miscellaneous receipts, and not used as hospital administrator; by about fifty 1. The authority citation for Part 170 is
an offset to the NRC appropriation. cents for each procedure conducted by revised to read as follows:

the nuclear medicine department. Most Authority: 31 U.S.C. 9701. 96 Stat.1051: sec.Paperwork Reduction Act Statement hospitals do not, however, have broad 301, Pub. L 92-314,86 Stat. 222 (42 U.S.C.
The final rule contains no information medicallicenses and the annual 2201wl: sec. 201, sa Stat.1242, as amended

,

collection requirements and therefore is increase in application fees would be (42 U.S.C. 5841).
I

'
not subject to the requirements of the about 580. Other fees for license 2. Section 170.2 is revised to read as |Paperwork Reduction Act of1980(44 amendments and irspections, while not

f 11 ws:If.S. 3501 et seq.). assessed on an annual brasis, would
occur as needed for amendments and i 170.2 Scope.Regulatory Flexibility Certification

Except for persons who apply for or |In the notice of proposed rulemaking rou$in s e io whc generally hold the permits, licenses, or approvalspublished on November 22,1982 (47 FR conducted every one or two years, **empted in i 170.11. the regulations in52454), the Commission determined in would be $280. this part apply to a person who is-.

its Regulatory Flexibility Certification The license fee revision for the small
that, based upon the available radiologist groups, most of which are (a) An applicant for or holder of a
information, this rule was not expected essociated with hospitals, are almost specific byproduct material license
to have a significant economic impact identical to those for the small hospitals. Issued pursuant to Parts 30 and 32
upon a substantial number of small The three remaining comments from thrcugh 35 of this chapter:

,

entities as defined by the Small Business various small materials licensees raised (b) An applicant for or holder of a
Act or the Small Business a number of concerns not specifically specific source material license issued
Administration regulations issued related to the regulatory flexibility issue pursuant to Part 40 of this chapter;
pursuant to the Act (13 CFR Pad 121). posed by the Commission in its (c) An applicant for or holder of a
The Commission did, however, invite Certification Statement. A small specific special nuclear material license

,

any licensee who c.a itself to be a * vranium mine company commented on issued pursuant to Part 70 of this
small entity to provide additional the lack of a specific upper limit on chapter:
'information by responding to four licensing fees which will be assessed on (d) An applicant for or holder of
general questions on how the regulation a full-cost basis for in-situ mining specific approval of spent fuel casks and
could be modified to take into account licenses. On the other hand, a small shipping cantainers istued pursuant to
the differing needs of small entities. In company with a gauging license and Part 71 of this chapter:

,

keeping with its normal practice, the another with an irradiator license (e) An applicant for or holder of a |

Commission also mailed the proposed commented that theirlicense application specific license to possess power reactor |

* considered
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spent fuel and other radioactive primary responsibili'y for protection of human use, or for byproduct material,
materials associated with spent fuel the public and environment. source material, or special nuclear
storage in an independent spent fuel (2) Non. routine inspections in material to be used for teaching. training
storage installation issued pursuant to response or reaction to an incident, or medir al purposes, except human use,
Part 72 of this chapter: allegation, followup to inspection or in connection with a facility, other

(f) An applicant for or holder of a deficiencies or inspections to de'ermin e than a power redctor, used for teaching.
specific approval of sealed ources and implementation of safety issues. A non- training. or medical purposes, except
devices containing byproduct material, routine or reactive inspection has the human use.
source material, or special nuclear same purpose as the routine inspection. . . . . .

material; (u) " Person" as used in this part has 5. In i 170.12, paragraphs (b), (c). (d),
(g) An applicant for or holder of a the same meaning as found in Parts 3n. (e), (f). (g), and (i) are revised to read as

production or utilization facility 40,50, and 70 of Title to of the Code of ggggg,,.
construction permit, operating license, Federal Regulations.

'

or manufacturing license issued (v)"Part 55 Reviews" as used in this | 170.12 Payment of fees.
pursuant to Part 50 of this chapter: Part means those services provided by . . . . .

(h) Required to have examinations the Commission to administer (b) Licensefees. Fees for resiew of
and tests performed to qualify or requalification and replacement upplications for permits, licenses, and
requalify individuals as Part 55 reactor examinations and tests for reactor facility standard reference design
operators; operators licensed pursuant to 10 CFR approvals are payable upon notification

(i) Required to have routine and non. Part 55 of the Ccmmission's regulations by the Commission. For each application
routine safety and safeguards and employed by Part 50 licensees. on whkh the review charges are based
inspections of activities licensed These services also mclude related on full costs and the application has
pursuant to the requirements of this items such as the preparation resiew, been pending with the Commission for
chapter; and grading of the examinations and six months or longer, the first bill for

(j) Applying for or is holder of an tests. accumulated costs will be sent at the
approval of a standard reference design time this rule becomes effective and will

* * * * *

for a nuclear steam supply s3 stem 44- o r (y) " Application" means any request include all of the applicable review time
balance of plant; filed with the Commission for a permit, and contractual costs expended.

(k) Applying for or already has license, approval, exemption, certificate, Thereafter. each applicant will be billed
applied for review of a facility site prior other permission, or for any other at six. month intervals or when the
to the submission of an application for a service. resiew is completed, whichever is
construction permit; (z)'lhe phrase " review is completed" earlier. Each bill will identify the

(Il Applying for or already has applied as used in this Part me:ms that the applications and the costs related to
for review of a standardized spent fuel review has been brought to an end. mch'
facility design: or whether by reason ofissuance of a gcy Amend,nent fees and other(m) Applying for or has applied for permit, license, approval. certificate, requiredoppmvals. All applications forsince March 23,1978, resiew of an item exemption, or other form of permission. Ucense amendments, other requiredunder the category of special projects m or whether the applicahon is demed, apprusals and requests for dismantling,this chapter that the Commission withdrawn, suspended, or action on the decommiss;oning and termination of

.

completes or makes whether or not m, application is postponed by the licensed activities that are sul-ject toconjunction with a license application applicant. fees based on the full cost of the reviewson file or that may be filed. 4. In i 170.11 paragraphs (a) (3) and (4) must be accompanied by an application(n) An applicant for or holder of a are revised to read as follows:
fee f $150. Fees for amendmen,ts, otherlicense, approval, determina tion, or

other authorization issued by the $ 170.11 Esempticns. required approvals and request for

Commission pursuant to 10 CFR Pait 01. (a) * * * Wsmantling, decommissioning and

3. In i 170.3. paragraphs (s), (t), (u), (3) A license authorizing the receipt. terminating of licensed activities that
,

and (v) are revised and new paragraphs ownership, possession, use or are subiect to full cost reviews are
(y) and (z) are added to read as follows: production of byproduct material, source payable upon notification by the

material, or special nuclear material Commission. Each applicant will be
i 170.3 Definitions. incidental to the operation of a bi!!ed at six-month intervals for all

production or utilization facility licensed accumulated costs for each application* * * * *

(s) "Special Projects" means those under Part 60 of this chapter, including a the applicant has on file for review by
requests submitted to the Commission license under Part 70 of this chapter that the Commission, and each six-month
for review for which fees are not authorizes possession and storage only period thereafter or when review is
otherwise specified in this chapter. of special nuclear material at the site of completed, whichever is earlier. Each
Examples of special projects include, a nuclear reactor for une as fuelin bill willidentify the applications and
but are not limited to, topical and other operation of the nuclear reactor or at the costs related to each. Amendment fees
report reviews. early site reviews. waste site of a spent fuel processing phnt for for materials licenses and approvals not
solidification facilities, route approvals processing at the plant, except for subject to full cost reviews are payable
for shipment of radioactise materials, licensus authorizing storage of low-les el at the tirne the application is filed.
and services provided to certify radioactive waste at nuclear reactor (d)Renewolfees. Allapplications for
licensee. vendor, or other private sites. renewals subject to fees based on the
industry personnel as instructors for (4) A construction permit or license full cost of the resiew must be
Part 55 reactor operators. applied for by, or issued to, a nonprofit accompanied by an application fee of

(t) " Inspections" means- educationalinstitution for a production $150. Fees for renewal of permits and
(1) Routine inspections designed to facihty or utilization f acility, other than licenses cnd other required approvals

evaluate the licensee's activities withm a power reactor, to be used for teaching. subject to full cost reviews are payable !

the context of the licensee having training, or medical purposes, except upon notification by the Comrnission. |
|

|
|

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . /
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Each applicant will be billed at six- Commission. Inspection costs will SCHEDULE OF Faciuty FEES
month intervals for all accumulated include preparation time time on site (s .ooirein u.noei.o icosts on each application that the and documentation time and any
applicant has on file for review by the associated contractual service costs but ' ' ' ' * * * * * " " * " ' * * * ' * " '"'''

Commission, and each six-month period will exclude the time involved by the
,,,,,,,,,c,,,,thereafter or when the review is Enforcement staff. Office of Inspection maxmo -consum Pymit

.. s'2s.000completed. whichever is earlier. Each and Enforcement, in the pro::essing and con.m,w p.ma _
_ _ ru. co.i'

bill willidentify the applications and the issuance of a notice of violation or civil gQ7 g g g ''"
costs related to each. Renewal fees for penalty. ago .
materials license, and approvals not . . . . . **.aam.at om- Aaa'a'a swa
subject to full cost reviews are payable (i) Part M reviewfees.The costs for "7.,m'n.S*"'# ~'#
at the time the application is filed. Part 55 review services will be subject ia.oetea* *

(e) Approvalfees. Applications for to fees based on NRC time spent in a "no"".n"*,n. EE.spent fuel casks, packages, and shipping administering the examinations and n o

a si.aone ae.,.ne. o gn n.acor.tainer approvals, spent fuel storage tests that are generally given at the
facility design approvals, and reactor site and any related contractual AWu.m-r.w _, sso.oon

y _- sso.oco

construction approvals for plutonium costs. The costs also include related ^**''' Q*fuel processing and fabrication plants items such as preparing, reviewing. and
,,,,,, ,

2. sm.t si. 27.ioomust be accompanied by an application grading of the examinations and tests. Ap*** * *"'.ad"*at 8*a'"" c'*' sisa
fee of $150. Applications for facility The costs will be billed at six-month M n.n , om , ,,,, _standard reference design approvals intervals to the licensee employing the

re cow.
c. t : r.c.,yrn rai n ciarecrec.smust be accompanied by an application operators. F.cim,

fee of $50.000. Fees for applications that 6. A new i 170.20 is added to read as appic on-coa.iruceon P.rma s5.000.are subject to full cost reviews are follows: ge,,,",'" M*'*

payable upon notification by the
Commission. For each application for g m20 hage cost pw professional a,,nc.t.o w am. nom.nt n.n m. om, siso.

.,o,

which the review charges arsbased on ' ' ' ' ' " Wh^**"''** "s.full costs and the application has been (a) Fees for permits, licenses. .,

.na r ,,,,,n
pending with the Commission for six amendments, renewals, special projects, in.p.c ons '

months or longer, the first bill for Part 55 requalification and replacement 1% 8' #",,.g,
accumulated costs will be sent at the examinations and tests, or other

o o,,,,,,,,nng,,n,,time this rule becomes effective and will required approvals under il 170.21 and
,,,,,,, 3,,5 ,in lude all of the applicable review time 170.31 will be calculated based upon the u.nue.ciunne uc.n

and contractual costs expended. full costs for the review using the y ='vo g ro'd 52 252 ,8 *3gThereafter, each applicant will be billed following applicable professional staff apone on = am. nam.ni. p.n t om., sisa
at six-month intervals or when the rates:

Appro =. ,review is completed. whicheveris (1) Office of Nuclear Reactor , ,

, , , , , , , , , , ,
earlier. Each bill willidentify the Regulation-$62 per hour. i. nouen. re cana
applications and the costs related to (2) Office of Nuclear Material Safety a mon.nmar. Fw can'
each. and Safeguards-$58 per hour. E. Urmn Enrunent plani

(f)Specialprojectfees. All (3) Advisory Committee on Reactor app *c=*oa-con son p.nne
stasy,

applications for special projects must be Safeguards-$62 per hour.
p

o,,,,,no uc.n re cou.
accompanied by an application fee of (4) Atomic Safety and Licensing Board = = Am. nom.ne. n.n l. om.r sisa
$150. Fees for special projects are Panel-462 per hour.

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,o,,,,,,,,,,,_ ,,,,,t.
payable upon notification by the (5) Atomic Safety and Licensing ir o.c.on= =
Commssion. For each application fer Appeal Panel-$66 per hour.

[ aada" ,d, g,.
which the review charges are based on (b) Fees for inspections based on full ,

, ,,,,,,,,
full costs and the application has been c st under li 170.21 and 170.32 will be , ,,,,,, , , , , ,pending with the Commission for six calculated usmg th,e following u,n uc.onp.m. run oo.i..
months orlonger the first bill for applicable professional staff rates: op- ao ue.a=

Qco* *accumulated costs will be sent at the (1) Office ofInspection andi , ,,
,,,,,,,,,

time this rule becomes effective and will Enforcement and NRC Regional Am. nam.ni. rw coa'
include all of the applicable review time Offices-$53 per hour. '''0*c',,a* ,n.n

s. omer appro w._
>

,,,, , , , , , ,

and contractual costs expended. 7. Section 170.211s revised to read as a. Noaouen. r s cou.u
I Thereafter, each applicant will be billed i U ws: a oin. pnia.c on .no vier non receir

at six-I"onth intervals or when the i 170.21 schedule of fees for production 7E.**'' "*"""
review is completed, whichever is and utilization facilities, review of standard op.r no uc.n rus costacarlier. Each bill willidentify the reference design approvals, special acoac oa 8ar Aa=ad"=at a****. om- sisa
applications and the costs related to projects, and inspections. M n.n g om. Appn> e._ tw coa *
each. For certification of a licensee. Applicants for construction permits. laso.c*ona '
vendor, or other private industry manufacturing licenses, operating [ E,,n, N*personnel as instructors for Part 55 licenses, approvals of facility standard s ,,,,,,.on ,, v ,..on r.c.iy
reactor operators. there is no application reference designs, requalification and per=.n.nor c==.d do afee.Thelicensee vendor,orother replacement examinations for reactor in. sac.onaarecipients of the services will be billed operators, and special projects and [ *y*g*'*,,,n, M *.at six-month intervals for full costs. holders of construction permits, licenses,

(g) Inspection fees. Inspection fees are and other approvals shall pay the
t,,,,3,,,,,,,,

payable upon notification by the following fees. ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,g,,,. , ,4 7, .
.on. ,n cwop..ws

..

. . _____ _ ___ _____- _ _ _
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SCHEDULE OF FActuTV FEES-Continued 6 170.31 Schedule of fees for materlats SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERIALS LICEr.SES
ncenses and other regulatory services. AND OTHER REGULATORY SERVtCES-COO

tsee sootnos- a wid as W
Applicants for materials licenses and tm ed

other regulatory services and holders of' ' ' * * * ' * * " * * * " ' ' " " * " " ' ' ' * * ' '

materials licenses shall pay the C'*''' # ****O"" *"* * j
-

w-
,

a so p.c,-te
following fees: ;

,,,,c,,, ,,3g 1. A.)p'ICat'ons to teater* ate lee Categt> j
App,0yelg- "3''A*'*9"'""*"'**

1. Topcal Reports $20.000. SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERfALS LICENSES '' d to autmanze decomrmswonwig, -an
2. Ameneneras. Reseens and supple- $20'000 AND OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES decontaawnsten. rectameten or sae

#,iwas e Tope. Reposta Mamrahon aMes as won as b
3. bcensee. Vendor. eruf Other Pr.wste FuA cost.* conses eN2ing possessen only *

IntSusty Personnel Cert 6catan et in. Category of materais h. censes and type of p,, Apphcanon $1s0feeseuctors tw Ptst $$ Re-tw Open. : trense . ._. : Fue cost
,yg Renew ._ Fuu cost

4. As Oiher ReportsL Specal p,osects Fus cost.' 1. Spooer rarmar msannet. #**'#*"E " " * * *
A. Lconses for possessson and use et

.and Arnand.mems escept moss spec-
_ *

m m ,an.u ennc,.t.r
ur.n Au,-.* ,,, .y,,. o, fr. ore naa-o i. 2. - 1. , , , , , , ,

. 20 m or
8 Fees u. not be for orders neued by em more, or 2 kg ce mcre of waruum *"'"'""*"*d'"#", *|* *'*** " *****

Commingen pursuant to j 2 el Part 2 of Das chapter nor
233.,for fuel proceseng and taDace- Apphcaphew Eense . 1230,

o,r amendment.s remJitnig specshcany from suc,, CommegonIo bon Renewal., l'20ders Fees w to charged for appromens seued purmaant to %g g*
Amendment ....... . . , . .. _ . 160esec6c emerupton f- of to Commsmon's regulabone License _ . _ _ . Fue cost.emner Tille 60 of pio Goes of Federal Repdatore tog.

Rwwwas ste saa
m ,5012. 73 5,.,and a,ny emer su.ch nece,ans n.ow or heroaaer * . -c a - e a rmaH

ieci re se w ~ e, ~ n, -
. , mm

e - e n-,s- co- , e app ip- -- ~~ m -
appr .se.ot, - s. wenses ., - and use ,

fo,.rm m comtunation that would comreport or other torm. Fees fo.r.teenses a Was sche.dule tha.t, 5 kg
,,,mye of c ,,Wa,sned,,waniurn s tute,e. .an t, as de,ar

f, con,eo,,e, ,cha,pter .u, w .ch .e,
-e - -ed = ines ,e un u .c -e i e.d c ,3, e, n,u,,, e,,,, , , , , , , ,

isasy
- sou h a . red im c .sc.ense -.,ed = = = w p= -.ead-- , e, , ,a,,, ,,,e asu- r t, e u re,, canort s
powerk Thus. e a teensee reces.ed e ion power scens.ees - e r Category 1G
terrporary teense tar less utan sus power and subse eney Appacanon sim $360

Apphca.temh hcenseamen Lscense .

F,u,e,o,orecesses lug power su.lhorityflo,w~ay of Ic,e.nse.8 b.dment aseen . uso-o~w ~ cos. =e e do or. ne,,e.,
Ar iendment $120.mewd Svough met penod when sulhanty e grarned for 00 Amongsmria ,i33,000'

Fe 1 SJurm mews
power opershort The coitrig prt>nd.e.d m,, a .c,sht.y Ce,tegory A c wenses = - e~ use ,
beood on im - Guinonra t u tor anses a A l'conses = possessen and use <

.,uch Sie Conw,me 2 kg or more of plusoruu.rs ear fuel -~~~by-==

C'. ~ =.inc.mo,n.h.o,uld be s tal tus..opere,*ing po.wer
w deternuno

- end ,.t com=e - co.t = =er e w.r.
~ u , ed ~~ .on, n n. -a=

,u.0. e..co.p. m isach.n. .nd he.p-
,,,s. be et t dem Appoa ,

- - - - ~teThe ca- e w. n- ~ e~u,e ep-cep-+ Co,. ,,,,,, a,,r an,, sce,,o _ .st
.eg . ,. o,- s1e-ed no,ew., ,ue .,t

tons. .nes,chenge facumet and eses " Amendmert. Fue cost pasM see WW towceD. Lscenses for possesmon and use , ~ ~ ~ - - , -
stell eme and approonste c,onWachef m pport serv,ces, F,or

s % n,u e.of cor,t.ned
u,a,.,,, ma.on a>50.o- -

, ~ or.t-- beood ,oru
andu we.ch ses e

m ,.es to,.,. o, 2- = ~ .

,,,,e e, we,,u,,, m e, u,,% o, a, sw **-ei espen.d u.~ O n** e""io ee on-ow ds= cf e.re e , ~,e e ,

a. we~e = --o.wiu leecn.l'sicsa
none..epp n we t

'"" '"n.%'~*"A"" '"' An= = =ni 5-=
:""";*e'=a'32',|" *"n o ,;.,*.a",,';' %:=gO, e

p-e m-e
~ e,,eco.e .,e e, A,po,,or, s,m

- ho.s empend wy of towce matenal m
mes sule w. De esseemed el me FY 1981 rates shown m Lconse _ . Fue cost.

$ 170.20.o.f fus Pa.r.t These ratet,usto - as - $.52.200.
ing opwsnons or heesHe,nchm0 o.per.and any oeshngs on fece or Renewal.

m ei.n. and ,-, by.o ct
chages

be re we and ed -

ea.; - a. *-- - h-p; a,,:=,,==a ,=a,,,= ==,,==,,,=;|:ga
.-etse a.u=.,,,,and use ,- m un e ,ior e,%.es er=ue.-, -a -w m o

e. usnees : .

,, ,
,

2
C'." .se.t .o.r ~ p.d,,.ppoa,.o., ,,e.t e .3, e.,,,,8,

fm.eu .te .s and o .e ont b , heap le*A
necet d ap other een bel proceseng and 'aty,.
-e.eerV. untl te.s.u.a emourt of me syn,t.te.ew .phcanon iwcon*** ~ cre e .er ca,,,, e i sm x0c--no-, * =eno.,in ~,e .en, e e. step .a,r s ,a me, e-t- ma e App. con ,,30

-._._._.'$73n00
'Herwomprocess mach as a combmed construcemi pommt and operat- L,ense rue cost

541000
cruir9ed we be vie not.senrn. temporry. or otherk the toes
sig ecenes mves tri Reneaaf . 5522A Amen 1mer.t .. .

of sie costs for te acenang whost
Amendment $4ti 400, in-8du 'esee and development

e The aracure arewn esposents the marsvium Wim mov be
chang,ed tot each tcensed urie dunng e ormyear penod F. Licenses for possesson and .se of 9te's actswdy ead Wieschmg

coronav se
- oo*ered by me schedule are bom souhne and 2C0 g but less that,2 mg or piutyrwum

"Onroutn'e aWWy and rie@erds mapectone per*ormed of a unsessed tomte Apptcatan $ "iG

IO W*""* i SS8
mckso' ' h'* '"9 * ,U8 AEE"'**U"'

I'n ess
*

. 131.100'mme ty UC'"88 --.. Fu e Rerewal

Renewal $52 200. Amendmart $22.N0invesegetions. home eispectone we poemmed trougriout
9e sus term of to bewies to enewe tot ye, me Atomacautenzod
actwees are bemg conducted m accordance me Amendment. $46.400 C Lcenses for rehrung waneum erws

Energy Act et 1954 as amended. Convrueton regWanor. G. Lstenees for possesson and use of concentrates to wamum nemattuor.
<3e *and me terms ami canetons of We kenes Nor,.coulme 350 g but sees then 5 kg of contaned

mW faun kom mm% alegabau we not be wanuen 235 m uneeaed torm or 200 appacanen $150

g 4>4 less Ihan 2 kg of urana rn 233 Lcance Fue cost%e,
* *eo cohngs we provided because Pwee aus how not e, useales form 8 Reneem St em

been actee rewww areas to ,the entece that the Commason ApphceDon j $'$0 Amendmert $103)OO.has a tiene to de9emune er upoer amt. or m me case og
nonrousne mapactons no cehngs we proweded bectae the OCenee 3 fun Cost o. LNonges for . e end use of;

level of eNrl to conduct 94 Wupoctop e enamariod on the Renewei $20.300. suurce matenef m are tiuyeg sfe.
Amendment 540.600 tons enencr'en0e facenes and emg,'a'nd s, ty h'' H. Lscenses for recept and storage of proces*ng of ores contarung tourcea w

or, profeseenaf steff sme reQured to corriceste to review or Spent bal at en mdspendent sport estenal for estracton of rnetais other
conduct Wts mapecton mWtched try the rates shown m

bo8 88 ore'le estalianon ttSFSn e een wertum or thonum, ecluding

$ 170 20 of to part, to weten.any apprognate contracbel s. Lcerme sor receet and escrage scenses au'honzmg e o possesmonsupport tenaces cost ecuved w be moded.
e The ernourt shown represents We mammum Ihat may be of sperit fuel where the 'SFS8 e of bypro&ct easle mesenas (tanngs)

* I
based on e es pr g

Lcente a Fuo cost Apphceten . _. $150**

Fienewal. j Ft,a cost Lcense _._. ._._ iFunecst
I$2

A,,,,,,,, . .

_i s,2.000Amendment _ Peneemt .
{{ 170.22 through 170.24 [ Removed] 2, ocen, ,o, ,ec.p, and ,o,,ge !' Fue wet. i On0

8. Sections 170.22 throuEh 170.24 are # """'"' "a'*s '=*=**se'S','' " !
' n*o"3"*'*"* '",w'"".mam= ca egwy j

io t= mesied an : 24 u,eci h 20 ncens- and to ,
*

removed. -istrg nucinar ie:*ty * I authonze dacomm onmg. drontamine.
non. reesmcen or se remoranon acw i

.J s.m tes o, ,,e ,os,e.s.n and m ntenance j
Appacawn

9. Section 170.31 is revised to reaa as ocense . i s ;su

follows: Reae** - -.-- -- -IFJScosi of a acerp in a standby mode *
An.ndmoni J Fua cc.t appu e ._ -

.j siSO
r

Corrected by adding "a" before the word " specific."*

** or
*** has

_ _ _ _ - . _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ -
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SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERIALS LICENSES SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERIALS LICENSES SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERIALS LICENSE 3

ANO OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES--Con- ANo OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES-Con- AND OTHER REGULATORY SERVICES-Con-
tenued tinued tnued

Category of matenets hcenses and type of pg, a Category of matenals hcenses and type of pge Category of matends hcenses and type of peea
feea fee * fee *

t. cense Fue cost H Lcenses usued pursuant to subpart O Lcenses for : -- and use o
- Fue cost A al Part 32 of the chapter to estnty byproect muerei seued pursuant e
Qg ' pus con ute tems contarung byproect mate- Part 34 of the chapter tar othsmal

me nd W 8 "* "*"9'*** '* ^#P" 8

es prowded for m l1M1f(aA t>arements of Part 30 of the Chapter. R_ g

Appacalm h hcense $60- eucept spacec tcenees authormng
- . _ . - $2M

Renewal M reestreuten of dams that have been P Af omer specec byproduct matenal
A**"d"*"' authorued for estrepton to persons hcenses, eurept those m categones

a As omer source utend hceneet enempt tram the ecenseg rogure- 4A through 90-
monts of Part 30 of rus cfnapter Apphcanordose Econse $2MApphcanordesw bcense W

Apphcatorween heense 5580. Renewal SIMRenewal. $230 gene.d $2M Arnensment Se0." SW- - - -

Arnenenent $f 20. 4. wane esposat3. Byproduct matenal-
L tronen asued pursuant to subpart A w spacecWly authorene theA Lcenses of broad scope b possee. A of Part 32 of the enapter to esert> recept of waste typroect metenalson and use of byproduct matenal

us,e some contameng byproduct mate * eaurce metenal. or an.ma nucteerneued pursuant to Parts 30 and 33
, , p,es of byproert matenal meend kom What persore tp Weof the chapter for procesamg or that do not requse douce evaluaton purpose of commercaal deposed bymanufactunng of mems co% by-

product malense for commercal estn- to persons esempt from the tceneng tend bunal by me Scensee; or 4
regarements of Part 30 of the chag> conses aumoren0 conengency stor.bubon to hcenseet ter, escept tar specec heensos em age of low loves rarametwo wesie etAppicatordiew Econse $N thormng reesteuton of mems that ye one of nucteer power reactors, orRens=mt SM have teen aumonzed for estreuton scensee for toernere or esposal by-- --- $120 to persons suompt from the hcenemg inaneranon, packagm0 of r**"*'"B Other beennes for -- - . - and regurements of Part 30 of Wue chag> resulbng kom encmeraton and trareuse of byproduct metenal issued pur- ter ter on schages to another personcuant to Part 30 of tus chapter for Apphcotior>New teense $2M aumormed to recese or espose of

processmg or manufaciunng of mems t $230. wesso metanal3contarung byproect metensi tar
Amenamore $60. Apphcanon. SIMcommerosi esteuton to hcenseet J. Lcenses neued pursuant to subpart Lcense $803 M*A-*"''

- S'M- 8 of Part 32 of this chapter to estrt> Renewel. $265.600.Rens==i $460- ute some contaning byproduct mete- Amenomert $48.400-

5120- nel thes regure sensed source and/or 8. Ocensee spececany andhorums theCL Lcenses issued pursuant to douce renew to persone generesy receet of weste t>naroduct masenal.Sl32 72. 32.73. and/or 32.74 of hcensed under Parts 31 or 35 of the source metenet. or species nuclearPart 32 of the chapter authnru- chapter. encept specec scenses au- matenal trarn other persons cor mesg sie processwig or manufac- thurmng reestreubon of asms met purpose of packapng or repeckayngkne and esteunon of resopher- tave teen suinormed for estreueon the matensL The tcensee WG es-rnarwaa , generators, reagent to persons genere#y bconced under pose of the metanal by kansfer to
s

tute and/or sources and douces Ports 31 or 35 at vus chapter another person authorned to recewecontarung byproduct matemat Apptcanordden Econee $ 1.200- or espose of se enetenatAppacaton-New hcense $1.400. R_ 8700. Appecebordesw bcones 91.400.Penewal S t.400. Amendmere $230. Renews $930.Amendment $2M
D Lcenses and approvale eeued pur- |

IC. Lcenses neued pursuant to stepart Amentnere 53M
8 of Part 32 of rus chapter to esert> C. Lcenses suececae authormng mersuent to il 32.72. 32.73, arv/or use tems contanng byproduct maie- mcape of prenare an=reweets byproe32 74 of Put 32 cl tus cl. apter e* nel or quentees of byproect metenal uct matand, source metanal or spe-ihonreg eseeuton of resopham* 9 do not regwe used source

ceutcaisL generstors, reagent lues c m raciser sewnes wore amar on-
and/or douce rowes to persons ger> sonst The bcensee we depose of Deand/or sources or douces not anwalv- eremy teensed under Part 31 or 35 of

ing procesang of bypraect maionet ce cnapier, .cepi vor -- t u **** matenal try pensier to another
-

- sure,tred no recese or os-Apptcatorween teense 5700. authorumg reesireuhon of pose of the malenetRerews. su soms met hee toen aumonrad ear
_ _ _ _

Appe.aeoswesw scense seM^

S120. eettxeon to persone generally t- Ren_ a $460.** e. tranen sor .- and- ne coneed under Parts 31 or 35 of rus _n_ $124byproduct tretenal in sealed sources chapterL g,p.,ggpngfor erseaton of metenele in whch Apperaant>New scense $290. A Ucensee spec 8cae authormng userDie source e not removed from its Renewas $2M
r of tyyproduct masenal eaurce mater >efved(s w-e ided unitst Amendment too. m andrer speam nucsear masens earApptcatorwoew scense $230- L. Leones of twoad scope for posese- wee togyng wee surwers. and tecerRenews. $170- son and use of byproect metenal stueen other man ardd floodngAn ndmate 3120 eeued pursuere to Ports 30 and 33 tacar sneees

F. Lcenses for . and use of of the chapter for research and de* Apphcesor>New Rcense $700.-less than 10.000 cunes of bypraect vosopment that do not autonze con >
Renewal 1700.meerei m somed sources sor erame. merces emeuearc Amendme,. simnon of maiones .Nch sw source Apphcanarde w scease si.200- 8. Lcare s specincee aumaanng unere esposed for erseason purposes: Ren-at SM-

of b,yproesce metensi for Acid 8004Apphcanon.New acense ssoa 1._ _ sim
^ A,,.co.ming ac,Renews s3M u over scenses sor - and sisa

*** -- - s23a um a byiwoest newnsi seums pur-
w cut * * * * *o. oc=== ser posevewan snownse,f euent to Part 30 of me chapter 'or

6enew~e u cost e10.000 cunes or rnare of byproemt resserch and development that de
f ___ M coelametanal m sealed sources for irreder not authorse commerosi esteuhost

Apphtator>New bcense $2.300. Amendment-
_.

6. Ahsdow hi#upe,saan of matans in whch me source Appheanorweew neenes s700 g g,,,,,,, ,, ,,,,,,,,, ,,sec.c.is suposed sor eramenon purpos -

s4ea ,n, ,,,,,, ,, ,,,, ,an,em,n,ted

Renewa se30 ft ocensee met enshonr eweces sor-
8'20' enn byproeect metenal. ecurce mete-

n , o, e,ec, nucies,meen tAmendm.e s23a om, neenesa. = cept nor iean test.
Appscei,o,,No,, scen,e sron

eng end wome espons oche e*v-
Renews tronicot

_ $1mAppbcaton.New Econes . . - $930.
7 yg g,

,",,',, y* **d speasauc=wneawee
,,,,

licenses*

licenses****
** Use

***** license*** Use

_. -- __ o
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SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR MATERIALS LaCEndSES SCHEDULE OF FEES FOa MATERIALS LICENSES same locahm. m wench can me appacaton see toe we

AND OTHER PEGULATORY SERVICES-Con- AND OTHER RtGULATORY SERVICES-Con- $Tse aopp ases-.For new hcenses and awo+
as ssued m see cateoonen 1 A trvough 1H. 2A trvough 2E.

bW hM 4A. 58.10A througn toF.11 are 12. the reopiere shan pay
the harme or approve we *or eace cmegory. as determoed

Category or 'naieres sirenses are type of l p., e Category of maioree hcenses and type of | tu me Commesmon m accoraance with 117012sbL tel. arvsp, 4. escept that a hcense cowwmg more man one we'aa ' i tee = ,
category of specal nuclear maiores in categones 1 A t*vough
tu or source matere e me categores 2A through 2E %st

A. Lacerses eaued pursuant to Parts to TwiJorfaso, at rach2acihe maasrer pay a hcense see for the regnest fee category assgred to
30, 40. and 70 of this chapter for A. Evaluanon ce spent het cash equal tne hCense.
human une of byproduct materei. to or gester than 20 kW decay feat. (c) Reneisal Apes-Apphtahons eor renewet of malene's

bconses and approvais must be acconearted by tne pe.sowce metenei. or specaal nutlear Apptcation. s150 * * #
malenaf et seased oc sCes contaned Aoproval - I1N000' * tions for renewal of tcenses an"o appro'vate in toe CaleQorvfs
m teiemetapy demCn Renemal $1,400 8 1 A through it. 2A througn 2E. aA. 58. toA evough 10F.11

AppacanoMiew bcer'se . ~ .. $580. Amenoment 543.100 * and 12 must be accompermed by an apphcanore see ce $150.
Renewal . s350. B Eva!uenon of spent fusi casa lor less and the adomonal renews ice sham be me upon notAcaten

Amendment s230. than 20 kW decay fwat, or % by the Comamesson m accordance witn me proce&ses spece

package W pham higthwwel -

~ ,y. urems m Apes A_pphcahone for amene.sen.ts mos.tB tr. ens.es of broad scope asued to - - ~ - - ~ m pr am. .no e w e.c ime a mat s . - or mo,e
ing ramoscine mawnsi ewas e or e,iego e amendmars e appicable to two or moreonymene pursuant to par +: 30.33, greater man 2.000 nmes tre hoe A tee sategones a which case the arnendmerd 'ee fur Fe35. 40, and 70 of Svs chapter author-
Quanbly enghest fee category mould oncept that apptcahons for

m rou wch and N ek Apphcaten. $150 amendment of hrenses a fee t tA Inrough 112A
ciueng human une et byproduct me. Acoroval $143.00,0 * *'compone. 4 A 58,10A mrous td by en apptcatonlee at stSO eim the twance

ough 2E . H. and 12 muss be
tense, enrept hcenses tar tngro&ct Rems $1400 due upon notAcanon by the Commesson in accordance ==m

ac
matenal, sowce malenal os epocaal 8'0 0UO , 1170121c) An apphcanon eor amendment to a matown

'

nucwar manenal a seeses sourca C Evaluaton of Assie pacsages corv bconee or approvas that would piece the tcense or approval
cortened a teletherapy devces, tenne yester than type A wentees e a rwgner hee category or add e new see cahogory nssi te
3,pec, % u, , -" g, jag, of raeoncave mehenei or packages accomponed by sne prescreed apphcanon be sur the new

SN categorv escept for an apphcanon ear amendmers to n.
contenmg reeonctve matenal essa. crease me scope of a tr'ented poyern en fee Categones 1 AW 3120- than 2.000 tmas the type A gaannty through 11,2A evough 2E. and 10A mrough 10F maeswome- *

C Other hcenses asued pursuore to Appecanon $150 the hoerese shes pav Ine apptcanon lee of $150. and me
Parts 30. 35. 40. and 70 of the Approval s65.000 a acenee or aprova les for eie rugher les caugory stes tie
chapter for twnen use of byproduct Renewal 3900 ' due upon eo nphoton of me hcensmo eeview
metenal sowce matenet and/or spe. Amendment s32.000.' An apphcahon for amenorrent to a hcense or accroval that

would reduce me scope or a hcensee's orograrn to a lower
D Evanemon of tisde packages con,.c.m rm,naar masenet ocept teenses

tanno less than type A @snttnes o fee category mt.st be accompened by me pescreed
sor bypoduct metanal, source mas,, a6 % b me W fee categary acept m %
al. or spetel nuclear metened e radoectrve metenet or packages cork
sealed sources cortened a winme,. tanng whoeceve eatens ese man C a,'egone,s,c,A m,m,u,gh ,f,l. ,2,A, t,n,o,ugr6 2,E,. a,nd,,10,,A ,tvo, ugh,

I r
in ,, c, , ,,, , c , g ,

apy devices 200 tmes me hpe A wantry * 3150. and Wie tcense or approval see ear se lower toe

Apphcater&New hcome. . s580 Apptcanon.

) s150
cmegory shes be due upon competion of to scenseg

543.000 * revs.ewnas yo,atiorr* to termma's,ner.enees,a.umon,rmq sma,s,
ApphC tcApprosaiRene .

s,58,0 rna am.. .ren no de ng o co ar,.nooRene.m. sg00_ 1 g'
Arnendment. $16.000 e

paewre a mqund. enes not be subseci io met
* Fes me noe be cnargad en-orers esied by N **s Cad deserwa- E. Evaneten at packages containmg n sw n Durment 2 9 2 W4 of Pwt I nor for mA LEenees for . _e.. ar<f use of radoactnre fnetonal tess men 20 events resultmo specahcady hom auch Commemon cr1ws

byprowet matenal sowce matengl. unes the type A gentsy* However. 90es wiR be en&ged for appovels esued pasuant
or spaced nucmar maures nor cwe Appecason. st50 to a specac exermnon powson of me Comansson s reguie-
descree ace =nes. Approval s27.000 * tons under ime to at vne Code of Forsarel Rogusapons se o..

Apphcanor46ew acenee $290 Renewal. 5900 e 6 30 11, 40 14. 73 14. 73 5.and any omer such secnons now
or hereaMar m of'ect) regardless of whomer We appreral e

Renewal s230. Amenenen' sl6.000
evaluan' on"re' ort. o"r ome"r"'to"rm"".'*"Lm ade"to'n to'to'too's"howet
* * * ** * * **'8* ** **'Y

Amendment - $60. F Evaluenon of Part 71 QuantFAssur- p
9. Devra proder or samed sowce sawy ance Programs an opptcant may be assessed an addeoner me por seew

evsosaurr Aponcahon sim arvce and device evenuenons as snown m Categores 9A
Approval Full Cost a through 90

A semy = demon or m.ces or pro + ,,ene.as Fw Cost . = rne amounts sho.n ior new noensee ,ene. sis, amen $
4,nea Fuis Can' **"'*. '8"t'o'**.- - s'ur an''ao'8 8'a'n*or*t**'e'n'*."e*be

*ad "S*c 8 P c **ucts cortaang byomouct me= net
,, % ,,dment mai mee a pac Fesource enmenei. or spues nucies, ,% ,,,n, g ,

awme=d bmd on re prosesmons s' aft sme,and appo.mmenni. = cept vesc$o.r oss oevien. ,,,,,- pem coneacmes supposi s vices apenoed so two. ofso, comme,cer eseeu o,, ''* * * * * ***8*^8'''*""' 8* '*
'0''c"'*'e' de" terme" sed ' base"d'on"m"*e""'5 "c"ost sup"onded'*~ - -ndme- - si e00- Approved Fue Cost a wtwc*i %es ar b

c . . d device s*60 A nondmete Fun Costa for tne revew, me profesasones staff hours empended sor ce

s sesmy ev ouaion as devees or p,o# it specerprwece '.'m**to de"termoed and*co*caoa * * ** 'm"*et sme .e tie at es
* o' c n* da * c' ** *

sor
ucra contaang bypro&ct matenal Apphcanon . sm professonal rates est for te March 23.197a n.ie
sowce snetened or opense nuclear Apprwat

due ce m.s nee .omes empe de.d on or etter te eviectve
Any pro 80 stones h n

enmenas manufacnad e accordance 1. Topcai neports $20.000. e te e. s ed a me Fv teet emes
with me unsque specAcabons of. and 2- Amendments, Reviesons and s20.000 shown et i170 20 of the part Therse rates we bo #eviewed
tor une by a negie aWicant. encept supplements to totucal reports. and adgusted annually as necessary to take eso cor'eder-

''*" *c'**d o' - co*** ** ** Cornmeson. in no
reeciar suoi devica 3. Transpotat.on touw appoves Fun Cost.'
ApphcaN device s800- 4 A5 other Reports. Spacel FunCost* [ wie me a tal esvow costs be beta men me apphcahon
u n.: :-m de.c. ___ s290 Proiects and Armandments

a ees .au.d t,e apphcabe on,s, e pose est.nc,n .eie,e
.F

c seeiv =muanon of weed sources
-- - "*d m t. a. * * *~ satmy and om,,onmenim wie. had eeen enomed

and 3 above. and @)cumented by the C . ~ lor me ese at ensch me
cc,qamong byproduct ensere( sowce * ' age menny e in te nocesa
me ns, or spec.m w enmen i 'r, pes or am-separaw che9en a sno.n we scw. menee s paying men under Cawgones iA mravan in
acepi ,eacio, um, io, cc,,,,e,ce

use se be assessed for apphcabons tar new bcanses and are not autect to fees under Catogares 1J end in for
sealed sources authortred in me some teense excepe viesWenrt

approves esuar<e o.f new beermes and ecpoves and mose instances si armch an armaranon desse oray with te.Apphcatort-each sowce s350. amendments and rene ee so econees and appov.
La : r2 m)urce s120. ast The tonomeg padenswa appy to charges seeied sources au.thorized by the tcenee Arma-as sor re

m Apo cenon a,ee-Aptsceans nor metense aconses ac**es or rere m os among econees em cover tem
D. semy erneman et mmd sowc" tivoroect ,wetens and specia.cn er nee,ense a ese'ednucm

a.nd. canon %e so, um,cn cae,co,y. .ani.e,rs, ,by u,p,, coon,e,e,d,
approvem m be ac sm pescr

sources so use.e.o <%eme Coooor'y IJ ore,appoprem
de * econtaana hypo &ct me nei, source pp e o c ,

appeeon or rer ewwennet ce spaces nuc*s, mawet acenm coveang more man one see cmegory or speci.e *A hpe A genury le defined en 6 78 eig) of to CF t Partn- --w: m accordance im me nuceer matenes senciueng category ing or source noten g
18,

se be used at te saae iocanon, musi De accompenegory.
d byunime specacasons os, and io, u.e

o mCr ed appheahon 100 for me ftghegt tee Ceeby e engle appbcant, escept reactor won a acenee w approva nas coeed. me appi con we 10. Section 170.32 is revised to read as'**
ser,each cas gory snas be due. =cetacies nur , covereg gojjow,.

ior scen
. =h eource st rs. rno e men one see esegory of .p mes,w

*yi -- ; J source - s60. lenctuerig category 1H) or soWce megens gar use et ye
-

-

* in which case
** for

*** those

_ . . - _ n _ - - . . - _ . . _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
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$ 170.32 Scheduls of fees for health and safety, and safeguards inspections for materials licenses.

SCHEDULE OF M TERIALS LICENSE INSPECT 10la FEES

Category of bcorvaes | 7ype of especten * I Feee neanwmen frequency 8

1 Scwcser nucteer meternal {
A beentes tar possession and use of tw (5) kg or more of Rover.a . .. $12G.000* - _. . - - . P year
contaned wamum 235 m wanium ennched to 20 pct or Nonrousne ._ . . . . . ..I Full cost *.
more, or two (2) kg or more of waneum 233, for fusi i

process ng and fabncanort
|

. . . DoB Ucenses for r _ _ _ and use of he (5) og or more of Routne ._. . . ... . .... $35.300 *.
contened wamurn 235 m wamum ennched to less man 20 Nonrouhne . . _ l fun costt .
pct for fuse procesemg and fauncabon. |

C Ucenses for possesmon and use of two @ hg or more o Rouhne ! $70.500* Do
piutoruurn for sued procesang and faencatert Nonrouhne _.| fun cost *

8 DeD Uccees for possesmon and use of two (5) kg or more of Routne _

] $29.200* ._ . _ . .contened wamum 235 m wisealed form. or two m kg or Nonroutae. Fue cost *.._
snore of wenium 233 e unnesed form for activites other
than bei procesang and labncahort

E. Ucenses for possesmon and une of eguentees of plutomum Routne . . Fug cost * Do
of two m kg or more m uneesied form lor actestes other Nonroubna Fut cost *
man tues processag and fabncanon.

F. Ucenses 80r possesmon and use of 2tA g but less than two Routne Full cos" Do.
m kg of plutonsum e unsealed form. Nonrouhna .. Fue costa

G. Uconses for -- . and use of 350 t but less than two Routme . $4 7.200 * 00.
.

(5) kg of contamed waruum 235 m unnamed torm, or 200 g Norroubne. Fue cost *
but less than two m kg of wanium 233 in unseased form.

H. bconses for rece94 and storage of toont fuel at an

mdependent spent fuel storege instasanon (ISFSit
1. Ucenses ear receipt and sacrage of spent tuoi where Rounne $t6.500* Do.

the ISFSI e to be located at a noe m*s Nonrout.no Full cost *
2 Ocenses for recept and storage of speat tues where Rouhne $18.500 * Do

the ISFSI e to be located at the aste of an ens *ing Nonroutme . . . . . - . Full cost *
stuclear factly

t. ucenses authonring decomensmorwg decontammaton, rec. Routme ._ . _ . . . . . . . - . Fue cost *
lamanon or ate restorabon actrvees as woe as bconses Nonrouene fur ccet*
authormng , , croy

J bcenses for possesmon and use of specw nucitar matenal Rouhne $210 _. I per 7 yeart
a sealed sources contaneJ m dowres used e edustial Nonroutene $640 Per mapoctort
measunng systems

IL As other specal nuclear metenal hcenses. except konses Routme . $320. 1 per 2 years
authoreng spaces nucteer matenal e unseased torm a Nonroutne $370 P= mapectort
combma' ion that would consatJe a enecal twanup as
defired m 9 150 11 of this chapter for wruch te beenere
shed pay the same rate as that for ca'egory tG

2 Source manirim.-
A Uconses gar . and use of source matenal and Routne . $1300 t per year.

posseseon of byproesct weste matenal trom melbag oper- Nontouhne Fun cost *.
shons, except m m.stu leecheg and heap 4eacheq oper.

* abons, cre.tiuyeg stabone, . a , , ;4-. and me

procesung of ores contammg source fnatenal for evvacean
of metait

** 8 Ocenses for ; and recovery of source matenat an Roubne ._ _ $ 1.000 Do
e stu beecrung opersbons or twleechung operatons. and Nooroubne Fug Cost *
possesmon of Dyproduct waste matena# kom wkatu or heap *

teach operstont
C Ucenses for rehmng wamum endl concentrates to wamum Routme . $2.300 Do.

henafluonde Nonrouhne FuA cost *
o uteness sur possesaen and use of source meew in ore. Rousne $1.300. I per year

buyng stamons, enechange facetin and to proceums of Norwouhne $650 Per especton,
ores coniammg nowce meenai sor envecten of metse
amor een wamum or mamm meideng noenas aumonacs
sie possesmon of byocoduct wave mete,as (imimgse kom
tource matenal recovery opershons

E. Lesnsa aumoreng ' _ , decontammmen. Roubne . Fuli coat s--

reciarnanon or ute restorenan acavees a was a teenees Nonrouane Fue cost *
sumarmng we poen and me=tenance of a facefy a a
standby made

F. Oconees 8ar . . _ . and use of source instenal lor Routne . $ t 30 1 per 7 years

Per mapecton. l p2r 7 year 5 *
trieeleng, except as provided for e i 170 t f(MS Norwoutne $160

a As omer sowce matew ncenses Rowene $370 -es-
"*"'a"*'*- 5" "" Per inspection.3,_,,,,,

A. Ocesses of broad scope for 7 . . wid use o Routme . $950 s. t oer year
byproa ci mainw emed pursonni to Ports 30 ano 33 of Norroutmo $1.000 * PF.
thes chapter for processmg or manufactunng of gems cork
teneg byproduct #natenal for commerc.at esart>uhon to

1 per Year *-
e omer scensa sor posunen ene use of tworoduct maienaf Rouene ... $4a0 * *tr-

Per inspection.seued pursuant to Part 30 of ew chapter ear procesemg or Nonroutne $900 * es-
#nanufactunng of dems contwang byproduct matense for
commeroal estnbuton to aceneses

C Lcenses eeued pursaant to il32 72. 32 73 and/or 32 74 Routne . $640 t per 2 Veart
of Part 3? of the chapter autrereng Pe procesang or Nonroubne $850 Per anspecton.
manufactunng and estnbubon of resopharmacetecast ger>
erators. reagent hits antt/cr tources and devices contenay
byoroduct mateam j per g years.D ucensa and approves emed pesuant io || 32 72. 32 73 Rounae . ... - $370 .am.

Per inspection.and/or 32 74 of Pat 32 of en chapter aumonang entnfn Nonrouane $530 - *
ton of raeopharmaceutcaia generaiors reageni m.is anarce
sawces or dewcn not evoNmg proc + sang of byoroduct
ensional

E bcenees for . . --,. and use o' byproduct metenat a Routne $210 t per 3 years
9ealed towces for eredaten af matere4 en wtuch the Nonrouhne $320 Per enspectort
source is viot removed from its ahead (sew sheioed urwest i

* ion-exchange
** processing

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ . . O o
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i SCHEDULE OF MATERIALS LICENSE INSPECTION FEES-Continued

Category of heennes | Type of mspectona j Fee 8 Masewm frequemrv *

I
F. Lcensee ear possesson and use o less een 10.000 eures Rounce . | $270 . . -. 1 per yew-s

of byproduct meww si eased wees so, reseanon ce Nonroute. _._ . ; ssao . . . . . _ ..
_ Pw map cton

=wws in we e. we. . pos.d var moanon
purposes.

l per year.G. trenees sor possessen and use of 10.000 cures or more Rouane _ _. .~ . ] seo. . 4.-
..? Sado .. . _ . - . -Geh-of byproduct metener m seeied sources for erseaten of Peonrouhne

i Per inspection.-

meines m mch v. we. . aposed so, vreecen
ourposes

H. Lcenses seued pwsuerg to tubpart A of Part 32 of ens Routmo $320_.. 1 per 3 years.

chapter to esteute tems contarey byproduct matenal that Nonrovene. $320 _ _... _ .. .. Per wwpecton

reewe devce re io perune meet kom me acenww
reqwrements of Part 30 of the croprer except specnc
econses authonreg feestreubon of same met have been
eurenrod sor osveuoan no perwe =empt *om the ncene.
sig recPrernea's of Part 30 of the chapter. 1 per 3 yearsL trenses ned oma-t to subpart A or Pad 32 ce this Rouhne ._ _ .

$2,0 . - Qs.

per inspection.chap * to essende aems contaceg byproect enaww or Necrouwe _ s3m -ce
gaenkhos of byproduct meterel that do not reqwre devce
Waluston to persons enempt from the bconeng row
mares of Part 30 of ens chamw peopt specifc bcerees

aumormng reesveumon of swas met hee been aumonred
for estnbutson to persons esempt kom the tcenang requre-

I per 3 years.raents of Port 30 of tfus chepw
J. ta.enses issued pursuene to subcort B of Pwt 32 of the Routre . _ $320 Go.

charier o esveuse some conea.neg b, product meens eat Nonroutne ' $320 * per inspection.
reque esmed soure and/or on.e rev.e io m
genersey hcensed under Pats 31 or 35 of the chapter.
except specec tcenses authonteg reestreubon to persons
generney teensed under Pa*s 31 or 35 of the ceaper. I per 3 years.Il trenses saued pwsust to subpet 8 of Part 32 of Was Rouane S320 -.Ga.

* crapw to esveut; u-., twoduct netand or Non a ww $3M & Per inspection-eerstes of bvproduct means ihai do nos reaune so ed
source and/ or device review to persons gsneracy beensed
under Part 31 or 33 rif thrs creater, encept specec econses
aumormno reestnbuton to owwns genere, acunsed unde
Parts 31 and 35 os this chapter. 1 per 3 years.sa20 Go.L Lcenses of troad scope sur pow =;n and use of t,prock Routr.

_ . _ .:SMO Le= Per inspaction.ua metenes neued pursuwt to Pw's 30 and 33 of Wu Norwoutma
chapter sur rnench and de Woo,n nt met do not eumonze
commerces esecunon. 1 per 3 years.u omer scen= so, pomenen and vie of byoroouct mew, Routne . s370 -e -
as neued pursuant to Part 30 of the crepter for research Norwoutre $420 - 4 Per inspection..

and devwooment eat do not sumonie commeces eareu.
tan.

M Lcenses that eumortre servEes for other freneses, encept Routne 5320. I per 7 years
for leak teseng and waste esposal piche senaces. Norwoutne .q $320 . Pw supecton

O Lcenses 80r possesmon and use of byprochact matenal Roubne 1530 t 1 per year.
maued pursuant to Part 34 of the chacter for endustnal Norwoutwie q$1.200* Per mapecton.
resography operatens.

** P. Ad omer specec by prW - ^ J bcenset. escept Routne . S530 t per 3 yewt
those in categores 4A through 90 Norwoutne $530 Per mapecton.

4. Wase esposee
A. Lrences spececaWy authartzmg te rece1A of waste by. Routne . Fue cost *.-

product enatenet, wasco trietwet. or specel nuchner metenal Non.acunna Fun cost *
trom other persons for the purpose of cornmercal espose
by senti bunal by te hcensee' or hcenses authormng
contmgency storage of lon'tevel retoectNe esstes et the
sete of r>Kleer power reactors; or hcenses for testment or
esposal by manere42n. Decka9ng of ressees. resultng
from eionershon, and trensfer of pe*tages to another
person authonred to recesve or espose of waste matenal.

8 Lcenses opcshcady authormng the receof of awaste byoros Rouane . . . -. S t.000. 1 per year.
uct metened, tuace metenal. or noeces nuctaar met net Norwoubna $740 'er espectort

tram elt.er pesaJns 8 r me purpose of pechagiry or repn.t0

agng the maional. The aconsee se escoes of the materms
by eanster to another person authonrad to recesve or
69 pose of De mafenal

C. Lcenses specacacy authonrmg the recoct of propeckaged Rousne $T40 t per 2 years.
weste byproduct metenat, source anaternal, or speces nucteer Norwoutme 5950 Per inspecton
metenal from other persons The hcensee wie eapose of ese
metenes by tansfer to anomer prun out*ionrad to recorve
or depose of me meteral

$ Wef bppry
A LEenses spececaev author @ng use of byproduct mater %ni, Rouhre . S370 . 1 per 3 years.

ecurce metenas. and cr occasi reclear matenal for won Norwoutrie .
53?O ,. Per anspecton.

log @n4 ese surveys. and Wacer stueet other than held
floodrq tscer stueos.

8 Leonen spacecasy sueenres une or t=proect arenal Rousne $320 . . 1 per 2 yens
for held floomng tacer stumes. Norwoutre S4eo .. . ._ Per rapactort

e Nuceer anwees
A. Leonees for commerced conochon and laundry of stems Routme . .. $530 . 1 per 3 yews.
contanwieted enh byproduct metenal. source anatenet, or Norwoutre $850 Per mapecton.
epecel nuclear metenal.

7. Alurnen une of byprosMt aure. or space! meneer onenner'
A Leeneet eeued pursuant to Pets 30. 40. and 70 of ifas Rousne $530 t per 2 years

chapter for feman use of by product matenal. source Norwouhne 5850 Per inspectort
meienei. or spooni nuciew emere a saws enurces con.

1tamed a womerapy dems

* items

** material

|

-
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SCHEDULE OF MATERIALS LICENSE |NSPECTKne FEES-Continued

Catsooty of bconess f Type of se a Feee Masamum We@ency 8

e Licennes of troad ecope neued to mechcal . or Roueme sta0 t per a yeert
two or more physiciens pursuare to Parts 30. 33. 35, a0, ard Non fouene $800 Per anspectort
70 of one chapter aumanang reneereft and development,
mchsstng human use of tryprockact meneral, eecept tcenses
for tryproduct matomel, source matenal, or epocal reaciear
metensi n evewed s3urces contemed a teletherapy douceo.

C, omer scenews emed pursuere to Parts 30,35, a0, and 70 Rouhne 800 1 per 3 years,
of the $ apter ser human use of byproduct matenal, source Non rouhne $6'30 Per repectort
metenet end.m epecial nucteer me'enal, except scenses for
tryprodact maisu> eaurce metenal or spoosi nuclear mete.
nel m sealed sources contened m toietherapy donces,

s. Did carnense
Lcenses for possession and use of tryproduct metenal, sours.. Rouhne . s320 1 per 7 yeart

maten.L er specel nucteer matosesi lor cut de8enes actn Non fouene , s320 Per espectort
tes.

|s Dencet protAact er eseistf sorFJe seAsfy eve 488tMr Safety No mepecbone conchacted 4
evalueeon of conces, prochscts or seeind sowoes conterung
tryprocksct, source, or specisi nuctece enssenel, e= cept reactor
tual

10. Traispar:elket or recsoecove menesat Eyskanon of opent fust _do
caska, p-east and shppm0 contamers

it. Armour of standettred spent 4ast Alc28ee . do
12.spauea= yeas _do

er or monocao, -separew cher: as snown m wie see dum win tier sor each rouse and non4avere arvecton wench a patormed, e=ceps shces mvesegemons corwhcied |by sie of inweeaganons. Noswouane mapecsens met remme som sweparty enegaiene we not be subiect to sees
*n a ncensee nous muro Inen one maioreis ace,ee at e engo locanon. e ese eaums to ein t=gneet one canegory covered try the scenses we tie a sed a the cepeceans are coniksted

el Wie same eme, escept m cases when the simpec*mn fees are based on the fue cost to conduct the mapectort
*Tfm segsoricy eroam m me actiedule e me meANwsn number for each roulme inspectan tot ufuch a fee wNI tie aseeSeeti except for Sceneet M 't. colegones l A troup.1D. tG and1H for whsch
*The amans shown ero ow me enum charges metthe %e shown m me schedule we be the mammum les se.s,essed per year.in es eued tot eup ctons conduc=a The seus ese need we ie deamuned tiemed on ine propensone ' stas ame remared so

Foss tor non40ueno mapectors we be esseemed on a ' mapacton these.

concast ene snepecton mulogned by me rates ehuwn m $ 17 of the part, to wfuch any appropnate contractual support gennte costs mourred ws0 he adood. These rates use be rowowed and
equswd annuauw as necessary to take sito cone.nderseon increased or -:-_ ^ f.osts to me c_

'For e aconse auinormne ar=eided remoor or c matan
_ Where no cashr10 e specshed the See esemened we be bened on had coet.

escene mes e ew mueve mmuseone are mapacted (kanne .ab.ons or manu Scios,no meianasons at sure inen one aeress, e separate see wis sie es essed tar mopectan or each incanon.ngie woe. e angie repecton see we tie - -

11. Section 170.41 is revised to read as For 6e Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
follows: Samuel Chi;k,

Secntary of the Coonminion.
I 170.41 Fanure by appHcant or Beensee to ph asen rai,d s-vees est
P87 Prescrtmi fees. s LuNo coos rseo.et-es

in any case where the Commission
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~

finds that an applicant or a licensee has
failed to pay a prescribed fee required in
this part, the Commission will not
process any application and :nay
suspend or revoke any license or
approvalissued to the applicant or
licensee or may issue an order with
respect to licensed activities as the
Commission determines to be
appropriate or necessary in order to
carry out the provisions of this part.
Parts 30,32 through 35,40,50,61,70,71,
72, and 73 of this Chapter, and of the
Act.

1? A new 5170.51 is added to read ra
follows:

|$ 170.51 Right to Revievr and Appeal of
Prescribed Fees.

All debtors' requests for review of the
fees assessed and appeal or
disagreement with the prescribed fee
(staff hours and contractual) must be
submitted in accordance with the
provisions of to CFR44.34r" Disputed *
Debts,"of this title.

<

Dated at Washirston. D C., this 1tth day of
May,198L

15.31*

.

|

|l. . . . . ..

...
.

_ _ _ _ _ . . _ . _ _ _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ J



r

einst et ass maniUNITED STATES
'05' 86' 8,',t i s raio

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 3 t
, ansa a cWASHINGTON, D.C. 20556 es nuit =. sn

OFFICIAL BUSINESS
PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE. 6300

.

- . _ _ _ . . _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . _ _ . _ . _ _ _ _ . _


