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This rule addresses the preparation NRC plans to-amend this regulation ina fnal rule (3150-
10 CFR 51.22, Criterion for of environmental assessments for AK54), subject to Commission approval, to expand the
NRC actions by licensees, and lists number of actions that qualfy for categorical
categorical exclusion; identifcation
of i Regulation imposes signifcant costs exclusions. The amendments would result in a reduction
NRC A licensing, regulatory, an NA A NA A e A NA in unne 1 the NRC and applicant
A eligible for categorical exclusion or censing, regulatory, and not outweighed by public benefits. v N v N e N v NA unnecessary costs on the NRC and applicants by
administrative actions that reducing the number of activities that would require
otherwise not requiring
o individually or cumulatively do not preparation of environmental assessments. This change
have a significant effect on the could accrue savings to the NRC and industry via averted
human environment. cost, which could be up to (7% NPV) of $815,600.
The NRC s currently using exemptions to prepare EAs
instead of EISs where appropriate despite this
requirement. This regulation will be modified as part of
a rolemaking effort to implement the Fiscal
siteia for an “This rule requires preparation of an
pocrn 2000 creraforand s ule requires preparation of Responsibilty Act of 2023 amendments to the National
NRC N/A on of licensing N/A N/A N/A N/A Yes N/A N/A Environmental Policy Act. The NRC expects to begin
regulatory actions requiring E5) 3 v aing this relemaking 11t Fi2s
environmentalimpact statements including new power reactors.
a eduction of unnecessary costs by eliminating the
requirement, when permitted by law, to prepare an EIS
for certain licensing actions where an EA or categorical
exclusion could satisfy NEPA.
Ths regulation requires nuclear
power plan lcenses to meet certain
requirements n order to amend their
m reparechness plan
emergeney prepredness lans, The NRC s 0 amnd i requirement i nl ke
(3150-AJ59), subject to Commission approval, to reduce
transitioning to decommissioning ;
unnecessary costs on the NRC' licensees by providing.
(and, thus, posing less radiological an efficient regulatory framework for nuclear power
NRC /A 10 CFR 50.54(q), Emergency pl NA N/A NA /A Yes /A NA N/A e "
not outweighed by public benefits. reactor licensees to amend their emergency plans when
reactor) having to request
o e transitioning to decommissionin. This change could
st ot accrue savings to the NRC and industry via averted
prep: ! costs, which could be up to $2,708,000 (7% NPV).
amendments to make changes to
emergency plans. This causes
licensees to incur costs due to an
inefficient regulatory framework.
This regulation requires nuclear
power plant lcensees to have a
fitness for duty (FFD) program during
tions and an insider mitigati
e (P s et and The NRC plans to amend and clarify this requirement in
Pprogr '8 Op¢ afinal rule (3150-AJ59), subject to Commission
decommissioning, The regulation
approval,that will educe unnecessary costs on the
10 CFR 73.55(b)(9), Insder requires these IMPs fo contain Regulation imposes signifcant costs NRC's lcensees by claifying the applicable
NRC NA q elements from the FFD program e8! poses <IE N/A N/A N/A NA ves NA NA NA " € the app!
Mitigation Programs not outweighed by public benefits. requirements for nuclear power reactors transitioning to
described in 10 CFR Part 26
decommissioning, This change could accrue savings to
However, the regulation does not
the NRC and industry via averted cost, which could be
identify which FFD program elements 't0 $511,000 (7% NPV).
must be included in the IMP during upto .
decommissioning, which creates
inefficiencies and imposes additional
burden.
If approved by the Commission, this regulation-(3150-
AK71) would be moified to reduce the number of
The regulation requires. nonemergency event noifications that lcensces must
reporting by
NRC /A 10 CFR50.72(b). NA /A NA /A Yes /A NA N/A appropriate awareness. This action would reduce
er reactors € i unnecessary reporting. The changes in this rulemaking
Lo . could accrue savings to the NRC and industry via averted
costs, the total of which could be up to $3,664,000 (7%
NRC's regulations set a 15-year
duration for nuclear power plant NRC plans to amend these requirements using the
design certifcations. In establishing irect final ule process (3150-AL26) to extend the
the 15-year duration for design desig certfcation period to 40 years. This action will
10 CFR Part 52, Licenses, certifications in 1989, the NRC result in a reduction in unnecessary costs on the NRC's
NRC NA Certifications, and Approvals for e ted N/A N/A N/A NA Yes NA N/A NA licensees by reducing the number of renewal
ts ¥

Nuclear Power Plants, appendices A,
D,EFandG

experience could be factored into
applications for and review of design
certification renewals. Experience has
shown that 15 years is not sufficient
for that purpose.

applications licensees would need to compose and
submit. The 40-year duration would apply to design
certifications currently in effect as well as future design
certification applications. The direct final rule is
currently under OIRA review.
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