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NRC’S EFFICIENCY ISSUES IN PERMITTING
2009-2012
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NRC PROCESS SOLUTIONS
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NRC GENERIC TIME & COST ESTIMATE*
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*Persinko & von Till, NMA Conference, May 2013



CAVEATS ON COST & SCHEDULE:
WHAT COULD GO WRONG?

e The State DEQ
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RENO CREEK PROJECT
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RENO CREEK PROJECT:
BUTTON ISSUES

Faulting
Surface Water Impacts lone
Visual Impacts

Access Issues
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DAYS TO PERFORM TASKS

COMPARISON OF APPLICATIONS
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COMPARISON OF COST & SCHEDULE:

GENERIC vs AUC
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COMPARISON OF CUMULATIVE PAYMENTS:

GENERIC vs AUC
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DISTRIBUTION OF NRC FEES BY ACTIVITY
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CONCLUSIONS
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SO, HOW ARE WE DOING?

* Hearings contaminate everyone—without
common sense
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