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DukE Power CoMPANY

- Power BuiLpine

422 SouTH CHURCH STREET, CHARLOTTE, N. C. 28242

WILLIAM O. PARKER, JR. March 5, 1979
", VicE PRESIDENT ‘ ‘TELEPHONE: AREA 704
SteaMm PRODUCTION 37.3-4083
Director

Office of Administration
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D. C. 20555

Attention: Mr. W. 0. Miller, Chief
License Fee Management Branch

RE: Oconee Nuclear Station, Units 1, 2
Docket Nos. 50-269, -270

Dear Sir:

Your letter of February 23, 1979 requested an extra $400 in license fees be
provided to support the licensing of the increase in the storage capacity of
the spent fuel pool shared by Oconee Units 1 and 2.

Duke Power Company considers that the payment of a license fee for an identi-
cal unit to be not applicable in this instance. Title 10CFR 170, §170.22
states that "amendments that are duplicate of an amendment for a second essen-
tially identical unit at the same site . . ." are Class I amendments. The
amendment to increase the storage capacity of the spent fuel pool shared by
Oconee Units 1, 2, deals solely with one modification. There is only one

spent fuel pool being modified to increase its capacity. There is no "'second
essentially identical unit" for which the $400 Class I license fee would be
applicable. Through earlier discussions with the staff it has also been deter-
mined that the Class I license fee is not required for duplicate units just for
the administrative costs associated with the issuance of license amendments for
the identical units so long as the identical units are not affected by the li-
cense amendment. It was therefore concluded by Duke Power Company to provide
only the $12,300 license fee in the original submittal.




re

R 4

Director -

Office of Administration
March 5, 1979

Page Two

Nevertheless, a check in the amount of $400 is provided as an attachment to

this letter so as not to delay review of our February 2, 1979 submittal. It
is requested that the reasoning provided be taken into consideration in the

final determination of the licensee fee regarding this submittal.

Vefy truly yours,
o o b1
William O. Parker, Jr.

RLG:scs
Enclosure

cc: Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Attention: Mr. R. W. Reid




