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The supporting information to the FY 2016 Final Fee Rule is contained in the following work 
papers. The items identified in the Table of Contents are located behind a corresponding Tab. 
At the beginning of each Tab is a cross reference, if appropriate, to the location of the subject 
matter and Tables found within the Final Fee Rule Document. For example, a reference to 
"Section II." is the supporting information for: Section II. FY 2016 Fee Collection A. 
Amendments to 1 O CFR Part 170 1. Hourly Rate. 

The complete outline of the FY 2016 Final Fee Rule showing the Section and Table titles is 
located immediately following the Table of Contents. 
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Budget and Fee Recovery 

Section II 

Table I 

The NRC's total budget authority for FY 2016 is $1,002.1 million. The non-fee items 
include $1.3 million for WIR activities, $18.8 million for generic homeland security activities and 
$1.0 million for Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board. Based on the 90 percent fee-recovery 
requirement, the NRC will have to recover approximately $882.9 million in FY 2016 through Part 
170 licensing and inspection fees and Part 171 annual fees. The amount required by law to be 
recovered through fees for FY 2016 would be $12.6 million less than the amount estimated for 
recovery in FY 2015, a decrease of 1.4 percent. ,,--.. 

The FY 2016 fee recovery amount is increased by $0.5 million to account for billing 
adjustments (i.e., for FY 2016 invoices that the NRC estimates will not be paid during the fiscal 
year, less payments received in FY 2016 for prior year invoices and the. prior year billing credit 
issued to the Department of Energy (DOE) for the transportation fee class). This leaves 
approximately $883.4 million to be billed as fees in FY 2016 through Part 170 licensing and 
inspection fees and Part 171 annual fees. 

The NRC estimates that $332.7 million would be recovered from Part 170 fees in FY 2016. 
This represents an increase of $11 million or approximately 3.4 percent as compared to the 
estimated Part 170 collections of $321. 7 million for FY 2015. The remaining $550. 7 million 

. would be recovered through the Part 171 annual fees in FY 2016, which is a decrease of 2.9 
percent compared to estimated Part 171 collections of $567.0 million for FY 2015. 

'-"' 

See Tab "Budget Authority (FY 2016)" for supplemental information on the distribution of 
budgeted FTE and contract dollars. 



Budget and Fee Recovery 
FY 2016 

($ in Millions) 
(Individual dollar amounts may not add to totals due to rounding) 

NRC Budget Authority 

Nuclear Waste Fund, Waste Incidental to Reprocessing, General 
Fund, generic homeland security activities 

Balance 

Fee Recovery Rate for FY 2013 

Total Amount to be Recovered For FY 2013 

Carryover from Prior Year 

Amount to be Recovered Through Fees and Other 
Receipts · 

Estimated amount to be recovered through Part 170 
fees and other receipts 

Estimated amount to be recovered through Part 171 
annual fees 

Part 171 billing adjustments 

Adjusted Part 171 annual fee collections required 

FY 2016 
$1,002.1 

-$21.1 

$981.0 

x .90 

$882.9 

$0.0 

$882.9 

-$332.7 

$550.2 

$0.5 

$550.7 

06/08/2016 



Part 170 Fees 

Section I I.A 



Part 170 Fees 

Determination of Hourly Rate 

Section 11.A.1 

Table II · 

Proposed Hourly Rate is $265 

The NRC's hourly rate is derived by dividing the sum of recoverable budgeted resources for (1) 
mission direct program salaries and benefits; (2) mission indirect salaries and benefits and 
contract activity; and (3) agency indirect or overhead costs which includes corporate support 
and Inspector General (IG), by mission direct full-time equivalent (FTE) hours. The only 
budgeted resources excluded from the hourly rate are those for mission direct contract 
activities. 

The NRC has reviewed data from its time and labor system to determine if the annual direct 
hours worked per direct FTE estimate requires updating for the FY 2016 fee rule. Based on this 
review of the most recent data available, the NRC determined that 1,440 hours is the best 
estimate of direct hours worked annually per direct FTE. This estimate excludes all non-direct 
activities, such as training, general administration, and leave. 
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DETERMINATION OF HOURLY RATE 
CALCULATION OF FTE RATES BY PROGRAM 

This is for the purpose of converting FTE to $. 

PROGRAM 

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
General Fund 

NUCLEAR MATERIAL SAFETY (Exel. NWF & General Fund) 

CORPORATE SUPPORT 

INSPECTOR GENERAL 

(in actual $) 
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

NWF & General Fund 

NWF & General Fund 

TOTAL 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
CORPORATE SUPPORT: FELLOWSHIPS/SCHOLARSHIPS 
TOTAL 

(in actual $) 
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY (BUDGET PROGRAM) 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY (BUDGET PROGRAM 
TOTAL 

TOTAL 

TOTALS 
Direct Labor 

(in' actual $) 

Direct Nonlabor (excl. from hourly rates) 
Indirect Program Support Labor 
Indirect Program Support Nonlabor 
Agency Support: Corporate & Office Support w/ IG Labor 
Agency Support: Corporate & Office Support w/ IG NonLabor 
TOTAL 

(1) (2) (2)/(1) 
Total Total FTE 
FTE S&B($,K): Rate($) 

2,181 373,723 171,393 
11 2,414 219,427 

_583 99,837 171,393 

26 5,576 214,454 

732 111, 171 151,874 

58 9,918 171,000 

3,590 602,639 

MISSION DIRECT RESOURCES 

non labor 
$114,961,000 

$25,970,000 
$15,973,000 

$156,904,000 

labor 
$289,483,495 

$79, 183, 762 
$911,242 

$369,578,498 

PROGRAM SUPPORT (or MISSION 
INDIRECT) RESOURCES 

non labor 
$29,076,000 

$6,598,000 
$35,674,000 

labor 
$84,239,868 
$20,652,908 

$104,892,776 

AGENCY SUPPORT (or CORPORATE 
SUPPORT & IG) RESOURCES 

non labor 
$193,799,000 

labor 
$120, 178,225 

Total($) 
$369,578,498 
$156,904,000 
$104,892,776 

$35,674,000 
$120,178,225 
$193,799,000 
$981,026,500 

06/08/2016 



DETERMINATION OF HOURLY RATE CONTINUED 

Total included in hourly rates: 
Direct Labor 
Indirect Program Support 
Agency Support: Corporate Support w/ Inspector General 
Total 
less offsetting receipts* 
Total in hourly rates** 

Direct FTE 
FTE rate** ('Total in hourly rates' divided by 'Direct FTE') 
Mission direct hours worked annually 
FTE converted to hours ('Direct FTE ' multiplied by 'Mission direct 
hours worked annually') 

Hourly rate** ('Total in hourly rates' divided by 'FTE converted to hours') 

*Calculation of offsetting receipts 
FOIA 

% total 
44.85% 
17.06% 
38.10% 

100.00% 

Total 

Page 2 of 2 

value 
$369,578,498 
$140,566,776 
$313,977,225 
$824, 122,500 

$62,824 
$824, 059, 676 

2,157 
$382,069 

1,440 

3,106,080 
$265 

% value 
$25,874 100% $25,874 

INDEMNITY 
$36,950 100% $36,950 

TOTAL $62,824 

**Since offsetting receipts can not be used to offset total fee collections, offsetting receipts are not subtracted from 
numerator for FTE rate. Per fee policy documents, we can subtract these receipts when calculating hourly rates. 

06/08/2016 



Agency Management and Support: Budgeted Resources for Hourly Rate Calculation 

'PROGRAM: CORPORATE SUPPORT 

BUSINESS LINE: CORPORATE SUPPORT 

Acquisitions 
Administrative Services 
Financial Management 
Human Resource Management 
Information Management 
Information Technology 
Outreach 
Policy Support 
Training 
Travel 
Support Staff 

Total Agency Corporate Support Resources 

Total value of Corporate Support Resources($192;539 contract funding+ 726 FTE multiplied by S&B rate) 

PROGRAM: Office of Inspector General 

Total value of the Office of Inspector General Resources($1,260 contract funding + 58 FTE multiplied by S&B rate ) 

Total Agency Mission & Support Resources 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

4,135 56 
83,553 82 
11,707 84 
10,179 45 
11,612 56 
63,751 132 

467 8.0 
2,275 97 
2,071 11 
1,636 0.0 
1,153 156 

192,539 726 

$ 192,539 $ 110,260 

1,260 58.0 

$ 1,260 $ 9,918 

$ 193,799 $ 120,178 



Mission Program Indirect Budgeted Resources for Hourly Rate Calculation 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

International Activities 

Licensing 
Training 
Travel 
Support Staff 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

Licensing 
Oversight 
Research 
Training 
Travel 
Support Staff 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

International Activities 
Oversight 
Travel 
Support Staff 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

International Activities 
Licensing 
Oversight 
Travel 
Support Staff 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

Licensing 
Oversight 
Travel 
Support Staff 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

Licensing 
Oversight 
Travel 
Support Staff 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

Total Mission Program Indirect Resources 

Total value of Mission Program Indirect Resources($35,674 contract funding+ 612 FTE multiplied by S&B rate) $ 

0 1.0 

1,759 3.0 
10 0.0 

3,006 0.0 
416 105.0 

744 9.0 
6,644 0.0 

400 0.0 
664 0.0 

13,037 0.0 
2,396 373.5 

29,076 491.5 

0 2.0 
456 0.0 

1,308 0.0 
178 24.0 

0 1.0 
0 1.0 

711 1.0 
1,742 0.0 

200 56.5 

407 1.0 
0 0.0 

525 0.0 
0 19.5 

414 0.0 
0 0.0 

547 0.0 
110 14.5 

6,598 120.5 

35,674 612.0 

35,674 $ 104,893 



Part 170 Fees 

Specific Services 

Section 11.A.2 

Flat application fees are calculated by multiplying the average professional staff hours needed 
to process the licensing actions by the proposed professional hourly rate ($265 for FY 2016). 
The agency estimates the average professional staff hours every other year as part of its 
biennial review of fees which was performed in FY 2015. 

Full cost fees are determined based on the professional staff time and appropriate contractual 
support of services. The full cost fees for professional staff time will be determined at the 
professional hourly rate in effect the time the service was provided. 

The NRC estimates the amount of 10 CFR part 170 fees for each fee class based on 
established fee methodology guidelines (42 FR 22149; May 2, 1977), which specified that the 
NRC has the authority to recover the full cost of providing services to identifiable beneficiaries. 
The NRC uses these established guidelines to apply the most current financial data and 
workload projections by offices and divisions to calculate the 1 O CFR part 170 fee estimates. 
Current financial data includes: 1) four quarters of the most recent billing data (hourly rate invoice 
data); 2) actual contractual work charged (prior period data) to develop contract work estimates; 
and 3) the number of FTE hours charged, multiplied by the NRC professional hourly rate 
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DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs ** 

FY 2016 
FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

Materials Part 170 Fee FY 2015 
FY 2016 Fee/Cost FY 2016 

Estimated 
(Professional Time x Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2016 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

(Hours)* 
1. Special Nuclear Material 

1 C. Industrial Gauaes 
Inspection Costs** 7.7 $2,043 $2,000 

New License 4.6 $1,220 $1,200 

10. All Other SNM Material, less critical mass 
Inspection Costs** 17.8 $4,722 $4,700 

New License 9.3 $2,467 $2,500 
I 

2. Source Material 
2B. Shieldina 

Inspection Costs** 10 $2,653 $2,700 
New License 4.4 $1,167 $1,170 

2C. Exempt Distribution/SM 
Inspection Costs** 15.6 $4,139 $4,100 

New License 10 $2,653 $2,700 

2D. General License Distribution 
Inspection Costs** 15.6 $4,139 $4,100 

New License 9.9 $2,627 $2,600 

2E. Manufacturina Distribution 
Inspection Costs** 15.6 $4,139 $4,100 

New License 9.5 $2,520 $2,500 

2F. All Other Source Material 
Inspection Costs** 15.6 $4,139 $4,100 

New License 9.5 $2,520 $2,500 

3. Byproduct Material 
3A. Mfg-Broad Scope 

Inspection Costs** 59.8 $15,865 $15,900. 
New License 46.8 $12,416 $12,400 

3B. Mfa-Other 
Inspection Costs** 36.5 $9,684 $9,700 

New License 12.9 $3,422 $3,400 

3C. Mia/Distribution Radiopharmaceuticals 
Inspection Costs** 26.6 $7,057 $7,100 

New License 18.7 $4,961 $5,000 

3D. Distribution Radiooharmaceuticals/No Process 
Inspection Costs** 0 $0 $0 

New License 0 $0 $0 
-

3E. lrradiators/Self-Shielded 
Inspection Costs** 30 $7,959 $8,000 

New License 11.5 $3,051 $3,100 

3F. lrradiators < 10,000 Ci 
Inspection Costs** Page 1 15.7 $4,165 $4,200 
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DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs •• 

FY2016 
FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

New License 23.4 $6,208 $6,200 

3G. lrradiators => 10,000 Ci 
Inspection Costs•• 41.5 $11,010 $11,000 

New License 223.2 $59,216 $59,200 

3H. Exempt Distribution/Device Review 
Inspection Costs** 15.3 $4,059 $4,100 

New License 23.9 $6,341 $6,300 

31. Exempt Distribution/No Device Review 
Inspection Costs** 12.7 $3,369 $3,400 

New License 39.7 $10,533 $10,500 

3J. General License Distribution/Device Review 
Inspection Costs•• 10.5 $2,786 $2,800 

New License 7.2 $1,910 $1,900 

3K. General License Distribution/No Device Review 
Inspection Costs** 10.4 $2,759 $2,800 

New License 4.1 $1,088 $1,100 

' 
3L. R&D·Broad(includes 3LCal & 3LCbl 

Inspection Costs•• 29.4 $7,800 $7,800 
New License 19.7 $5,227 $5,200 

3M. R&D·Other 
Inspection Costs•• 21.9 $5,810 $5,800 

New License 18 $4,775 $4,800 

3N. Service License 
Inspection Costs•• 36.4 $9,657 $9,700 

New License 22.9 $6,075 $6,100 

30. Radio!lraphv. 
Inspection Costs•• 24.4 $6,473 $6,500 

New License 11.4 $3,024 $3,000 

3P. All Other Byproduct Material 
Inspection Costs*' 23.2 $6,155 $6,200 

New License 9.6 $2,547 $2,500 

3R1. Radium-226 (less than or equal to 10x limits in 
31.12) 

Inspection Costs** 24.2 $6,420 $6,400 
New License 9.2 $2,441 $2,400 

3R2. Radium-226 (more than 10x limits in 31.12) 

Inspection Costs .. 16.2 $4,298 $4,300 
New License 9 $2,388 $2,400 

3S. Accelerator Produced Radionuclides 
Inspection Costs .. 23.4 $6,208 $6,200 

New License 51.1 $13,557 $13,600 

Page2 
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DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs •• 

FY 2016 
FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

4. Waste Disposal/Processing 
48. Waste Packaaina 

Inspection Costs** 24.6 $6,527 $6,500 
New License 24.9 $6,606 $6,600 

4C. Waste-Prepackaaed 
Inspection Costs** 14.2 $3,767 $3,800 

New License 18 $4,775 $4,800 

5. Well Logging 
5A. Well Loaaina 
Inspection Costs•• 26.6 $7,057 $7,100 

New License 16.5 $4,378 $4,400 

6. Nuclear Laundries 
6A. Nuclear Laundrv 

Inspection Costs** 21.7 $5,757 $5,800 
New License 79.7 $21,145 $21,100 

' 
7. Human Use 

7A. Teletheraov 
Inspection Costs** 28.5 $7,561 $7,600 

New License 40 $10,612 $10,600 

78. Medical-Broad 
Inspection Costs** 53.5 $14,194 $14,200 

New License 31.2 $8,278 $8,300 

7C. Medical-Other 
Inspection Costs** 22.4 $5,943 $5,900 

New License 16.1 $4,271 $4,300 

8. Civil Defense 
SA. Civil Defense 
Inspection Costs** 24.2 $6,420 $6,400 

New License 9.2 $2,441 $2,400 

9. Device, product or sealed source evaluation 
9A. Device evaluation-commercial distribution 

Application - each device 19.5 $5,173 $5,200 

98. Device evaluation - custom 
Application - each device 32.4 $8,596 $8,600 

\ 

9C. Sealed source evaluation - commercial distribution 
Application - each source 19 $5,041 $5,000 

9D. Sealed source evaluation - custom 
Application - each source 3.8 $1,008 $1,010 

10. Transportation 
108. Evaluation - Part 71 QA oroaram 

Application - approval 15.1 $4,006 $4,000 

17. Master Materials License1 

Inspection Costs** 410.9 $109,014 $109,000 

New License 375.1 $99,516 $99,500 

NOTES: 
t'a e ;:i g 



DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs •• 

FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

Rounding: <$1000 rounded to nearest $10, 

=or>$1000 and <$100,000 rounded to nearest $100, 

=Or>$100,000 rounded to nearest $1,000 

•hours based on FY 2015 Biennial Review 
** Inspection costs are used in computation of the Annual 
fees for the category 
1 Beginning with FY 2011 fee rule, the Master Materials 
License Part 170 application fee was eliminated. Per 
FSME's recommendation in their Biennial Review, the fee 
for a new MML license will be fully costed based on the 
hours spent on reviewing a new application. 

FY2016 

Page4 
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Part 170 Fees 

Export and Import Fees 

Section 11.A.2 

<O 

Flat application fees are calculated by multiplying the average professional staff hours needed 
to process the licensing actions by the proposed professional hourly rate ($265 for FY 2016). 
The agency estimates the average professional staff hours every other year as part of its 
biennial review of fees. The agency estimates the average professional staff hours every other 
year as part of its biennial review of fees which was performed in FY 2015. 
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DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs ** 

FY2016 
FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

DETERMINATION OF EXPORT AND IMPORT PART 170 FEES 

FY 2016 

FY 2016 Hourly Rate = $265 

Export and Import Part 170 Fees FY 2015 
FY 2016 Fee/Cost FY 2016 

Estimated 
(Professional Time x ·Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2016 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

(Hours)* 
10 CFR 170.21, Category K 

Subcategory 
1 65 17,245 17,200 
2 35 9,286 9,300 
3 16 4,245 4,200 
4 18 4,775 4,800 
5 10 2,653 2,700 

10 CFR 170.31, Category 15 
Subcategory 

A 65 17,245 17,200 
B 35 9,286 9,300 
c 16 4,245 4,200 
D 18 4,775 4,800 
E 5 1,327 1,300 
F 55 14,592 . 14,600 

'· G 30 7,959 8,000 
H 20 5,306 5,300 
I 1 265 270 

J 55 14,592 14,600 
K 30 7,959 8,000 
L 15 3,980 4,000 
M 0 0 0 
N 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
p 0 0 0 

a 0 0 0 
R 5 1,327 1,300 

NOTES: 
The application fees and amendment fees are the same for each subcategory because, per 

discussion with IP representatives, the processing time is the same for a new license or an 

amendment to the license. 

Rounding: <$1000 rounded to nearest $10, 

=Or>$1000 and <$100,000 rounded to nearest $100, 

=or>$100,000 rounded to nearest $1,000 

* data based on FY 2015 Biennial Review 

Page 1 



Part 170 Fees 

Reciprocity Fees - Agreement State 
Licensees 

Section 11.A.2 

The application fee for Agreement State licensees who conduct activities under the ~eciprocity 
provisions of 1 O CFR 150.20 is determined using FYs 201 O through 2013 data and the FY 2016 
hourly rate. The FYs 2010-2013 reciprocity fee data was provided as part of the FY 2015 
bie.nnial review of fees. 



DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs ** 

FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

NOTES: 

FY 2016 

DETERMINATION OF RECIPROCITY PART 170 FEES 
FY2016 

The reciprocity application and revision fees are determined using FYs 2010-2013 data*, and the FY 2016 hourly rate. 
I 

The1 reciprocity application fee includes average costs for inspections, average costs for processing initial filings of NRG 
Form 241, and average costs for processing changes to the initial filings of NRG Form 241. 

FY 2016 Hourly Rate: 

Average inspection costs: 

Inspection 

Reciprocity Part 170 Fee 
Fee Category 16 

Number of Inspections Conductett for FY10-13 

Initial 241s 

Revised 241s 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

Number of Completions for FY10-13 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

Number of Completions for FY10-13 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

APPLICATION FEE: 
Amount for inspections [Cost/Initial 241] 

Amount for initial filing of NRC Form 241 [Cost/Initial 241] 

$265 

78 

Q 
78 

19.5 

_896 

Q 
896 

, 224 

7529 
Q 

7529 
1882.25 

$392 
$700 
$840 

$1,932 
)r revisions to initial filing of NRG Form 241 [Cost/Initial 241] ___ --=~--

Total Application Fee 
Application Fee Rounded $1,900 

* data based on FY 2015 Biennial Review 
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Avg Inspection 
Costs (Avg. no. 
of hours for Total Amount 
insp. x hourlv ratel 

$4,500 

$87,750 

$700 

$156,800 

$100 

$188,225 

06/08/2016 



Part 170 Fees 

General License Registration Fees 

Section 11.A.2 

This fee under byproduct material is for registration of a device(s) generally licensed under part 
31 of this chapter. 



FY2016 Hourly Rate 
$265 

DETERMINATION OF MATERIALS PART 170 APPLICATION FEES 
and Average Inspection Costs •• 

. FY 2016 

DETERMINATION OF GENERAL LICENSE REGISTRATION FEE, FY 2016 

(FEE CATEGORY 3Q) 

Total % Supporting 
GL Resources Registrable GLs 

Total Supporting 
Registrable GLs 

FSME GL Program 
budgeted FTE 

budgeted contract $ 

full cost of FTE 

Regions 
HQ 

Regions 
HQ 

total budgeted resources, FSME GL Program (equals full 
cost of FTE + contract $) 

portion of budgeted resources associated w/fee exempt 
GLs (nonprofit educational) 

net to be recovered 

fee assuming 532 registrable GLs 
fee, rounded 

$382,069 

Data based on the NRG budaet documents and the 10/15 email from Eric Freeman(NMSS GL oroaram). 
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0.20 

$0 
$232,000 

$382,069 

$308,414 

$11,411 

$297,002 

$558.28 
$600 

06/08/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Section 11.B 



\, 

Part 171 Annual Fees 

Application of Fee-Relief Adjustment and 
LLW Surcharge -

Section 11.B.1 

Table Ill 
Table IV 

The NRG applies the 1 O percent of its budget that is excluded from fee recovery under OBRA-
90, as amended (fee relief), to offset the total budget allocated for activities which do not directly 
benefit current NRG licensees. The budget resources for these fee-relief activities are totaled, 
and then reduced by the amount of the NRG's fee relief. Any difference between the fee relief 
and the budgeted amount of these activities results in a fee relief adjustment (increase or 
decrease) to all licensees' annual fees, based on their percent of the budget (i.e., over 80 
percent is allocated to power reactors each year). 

The FY 2016 budgeted resources for NRG's fee-relief activities are $98.0 million. The NRG's 1 O 
percent fee relief amount in FY 2016 'is $98.1 million, leaving $0.1 million fee-relief credit that 
will decrease all licensees' annual fees based on their percentage share of the budget. The FY 
2016 budget for fee-relief activities is lower than FY 2015, primarily due to the decrease in the 
fee relief allowance. 

Separately, the NRG has continued to allocate the low-level waste (LLW) surcharge based on 
the volume of LLW disposal of three classes of licensees, operating reactors, fuel facilities, and 
materials users. 



Fee-Relief Activity-Rebaseline 

FY 2016 FEE-RELIEF ACTIVITIES AND LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE 

TOTALNRC -··----· ,_,_,_~ ··~ ~- ,_----~· 

NONPROFIT EDUCATIONAL EXEMPTION 

INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 

SMALL ENTITY SUBSIDY 

AGREEMENT STATE OVERSIGHT 

FTE rate: $382,069 

_j 

REGULATORY SUPPORT TO AGREEMENT STATES 

ISL RULE/GENERAL LICENSEES/MOL Y99/FELLOWSHIPS & SCHOLARSHIPi 

DECOMMISSIONING/RECLAMATION GENERIC 

MILITARY RADIUM 226 

LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE 

TOTAL 

DIRECT RESOURCES 

$,M 

0.48 
5.68 

2.22 
3.03 

16.91 
3.38 
0.69 
0.23 

32.61 

FTE 

25 
18 

27 
35 
10 
43 
3 
8 

169.3 

Less Part 170 

materials 
decommissioning 

revenue,$ M 

4.46 

FEE AMOUNT 

($,M) 

10.07 
12.56 
8.49 

12.61 
16.51 
20.84 
15.23 
1.72 
3.28 

101.32 

To meet the 90% fee recovery requirement for FY 2016, the Fee-Relief Activities are reduced by 10% 

of NRC's FY 2016 net budget authority (appropriation less Non-Recoverable Fee ltems1, as shown below) 

Fee-Relief Activity (Total above less LLW generic surcharge)' 

Budget Authority minus NWF, Gen Fund, & generic HLS 

Percent reduction in fee recovery amount for FY 2016 

Reduction in annual fee recovery amount for FY 2016 

Delta, Fee-Relief Activity (less generic LLW) and reduction in fee recovery amt 

Generic LLW Surcharge amount 

Net adjustment to fee assessments 

($,Ml 
98.04 
981.03 
10.0% 
98.10 
-0.07 
3.28 
3_22 

DISTRIBUTION OF ADJUSTMENT TO FEE ASSESSMENTS 

LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE FEE-RELIEF ACTIVITIES 

~ PERCENT $,M PERCENT $,M 

POWER REACTORS 31% 1.0 86.11% -0.0573 

SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING 0 0 3.60% -0.0024 

TEST AND RESEARCH REACTORS 0 0 0.44% -0.0003 

FUEL FACILITIES 53% 1.7 4.75% -0.0032 

MATERIALS 16% 0.525 3.10% -0.0021 

TRANSPORTATION 0 0 0.58% -0.0004 

RARE EARTH FACILITIES 0 0 0.00% 0.0000 

URANIUM RECOVERY 0 0 1.41% -0.0009 

TOTAL 100 3.28 100.00% -0.07 
1 

NOTES: 

'Non-Recoverable Fee Items: NWF, WIR and generic homeland security 
2Generic LLW activities are not considered a fairness and equity issue because licensees will benefit from these activities 

TOTAL 
ADJUSTMENT 

$,M 

0.9603 

-0.0024 

-0.0003 

1.7366 

0.5231 

-0.0004 

0.0000 
-0.0009 

3.22 

06/08/2016 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Nonprofit Education Exemption Fee-Relief Category 

FEE-RELIEF ALLOCATION DETERMINED BY OCFO, IN 

I CONSULTATION WITH PROGRAM OFFICES 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------ ------------------ ------------

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Construction Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Part 50 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Vendor Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Research & Test Reactors 104 17.1 968 15.7 
Oversight I 

Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Enforcement 2 0.2 1 0.1 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission IT 1 0.0 1 0.0 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 0 3.5 0 3.5 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 280 0.7 371 1.1 

Training 
Fukushima NTTF 0 0.0 I 0 0.0 
Mission Training 36 0.0 I 7 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 423 I 21 .5 I 1,347 20.4 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 423 I 21 .5 1,347 20.4 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Di rect Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

' 
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

I I I 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS I 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Licensing Actions 2 2.4 3 1.0 
Mission IT 2 0.0 8 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.1 

Oversight 
Al legations & Investigations 0 0.1 0 0.3 
Enforcement 2 0.3 2 0.2 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Inspection 6 0.8 3 0.8 
Mission IT 32 0.0 50 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Research 
Materials Research 2 0.0 2 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 2 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 8 0.0 31 0.0 

NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 54 3.6 99 2.4 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

(864) . 1.4 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
1 0.1 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
o · 0.0 

(91) (0.4) 

0 0.0 
30 0.0 

0 0.0 

I (924) 1.1 

(924) 1.1 

I 

0 0.0 

I 

I 
I 
I 

(1) 1.4 
(7) 0.0 
0 (0.1) 

0 (0.2) 
0 0.1 
0 0.0 
3 0.0 

(18) 0.0 
0 0.0 

1 0.0 

(1) 0.0 

(23) 0.0 
0 0.0 

(45) 1.2 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Nonprofit Education Exemption Fee-Relief Category 

FEE-RELIEF ALLOCATION DETERMINED BY OCFO, IN 
CONSULTATION WITH PROGRAM OFFICES 

FY16 FY1 5 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------------------- ------------------ ------------

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Storage Licensing 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Transportation Certification 0 0.0 16 0.3 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.1 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 0 0.0 2 0.1 

Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Travel 

Mission Travel 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0 .0 18 0.5 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 54 3.6 118 I 2.9 

TOTAL Nonprofit Education Exemption 477 25.1 1,465 23.3 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $10,067 $10,332 

Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

(16) (0.3) 

0 (0.1) 

(2) (0. 1) 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
(18) (0.5) 

(63) 0.7 

(988) 1.8 

($264) 

The nonprofit educational Fee-Relief category includes resources originally allocated to the test and research reactor, materials users, and transportation 
fee classes, that are prorated to the Fee-Relief Activities based on the number nonprofit educational institution licensees in each fee class (approx. 88%, 
4%, and 2%, respectively). 

06/08/2016 Page 2 of 2 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
International Activities Fee-Relief Category 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

----------------------------------- -----------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE I PRODUCTS: 

International Activit ies 
International Cooperation 0 0.0 u 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Trainina 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activit ies 

Licensing lmporVExport 0 0.0 0 
International Cooperation 0 1.0 0 

Train ing 
Fukushima NTIF 0 0.0 0 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources I 0 1.0 I 0 

I 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 1.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

International Act ivities I 

Convenlions & Treaties 0 3.5 0 
Licensing lmporVExport 0 0.0 0 
International Cooperation 0 1.5 0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 5.0 0 

I I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

International Activities 
lnlernational Technical Cooperation 0 1.5 0 
International Assistance 5,683 7.5 0 

Training I 

Mission Training I 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training I 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 5,683 9.0 0 

I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activit ies 

International Technical Cooperation 0 1.0 100 
Conventions & Treaties o , 1.0 0 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 3 
Total Direct Resources 0 2.0 I 103 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Technical Cooperat ion 0 1.0 180 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 1.0 180 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 5,683 I 17.0 283 

TOTAL INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 5,683 18.0 283 
I 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $12,560 $9,264 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

--·---------- --------------------- ------------

1.U 0 (l.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
1.0 0 (1.0) 

1.0 0 (1.0) 
3.0 0 (2.0) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
4.0 0 (3.0) 

I 

5.0 0 1 (4.0) 

I 
I 

3.5 0 0.0 
0.6 0 (0.6) 
3.0 I 0 (1.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 O' 0.0 
7.1 0 (2.1) 

I 

I 

4.0 0 (2.5) 
1.5 5,683 6.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 I 0 0.0 
5.5 5,683 3.5 

I I 
I 

I 

4.0 (100) (3.0) 
0.0 0 1.0 

0.0 (3) 0.0 
4.0 (103) (2.0) 

I 

2.0 (180) (1.0) 

I 

0.0 0 0.0 
2.0 (180) (1.0) 

18.6 5,400 (1.6) 

23.6 5,400 (5.6) 

$3,296 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Agreement State Oversight Fee-Relief Category 

I 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

------------------------------ ------------ -----------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 9 0.0 0 
NSPDP Trainina 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 9 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 25 0.2 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 25 0.2 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 34 0.2 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY I 

BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 
PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 0 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 
lnspeclion 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 
Security 0 0.0 37 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States 125 26.5 125 
Mission IT 187 0.0 323 

Travel 
Agreement State Travel 1,264 0.0 1,264 

Training 
Mission Training I 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 1,576 26.5 1,749 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.5 0 

Mission Training 
Training 482 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking Support 127 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 609 0.5 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL .STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 2,185 27.0 1,749 

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE OVERSIGHT 2,219 27.2 1,749 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $12,611 $12,024 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ ------------------------ ------------

0.0 9 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 9 0.0 

0.0 25 0.2 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 25 0.2 

0.0 34 0.2 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0;0 0 0.0 
0.0 (37) 0.0 

26.5 0 0.0 
0.0 (136) 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

26.5 (173) 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.5 0 0.0 

0.0 482 0.0 

0.0 
0.5 609 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

27.0 436 0.0 

27.0 470 0.2 

$587 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Agreement State Regulatory Support Fee-Relief Category 

FEE-RELIEF ALLOCATION DETERMINED BY OCFO, IN 
CONSULTATION WITH PROGRAM OFFICES 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

--------------------- ------------- ------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 32.2 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 32.2 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Response Operations 0 1.2 0 
Response Programs 0 1.7 0 

International Activities 
International Copperation 0 0.0 0 

Licensing 
Licensing Actions 105 12.9 73 
Mission IT 432 0.6 355 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 0 1.3 0 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Event Evaluation 26 3.9 26 
Inspection 0 6.4 0 
Mission IT 1,037 0.9 1,032 
Security 0 0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 9 0.0 287 
Rulemaking Support 0 2.2 0 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Research 
Materials Research 389 1.7 305 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States 0 0.0 0 
Liaison 0 0.9 4 

Travel 
Agreement State Travel 0 0.0 0 

Training 
Mission Training 1,029 1.6 1,082 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 3,026 35.3 3,164 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 103 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 103 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------- -------------------- -------------

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 (32) 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 (32) 0.0 

1.7 0 (0.5) 
0.6 0 1.1 

0.0 0 0.0 

12.9 31 0.0 
1.3 77 (0.7) 
0.0 0 0.0 

1.3 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
3.9 0 0.0 
4.9 0 1.5 
0.0 5 0.9 

0 0 0.0 

6.3 (278) (6.3) 
2.2 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

1.7 84 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
1.7 (4) (0.8) 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.5 (53) 0.1 
0.0 0 0.0 

40.0 (138) (4.7) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 (103) 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 (103) 0.0 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Agreement State Regulatory Support Fee-Relief Category 

FEE-RELIEF ALLOCATION DETERMINED BY OCFO, IN 
CONSULTATION WITH PROGRAM OFFICES 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

--------------------- ------------- ------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 3,026 35.3 3,299 

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE REGULATORY SUPPORT 3,026 35.3 3,299 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $16,513 $18,521 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------- -------------------- -------------

0.0 0 0.0 

40.0 (273) (4.7 

40.0 (273) (4.7) 

($2,008) 

The Agreement State regulatory support Fee-Reliefcategory includes resources originally allocated to the materials users , that are prorated to the surcharge 
based on the number licensees in Agreement States in each fee class (approx. 87% ). 

06/08/2016 
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2123/2009 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
In-situ Leach Facilities Rulemaking, Unregistered General Licensees, MOL Y 99 and Fellowships Scholarships 

Fee-Relief Category 

FY16 FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------------------ ------------- --------------------- ------------ ---------------------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE I PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources ' 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Research & Test Reactors 403 0.5 220 9.8 183 (9.3) 
Oversight 0 0.0 

Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0 1.0 0 2.5 0 (1.5) 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 403 1.5 220 12.3 183 (10.8) 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 403 1.5 220 12.3 183 (10.8 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Licensing Actions 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission IT 345 0.8 345 0.8 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 345 0.8 345 0.8 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rutemaking 186 2.0 240 1.1 (54) 0.9 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 186 2.0 240 1.1 (54) 0.9 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 531 2.8 585 1.9 (54) 0.9 

PROGRAM: CORPORATE SUPPORT 

Outreach 
MS! Grants 300 0.0 930 0.0 (630) 0.0 
Integrated University Program 15,000 0.0 15,000 0.0 0 0.0 
Outreach & Compliance Coard. Pgm. 673 6.0 523 6.5 150 (0.5) 

Grand Total Corporate Support 15,973 6.0 16,453 6.5 (480) (0.5) 

TOTAL ISUMOLY99/GENERAL LICENSEES/FELLOWSHIPS & 16,907 10.3 17,258 20.7 (351) (10.4) 
SCHOLARSHIPS 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mlssion direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $20,843 $25,135 ($4,293) 

Page 1of1 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Dep~rtment of Defense Remediation program MOU activities 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

------------------------- ------------ -------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NS PDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: . 
Licensing 

Decomm. Licensing Actions 693 2.7 0 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 693 2.7 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: . 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 693 2.7 0 

TOTAL GENERIC LOW LEVEL WASTE 693 2.7 0 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $1,725 $0 

06/08/2016 

FTE 
------------

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

Difference 
Contract ($,K) 

-----------------------

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

693 

0 

693 

693 

$1,725 

FTE 
------------

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

2.7 

0.0 
0.0 
2.7 

0.0 

2.7 

2.7 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Generic Decommissioning and Reclaimation Fee-Relief Category 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

--------------------- ------------ --------------------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 '0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 
PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 100 2.7 0 0.0 
Licensing 

Decomm. Enviromental Reviews 750 2.5 750 2.5 
Decomm. Licensing Actions 1,596 30.0 1,113 33.5 
Mission IT 162 0.5 159 0.5 
Uranium Recovery Enviromental Reviews 250 0.0 250 0.8 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 518 3.4 0 2.9 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Inspections 0 1.1 0 2.5 

Research 
Waste Research 0 2.0 0 2.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.5 0 0.5 
Total Direct Resources 3,376 42.7 2,272 45.2 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 3,376 42.7 2,272 45.2 

TOTAL GENERIC DECOMMISSIONING & RECLAIMATION 3,376 42.7 2,272 45.2 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $15,229 $16,393 

Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

100 2.7 

0 0.0 
483 (3.5) 

3 0.0 
0 (0.8) 

518 0.5 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 (1.4) 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1,104 (2.5) 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

1,104 (2.5) 

1,104 (2.5) 

($1,164) 

All decommissioning resources for licensees other than Part 50 power reactors and Part 72 licensees--i.e., site specific+ generic resources--are allocated to the 
'generic decommissioning' Fee-Relief category. OCFO then subtracts from this total the estimated Part 170 decommissioning revenue from these licensees. By 
definition, what's left is 'generic.' 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Generic Low Level Waste Surcharge Category 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,Kl FTE Contract ($,K) 

------------------------- ------------ --------------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE I 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Uranium Recovery Licensing Actions 0 0.0 I 0 
Oversight 

LLW Regulation & Oversight 111 5.5 111 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 I 0 

Mission Train ing I 

Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 11 5 2.0 188 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.5 0 
Total Di rect Resources 226 8.0 299 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety I 226 8.0 299 I 

TOTAL GENERIC LOW LEVEL WASTE 226 8.0 299 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $3,283 $3,876 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ ------------------------ ------------

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 O ' 0.0 
0.0 o , 0.0 

I 

0.5 0 (0.5) 

5.5 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 I 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

2.9 (73) , (0.9) 
0.5 0 0.0 
9.4 (73) (1.4) 

0.0 0 0.0 

9.41 (73) 1 (1.4) 

I 

9.4 (73) (1.4) 

I 
($594) 
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,Part 171 Annual Fees 

Fuel Facilities 

Section 11.B.2.a 
Table VI 
Table VII 
Table VIII 

The FY 2016 budgeted cost to be recovered in the annual fees assessment to the fuel facility 
class of licenses [which includes licensees in fee categories 1.A.(1 )(a) , 1.A.(1 )(b) , 1.A.(2)(a) , 
1.A.(2)(b) , 1.A.(2)(c), 1.E., and 2.A.(1 ), under §171.16] is approximately $31 .6 million. This 
value is based on the full cost of budgeted resources associated with all activities that support 
this fee class, which is reduced by estimated part 170 collections and adjusted for allocated 
generic transportation resources, and fee relief. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

FUEL FACILITY 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 0.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 1,800.9 101 .2 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 1,800.9 101 .2 

I 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 40.5 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 11 .7 

I 
(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 28.8 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 1.1 

I 
(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 29.9 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 41 .5 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 
I 

4.75% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 1.7 

I 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 
I 

0.03 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment I 
0.0 I 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 31 .64 
I I 

(13) Number of Licensees 
different for 

different 
(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) categories of 

licenses; see 
other 

worksheets 
unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 

rounded annual fee, actual$ 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE I PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Alleqations & Investigations 
Construction Inspection 
Emerqency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Mission IT 
Part 50 
Security 
Vendor Inspection 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM : NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 
Inspection 
Mission IT 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 
Security 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Fuel Facilities Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

---------------------- ------------

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
I 0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

I 

PROGRAM : NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Resoonse Program 30 2.5 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 0 1.0 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 1.0 
Environmental Reviews 200 1.5 
Fukushima NTTF 0 1.0 
Licensing Actions 555 31 .5 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 
Security 0 2.0 

Oversight 
Alleaations & Investigations 0 0.5 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Enforcement 10 2.0 
Inspection 100 36.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 
Security 337 9.5 

Research 
Longterm Research 0 0.0 
Materials Research 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 182 10.0 
Rulemaking support 0 1.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 305 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 1.0 
Total Direct Resources 1,719 100.5 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

MultilateraVBilateral 0 0.0 
Oversight 

Alleqations & Investigations 0 0.0 
Enforcement 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

----------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 I 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

I I 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

I 0 0.0 Of 0.0 
0 0.0 I 0 0.0 

0 O.O f Of 0.0 

I I I I 
I 

I I I 

30 2.5 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 1.0 
I 

0 1.0 0 0.0 
200 2.0 I 0 (0.5) 

0 1.0 0 0.0 
563 32.0 (8) (0.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 2.0 0 0.0 

I 

0 0.5 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

10 2.5 (0) (0.5) 
420 38.5 (320) (2.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
192 8.5 145 1.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.5 0 (0.5) 

182 12.0 0 (2.0) 
0 1.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

532 0.0 (227) 0.0 
0 2.0 0 (1.0) 

2,129 106.0 (410) (5.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Fuel Facilities Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

---------------------- ------------
PROGRAM : NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

Event Evaluation 0 0.0 
Inspection 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 
Security 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Liaison 0 0.5 

Training 
Mission Training 62 0.2 
Total Direct Resources 62 0.7 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
licensing 

Uranium Recovery Env. Reviews 0 0.0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 

Mission Training 
Training 20 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 20 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 
Storage Licensing 0 0.0 
Transportation Certification 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources I 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 1,801 101 .2 

TOTAL FUEL FACILITY 1,801 101 .2 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) 40,466 

06/08/201 6 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

----------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------

0 0.0 0 0.0 
3 0.0 (3) 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.5 0 0.0 

53 0.2 9 0.0 
56 0.7 6 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

12 0.0 8 0.0 
12 0.0 8 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

2,197 106.7 (396) 1 (5.5) 

2,197 106.7 (396) (5.5) 

42,802 ($2,335) 

I 
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USING 1()'15MATAtX 

Part 171 Amount 
Less Bimng Adjustment 

less Aecissioo Adjustment 

TOTAL 

$29,868,973 
33.276 

$29,902,249 

Allocation of Part 171 Amount to Safety/Safeguards 

FEE CATEGORY 
1A(1)(a) SSNM (HEU) 
1A(1)(b) SNM (LEU) 

1 A(2)(a) (Pa~::::h~D OPS 

1A(2)(b) 

1A(2)(c) 

1E 

2A(1) 

OTHERS (Gas 
centrifuge 
enrichment 
demonstration) 

OTHERS(hol 
cell facility) 

ENRICHMENT 

UF6 (Honeywell) 

ALLOCATION to CATEGORY 

Fee Category 

1A(1)(a) SSNM (HEU) 

1A(1)(b) SNM (LEU) 

1A(2)(a) 
LIMITED OPS 

(Paducah) 
OTHERS (Gas 

1A(2)(b) 
centrifuge 
enrichment 
demonstration) 

1A(2)(c) 
OTHERS (hol 

cell facilily) 

1E ENRICHMENT 

2A(1 ) UF6 (Honeywell) 

TOTAL 

NUMBER OF 
LICENSES 

Cols 1 and 2=budgeted amounts x percent of total effort factor 

Col3 = Col 1 +Col2 

Col 4 = Total fee-relief x percent of total effort factor 

Col 5 = Cot 3 + Col 4 I number of licensees 

% oftotal 

SAFETY 

$16,163,378 

Safety 

88 
70 

21 

12 

200 
54 .1% 

(1) 

$7, 111 ,886 

5,657, 182 

242,451 

484,901 

1,697,155 

969,803 

$16,163,378 

FUEL FACILITY ANNUAL FEES 
FY 2016 

SAFEGUAROS 

$13,738,871 

EFFORT FACTORS 

Safeguards 

% % 
44.0% 96 56.5% 
35.0% 26 15.3% 

O.Oo/o O.O"k 

1.5% 15 8.8% 

3.0% 1.8% 

10.5% 23 13.5% 

6.0% 4.1% 

100.0% 170 100% 
45.9% 

(2) 

$7,758,421 

2,101 ,239 

1,21 2,253 

242,451 

1,858,788 

565,718 

$13,738,871 

TOT AL ANNUAL 
TOTAL FEE-RELIEF FEE 

$29,902,249 $1 ,736,589 $31,638.837 

Total 

% 
184 49.7% 
96 25.9% 

0.0% 

18 4.9% 

2.4% 

44 11.9% 

19 5.1% 

370 100% 

(5) 

TOT AL ANNUAL FY 2016 

(3) (4) FEE PER Annual Fee FY 2015 GRAND 

LICENSE Rounded Annual Fee % inc.Idec. TOTALS 

$14,870,307 $863,601 $7,866,954 $7,867,000 $8,473,000 -7.2% 15,733,908 

7,758,421 $450,574 $2,736,332 $2,736,000 $2,915,000 -6.1% 8,208,996 

$0 so so so 100.0% 

1,454,704 $84,483 $1 ,539,187 Sl ,539,000 $1,640,000 -6.2% 1,539, 187 

727,352 $42,241 $769,593 sno.ooo $820,000 -6.1 % 769,593 

3,555.943 $206,513 $3,762,456 SJ,762,000 $4,009,000 -6.2% 3,762,456 

1,535,521 $89,176 $1 ,624,697 Sl ,625,000 $1,731 ,000 ·6.1 % 1,624,697 

$29,902,249 $1,736,589 31,638,837 



CATEGORY LICENSEE 

SNM (HEU) B&W NOG ISNM-421 

NFS (SNM-124) 

LES ISNM-2010I 

Uranium USEC ACP tSNM-2011)" 
Enrichment AREVA Eaale Rock 

Global Laser Enrictmert 

Global Nuclear (SNM· 1097) 

SNM (LEU) AREVA NP RicHand (SNM· 
12271 

WesUrahouse (SNM·l 107) 

H~ell ISUB-5261 
UF6 Conversion 1rnemational lsotopeS(~Uts· 

1587) 

Gas Cent. USEC Lead cascade (SNM· 
EJW"ichment 7003) 

Hot Cell GE Val1ecttos (SNM·960) 

s. Safety HIGH "' 
SG = Safeguards MODERATE= 

LOW • 
NONE : 

Changes from Prior Year: 

No Chang< 
New Addition 

13 
0 

FEE 
Docket number CATEGORY 

70-00027 1Al1\lal 

70-00143 1A(1)(a) 

70-03103 1E 

7(}-07004 1E 
70-07015 1E 

70-01113 1E 

70-01113 1A(1)(b) 

70-01257 1Al1\(b) 

70-01151 1All)(b) 

40-03392 2Al1l 

40-09058 2A(1) 

7(}-07003 1A(2)(b) 

7(}-00754 1A(2)(c) 

10 
5 
r 
0 

SOLID 
UF6/METAL 
s SG 

10 10 

10 10 

10 1 

10 1 
10 1 

10 1 

5 1 

5 1 

5 1 

5 1 

5 1 

1 0 

0 0 

NRC FUEL CYCLE FACILITIES 
FY 2016 ANNUAL FEES - EFFORT FACTOR MATRIX 

April 2016 

PROCESSES 
LIQUID HEU DOWN CONVERStON 

ENRICHMENT UF6 BLEND POWDER PELLET 
s SG s SG s SG s SG s SG 

0 0 0 0 5 5 5 5 10 5 

0 0 0 0 10 10 10 10 0 0 

5 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
5 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

5 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 

1 5 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 

0 0 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 

0 0 1 1 0 0 5 1 5 1 

0 0 5 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 

0 0 5 5 0 0 1 0 0 0 

1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

ROD/ SCRAP/ SENSITIVE 
BUNDLE WASTE HOT CELL INFORMATtoN 
s SG s SG s SG s SG 

5 5 10 5 1 1 1 10 

0 0 10 10 0 0 1 10 

0 0 5 1 0 0 0 10 

0 0 5 1 0 0 0 10 

0 0 5 1 0 0 0 10 

0 0 5 1 0 0 0 10 

1 1 5 1 0 0 1 1 

1 1 5 1 0 0 1 1 

1 1 5 1 0 0 1 1 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 10 

0 0 5 1 1 1 0 1 

TOTALS 

FY15 Notes: 
1 USEC ACP licensed but not operationg due to license conditions 
2 AREVA Eagle Rock no\ operating 
3 Global Nuclear has license responsibility tor the GLE enrictvnent test loop and any event consequences therelrom. Tlis is the basis !or the ·10· on SG-Sensitive lnfomiation. 
4 Global Laser EnridYnenl not operating 
5 AREVA Lynchburg removed because license was terminated . 
6 International Isotopes not operating 

SUBTOTALS 

s SG 

47 46 

41 50 

21 23 

24 12 

23 7 

23 7 

12 7 

3 15 

6 3 

200 170 

TOTAL 

93 

91 

44 

36 

30 

30 

19 

18 

9 

370 

Not In op. 

Not in op. 

Not in op. 

Not in op. 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Uranium Recovery Facilities 

Section 11.B.2.b 

Table IX 
Table X 
Table XI 
Table XII 

The total FY 2016 budgeted cost to be recovered through annual fees assessed to the uranium 
recovery class [which includes licensees in fee categories 2.A.(2)(a) , 2.A.(2)(b) , 2.A.(2)(c) , 
2.A.(2)(d) , 2.A.(2)(e) , 2.A.(3) , 2.A.(4) , 2.A.(5) and 18.B., under§ 171 .16), is approximately 
$914,000 (rounded) . 

Of the required annual fee collections, $545,000 is assessed to DOE's Uranium Mill Tailings 
Radiation Control Act (UMTRCA) under fee category 18.B. The remaining $369,000 (rounded) 
would be recovered through annual fees assessed to the other licensees in this fee class (i.e. , 
conventional mills, in-situ recovery facilities, 11 e.(2) mill tailings disposal facilities (incidental to 
existing tailings sites) , and a uranium water treatment facility.) 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

URANIUM RECOVERY 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 2,267.0 26.3 
CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 2,267.0 26.3 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 12.32 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 11 .41 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 0.91 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 0.91 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 12.32 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 1.41 % 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 0.00 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee 

(1 O) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.01 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.00 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+ 1O+11) 0.91 

(13) Number of Licensees 
different for 

different 
(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) categories of 

licenses; see 
other 

worksheets 
unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual$ 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Uranium Recovery Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

---------------------- ------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources D D.D 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources D D.D 

Grand Total Nuc lear Reactor Safety D I D.D 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Di rect Resources D D.D 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking D D.D 
State Tribal and Federal Programs 

Agreement States D D.D 
Liaison D 1.D 

Train ing 
Mission Training D D.D 
NSPDP Training D D.D 
Total Direct Resources D 1.D 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 4D 1.8 
Uranium Recovery Envir. Reviews 2,132 I 9.3 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 6D 9.6 

Oversight 
Inspection D 4.6 I 

Miss ion Train ing I I 
Training 35 I D.D 
Total Direct Resources 2,267 25.3 

I 
I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

Total Direct Resources D D.D 

Grand Total Nuclear Materia ls & Waste Safety 2,267 I 26.3 

I 

TOTAL URANIUM RECOVERY 2,267 26.3 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x fu ll cost of 
FTE + mission direct contract$) $12,315 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

---------------------- ------------ ------------------------ ------------

D D.D D D.D 

D D.D D D.D 

D I D.D D D.D 

D D.D D D.D 

I D D.D D D.D 

D D.D D D.D 
I D 1.D D D.D 

D D.D D D.D 
D D.D D D.D 

I D 1.D D D.D 
! 

I 

D D.D 4D 1.8 
2,15D 16.1 (18) (6.8) 

6D 4.1 D 5.5 

D ' 2.5 D 2.1 

I 

3D D.D 5 D.D 
2,24D 22.7 I 27 2.6 

I I 

I D D.D D D.D 

2,24D 23.7 I 21 I 2.6 

I 

2,24D 23.7 27 2.6 

$11 ,259 $1 ,D56 

I I 
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Fee 
Category 

18.B. 

TOTAL ANNUAL FEE AMOUNT (excl. fee-relief adjustment): 
TOTAL FEE-RELIEF ADJUSTMENT: 

TOTAL: 

GROUP 1 

Calculation of DOE Annual Fee 

DOE UMTRCA Budgeted Costs: 

10% x (Total Annual Fee Amount (excl. 
Fee-Relief) less UMTRCA) 

10% of Fee-Relief Activities 

contract S FTE 

$40 I.BO 

URANIUM RECOVERY ANNUAL FEES 

FY 2016 

TOTAL 
$915,280 

-938 
$9 14,342 

FTE Rate 

$382.069 

Less: Part 170 
Receipts 

-$ 184,056 

Total: 
DOE's Annual Fee Rounded: 

GROUP 2 

Total 
Fee 

$503,708 

$41 ,157 

-$94 

$544,771 
$545,000 

Calculation of Annual Fee Amount for Remaining UR Licensees 

Remaining Annual Fee Amount (excl. Fee-Relief Adjustment): 

CALCULATION OF ANNUAL FEE AMOUNTS BY CATEGORY: 

Type of Site 

Conventional & Heap Leach Mills 

Basic In-situ Recovery Facilities 

Expanded In-situ Recovery Facilities 

In-situ Recovery Resin Facilities 

Resin Toll Milling Facilities 

Facilities for Disposal of 11 e(2) Materials 

Disposal Incident to Operation at Licensed Facilities 

Uranium Water Treatment Facility 

TOTAL 

Col. 3= Col. 1 x Col. 2 
Col. 5= Col. 4 x Group 2 Total Base Fee 
Col. 6= Col. 5 /Col. 1 

Fee 
Category 

2.A.(2)(a) 

2.A.(2)(b) 

2.A.(2)(c) 

2.A.(2)(d) 

2.A.(2)(e) 

2.A.(3) 

2.A.(4) 

2.A. (5) 

Col. 7= Col. 4 x Group 2 Fee-Relief Adjustment Amount/Col. 
Col. 8= Col . 6 +Col. 7 

Remaining Fee Relief Adjustment (90% ): 

(1 ) 

Number of 
Licenses 

Total: 

(2) 

Category 
Benefit 

150 

190 

215 

85 

25 

665 

FY 20 15 
Total 
Fee 

$370,415 
-$844 

$369,571 

(3) 

Total Benefit 
Value 

150 

950 

2 15 

85 

25 

1,425 

(4) (5) 

Total base 
Percent annual fee 

11 % $38,991 

67% $246,944 

15% $55,887 

0% $0 

0% so 
0% $0 

6% $22,095 

2% $6,499 

100% $370,415 

(6) (7) (8) 

FY 2016 
Annual Fee Per License Annual Fee GRAND 

Base Fee Relief Total Rounded FY15 Fee % Inc.Idec. TOTAL 

$38,991 -$89 $38,902 $38,900 $36,100 7.76% $38,902 

$49,389 -$ 113 $49,276 $49,300 $45,800 7.64% $246,381 

$55,887 -$ 127 $55,760 $55,800 $51,800 7.72% $55,760 

NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA so 
NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA $0 

NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA NIA $0 

$22,095 -$50 $22,045 $22,000 $20,500 7.32% $22,045 

$6,499 -$ 15 $6,484 $6,500 $6,000 8.33% $6,484 

$369,571 
DOE $544 771 
Total $914,342 



URANIUM RECOVERY MATRIX OF REGULATORY BENEFIT BY CATEGORY OF LICENSEE 
includes facilities in operational status (even if in standby) , excludes possession only licensees 

TO DETERMINE ANNUAL FEES FOR FY16 FEE RULE 
I I I I 

TYPE OF OPERATING ACTIVITY 
Operations Waste Operations Groundwater Protection 
weiaht = weiaht = weiaht = 

10 5 10 
No. of 

Licensees 
Total Score Total Score Total Score Total Score, all 

!=benefit score • (=benefit score !=benefit score Total Score all Licensees ~r 
Tvoe of Site Fee Catego!)£ Benefit weight) Benefit • weight) Benefit • weight) activities ~ 

Conventional and 
Heap Leach Mills 2(A)2a 1 5 50 10 50 5 50 150 150 

Basic In Situ 
Recovery Facilities 2(A)2b 5 9 90 2 10 9 90 190 950 
Expanded In Situ 
Recovery Facilities 2(A)2c 1 10 100 3 15 10 100 215 215 
In-situ Recovery 
Resin Facilities 2(A)2d 0 8 80 2 10 9 90 180 0 
Resin Toll Milling 
Facilities 2(A)2e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Facilities for 
Disposal of 11 e(2) 
Materials 2(A)3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Disposal Incident 
to Operation at 
Licensed Facilities 2(A)4 1 2 20 5 25 4 40 85 85 

Uranium Water 
Treatment Facility 2(A)5 1 1 10 3 15 0 0 25 25 

Grand Total 1425 

Benefit factors under "Operations", "Waste Operations" , and "Groundwater 
Level of Renulatorv Protection" reflect the regulatory benefit to each licensee in the fee category 
Benefit- Scale of 
0 to 10 lexamnles\ 

from generic uranium recovery program activities. 

None 0 
Minor 2 
Some 5 

Sianificant 10 

I I 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Operating Power Reactors 

Section 11.B.2.c 

Table XIII 

The budgeted costs to be recovered through annual fees to power reactors are divided equally 
among the 100 power reactors licensed to operate. This results in a FY 2016 annual fee of 
$4,659,000 per reactor. Additionally, each power reactor licensed to operate would be 
assessed the FY 2016 spent fuel storage/reactor decommissioning annual fee of $197,000. 
This results in a total FY 2016 annual fee of $4,856,000 for each power reactor licensed to 
operate. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

POWER REACTORS 

TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$ ,K FTE $ ,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ---------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 112,586.2 1,657.7 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 . 582.5 2,162.0 6.0 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 114,748.2 1,663.7 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 750.4 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 
I 

287.8 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 462.6 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 1.8 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 464.4 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 752.2 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) I 86.1128% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 
I 

1.0 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee I 0.01 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 
I 

0.60 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 
I 

0.0 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 465.9 

(13) Number of Licensees 
I 

100 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) I 4.66 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual$ 4,659,371 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 4,659,000 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE I PRODUCTS: 

International Activities 

International Cooperation 

Licensing 

Advanced Reactors 

Combined Licenses 

Design Certification 

Early Site Permit 

Emerqency Preparedness 

Fukushima NTTF 

Licensing Actions 
Licensing Support 

Mission IT 

New Reactor Facilities 

Operator Licensing 

Pre-Appl ication Reviews 

Part 50 

Security 

Overs ight 

Allegations & Investigations 

Construction Inspection 

Emergency Preparedness 

Enforcement 

Mission IT 

Part50 

Security 

Vendor Inspection 

Research 

Adv. Reactors Research 

Long term Research 

New Reactors Research 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking (PL) 

Security 

Rulemaking Suppor1 

Training 

Mission Training 

NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Mission IT 
Other Response Activities 
Response Operations 
Response Program 

International Act ivit ies 
International Cooperation 

Licensing 
Emergency Preparedness 
Generic Issues Program 
Fukushima NTTF/Japan Lessons Learned 
License Renewal 
Licensing Actions 
Licensing Support 
Mission IT 
Operator Licensing 
Research & Test Reactors 
Security 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 
Fukushima NTTF 
Inspection 
Mission IT 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 

06/08/2016 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Power Reactors Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

----------------------- ------------ ----------------------

60 7.0 60 

0 0.0 0 

4,291 54.0 2,606 

9,291 41 .5 11 ,515 

445 8.0 340 

0 0.0 0 

0 1.5 0 

1,055 31.5 1,054 

2,891 60.5 3,891 

2,175 6.0 2,865 

0 0.0 0 

0 15.0 0 

480 5.5 1,250 

0 0.5 45 

0 0.0 0 

0 8.5 0 

470 70.5 470 

0 1.0 0 

6 3.5 6 

10 0.0 0 

0 0.0 120 

640 5.0 640 

200 25 .51 200 

620 2.5 820 

0 0.0 0 

4,040 10.0 4,031 

120 6.5 120 

I 0 0.0 I 0 
I o i i.01 0 

920 13.0 I 1,548 I 

0 4.0 0 
27 ,714 382.0 31 ,581 

I 

5,380 5.0 3,062 
0 0.0 2,225 

200 19.0 100 
500 18.5 250 

I I 

0 18.0 I 0 

295 12.0 560 
I 0 0.0 0 

4,181 96.0 3,116 
913 54.5 3,689 

12,007 156.5 11 ,548 
561 48.0 662 
244 1.5 122 
455 38.5 455 

0 0 0 
1,030 12.5 779 

25 47.5 25 
0 21.0 0 

116 18.7 116 
55 44 .0 55 
0 4.0 0 

3,531 365.5 3,511 
6,887 7.5 5,358 

0 1.5 0 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ --------------------- ------------- --

4.0 0 3.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

56.0 1,685 (2.0) 

47.0 (2 ,224) (5.5) 

4.0 105 4.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

3.0 0 (1 .5) 

33.0 1 (1.5) 

78 .5 (1,000) (18.0) 

7.0 (690) (1.0) 

0.0 0 0.0 

15.0 0 0.0 

13.0 (770) (7.5) 

5.0 (45) (4.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

8.5 0 0.0 

62.0 0 8.5 

1.0 0 0.0 

3.5 I 0 0.0 

0.0 I 10 0.0 

15.5 (120) (15.5) 

5.0 I 0 0.0 

25 .0 I 0 0.5 

3.5 (200) (1.0) 

0.0 I 0 0.0 

13.0 9 (3.0) 

9.0 0 (2.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

i.o ' o ' 0.0 

13.0 (628) 0.0 

5.0 0 (1.0) 
430.5 (3,867) (48.5) 

2.5 2,318 2.5 
0.0 (2 ,225) 0.0 

14.5 100 4.5 
23.0 250 (45) 

I 

8.0 0 10.0 

12.0 (265) 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

97.5 1,065 (1.5) 
65.5 (2,776) (11.0) 

140.0 459 16.5 
62.0 (101) (14.0) 

1.5 122 0.0 
38.5 0 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
11 251 1.5 

56.0 0 (8.5) 
21 .0 0 0.0 
17.7 0 1.0 
29.0 0 15.0 

4.0 0 0.0 
369.5 20 (4 0) 

7.5 1,529 0.0 
0.0 0 1.5 
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Security 
Vendor Inspection 

Research 
Consequence Analysis & Hlth Effects 
Digital l&C & Electrical Res. 
Fire Safety Research 
Fukushima NTTF 
Generic Issues & Oper. Exp. 
International Research 
Lonoterm Research 
Materials Performance Research 
Mission IT 
Operational Events Analysis 
Reactor Research 
Reactor Safety Codes & Analysis 
Risk Analysis 
Seismic & Structural Research 

Rutemaking 
Fukushima NTTF/Japan Lessons Learned 
Rulemaking (PL) 
Emergency Preparedness 
Rulemaking Support 
Security 

Training 
Fukushima NTTF/Japan Lessons Learned 
Mission IT 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Power Reactors Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) ... ____________________ ------------ ----------------------

3,349 60.5 2,976 
0 2.0 0 

0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 

992 4.5 1,651 
225 4.0 225 

0 0.0 2,946 
0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 

1,125 2.5 3,006 
0 0.0 0 

39,018 122.0 14,689 
0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 
0 0.0 0 

508 14.5 800 
249 18.2 136 

0 0.0 0 
250 16.0 490 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 170 
100 0.0 0 

2,676 24 .8 3,775 
0 17.0 I 0 

84 ,872 1275.7 66,497 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 11 2,586 I 1657.7 98,078 I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Research I 

Materials Research 0 0.5 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.5 0 

I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 
International Activities I I 

Multilateral/Bilateral 0 0.0 0 
Oversight 

Inspection 3 0.0 3 
Rulemaking I 

Rulemaking 0 0.01 0 
State, Tribal and Federal Programs 

Liaison 0 1.5 0 
Training 

Mission Training 190 0.2 265 
Total Direct Resources 193 1.71 268 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

Licensing I 

Uranium Recovery Env. Reviews 0 0.0 0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 

Mission Training 
Training 10 0.5 8 
Total Direct Resources 10 0.5 8 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS. 
International Activit ies 

International Cooperation 75 0.0 0 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0 0 
Environmental Reviews I 0 0 0 
Licensinq Support 100 1 100 

Mission IT 0 0 0 
Security 0 0 0 
Storage Licensing 0 1 0 

Transportation Certification 0 0 0 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ --------------------- ---------------
60.5 373 0.0 

0.0 0 2.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
4.5 (659) 0.0 
7.5 0 (3.5) 
6.0 (2,946) (6.0) 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
2.5 (1,881) 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

124.5 24,329 (2.5) 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

17.0 (292) (2.5) 
24.3 113 (6. 1) 

0.0 0 0.0 
15.5 (240) 0.5 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 (170) 0.0 
0.0 100 0.0 

25.0 (1,099) (0.2) 
27.0 0 (10.0) 

1,295.0 I 18,375 (19.3) 

1,725.5 14,508 I (67.8) 

I 

0.0 0 0.5 
0.0 0 0.0 

I 

I 

0.0 o , 0.0 
0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.0 0 0.5 
0.0 

0.4 (75) (0.2) 
1 (75) 0.3 

0.0 o ' 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 2 0.5 
0.0 2 0.5 

0.0 75 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 
1 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 
0 0 1.0 
0 0 0.0 
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Research 
Waste Research 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 

Travel 
Mission Travel 

Training 
Mission Training 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

TOTAL POWER REACTORS 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Power Reactors Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

----------------------- ------------ ----------------------

1,435 0.0 1.435 

349 1.3 800 

0 0.0 0 

0 0 0 
1,959 3.3 2,335 

2,162 6.0 2,611 

114,748 1,663.7 100,689 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+mission direct contract$) 750,396 762 ,085 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

-------- ---- --------------------- ---------------

4.5 0 (4.5) 

5.6 (451) (4.3) 

0.0 0 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
11.1 (376) (7.8) 

12.5 (449) 1 (6.5) 

1,738.0 14,059 (743) 

($11,689) 

The budgetary resources allocated to Power Reactors Fee Class from Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety Program include (but are not limited to) activi ties pertaining to analysis, 
data collection, modeling future strategies for disposal of spent fuel and high level waste and monitoring developments in the evolving national waste management strategy. In 
addition to tribal program activities, dosimeter costs and materials training widely anended by all agency staff including inspectors benefitting numerous facets of the agency's 
mission. 
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OPERATING POWER REACTOR ANNUAL FEE 
FY 2016 

NUMBER OF POWER REACTORS LICENSED TO OPERATE: 
(by Nuclear Steam System Supplier & Design Type) 

Westinghouse 

General Electric 

Combustion Engineering 

Babcock & Wilcox 

TOT AL REACTORS 

DETERMINATION OF ANNUAL FEE: 

TOTAL BUDGETED COSTS FOR OPERATING POWER 
REACTORS (INCLUDES NON-FEE ACTIVITIES) 

ANNUAL FEE PER REACTOR (rounded) 
(BUDGETED COSTS DIVIDED BY 100 OPERATING 
POWER REACTORS) 

PLUS SPENT FUEL STORAGE/ 
REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING ANNUAL FEE 

TOTAL ANNUAL FEE PER LICENSE 

48 

34 

12 

6 

100 

$750,396, 138 

$ 4,659,000 

$197,000 

$4,856,000 

06/08/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor 
Decommissioning 

Section 11.B.2.d 

Table XIV 

For FY 2016, budgeted costs of approximately $24.0 million for spent fuel storage/reactor 
decommissioning are to be recovered through annual fees assessed to part 50 power reactors , 
and to part 72 licensees who do not hold a part 50 license. Those reactor licensees that have 
ceased operations and have no fuel onsite are not subject to these annual fees. The required 
annual fee recovery amount is divided equally among 122 licensees, resulting in a FY 2016 
annual fee of $197,000 per licensee. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 
SPENT FUEL STORAGE/ 

REACTOR DECOMM. 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- -------------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 2.3 0.1 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 2,274.9 73.7 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 2,277.2 73.8 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 30.5 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 
I 

7.5 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 
I 

23.0 

I 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 1.0 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)( equals 3+4) 
I 

24.0 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 
I 

31.4 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 3.60% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 
I 

-0.002 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee I I 0.00 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.03 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 
I 

0.0 

I 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 24.00 

(13) Number of Licensees 122 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 0.197 

I 

I 
unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual$ 196,750 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 197,000 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 I I I 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

---------------------- ------------ -----------------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 0 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 
Enforcement 1 0.1 1 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 1 0.0 1 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 0 0.0 0 
Security 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 2.2 0.1 2 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 2.3 0.1 2 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & lnvestiagtions 0 0.0 0 
Enforcement 2 0.2 2 
Inspection 3 0.0 3 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 

State, Tri bal and Federa l Pro. 
Liaison 30 0.5 0 

Training 
Mission Training 37 0.0 35 
Total Di rect Resources 72 0.7 40 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International 

International Cooperation 0 0.3 0 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 
Oversight 

Inspection 0 10.8 0 
Mission Training 

Training 327 0.0 195 
Total Direct Resources 327 11.1 195 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activ ities 

International Cooperation 0 0.5 0 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0 0 
Envi ronmental Reviews 200 2.5 200 
Fukushima NTIF 0 0 0 
Licensing Actions 15 1 30 
Licensing Support 0 6 0 
Mission IT 262 0.6 288 
Security 0 3 0 
Storage Licensina 600 17 600 
Transportation Certif ication 0 0 0 

Oversight 
Security 0 2 0 
Inspection 0 11 0 

Research 

06/08/201 6 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ --------------------- ------------

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.1 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.1 0 0.0 

0. 1 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.6 {1) (0.4) 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 30 0.5 

0.0 2 0.0 
0.6 32 0.1 

0.0 0 0.3 

0.5 0 (0.5) 

6.0 0 4.8 

0.0 132 0.0 
6.5 132 4.6 

0.0 0 0.5 

0 0 0.0 
2.5 0 0.0 
0.5 0 (0.5) 

1 (15) 0.0 
4.5 0 1.5 
0.8 (26) (0.2) 
3.5 0 (0.5) 

15.6 0 1.4 
0 0 0.0 

2 0 0.0 
12 0 (1.0) 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

---------------------- ------------ -----------------------
Waste Research 153 4.0 1,553 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 150 2.5 1,437 
Rulemaking Support 485 11.8 0 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Training 
Mission Training 11 0.0 13 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 

Travel 
Mission Travel 0 0 0 
Total Direct Resources 1,876 61 .9 4,121 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 2,274.9 73.7 4,356 

TOTAL SPENT FUEL STORAGE & REACTOR DECOMM. 2,277 73.8 4,359 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract$) $30,474 $32,443 

06/08/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ --------------------- ------------
3.5 {1,400) 0.5 

19.2 (1,287) (16.7) 
1.0 485 10.8 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 (2) 0.0 
0.5 0 (0.5) 

0 0 0.0 
66.6 {2,245) {4.7) 

73.7 (2,082) 0.0 

73.8 {2,081) 0.0 

($1,969) 
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SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING 
ANNUAL FEE 

FY 2016 

LICENSES SUBJECT TO THE ANNUAL FEE: 

Operating Power Reactor Licensees: 100 

Power Reactors in Decommissioning or Possession Only 
Status with Fuel Onsite 

Reactor 

Big Rock Point 
Indian Point, Unit 1 
Dresden, Unit 1 
Haddam Neck 
Humboldt 
La Crosse 
Maine Yankee 
Millstone 1 
Rancho Seco 
San Onofre, Unit 1 
Yankee Rowe 
Zion 1 
Zion 2 
Crystal River 3 
Kewaunee 
San Onofre, Unit 2 
San Onofre, Unit 3 
Vermont Yankee 

Total No. of Reactors in decommissioning or possession only 
status with fuel onsite : 18 

Part 72 Licensees without a Part 50 License 

Ft. St. Vrain 
GE Morris 
Foster Wheeler Environmental Corp. 
Trojan 

Total Part 72 licenses: 4 

Docket No. 

50-155 
50-003 
50-010 
50-213 
50-133 
50-409 
50-309 
50-245 
50-312 
50-206 
50-029 
50-295 
50-304 
50-302 
50-305 
50-361 
50-362 
50-271 

72-009 
72-001 
72-025 
72-017 

The annual fee is determined by dividing the total budgeted costs of approximately 
$24.0 million (including the fee-relief activities) by the total number of licensees (122) . 
This results in an annual fee (rounded) of $197,000 per license. 

06/08/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Research and Test Reactors 

Section 11.B.2.e 

Table XV 

Approximately $326,000 in budgeted costs is to be recovered through annual fees assessed to 
the research and test reactor class of licenses for FY 2016. This requ ired annual fee recovery 
amount is divided equally among the four research and test reactors subject to annual fees , and 
results in a FY 2016 annual fee of $81 ,500 for each licensee. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 
TEST AND RESEARCH 

REACTORS 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- -------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 1,506.9 6.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 0.0 0.0 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

I 
SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 1,506.9 6.0 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 
I 

3.799 

I 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 
I 

3.510 
I 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 
I 

0.289 
I 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 
I 

0.034 

I 

I (5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 0.323 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after t ransportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 3.833 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee- relief activities, import/export alloc, smal l entity) 
I 

0.438872% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity) + LLW Surcharge I -0.0003 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee -0.0001 
I 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.00 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 
I 

0.0 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+1 1) 0.326 
I 

(13) Number of Licensees 
I 

4 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 0.0815 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual$ 81 ,529 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 81,500 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data , actual$): 382,069 I 
I 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BLISINE"" I INF: NEW REAC:TORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 
Construction Inspection 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Mission IT 
Part 50 
Security 
Vendor Inspection 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 
Generic Issues Program 
Japan Lessons Learned 
License Renewal 
Licensing Actions 
Licensing Support 
Mission IT 
Operator Licensing 
Research & Test Reactors 
Security 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 
Inspection 
Mission IT 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Inspection 
Training 

Mission Training 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Test and Research Reactors Fee Class 

FY16 

Contract ($,K) FTE 
------------------------- ------------

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

1,480 5.4 
0 0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.5 

26 0.1 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

1,507 6.0 

1,507 6.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 

BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 
PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 0 0.0 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 

Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
----------------------- ------------ -------------------------- ------------

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

705 4.0 775 1.4 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.5 0 0.0 

48 0.1 (22) 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

754 4.6 753 1.4 

754 4.6 753 1.4 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 

4 (4) 0.0 
4 0.0 (4) 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

4 0.0 (4) 1 0.0 
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/·. 
I ) 
L_.1 

TOTAL TEST & RESEARCH REACTORS 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Test and Research Reactors Fee Class 

FY16 

Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------------------- ------------

1,507 6.0 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract$) $3,799 

. .j 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 

Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

----------------------- ------------ -------------------------- ------------

758 4.6 749 1.4 

$2,509 $1,291 
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TEST AND RESEARCH REACTOR ANNUAL FEE 

FY 2016 FEE RULE 

DETERMINATION OF THE FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE: 

TEST AND RESEARCH REACTORS SUBJECT TO ANNUAL FEES (See note) 

1. Dow Chemical - TAIGA MARK I 

2. AEROTEST 

3. GE,NTR 

4. NIST 

DETERMINATION OF ANNUAL FEE 

BUDGETED COSTS 

ANNUAL FEE PER LICENSE (rounded) 
(Budgeted costs divided by number of test and research reactor 
licensees subject to annual fee) 

License No. 
R-108 

R-98 

R-33 

TR-5 

$326,116 

$81,500 

Docket No. 
50-264 

50-228 

50,~73 

50-184 

NOTE: Does not include License R-38 (TAIGA MARK I), Docket No. 50-89, issued to General 
Atomics. License R-38 was amended in 1997 to authorize possession only. 

06/08/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Rare Earth Facilities 

Section 11. B.2.f 

During FY 2016 NRG did receive an application under the Rare Earth fee class 2.A.(2)(f). 
Approximately $459,000 in budgetary resources were allocated to this fee class, which did not 
require an annual fee to be established . 

' 
NRC revised the fee category for this fee class from 2.A.(2)(c) to 2.A.{2)(f) in FY 2009. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

RARE EARTH 

TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ------------------- ----------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 0.0 1.2 
CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 0.0 1.2 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 0.46 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 0.46 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 0.00 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 0.00 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 0.46 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 0.00% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 0.000 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.000 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.0000 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 0.0000 

(13) Number of Licensees 
different for 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) different 
categories of 
licenses; see 

other worksheets 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for Rare Earth Fee Class 

FY16 FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
------------------- ------------ ------------------- ------------ ------------------- ------------

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
-Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Uranium Recovery Envir. Reviews 0 1.2 0 0.6 0 0.6 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 1.2 0 0.6 0 0.6 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safetv 0 1.2 0 0.6 0 0.6 

TOTAL RARE EARTH 0 1.2 0 0.6 0 0.6 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of 
FTE + mission direct contract $) $458.5 $228.0 $230.5 
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Part 171 Annual Fees 

Materials Users 

Section 11.B.2.g 

Table XVI 

The following fee categories under §171.16 are included in this fee class: 1.C., 1.D., 1.F., 2.B., 
2.F., 3.A. through 3.8., 4.A. through 4.C., 5.A., 5.B., 6.A.,- 7.A. through 7.C., 8.A., 9.A. through 
9.D., 16, and 17. The annual fee for these categories of materials users licenses is developed 
as follows: 

Annual fee = Constant x [Application Fee + (Average Inspection Cost divided by 
Inspection Priority)]+ Inspection Multiplier x (Average Inspection Cost divided by 
Inspection Priority) + Unique Category Costs. 

To equitably and fairly allocate the $35.0 million in FY 2016 budgeted costs to be recovered in 
annual fees assessed to the approximately 2,900 diverse materials users licensees, the NRC 
will continue to base the annual fees for each fee category within this class _on the part 170 
application fees and estimated inspection costs for each fee category. Because the application 
fees and inspection costs are indicative of the complexity of the license, this approach continues 
to provide a proxy for allocating the generic and other regulatory costs to the diverse categories 
of licenses based on NRC's cost to regulate each category. This fee calculation also continues 
to consider the inspection frequency (priority), which is indicative of the safety risk and resulting 
regulatory costs associated with the categories of licenses. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

MATERIALS 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ------------------ ---------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 5.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 575.7 85.4 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 580.7 85.4 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 33.2 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 1.1 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 32.1 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 2.4 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 34.4 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 35.6 

(7) % OF BUDGET (0/o total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 3.10% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge I 0.5 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.02 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.0 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 34.99 

(13) Number of Licensees 
different for 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) different 
categories of 
licenses; see 

other worksheets 

unro.unded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual$): 382,069 

) 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Materials Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE I 

-------------------- ------------

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE I PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 5 o.o, 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 5 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 5 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 19 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 19 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Response Operations 0 0.3 
Response Programs 0 0.3 

International Activities 
International Cooperation 0 5.5 

Licensing 
Licensing Actions 64 28.2 
Mission IT I 66 0.1 
Security 0 1.0 

Oversight I 

Allegations & Investigations 0 10.1 
Enforcement 43 11.4 
Event Evaluation I 4 3.1 
Inspection 4 21.8 
Mission IT 131 I 0.1 I 

Security 0 0.0 
Research 

Materials Research 59 0.3 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 1 0.5 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.3 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States 0 0.0 
Liaison 0 0.1 
Travel 0 0.0 

Training I 

Mission Training 154 0.3 
NSPDP Training 0 2.0 
Total Direct Resources 527 85.4 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING AND LOW LEVEL WASTE 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensinq Actions 0 0.0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 

Mission Training 
Training 30 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 30 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

Licensing 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 

Mission IT 0 0.0 
Securi ty 0 0.0 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------ ---·------------------ ------------

0 0.0 0 0.0 

5 0.0 I 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
5 0.0 0 0.0 

5 1 0.0 1 0 1 0.0 

4.8 0.0 14 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

4.8 0.0 14 0.0 

0 1.2 0 (0.9) 
0 0.0 0 0.3 

0 0.0 
0 2.0 0 3.5 

I 

89 29.6 (24) (1.4) 
201 0.2 (135) (0.1) 

0 1.4 I 0 (0.4) 

I 
0 9.9 I 0 0.2 

43 11 .1 0 0.3 
4 3.1 I 0 0.0 
4 23.3 0 (1.5) 

303 0.2 I (172) (0.1) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

I 

44 0.3 16 0.0 
I 

41 1.2 (40) (0.7) 
0 0.3 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
1 0.3 (1) (0.2) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

160 0.2 (6)' 0.1 
0 2.9 0 (0.9) 

I 888 87.2 (362) (1.8) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

15 0.0 15 0.0 
15 0.0 15 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
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Storage Licensing 
Transportation Certification 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

TOTAL MATERIAL USERS 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Materials Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

-------------------- ------------

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

576 85.4 

581 85.4 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) $33,209 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 
-------------------- ------------ --------------------- ------------

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

908 87.2 (333) 1 (1.8) 

913 87.2 (333) (1.8) 

$34,097 ($888) 
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06/08/2016 
FY 2016 Materials Users Annual Fees 

REBASEUNE I I i 
NUMBER OF LICENSES 

FY20161 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) 1 (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) 

FY 2015 FY 2016 State Total For lnsp. General oflnsp. Total Adjustment per License Entity 

l-U-oo-.,-,-,.,-c,~reg-0-,.,----------/--------l-+-~F•~•~----l-t--F~.,----ll,A,.r~~~~~.-+, ~.,~,-01~6 -l--t-1-------l-A-,-,,.-+--+--,,-,,-. -+-,-,,~.,-+.1-M_"_"_'''-+-M-""-.,~,,+G-,-"'-"-' t-1 u-,-,,"-,+-,-.,-,.-"-.'"--rn.;;·:i::::.-+,!-+-s"-i''n"'~'9~•71 ~,-_-R-ot-iel-+-1 ~1::"J:: 
I I ! 

SPECIAL NUCLEAR MATERIAL: 

1C.lndustrla1Gauges 4.0 1,200 2.000 6400 1600 2426 711 3,137 
10. O\her SNM less critical quantity 45 45.0 2,500 4,700 154600 42300 5217 1671 6.887 
1F.OtherSNMgreaterthancnticalquanlity 3.0 2,500 1,600 4600 946 5,546 1230 

SOURCE MATERIAL: I 

28.Shielding 13 13.0 1,170 2,700 22230 7020 2593 960 3.553 I 
2C.Exernp\DiStribuliontSM 21 21.0 2.100 I 4,100 6,795 

20.Distribution!oGenerallicenseJSM 2.600 4,100 3420 620 5196 6,644 

2E. Manu1aduring Distribution 47 47.0 2,500 4,100 181733 8,293 

2F. 01her Source Materials 57.0 2,500 4,100 169240 46740 5035 "" 6,492 1230 

BYPRODUCT MATERIAL: 

3A.Manu1at;turing·Broad 4.0 12.400 15,900 5652 29,276 1230 ·2 
3B.Manu1aci.uring·Other 35 35.0 3,400 I 9,700 166900 67900 8096 3448 11,546 1230 
3C.Radiopharma.ceuticals-Manu1JPnx:ess 36 36.0 5,000 7,100 243960 53960 9736 2524 12.259 1230 I 
30. Radiopharmaceuticals - No Manu1JProcess 0,0 

3E.lrradiatorn-Self-Shietd 61 61.0 3,100 6,000 9.971 
3F.lrradiators-<10,000CI 5.0 6,200 4,200 35200 4200 10676 1493 12,169 
3G. lrradlators- > 10,000CI 59,200 11,000 388200 33000 96114 sn5 101,889 
3H. Exempt Distribullon ·Device Review 30 30.0 4,100 213600 24600 10797 1457 12,254 

31. Exempl Distribution· No Device Review 10,500 3,400 604960 48960 16954 16,162 
3.1 .. Gen. License· Device Review 60 1,900 2.600 4,726 

3K, Gen. License· No Device Review 5.0 1.100 2,600 8300 2800 2517 3,513 

3LR&D·Broad 46 46.0 5,200 7,800 358800 119600 11626 4621 16,449 1230 
3L(a).R&D·Broad(S.20s1!es) 4.0 5,200 7,800 1.75 38629 17829 14645 7922 22,566 1230 
3L(b). R&D • Broad(21 °'more srtes) 1.0 5,200 7,800 125 11440 6240 17346 26,439 
3M.R&D·01her 88 88.0 4,600 5,800 5 524480 9036 2062 11,100 1230 I 

3N.ServiceUcense 68.0 6,100 9,700 634667 219667 I 14154 5747 19,900 1230 
30.Radiography 60 60.0 I. 3.000 6'00 I 520000 11552 25.959 

3P.A!IOther6yproductMa!erials 1056 I 2.500 i 6200 3949440 1309440 5672 7,675 

3R1. Radium-226(1essthanorequalto10xlimltsin31.12) 20 20.0 2.400 I 6.400 73600 5581 2275 7,855 
3R2. Radium-226 (more than 10xfimlts in31.12) 2,400 4.300 3833 1433 5813 8,361 
35. AcceteratotProducedRadionuctides 20.0 13,600 6,200 30,634 

WASTE DISPOSAL ANO PROCESSING: I 

4A.Waste0isposal" o.o I 1230 
40.Was!eReceipVPacka.ging 6.600 I 6.500 128050 42250 14937 20,713 
4C.WasteReceipt·Prepackaged 1.0 4,600 3,600 1900 I 13.537 1230 

I 
5A.We11Logging 21 27.0 4,400 7,100 182700 ! 63900 10261 4208 14,466 

56.FietdF1oodin9TracersS!ud1es• 
I I 

NUCLEAR.LAUNDRY: 

6A.Nuclearlaundry 0.0 3 ' o I 1230 I 

HUMAN USE OF BYPRODUCT, SOURCE, OR SNM: 

I 

(Total Base 
Fee+LLW 

Surcharge+ 
Fee-Relief) 

3,137 

8,117 

6.m 

3'53 
6,795 

6.643 

8,292 

7,722 

30,506 
12,n5 

13.489 

9,970 

12,166 
107,881 
12,254 
18,161 

4.725 
3,512 

17.678 

23,795 
29,667 
12,329 

21.129 
25,958 
7,875 

7,855 
8,360 
30,632 

21,942 

14,766 

14,467 
1,230 

Base Fee TOTAL 

{S,K) (S.K) 

13 
310 

46 

143 

370 

466 

61 

647 

"" 1308 

" 757 

90 

1353 
8316 

269 

391 

I 
Tobie.., 
Fee+LLW 

!
Surcharge+ 
Fee-Relief) 

13 
365 

46 

390 

513 

61 

647 

"" 1308 

" 813 
95 
30 

1437 

20n 
8316 

265 

Sm Entity Sm Entity 

I 

1 I 

·1 

I 11 
13 3 

11 I 
1 I 
o I 

I o 

19 I 15 

29 7 
272 I 132 I 

o I 
0 I 

Subsidy 

Diffbetween 
.annual fee and 
smallenUtyfeex 

no.olsmaH 
en!llies 

40,300 

3,100 

19,700 

4,900 

29.600 

29.600 
196,900 
169,700 

107,200 

156.600 
409,100 

1,300 

5,600 

293,200 

642.300 
632,500 

2.174,400 

64,900 

92.500 

135,600 

I 
3400 I 

· I I 

I I 

FY2016 

3,100 
8,100 
6,800 

3,600 
6,800 
6,600 
8,300 
7,700 

30,500 
12,800 
13,500 

10,000 
12,200 
107,900 
12,300 
18,200 
4,700 
3,500 
17,700 
23,800 
29,700 
12,300 
21,100 
26,000 
7,900 
7,900 
6,400 

30,800 

21,900 
14,800 

14,500 

7A. Te!etherapy 0 11.0 10,600 I 7,600 144467 27667 I 19916 249 4502 24,668 24,666 211 21.300 I 24,700 
7B.Medical·Broad 

7C.Medical01her 

CIVIL DEFENSE: 

6A.CMIDefense 

21 o __ 21.0 

0 832.0 

I 

, 8,300 I 

4,300 • 

2,400 

14,200 

5.900 

6,400 

323400 149100 ! 23353 36,221 ' -2 37,449 761 

5213867 1636267 • 9503 249 3495 13.247 I 13.247 11022 

I I 

33120 11520 5561 2275 7.855 7,855 4.500 I I 

I I I I 

DEVICE, PRODUCT, OR SEAL.ED SOURCE SAFETY EVALUATION: I I 

7,900 

t--~~--;tl~:~~~-~~~~.~;""'~~:"-.;:..,;c'"'~~~--:"--.~,:'"-.,~::~~:~:',,.~'-oo_~~,~~~;~~~~~~~_;--~;~.=~~~~~~_,+-1_-;_-_-~~S:====~o-::_-i1-_~S:--.~o-.1-. =~=======: ~:~~oo~'.::=.:;-====-----++--~=---1~=4~3000~~===~==;.::.;1;:;304~1=::::1 .. ==~f.:"=~==.::.-=1'°1~i'cc.04--7--1=:==.::-=====~;--===;==;'=""'1~,;7'.85=,.t;;o=.;:-==:II'==.;:-==:II'==.;:-=.:;-==~,_9~_-+,_--_-_-..,-~,_o~_-,_.~--l-;._-_-_~-"~'~'=oo~.'.:"1=:,_J-.,-_-_~",1.c3~,:..,ooo"'oo;;=.=: 
9C.Sea1edSources5afetyEvalualion-Broatl 1 26 26.0 1 5,000, 7,562 ·1 7,562 197 197 I 10 98,400' I 7,600 

·----+9~0.~---,--"=Soo-,~-Sof~..,~ .. -.--.. --,--00-·0.~h--~--+-----+-+-~-----t-·1--~~-~ I- I 1.010 I 11110 I 1532 I 1,532 0 1.531 0 I 1,500 

•-o-TH-ER __ U __ C __ EN--S~Es-,----------+-----+-~------+--+~--t----t--H~----+--~+-----+---+---+---t---+:--+---+--~-r--~--+----+----+----+--~-"r----t-~-~-j-----+--1-----· 
I 
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AEBASELINE 

I 
Calculation of UNIQUE (generic activities related to specific fee categories): 

Tola! budgeled resources (FY 2016 unique activiti~Part 35 Implementation) 

Tolal cos1 IFTExFTE rate+ any contract costs) 
Percent of NAC materials l!censes to the total malerials licenses 

Amount allocated lo NRC materials rrcensees (o/o xtotal cos!) 

No. ofaffecledNRC licenses(for FY2013,Cats. 7A. 7B,& 7C, +those medical under 
Master Matis Licenses) 

Unlqueperllcense: 

I I 
UNIQUE ACTIVITES IDENTIFIED FOR FY 2016 

SO.OD (COITTRACTCOSTSJ 

$1,833,930 

14% 

$248,825 

999.0 

$249 

Total Part 171 (annual fee) amount, excluding fee-re lie I costs): $34,454, 187 

Inspection Amount (budgeted costs lor materials inspections): 

I 

LLW Surcharge AmountCsee fEE·BELIFf ACTIVITIES Sheet for further detallsl: 

Total LLW surcharge lo be recovered: 53282,551 

Percentage to be recovered from materials llcenseas: 16.0% 

Amounttoberecoveredlrommaterialslic:ensees: $525,2{)8 

No.of affected licenses: 427.0 

LLW Surcharge per llcensa: $1,230 

Other fee-Relief Amount fsee FEE·BEUEF ACTIVITIES Sheet for further deta!lsl• 

TotalOCherf~re!iefloberacoverad: ·566,546 I 
Percentagetoberecoveredfrommatertalslic:ensaes: 

Amount to be recovered from ma!erials licensees: 

TOTAL GENERAL ::I TOTAL Part 171 amount less INSPECTION 
less UNIQUE: 

ANNUAL FEE MULTIPLIER a TOTAL GENEBALfTotal of Cale of 
Gen.Multiple col.: 

INSPECTION MULTIPUEB:lNSPECTION AMOUNTfTotal Cale of 
lnsp.Multiploeol.: 

FEE·REUEF MULTIPUER=Foo-Aellof amount to be adjusted for 
materialsllcenaeesltotalofCaleofGon.Multlpleeol.): 

COL (5) .. COL(l)" [COL (2) +COL (3)K:OL (4)) 

COL (6)., COL(t) '(COL (3)/COL (4)) 

COL (7) .. GENERAL. MULTIPLIER' (COl.{2) +COL (3)/COL (4)] 

COL (BJ= (UNIOUECOSTSJ /(NO. OF APPIXABLE LICENSES) 

COL (9) .. ~SPECTION MULTIPLIER'(COL3JCOL4) 

COL (10) •COL (7) + COL(8)+COL(9) 

COL (11) • LLW SURCHARGE ,.3 Allocated" LLW Costs/# affected licenses 

COL (12)=FEE-RELIEF MUL TJPL!EA"(COL(2)+(COL(3)1COL(4)) 

COL (13) a COL (10) + COL(11)+COL(12) 

COL (14) •[COL (1) •COL (10}] 11000 

COL (15) .. [COL(1) •COL (13)]11000 

3.1% 

·S2,065 

SK 

34,"'4 

25,309 / 

$8,906,104 / 

·S2,06S I I 

FTE FTE Rate 

23.3 K 5382,069 $8,902,204 + 

SK SK SK 

8.906 I. 249 25,309 

16,690 

5,011 1.78 

16,690 

PSS 
$3,900 

FY 2016 Materials Users Annual Fees 

Total 

$8,906,101 

\ 
\ 

2ol2 

06/08/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Transportation 

Section 11.8.2.h 

Table XVII 
Table XVIII 

Consistent with the policy established in the NRC's FY 2006 final fee rule, the NRC will recover 
generic transportation costs unrelated to DOE as part of existing annual fees for license fee 
classes. NRC will continue to assess a separate annual fee under §171.16, fee category 18.A., 
~or DOE transportation activities. 

The resources associated with generic transportation activities are distributed to the license fee 
classes based on the number of CoCs benefiting (used by) that fee class, as a proxy for the 
generic transportation resources expended for each .fee class. The amount of the generic 
resources allocated is calculated by multiplying the percentage of total CoCs used by each fee 
class (and DOE) by the total generic transportation resources to be recovered. 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

TRANSPORTATION 

TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 
---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- -------------------------

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 144,037.0 2,180.5 0.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 32,568.0 582.5 1,115.5 26.6 

CORPORATE & OFFICE SUPPORT ' 208,512.0 732.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,260.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386,377.0 3,553.0 1,115.5 26.6 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2016 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 11.3 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 3.5 
' 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 7.8 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) -6.2 

, (5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 1.6 

(6) FY 2016 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 5.1 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 0.58% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity) + LLW Surcharge 0.00 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee ' 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.00 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment -0.220 

(12) TOTAL FY 2016 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 1.37 

(13) Number of Licensees 1 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12113) 1.365751 

(DOE's fee) 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 1,365,751 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 1,366,000 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 382,069 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 

Oversight 
Enforcement 
Mission IT 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 
Inspection 
Mission IT 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 
Security 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Transportation Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

-------------------------- ------------

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

I 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
' 

NSPDP Training oi 0.01 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS ANO WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: I 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations I 0 0.0 
Enforcement 1 0.1 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 
Inspection 0 0.0 
Mission IT I 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 

State Tribal and Federa l Programs 
Agreement States 0 0.0 
Liaison 40 0.5 

Training 
Mission Training 30 0.2 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 71 0.8 
I 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS ANO WASTE SAFETY 
··; 

BUSINESS LINE: DECOMMISSIONING ANO LOW LEVEL WASTE I 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Mission Training ' 

TraininQ 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE ANO TRANSPORTATION 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International 

International Cooperation 105 0.5 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness l 0 0.0 

Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 
Fukushima NTTF 0 0.0 

Licensing Support 0 4.0 

Mission IT 131 0.4 

Security 0 0.0 

Storage Licensing 0 0.0 

Transportation Certification 700 12.0 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 3.0 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

----------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------

0 o.o 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
1 0.1 (1) (0.1) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 o.o 
1 0.0 (1) 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
2 0.1 (2) (0.1) 

2 0.1 (2) 1 (0. 1) 

' I 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

I 

I 

I 0 0.0 I 0 0.0 

0 0.1 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.Q I 0 0.0 

I 0 0.0 0 1 0.0 

0 0.0 Q I 0.0 

' 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.5 40 0.0 

I 143 0.2 1 (11 3) 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

143 0.8 (73) 0.0 
I 

' I I 
i 

l 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 105 0.5 

' 
I 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.5 I 0 (0.5) 
0 5.0 0 (1.0) 

72 0.2 I 59 0.2 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.4 0 (0.4) 

684 11.7 16 0.3 

0 2.9 0 0. 1 
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PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking (PL) 
Security 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 

Travel 
Mission Travel 
Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

TOTAL TRANSPORTATION 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Transportation Fee Class 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

-------------------------- ------------

39 5.9 
0 0.0 

70 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
1,045 25.8 

1,116 ) 26.6 ) 

1,116 26.6 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) $11 ,279 

06/08/2016 

FY15 Ditterence 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

----------------------- ------------ ---------------------- ------------

92 1.2 (53) 4.7 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

149 0.0 (79) 0.0 
0 0.5 0 (0.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
997 22.4 48 3.4 

1,140 I 23.2 I (25) ) 3.4 

1,142 23.3 (27) 3.3 

$10,009 $1 ,270 
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TRANSPORTATION ANNUAL FEES 

FY 2016 

The total transportation budgeted costs of $7,768,531 to be recovered from annual fees 
(not including fee-relief adjustments) is to be obtained from two sources: 

1. Department of Energy (DOE)--has own annual fee (fee category 18A) 
2. Other licensees (included in their annual fees) 

Distribute these costs to DOE and the fee classes based on the percentage of CoCs benefitting (used) per fee class: 

Transportation 

Fee Class #CoCs %CoCs 
Resources to be Resources in 

included in annual Millions 
fees 

DOE 18.00 20.4% $1,582,059 $1.58 

Operating Reactors 20.00 22.6% $1,757,843 $1.76 
Spent fuel/reactor 

11.00 12.4% $966,814 $0.97 
decom 
T&R reactors 0.39 0.4% $34,023 $0.03 
Fuel Facilities 12.00 13.6% $1,054,706 $1.05 
Materials Users 27.00 30.5% $2,373,088 $2.37 

Total 88.39 100.0% $7,768,531 $7.77 

1 



Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Section V. 

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), as amended 5 U.S.C. § 601 et seq., requires that agencies 
consider the impact of their rulemakings on small entities and, consistent with applicable 
statutes, consider alternatives to minimize these impacts on the businesses, organizations, and 
government jurisdictions to which they apply. 

Additionally, the Small Business Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act (SBREFA) requires all 
Federal agencies to prepare a written compliance guide for each rule for which the agency is 
required to prepare a regulatory flexibility analysis. Therefore, in compliance with the law, the 
NRG has made publicly available via ADAMS the "FY 2016 Small Entity Compliance Guide". 

Licensees may use this guide to determine whether they qualify as a small entity under NRG 
regulations and are eligible to pay reduced FY 2016 annual fees assessed under 1 O CFR part 
171. The NRG has established two tiers of annual fees for those materials licensees who 
qualify as small entities under the NRC's size standards. 



Nota: Using th& FY 2009 calculatlon melhcd lmplenienlell to Detennlne Upparller Small Enuty ~ee Each Blannlal Year:ro Be 39 % OfTha Prlor1'Wo-yearWelghte~ Average or S~all Meterlala.Usera Fee~. 

l 

ID 28 2C 2e 2F !lll aii ac SE IG :aH I SJ. 

2ou smell ontltltt .6 0 II 5 li 0 7 18 1 0 9, i IS 
2014 amall entitles 6 0 ., .0 D D 10 ·ta 0 1 11 'l2 
2014 Tails! II of Ucel\lea 44 • 211 ao 47 47 • ~ 4a 40 &'s 6 87 ·82 

1&.54K 0,()()% u.mc O,oaff 0.00!6 ·o.oo" IS.ODii 45.00!6 0.®96 . 18.07'6 24.J2K '14.6.9lt 
I 

2018Fee $6,800 sa.ooo $11.SOO SHOI $8.000 ~900 .,~)OI §~s.eoo ~87b' • .$118 800 $9,900 $19,200 

2014Foo &iAOO · sa:a6o $11500 $7HOC .. $8.600 $55100 .. '$19Mr $211.200 · susao A117900 $1070( $10.BOO •. 
,. 

lmplemenlln9 lhl1 mei!lall In FY 20111 would 1111ve (0$UllUd In a 43 percont lncreaaa from the pravlous year \'l!llch would h11vo a dlaproportiDr1ale Jn1pnct upon arrll!ll NRO llconaaoa. . 
1llqrurott1, tha·NRC mlsad lhll lnr.reaae lo 21 pen:ent !or the uppel"ller fee. The 21. pjlt'cenl lnC111asa wag·appUod baa~d on hlatcdcal rronda In !ho small 1mllty fff end haa been u1ad In p111vtous 
blonnlal raVfawa. · 

Top 
La.ver 

PrlarYttr 229'cetnria lnc1a,1a llounded Fee 
' :z.eoo 21~ saee $3,400 
8 600 21% 129. $70D 

SJ SK 

a 1 
i. 0 

·S 4 
11.11K l!.00% 

&4.BOO '$S,BQI 
~:1011 . $<1:101 

SM 
15 
10. 
97 

13.40!! 

• $9.BOO 
!10000 



.. .. 

9N so ap 35 4b 4C SA 7A 
15 SB 2SS 0 0 1 7 1 
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FY 2016 Budget Summary by Program 

This report is provided as supplemental information. It provides a summary of the FY 2016 
budgeted FTE and contract dollars allocated to each fee class and fee-relief/surcharge activities 
at the Program level. The Programs include: 1) Nuclear Reactor Safety, 2) Nuclear Materials & 
Waste Safety, 3) Corporate Support, and 4) Inspector General. 

\ 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

~· c=-POWER REACTORS FUEL FACILITY MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION URANIUM RECOVERY RARE EARTH 
ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS AUOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT 

'·' '·' '·' '·' '·' '·' $.K 

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY ~2,180.5 112,586.2 1,657.7 2.3 0.1 1,506.9 6.0 0.0 o.o 5.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund 582.5 2,162.0 6.0 2,274.9 73.7 0.0 0.0 1,800.9 101.2 575.7 85.4 1,115.5 26.6 2,267.0 26.3 o.o 1.2 
CORPORATE 732.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL no DNSFB) 58.0 

I I 
SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 386.3n.o 3,553.01 j 114,748.21 1 663.71 I 2.27721 73.81 I 1,506.91 6.0 1,800.91 101.21 580.7 85.4 1 115.51 26.61 2,267.0 26.3 0.01 1.2 



FY 2016 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

$K~~tE ~ ~ ~--~--
INCLUDED IN l.ll.ITARYRADUl.I 

IMPORT/EXPORT '" HOURLY&treRATE "' ALLOCATIONS vmES overhead EXEl.IPT(IN ACTMTES GENERCLLW 

CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT c CONTRACT CONTRACT 

'" m S.K S.K SK $,K FTE SK $.K -- ·--····-·-····-·--··-· -
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 0.0 1.0 860.6 24.2 491.5 423.2 21.5 0.0 1.0 34.0 0.21 0.0 0.0 403.4 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund 0.0 2.5 15,774.0 139.1 120.5 54.3 3.6 5,683.0 17.0 2,185.0 27.0 3,025.6 35.3 531.1 2.8 3,376.0 42.7 I 693.0 2.7 226.0 8.0 
CORPORATE 0.0 0.0 15,973.0 6.0 726.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 15,973.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 I 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL no DNSFl:n 58.0 I 

' I I 
SUBTOTAL- FEE BASE RESOURCE 0.01 3.5 32,607.61 169.31 229,473.01 1396.0 477.5 25.1 5,683.0 18.01 2,219.01 27.21 I 3,025.6 35.31 16907.51 10.3 3,376.01 42.7! I 693.01 2.71 I 226.0 8.0 



Budget Authority {FY 2016) 

FY 2016 Budget by Product Line 

These reports are provided as supplemental information. They provide a summary of the FY 
2016 budgeted FTE and contract dollars by Product Line and allocated by: 1) the Nuclear 
Reactor Safety Program and the Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety Program, 2) Corporate 
Support, 3) Inspector General, and 4) each office with mission direct budgeted resources. 

The offi.ces include: 
Office of Inspector General 
Office of Research 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulations 
Office of New Reactors 
Regional Offices 
Office of Nuclear Material Safety and Safeguards 
Office of Nuclear Security and Incident Response 
Office of General Counsel 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
Office of International Programs 
Office of Enforcement 
Office of Investigations 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Office of the Chief Human Capital Officer 
Office of Administration ( 



FY 2015 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

Buc:lget- Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

.. Hourly 
Rate 

Contract Hourly 
Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K). Total FTE ($,K) Rate FTE 

I Inspector General I Inspector General (IG) I Inspector General (PL) 1,260 58 1,260 58 

!Grand Total. 1,260 58 1,260 58 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF RESEARCH 

I I 
OFFICE IRES-- -----··~ ---- .. -~--

I I 

Budget Resources 
· Allocated to Fee Classes 

' 
Spent Fuel 

Power POwer Stor/ReaCtor Spent Fuel Materials Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Total Reactors Reactors Oeconim. Star/Reactor Contract Materials Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly 

Proa ram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract 1$,Kl FTE Contract 1$,Kl FTE Contract 1$.Kl Decomm. FTE !$Kl FTE IS Kl FTE !$Kl Rate FTE 
Corcorate Succort Corcorate Suocort Information Mg 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nuclear Materials and Waste S Fuel Facilities Research 0 0.5 0.5 0 0 

Nuclear Materials Users Research 450 2 59 0.3 391 1.7 
Rulemakina 0 0 0 0 0 
Travel (PL) 28 0 0 0 28 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transpo Research 153 4 153 4 0 0 
Decommissioning and LLW Research 0 2 0 2 

Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors Research 4660 12.5 4,660 12.5 0 0 
Rulemakina 0 0 0 0 0 
PL-M Support 0 1.5 0 0 1.5 

Operating Reactors International A 0 3 3 0 0 
Research 41360 133 41,360 133 0 0 
Training__ 0 2 2 0 0 
Travel 1070 0 0 0 1070 
Rulemakina 250 17.5 250 17.5 0 0 
PL-M Support 134 38.5 0 0 134 38.5 

Grand Total 48105 216.5 46270 168.5 153 4 59 0.3 . 391 3.7 1232 40 
I I 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATIONS 

·-·----·--·- --
OFFICE 

INRFf ___ -
i 

I 
Budget 

Resources 
Allocated to 
Fee Classes 

Test& 
Power Fuel Re5earch Test& 

Reactors Power Facility Reactors Research Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Total Contract Total Contract Reactors Contract Fuel Facility Contract Reactors Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 

Program Business Lines Product Lines ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE 
Corporate Support Corporate Support Information Mg a 1 a.a a a 1 

Outreach a a a.a a a a 
Nuclear Materials and Waste S Fuel Facilities Licensing a a.5 a.5 a.a a 

Rulemakina a a a.a a 
Nuclear Materials Users International Ac a 1 a.o 1 

Rulemakina a a a.a a 
Spent Fuel Storage and Transport Licensing a 1 1 a.a a 
Decommissioning and LLW Licensing a a.5 0.5 a.a a 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Licensing 11 7 11 7 a.a 0 
Oversight 0 7 7 a.a a 
Travel 42 a a.a a 42 
Rulemakina a 1.5 1.5 a.a a 
PL-M Support a 1 a.a a 1 

Operating Reactors International Ac a 9 8 a.a 1 ,, Licensing 17696 347 14,964 325 148a.6 5.4 5a7.4 14.6 744 2 
Oversi~ 1a27a 452 10,27a 447 a.5 0.0 4.5 
Training a 3 3 a.a a 

I PL-M Support 718 92 a.a a 718 92 
Grand Total 31470 945.5 25,769 821.2 0.5 1506.9 6 767.1 21.6 3407 96 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF NEW REACTORS 

I 
OFFICE NAO· I 

I 
Budaet Resources 

Power Reactors Contract Power Reactors Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate Contract 
Proaram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) TotalFTE ($,Kl FTE ($,K) Fee Relief FTE CS.Kl Hourly Rate FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Policv Suooort 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users International Activities 0 1 0 1 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors International Activities 60 4 60 4 0 0 

Licensing 18907 170 18,907 170 0 0 
Oversiaht 400 97.5 400 97.5 0 0 
TraininQ 0 3 3 0 0 
Travel 1666 0 0 0 1666 
Rulemaking 120 5.5 120 5.5 0 0 
PL-M Suoport Staff 416 73 0 0 416 73 

Operating Reactors LicensinQ 3000 27 3,000 27 0 0 
Oversiaht 0 4 4 0 0 
Travel 123 0 0 0 123 
Ru1emaking 0 2.5 2.5 0 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 2 0 0 2 

Grand Total 24692 389.5 22,487 313.5 0 1 2205 75 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR REGIONAL OFFICES 

I 
I 
I 

Budget·Resources ~!located to 
Fee Classes 

Power 
Reactors 
Contract Power Reactors Fuel Facility Hourly Rate 

Program Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) Total FTE ($,K) FTE FTE Materials FTE Contract ($,K) Hourly Rate FTE 
REG1 Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative Seivices 4148 0 4148 0 

Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 
Information Technology 616 6 616 6 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users PL-M Support Staff 0 11 11 
Travel (PL) 535 0 535 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Travel 25 0 25 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1.5 1.5 

Decommissioning and LLW Travel 36 0 36 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1.5 1.5 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Travel 9 0 9 
Operating Reactors Event Response 76 0 76 

Training 154 3 3 154 
Travel 2174 0 2174 
PL-M Supoort Staff 414 44 414 44 

REG1 Total 8187 67 76 3 8111 64 

REG3 Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative Services 4206 0 4206 0 
Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 
Information Technologv 513 5 513 5 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users Training 0 1 1 
PL-M Support Staff 0 14 14 
Travel (PL) 347 0 347 

·spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Travel 24 0 24 
Decommissioning and LLW Traver 35 0 35 

PL-M Support Staff 0 2 2 
Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Travel 11 0 11 

Operating Reactors Event Response 120 0 120 
Training 125 3 3 125 
Travel . 1674 0 1674 
PL·M Support Staff 329 41 329 41 

REG3Total 7384 66 120 3 1 7264 62 
REG4 Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative Services 4792 0 4792 0 

Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 
Information Technology 605 6 605 6 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Travel (PL) 11 0 11 
Nuclear Materials Users Training 0 1 1 

PL-M Support Staff 0 8.5 8.5 
Travel (PL) 351 0 351 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Travel 35 0 35 
Decommissioning and LLW Travel 78 0 78 

PL-M Support Staff 0 1.5 1.5 
Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Travel 47 0 47 

Operating Reactors Event Response 525 0 525 
Training 89 2 2 89 
Travel 2269 0 2269 
PL-M Support Staff 94 37.5 94 37.5 

REG4 Total 8896 56.5 525 2 1 8371 53.5 
REG2 Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative Seivices 4054 0 4054 0 

Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 

Information Technology 992 3.5 992 3.5 
Policv Support 0 0 0 0 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Training 0 1 1 
PL -M Support Staff 0 7 7 
Travel (PL) 631 0 ,631 

Nuclear Materials Users Travel (PL) 17 0 17 
Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Travel 18 0 18 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Oversight 270 0 270 
Training 0 1 1 
Travel 829 0 829 
PL-M Support Staff 0 13 13 

Operating Reactors Event Response 105 0.5 105 0.5 
Training 227 3 3 227 
Travel 2145 0 2145 
PL-M Suooort Staff 568 47.5 568 47.5 

REG2Total 9856 76.5 375 4.5 1 9481 71 
Grand Total 34323 266 1,096 12.5 1 2 33227 250.5 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR uFFICE OF NUCLEAR MATERIAL SAFETY ANn SAfEGUAAOS 

NMSS 

BudgetR&SOUrces 
Allocated lo Fee Classes 

Spent Fuel 
St or/Reactor Spent Fuel FuelF1c1U1y Fuel Uranium Uranium Rare Earth Fee Relief 

Reactors Reactors Oecomm. Contract Stor/Reactor Contract Facltlly Materials Malerlale Transportation Transportation Recovery Recovery Fee class comract FeoRellet Hourly Rote Hourly Rate 
IP<oamm Bualnes1Llnes Product Linn Toto!ConlractfS,in TotalFTE Conlract S,K) FTE S,K Decomm. FTE s.~ FTE Contrect{S,K) FTE Contract(S,Kl FTE Contrect($,K FTE FTE (S,K) FTE Contractf$,K1 FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 
Nucleart.!irieria!a and W11st11 Safety Fuel Facilities Event Response 0 0 0 0 

International Activities 0 5.5 0 4.5 
LicensinQ 750 31 750 31 0 0 
Overs! ht 100 36 100 36 0 0 
Trainina 0 0 0 0 
Rulemakina 0 5.5 5.5 0 0 
PL-M Support Staff 178 14 0 0 178 14 
Travel (PL) 502 0 0 0 502 

Nuclear Materials Users International Activities 0 2 1.5 0 0.5 
Licensina 966 39 82.2 22.5 884 16.5 
Overs!aht 1246 45.5 138.7 32 1,101 13.5 

10 2.5 1.3 0.3 9 2.2 I' 
gand Federal Pnms 382 30.5 1.5 30 0.5 0.5 0.1 40 0.5 312 26.4 

Staff 200 15 0 0 200 15 
a e PL 1510 0 I 1,264 0 246 

Soent Fuel Storage and TransDortati International Activities 180 2 75 0.5 105 0.5 0 1 
Licensing 1993 42.5 100 1,062 25.1 831 16.4 0 0 
Oversi ht 0 14 11 3 0 0 
Research 1435 0 1.435 0 0 
TraininQ 0 0 0 0 
Rulemaklna 873 19 349 1.3 485 11.8 39. 5.9 0 0 
Travel 435 0 0 0 435 
PL-M Suooort Staff 110 12 0 0 110 12 

Decommissioning and LLW International Activities 100. 3 0.3 100 2.7 
Licensina 6141 50.5 2,172.0 16.6 1.2 3,969 32.7 
OverslQht 111 22 10.8 4.6 111 6.6 
Aulemaking 428 4.5 428 4.5 
Travel 333 0 0 0 333 
PL-M Suooort Staff 0 13 0 0 13 

NuclearReactorSalety New Reactors Licenslnn 0 1 1 0 0 
Aulemaklng 0 0.5 0.5 0 0 

Operating Reactors Licensina 0 2 0 2 
oversight 0 8 8 0 0 
Ru1emakino 0 1 1 0 0 

GrandTot1I 17983 421.5 1,962 14.3 1,580 60 850 73 222.2 56.4 1015 26.3 2,172.0 22.2 1.2 8,178 113.1 2004 55 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFACE OF NUCLEAR SECURITY AND INCIDENT RESPONSE 

-- --- - -- ~-- -- - .. --- .. 
OFFICE NSIR. ' 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Spent Fuel Fuel 
Star/Reactor Spent Fuel Facillty Fuel 

Power Reactors Contract Power Decomm. Star/Reactor Contract Facility Materials Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Proqram Business Lines Product Lines Total Co~tract 1$,IO Total FTE 1$,Kl Reactors FTE Contract 1$,IO Oecomm. FTE 1$,Kl FTE FTE FTE Contract 1$,Kl Houri Rate FTE 

Cor~orate Support Corporate Support Information Mqmt. 266 10-5 0 266 10.5 
Information Technoloav 30 0 0 30 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1 0 0 1 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Event Response 30 2.5 30 2.5 0 
International Activities 0 1.5 1 0.5 
Licensing 0 3 3 0 
Oversight 337 9.5 337 9.5 0 
Rulemakina 182 5 182 5 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 2.5 0 2.5 
Travel (PL) 149 0 0 149 
International Activities 0 1 1 
Licensing 0 1 1 0 
Oversiaht 0 0 0 
Rulemakina 0 0.5 0.5 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 0.5 0 0.5 
Travel (PL) 0 0 0 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Licensina 0 3 3 0 
Rulemakina 150 1.5 150' 1.5 0 
PL-M SuPPort Staff 0 1 0 1 

Nuclear Reactor Safe!Y New Reactors International Activities 0 0 0 
Travel 60 0 0 60 
PL-M Support Staff 0 2.5 0 2.5 

Ocerating Reactors Event Response 5254 42 5,254 42 0 
International Activities 0 0 0 
Oversiaht 3409 73.5 3,409 73.5 0 
Trainina 0 1 1 0 
Travel 519 0 0 519 
Rulemakino 233 4.5 233 4.5 0 
PL-M Support Staff 79 28.5 0 79 28.5 

Grand Total 13828 243.5 12,026 162 150 6.5 549 21 2.1 5.4 1103 46.5 
I I I I I I I I I I 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFACE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 

- - . -- -
OFFICE OGG --~- -- - -- --· - -- ' 

I 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Spent Fuel 
Power Reactors Power Reactors · Star/Reactor Fuel Facility Materials Uranium Fee Relief Hourly Rate 

Proo ram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,Kl Total FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE Decomm. FTE FTE FTE Recoverv FTE Contract ($,Kl Fee Relief FTE Contract ($,Kl HoW'lv Rate FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Information Mgmt. 38 0 , 0 0 38 0 
Policy support 610 16 0 0 610 16 
Travel 25 0 0 0 25 
PL-M Support Staff 0 3 0 0 0 3 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facllitles Licensing 0 1.5 1.5 0 0 
Au!einaking 0 0.5 0.5 0 0 
Travel (PL) 7 0 0 0 7 

Nuclear Materials Users International Activities 0 0.5 0 0 0.5 
Licensing 0 4 3.9 0 0.1 
Au!emaking 0 0 0 0 0 
State, Tribal and Federal Pgms 0 1 0 1 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1 0 0 1 
Travel(PL) 15 0 0 0 15 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Licensing 0 1 1 0 0 
Auleinaking 0 1 1 0 0 

Decommissioning and LLW Licensing 0 8 1.1 I 0 5.9 1 
Au!einaking 0 0.5 0 0.5 
Travel 12 0 0 0 12 
PL-M Support Staff 0 0.5 0 0 0.5 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Licensing 0 18.5 17.5 0 0 1 
Oversight 0 0.5 0.5 0 0 
Travel 47 0 0 0 47 
Aulemaking 0 0 0 0 0 
PL-M Support Stall 0 8.5 0 0 8.5 

Operating Reactors Licensing 0 19.5 0 16.5 0 0 3 
overs lg ht 0 2 2 0 0 
Training 37 0 0 0 37 
Travel 21 0 0 0 21 
Aulemaking 0 2 2 0 0 
PL-M Support Stall 60 11.5 0 0 60 11.5 

Grand Total 872 101 0 38.5 2 2 3.9 1.1 0 7.5 872 46 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFEGUARDS 

OFFICE ACRS 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Power Reactors Fuel, Facility Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Program , Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) Total FTE Power Reactors Contract (S,K) FTE ·Contract ($,K) ,fuel Facility FTE Contract ($,K) Fee Relief FTE . Contract ($,K) Hourlv Rate FTE 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Licensing 0 0.5 0.5 o· 0 
Decommissioning and LLW Licensing 0 1 0 1 

Travel 6 0 0 .o 6 
Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Licensing 60 7 60 7 0 0 

Travel 142 0 0 0 142 
PL-M Support Slaff 0 1.5 0 0 1.5 

Operating Reactors Licensing. 212 18 212 18 0 0 
·Travel 304 0 0 0 304 

PL-M Suoport Slaff 0 2.5 0 0 2.5 
GtandTotal 724 30.5 272 25 0.5 0 1 452 4 

) 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFACE OF INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMS 

OFFICE Qjp·---;---·-~·.v:-·~-~---:--- ~~·-~I 

Budget ReSQurces 
Allocated to Fee Classes . 

-

Hourly 
.Power Power Fee Relief Rate 

Total Contract Total .Reactors Reactors Materi.als Import/Export Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 
Proilram Business Lines · Product Lines ($,Kl FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE FTE FTE ($,Kl FTE ($,Kl FTE 

CorDorate SuDDort CorDorate SuDDOrl Policv Suooort 370 3 0 0 370 3 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities International Activities 0 1 0 0 1 

Nuclear Materials Users International Activities 5683 12 4 2.5 5,683 5 0.5 
PL-M Support Staff 0 4 0 0 4 

Decommissioning and LLW International Activities 0 2 0 2 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1 0 0 1 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors International Activities 0 4 3 0 0 1 
0Deratina Reactors International Activities 0 8 7 1 0 0 

Travel 263 0 0 0 263 
PL-M Support Staff 0 6 0 0 6 

Grand Total 6316 41 10 4 3.5 5,683 7 633 16.5 



OFFICE 

1 ~---ram Bualneasllnn Produetlinas 
Co-ra1e su~~n Co-rate su~~n HumanResourc:e'.....,t 

lnlormalionTeehn 
Nuclear Ualerlats and Waste sa ...... FuelFacl!itlea 

I S>all 

NuclearMalarlalaUaera 
Stall 

NuclearReactorS1fet NewRoactora 
Travel 
PL-MSunnnrtStall 

0 eral!n~Reaclors Oversl...,t 
Travel 
PL·M su~rt Stall 

Grand Total 

Budget R8$0Ul'C(IS 

AllocaledtoFee 
Clffseg 

Tota1Contractl$.IC\ 
0 
8 

10 
0 

' " 0 
38 

' 8 
0 

198 
42 
0 

363 

TOlalFTE 
0 
0 

2.5 
0.5 

0 
9 

1.5 
0 
2 
0 
1 

19 
0 

4.5 
40 

FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT 

Test& 
Spen!Fuol Resean:h ..,.,. 

Pow" StorlRe1ctor Spent Fuel '"" Reactors 

"'""~ Reactors ""'°"'~ StorlReactor FuelFecllltJ Fecmty Contract UiJ1erlala M1lerials Tranaponallon Transponation FeoRel!el Hourly Rate 
Contract fl: IC\ FTE Contract $.IC\ Oecomm. FTE Contract $.IC' FTE '"' Contract$"' FTE Contract SK FTE Contr1ct •~"' Fee Rel/el FTE Contract'"'"' Hou ... · Rale FTE 

0.0 0 0 
o.o 0 8 

9.9 0.1 0 
0.0 0 
0.0 0 
1.6 0.2 
o.o 0 
0.0 0 

0.1 O.t 0 
o.o 0 
o.o 0 

0.1 3.4 02 
0.0 0 
0.0 0 4.5 

1982 20.7 43 ... 0.5 6.2 0.4 102 7.6 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF INVESTIGATIONS 

--· ·- -- ----·------·- -----
OFFICE 01- ' 

Budget Rei:;ources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Total Power Reactors Power Materials Hourly Rate Hourly Rate 
Pro11ram Business Lines Product Lines . Total Contract ($ Kl FTE Contract ($,Kl Reactors FTE FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE 

Coroorate Suonort Corporate Support Information Technolooy 0 0 0 0 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users Oversioht 0 6 6 

PL-M Support Staff 0 1 1 
Travel (PL) 136 0 136 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Oversioht 0 1 1 
Travel 39 0 39 

Operating Reactors Oversioht 92 19 92 19 
TraininQ 21 0 21 
Travel 376 0 376 
PL-M Support Staff 0 11 11 

Grand Total 664 38 92 20 6 572 12 



Proaram Business Lines 
Coroorate Sucoort Coroorate Sucpart 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fue!Facllllies 

NuclearMaterialsUser11 

Spent Fuel Storage and TransPQrtation 

Decommlssionina and LLW 

NuclearReactorSafetv New Reactors 

OceratlnaReactors 

Grand Total 

Pr~uctLlnes 
Administrative Services 
PL-M Sunmrt Stall 

Ucensinn 
Travel(PL 

Ucensina 
Travel CPL) 

Licensinn 
Travel 
Ucensino 

Travel 
licensina 
Trainina 
Travel 
PL-M Suooort Stall 
Licensina 

Trainina 
Travel 
PL-M Su........,.. Staff 

Resources 
Allocated to 
FeeCla11ae11 

Tola! Contract 
(S,Kl 

742 
0 
5 
2 

50 
29 
15 
10 
60 
25 

495 
10 
49 

0 
185 

11 
22 

0 
1710 

FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD 

Spent Fuel 
Stor/Reactor Spent Fuel 

Power Reactors Power Decomm. Contract Stor/Reactor 
Total FTE ContractlS,K'I Reactors FTE ($,K) Decomm. FTE 

1 
1 

0.5 
0 
2 
0 
1 15 
0 
3 
0 

12.5 495 12.5 
0 
0 
2 
7 185 
0 
0 
3 

33 680 19.5 15 

Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Fuel Facility ,fuel Faclllty Material a Material a Uranium Recovery. Uranium Recovery Contract FeeRellel Contract Hourly Rate 

ContractCS,K1 FTE ContractfS,10 FTE Contract 1$,K) FTE l~Kl FTE fS.Kl FTE 
0.0 0 742 
0.0 0 0 

0.5 o.o 0 
0.0 0 

48.2 1.9 1.8 0.1 
o.o 0 29 
o.o 0 
0.0 10 

60 0.0 
0.0 25 
0.0 0 
0.0 0 10 
0.0 0 49 
0.0 0 
0.0 0 
0.0 0 11 
0.0 0 22 
0.0 0 

0.5 48.2 1.9 _, 60 1.8 0.1 900 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFACE OF THE CHIEF HUMAN CAPITAL OFACER 

OFFICE ]6cHCO-- - _- -- ---==~:.:;...:..:.:.:::_:·] I I I I I I 
Budget 

Resources 
Allocated to 
Fee Classes 

Spent Fuel 
Stor/Reactor Teet&Research FeeRellof 

1
1HourlyRatel 

leuslnessllnee 
Total Contract PowerReactora Power Oecomm. Contract FuelFacllity Fuel Facility Reactors Contract Materials Matorlals Transportation Transportation , Uranium Recovery Contract Fee Rel!et Contract Hourly Rate 

Proqram Pioductllnes 

·~·' 
TotalFTE CootractlS,Kl Reactors FTE IS,K\ ContractfS,iO FTE IS,K) ContractfS,K) FTE ContractlS,KI FTE ContractfS,Kl 1$,KI FTE fS,K) FTE 

Corporate ~upport \ Corporate Support Human Resource Mgmt. 4227 .42 0.0 0 j 4227J. 42 
lnforma!ionMgnt. 5 1 0.0 0 
Outreach 15000 0 15,000.0 0 
Policy Support 0 0 0.0 0 I 0 
Training 2048 11 0.0 0 I 20481 11 
T""" 540 0 0.0 0 I 5401 
Pl-M Support Slaff 157 16 0.0 0 _l 157j 16 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety 1 Fue!Facllities Training 324 0 305 19.0 0.0 0 
Nuclear Materials Users lntemalionalActivi!ies 0 0.5 0.0 0.5 

Training 1510 2.5 190 0.2 37 62 0.2 154.3 0.3 30 0.2 1,036.7 1.6 
Spent Fuel Slorage and Transportation Training 81 0 11 70 0.0 
Decommissioning and LLW Training 904 0 10 327 20 30.0 35 482.0 

Nuclear Reactor Safety 1 NewReactors Training 929 13 920 13 9.0 
T~I 57 0 0.0 0 57 
PL·MSupporlStaff 0 1 0.0 0 

Operating Reactors !Training 2842 25 2,776 24.8 0 5.0 61.0 0.2 
r .... 1 132 0 0.0 0 1 132 
Pl·MSupportStaff 0 4 0.0 0 I 

Grand Total 28756 116 3,896 38 375 387 0.2 0 208.3 0.3 100 0.2 35 16,588.7 2.3 I 71661 75 



FY 2016 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION 

OFFICE IADM 
I 

Budget Resources Allocated to Fee Classes 

Hourly Rate Contract 
Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) Total FTE Fee Relief Contract ($,K) Fee·Relief FTE ($,K) Hourlv Rate FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative Services 65591 79 0 0 65591 79 
Human Resource Mgmt. 145 1 0 0 145 1 
Information Mgmt. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Information Technology 2385 1 0 0 2385 1 
Policy Support 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Acquisitions 4135 56 0 0 4135 56 
Travel 59 0 0 0 59 
PL-M Support Staff 295 32 0 0 295 32 

Nuclear Reactor Safety Operating Reactors Oversight 110 0 0 0 110 
Grand Total 72720 169 0 0 72720 169 

/ 



Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 
(OBRA-90) 

Referenced throughout the final rule 

This document is provided as supplemental information. The proposed amendments to 1 O CFR. 
Parts 170 and 171 are necessary to implement the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 
(OBRA-90), as amended. The OBRA-90, as amended, requires that the NRG recover 
approximately 90 percent of its budget authority in fiscal year 2016, less the amounts 
appropriated for Waste Incidental to Reprocessing, Defense. Nuclear Facilities Safety Bo~rd and 
amounts appropriated for generic homeland security activities. 



Court Decision, 1993 

Allied Signal, Inc. v. NRG and Combustion Engineering v. NRG 

This document is provided as supplemental information. In 1990 Congress required the NRC to 
collect annual charges and user fees approximating 100 percent of the agency's budget, 
effective for fiscal year 1991. NRC's FY 1991 fee rule imposed annual charges against virtually 
all of the agency's licensees in an effort to be more fair and equitable. Previously, it had levied 
annual charges only on operating nuclear power reactors, which constitute the most significant 
group of NRC licensees. 

On July 10, 1991 (56 FR 31472), the NRC published a final rule in the Federal Registerthat 
established the Part 170 professional hourly rate and the materials licensing and inspection 

' fees, as well as the Part 171 annual fees, to be assessed to recover approximately 100 percent 
of the FY 1991 budget. In addition to establishing the FY 1991 fees, the final rule established 
the underlying basis and methodology for determining both the Part 170 hourly rate and fees 
and the Part 171 annual fees. The FY 1991 rule was challenged in Federal court by Allied 
Signal, Inc. v. NRG and Combustion Engineering v. NRG. 

The court remanded two issues to the NRC for further consideration. Despite the remand, the 
court did not vacate the rule. One of the remanded issues related to the exemption from annual 
fees for nonprofit educational institutions. The second remand issue dealt with LLW disposal 
costs. 

I 
'-
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.Amed-5ignal, Inc., Pe1ijioDer v. U--5. Nuclear lUgJ.Uafory Coi;mnission and the 
United Sta1Es of-America; ReSpomlents Combustion Engineerieg, Inc., Pefiiioner v. 

U. S.·NilclearR~Jati>ry CommisWn aDd ~ U~ StateS of Am~ 
.Respondents COmbustion EDgmeering, ~.Petitionerv. H.S. Nuclear ~l"f . 

Qunmissiori and the United States of .Ainerica,.Respondents..Allied-S"~ l:ar., 
Petifianerv. U.S. Nm:lem"~ Cmmnjsgon,, :Respondent 

No. 9.1-1407~No..9l-1435s No. 92-IOO~No. 92-1019 

tJNlTEDSTATES C01JRTOF APPEALS FOR TBED~Cf QFCOLUMBIA. 
CJR.CDIT 

300 U.S..App..D.C Z!J8; 988F.211146; H93 U.S...App. LEXIS 4684 

Nolemher S. J.'9ZA.lped 
Man:& ~:1993.Dedied 

PRlOR HISTORY: [**!] PeUliOas for Review of AD 
Orderof tbe U.S. Noclear Regnlatnry Cmnmjssjou_ 

cotiNsEI:.: Jahn. ~ wiJfi wh9m Leonard A,. Miller 
was on lhc met forpetltioneF ..Allied Signa41Dc. in Nos. 

"91-1407 and 92-1019. . . 

Hmdd F. '.RCis. with whOm. Micbad F. Healy was an the 
brief. for pelitione.r CombusDon Engineering. Jnc. in Nos. 
9J-1435 and 92-iOOL ·-
L Micbael Rafty. Wirh w11om "'Wima!!1 C. Parler, Geseral 
Counsel. John F. Confe:s, Sr., S,olicir.or, and E- Leo 
Slaggie,, Deputy . Solicilor, U.S. Nuclear R~Jamry 
Commission. and . Katherine Adams. Attomey. 
Depanrneot ofJDSticc, Wt:re OJ1 the brief, fpi" re5p(mdems. 

)UDGES: Before: Silberman. Wil~ ·and D.H. 
. G"~-CireoitJwfges.-Opmion far the eomrfilil:d-by 

Circuitludge Williams. . 

OP.OOON BY: Wn.llAM.s 

O.PJNJON: 

[~148} Williams. Cm::uU JJl!lge:. 

~ haS Ciireded the Nuclear ~Oulafmy 
Commission to reeover 100% of il:s: costs from those who 

z=Ceive its tegulaimy "ser.riccs" and 10 all~ 1bc aJSIS 

•fairly and equimbly" among tbme ieciipients. Per:itio~ 
Allied Sips) and Camhtisrinu En2Dreering ~ an 
NRC m1e makmg that aDDdlion; Ibey also ~ the 
NR.Cs. r:1ehi2I of various requested exemptions ij:mn" the 
fees. 'Ihej' allege !hat the 0 m1111isi;ion's [*"'ZJ ac!ions did 
oot salisfy Congress's ~D and eqoitabJe." stmJdani ami 
aisD WCiC 2riilrmy mJd capr?ciouS. We am= in pmt and 
re:mand the ca!iem 1beCammjssiou; 

. l1Dda' au!hark.1~~1&e ~ ~m 
A:ppropriaiian Act af 1~ flOAA "}. 31 U.S..<;- § 9701.­
the Commissinu bas Jong c:ha!gedfee:s IO any person who 
r=zived a •se:rricc ar 1bing of. vaJoe• ftoin lbe 
Cnmnrission.. C1bal ·. · rerm inclDdes; · pedlaps 
oxymoromcallyL •regn1amry seFVices- such 2S pmmit 
processing..) Jn 1986. ~gn:Ss expaDded the NRCs 
~VQ)' authmity iii tbC.Comolidav:d Omnibus Bu• 
.Reebnciliadon Aa. of 1985 rcoBRA"). Pub. L No. 
99-212t· IOO Slllt. -141, aIJd-amnDrized· it to .n:cover·33$ 
of its total amiual b1lliget through ~ Becanse IOM 
fees CCJtJJd not generate that- sum. ~ allowed the 
NRC to ~ fees not only for the sc:rrice-specific com 
coven:d by IOAA hut also for the Commission's generil: 
costs of OperaJiOD ~e.g.. costs a5spc:iared with rWemakiog 
pnxccdfu~ or ~ resemdt). Lara- acts r.iised the 
~ rer:avcry. l~el ti> 45lj, for the ycm- 1988 through 
1990. n1 In cirryjng out the 33% and 45'3& reeo:veiy 
mandms, du: Commission imposed fees far [==31 
generll:. costs only cm licensees who ~ nnclear 

/' 
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P.O~ ~ reasoping dutt they absorbed the ®St 
reguial:ocy ~ 5= Florido. .Power 111111 Iighr Co. V. 

Ui1f;red Stares, 269 U.S. App. D-C 377. 846 F.id 765 
(D.C Clr..1988). 

nl Sec Otani!Ha Builger~:Actoj 
1987, Pub. L No. 100-203. 101 Saat. 1330-273; 
Omnibus Recbnt:ii.iafio .Aa of 1989; Pub. L No. 
101-239.103 Stat..2132. 

tbe fee m their prices will dr.ive CUStoJDers to fon:ign 
ainVertezs. d~ UF converters r:anuoi ~ the c;a;tS 

f~ Allied dra:ws a .sharp contr.i.St betWeea UF 
conwrti:rS and other- 'NRC liailsees' such ss eleclric 
1Jtililies.·which it says are ?eadily able n> pass the COSIS an 
to· c:ustm:nes. The ConimissiQn disputes DOiie af thf:;e 

assenimJs.. 

~S SlaJ:lllOXy dleoJY :rests both ·OD lhe 1990 
OBRA and an tbC lcgislmm: Jlislmy of. 1986 
COBRA-the latter being. explicifly Jinked 10 the 1990 
OBRA via its J~ ~- Section 6'201(c){3) of 

Jn the 1990 Omnibus ReamciJiaiitm Aa. C'1990 ··. the 1990 O.BRA: CcOdified at 42 u.s.;c. § 2214{c)(3)),· 
OBRA"'). Pub. ~ NQ. IOI-508. JO:J Sm. . .13.88--299; pro~ 1bsl 
· 0mgress nised ~ JeCOVeS'Y · mmdale fm: 199l-9S ro · · 
lOQIJ, of the Cornmisc:ibn's ~ se:: Pub:. L No. · the Ommissirnl shaD establish. by JUie. a 
10.l-508. § 6101 (a:idified at. 42 U:.S,C.. f 2214}. and told schednJe w charges fo.Uly anr1. ~ 
the ComDiission"iO :promulgate 1 ··m1e apportioIJfnz_ ~ ~ ·ihe ~amountof ~ 
gceeric reis "fairly and eguir.ably"· am0ng li~ liI. ar _ {necessmy ro ieccup 100% of the 
§ 610l(c)Q} (codifi&:d at 42 U.S.C § 22J4(c}(3}). The Comtnmsiao.'s bud,g.et]. 
legislation :furtfJer said that "to me maximnm emm 
prai'1icable, lbe ~ [asscsse,d by 1he mleJ sbaD :bave a . 
:reasonable £-4.l n:Jationsbip to the cost of pxo\ridmg 

_ Jegll]ato'Jy services and ~y·be based on 1he allocatioll of 
tbC Omunission's ·n:soun:es among Fcenrees or c:1asses of 
Jicd::lsces. • Id. After nOm:e and comment, the 
CommiSsiau issued a ni1e purpmtillg to carry .out ~ 
direakms" ;rn aomg so. it imposed·-· on v.imlaJly au 
Iicmsett See Revision af Fee Scbednles: l~ Fee · 
Recovery (the "Final :Rnfe"'), 56 Feil. Reg. 31.412 (July' 
io. nJ91) (codffi.edm 10q:_R.§§sz.11.110.ancl 171). 

{*149] I • 

.Allied. a maJlium hex:afiouride {[IF) converter; fiJst · 
Ccimplains about rhe·CoiJJmission's failure ro amsidel' the 
inability Of:UF C01IYC11m tn·-pass through" OBRA fees 

· m customers-i.e.., ro recoup tbe.m in wboh; OE in part bY 
raising. ~ Allied as:5eJ1s rhat the Commission's 
tn:a.tmtmt of thC • • ·srgm 'With OBRA. and . . . • 1SStle was mc;>nSI . 

_a!so _.with_ .. ~ __ .NRC's. ~ent_ of __ otb=: _Ji~'.!!!S~ 
. passtbrough capabilir:J. 

.Allied's claim rests on simple Uu:rs. It explains that 
dome,stic UF conveneis compere with foreign . tF 
ccmvc:nezs who are Jl(lt subject ro NRC JicensiOg ~d thus 
:ii!l'.e not requiied to pay NR.~ fees. CompemioD. it says. is 
sli:ff: suc.cess· ia bidd"m2 on UF ccmvc:r.sicn contractS often 
DD'l1S on [**SJ diff~tials as smalJ. as . one cent per 
pound. Fees imP.QSed under the Final Rnle, howcw:r. add 
up m almOSt ijcve i:euts per pound ofUF. Because adding 

(Emphasis added.) "Ihc Confe:renc;:e Repott to the 1990 
OBRA staka 1hat.the C.ainmissinu has "lhe ~ - · 
to assess attnual ~ against all of iis Hc:eiisees." R.1L 
. C.Onf. Rep. No. 964. lOist Cong.. .l."'*6] 2dSess. (1990). 
at961. At tbe same-ttme. Jiowe-ver;~R.cpon~ 
•reaffiI:tt!S t11e s:iatemmfofthc [:iloarj ~[of 1986 ·· 
COBRA.fan !he present~ of the NRC m assess 
fe"es. 1rI. Tfmt ~ in IDm dedaizd that it was 1lic 
"inzntion aI the conferees 'that. 1Jccause ce:rmiD 
Commission licensees, sudl as universides. bospftak. 

' researdl and mediqd institmions. and maninm ~ 
have limired ribiliq U? pan ilirouih • c:o:m of ~ 
charges . to lJie ullilmire: consumer. the Commission 
should rah this faaor into aa:ouni in cJesmmining 
~hetber to· inlldify [:its] c:mrmt fee sChedule fo:r sudJ 
ficense::s.. 132 Cong_. Rec-. J:I371J7/3 (March 6, 1986} 
{emphases~ . . . 

. . '!'be siamtary language aml legislaDve bismzy do. not. 
··in OW- view~ ·add· Dp IO·an mexorable m:mda.UHD prora:t­

classes of licensees with JDnited ability ID pass fm 
forwatd. Evi:D the 1986 I~ trlsmry. writma in the 
comexr. of COBRA's less-demanding 339b n:covery 
~date, only - c1ireded the Commissiou to .take -
aa=ou:nt" of p;!Sst}imugh consideralio~ which- would DOI 

necessarily entail .lhat those cousi4efatjous' control. 
Moreover .. the i990 CoDfereru:.e Report explicitly sUl 
llmt Caµgress pres-Crved E=~ Jl."RCs discreDon ID 

~. fees on· "one or more classes of 
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DOll-pOwer-rmor licens=s if die Cnmmjssion believes 
it can fairly. equitably;, and practicably dO so:· RR,. Cont · 

. Rep.No. 964. IOlsfCong., 2d Sess. (19:90). at 961.Eves 
if we. were ID give the legislative bistozy great weight. we 
could nbt con:lude that Congress has •Oitec:Ily spoken"' ID 

~ tbeCnmmissian mi!st spare liCensces that.caJ:ioot 
pass. the fEes fi:>rward. See <;nevmti v .. Nanrral. Resmgcq 
Defense Cauhcil. 467 U.S. 837. 842. 81 L. Et! 2d 694. 
104 S. 0.. 27J8 (1984). The question 1herefme is whether 
the Commissitm's inlt:lp!enttion is n:asouable. See id: ar 
845; Cheinical Mirmlfat:zuren A.s:s-n v. ·EPA. 21fl U.S. 

· App. D.C. 4,9, 919F.1d158. 162-63 (?_.C. Cir.1990). 

specific classes of lkens~ there a:ppcm no reason why 
1hc Commission should not do so. In fact; the 
Commission 1uis mad= sm;b.·a, detmnimrtion for antitber 
class of lia:Dsees. even though that ~'s clalm. seems 
no betti:I- foll!lded than 1he cJalln of the dLimestic UF 
COD~ 

Specifically, in the Fmal :Ruic tlJe Commis$m 
exempted mmprofit edw:ammaT · iDstimtions from 
peymcot af ccaain 1990 OB:R.A. fees. See S6 F et:L Reg. az 
31.48711-2. 31.49111-2; 10 CFR § m.lJ(aJ- 'This ·· 
appeats to be b8sed at least in part an the nuiouaJe tbaI 
such iD,sdmtions '"have a limited ability to pm tl!etl costs 

The Commission Offered two jastiDcatiOllS for iis OD ID others. .. Fim1 Rule. 56 Fed. keg. at 3.J;477n-2. 
4ecision tD dislegard ~ passtlm..lngb amcerns of 1lF (1991). n2 See~ 56 Fed. Reg. or 31,4811.l Cspeal:ing of 
c:t>DVCrterS. First, it argued lhat ·it coDld not aqfllSl fees educaJioDaJ ms1imiicms" "limW abiIDi to pass rcgalatoty 
has:d on i:ompc:mM: impact beamSe the IIJO'h rr:caw:ry . CD5lS 1hroDgb ta their clie:msj. 
mandal!: of 1990 OBRA · [*150} · -wctJ}d ~ my· 
abare:ment of fees for one class of licensees .to be 
JCCOaped from athels. See Fioal Rnie. 56 Feil.. Reg. at n2 This passage JeJan:s ti> the ~ecific 

fees. but no iiidependent justificatjan fur lhe 
··~lion ftOm ~ Costs appeam. and the 
Commission here seems m · ·assm:ne that the 
cxplanalitm e:iends tD the generic. Se: 
Co~Brlef~ 8, 19-20. 

. 31.476; Letter of.NR.CDenyiug Allied Exemption [*"'8] 
:Request at 3-4. HoWever. while i;me coo1d argue 1hat it is 
"ntrfair ID cfJaige any ~galair:e mme ihan irs pro .ram share. 
of gei:Jerlc cr.ists C~ .not mJfall' to =cusesome regu]ii:=s 
from payjDg all of 1bcirpro r.na sham when less .fbmi· 100 
pcn:e11t JQUSt be tec:OVeled}. tbat potemial expJanm<m 
docs mt carry the da,y here. The Commission's i-IOJ · 
v,:illingnesS to mate all exemption for nmzprofit 
ed.uCmional iDsdtminns belies th~ .asSert.;ion.\batit will not 
cbargermy .-mare than itS pm iata share. 

None.tbP.les;. the Commission a1so poUned 10 an 
entirely· legitimate concem-tbe difficuhy of assessing the 

... -~ of its 9000 licensees to pass through costS- See 
NRC Denial of Allied Exemption .ReqDi::st SI 4. A film's 
abilil;Y to pass tbMiigb a burden r0 its a:isromera· depetJds 
.on the price elasbcitfus of S1.Ipply and de;r.;m.i "IDela:o~ 
su:pplietS and · demauders pay taxes.• Donald · N. 
McCJoskey, The Applied Theoz:y Gf Price 324 (1982}. 
.(While tfle .. fees -~-Jm;'fmi6a.1Iv not mXe.s. lbe same 
principle . .applies m ~ ~_,---~--theie 
elaslic;itics are. ~ bard to discover with much 
co1lfidclK:e. the Omunission•s refus3I m read the stamte 
as a ~ mam1atr: to do so is Dot onl:Y undefstandable 
{'**9] b1II reasonable. 

It does not follow, ho~ that the Cmmnission .. s 
application of the statnte was in every respect reasonable. 
If~ m pass lhe fees through can be ~ed 
with :reasonable accwacy and at re:lSOnable cost for 

The ('ommissinn nowhere explains how it was able. 
10 m.a'ke mis finding for nem-profiis but- js DDt abh: to 
resolve the elasticity ~ one way or the other far 
~ 1JF CODvcitas.. "Ibc Comnjjssion does :not SO 

imK:b as hint - data relatiiig ti> 'fhc mariets in which 
ed~ instindioDs serve theiT •cliezils•. n3 Neither 
docs the Commission explain why a demand elasticil;y 
caIClllation -was· im'J easier or less costly to complete far 
e4o¢ons1 ins•irnlioos than for UF ~Thus 1be 
ConnnissiD11's de:nial of Idief fdr UF convem:r.;, both m 

· the rnlemakmg and ~ exemption· smges. cannot be 
viewed as reasoned deciSion-maidng. · 

. r 
.. \ . 

113 We note Lthai foI' educational iDstimtums 
with certain l;ypes of licenses, the CXCllJPUoD is 
unavailable with respect to activities snch as 
•re:ID1IIleritte seivm _ fpcr.fonncd far] other 
peBOD5"' and '"a.ctivitie5 perfomied under . a 
GOvernmc:nt c:ontraetft~ See JO · CFR § 

J71.J1(aJ(2) &. {4). This exclusion ~ the 
e:xctnption. however. is limiled to specific t;ypes 
of lic::nses, n3mcJy "byproduct. source or special. 
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An i,nadequan:ly snpparted ntle,. bowewr.; need net 
i:iecessarily' be vacau:d. ~ e.g.. 'lmeTnazi.o,uzI Ullion. 
UMWv. FMSHA, 2E7 U..S..App,. D.C.166~ 920 F.2d,}J6f). 
966-67 (D.C Cir.. 199DJ; Ma:ryL:mil People's Comisel v. 
FER.C 247 U.S. App. D.C 333. 768 F..2d 450. 455 (D.C. 
QT~ 1985}: ICDRE.. Inc.. \1. j<"CC,. 985F.2111015, Slip op. 
at l2 (D.C.. Cir.. 1993). The decisipn wbelber to vac:au: 
depends OD "tbe Seriousm:;s of' the' OI&fs defic::iem;ies 
(and lhus lhe ~ ofdmibt w1iedier the a!JPDl:!f chose; 

· COIICdl;y) and the ~ consequem:;es of. an interim 
["l.51] ~that may nsdfbe ehi'q=d. .. lnteniadmuz1. 
umon. gio F.2tl m 967. 

It is c:omZivable that Ille Commission maJ be able to 
expJain bow the pilliciples supp<n ting an exemption far 
. edw:aDonal iDstim1ians dO DOtjaslify a similar ex.emption 
for · damcstic UF amverters. Far example,. rhc 
Commission may develop a JE8SQDe4 explallalitm based 
on an aln:rnaDve juslification that. it offel1:ll for the 
:uau-profit edbcalioDa1 ~ cxemplicm-tbat 
"cduca!imial rcsean:h provides an impcamutb:Defit 101hc 
~ear .industiy and die public at~ and shouJd DQt be 

. disa:l1D3:oaed." $6 Fed.. Rig. at 3/.477 [**121 /1.. Wbiie 
tilis teference is qlDte vague-die bencliB af UF 
canveision cau.hanlly he depiCcared Dlerely because the 
amvem:rs openm: in a convenrional ~pcmaps the 
C'mmnisSi0n•s focus js OD l!l!JP:mi.on. with die ldea .~ 
ednr;atian }'ieids exceptionally lmge e:m:tnalized b:ndits 
dlat cammt be capmted in tuition aa other maf'..et pri:cs. · 
We cannot tell at this· pOint whether the" exmipt.Um for 

. edncaboml instmniODS coukJ ·be RaSomibly ro,oted in 
such a tMt:Jry. hut there is at least a setioos possi'bility 
that the CommisSiOD · Will be able to snf)stanriaie its . 
decision OD P:maDd. 

- Ai tfie iame ome. th!: ~i:es orVaCaiing DiaY 
be quite dismplive. Even assuming that we could~ 
vacare the mle -iDsabr a5 it ~es an e:Xmiption far UF 
couvc:ners. the Commission wonld need to refund all 
1990 OBRA fees coJledE!d from those CQDVerterS; in 
addition it eilidently wonld be unable 10 recover those 
fees undf:r a Jater-euacted rolf!. See Bow~ v. Georgewwn 
U~ Hospi:taf. 488 U.S. 2D4. 208-09. J(]l.1- &. "2d 
493, 109 S. CL 468 (1!}88). (rejecting retroacrive 
applicaiion of rules even if opmuing -only to care de-feds 
in previously .~ rule). Therefc;ire. because of the 

~1Iility F'Ul tbaI Ibe Commission may b.e able to 
jnstify the Rnie, and the disruptive cons.eqqences cf 
vacating._ We ICmaDd to ~ Commission fur il 10 develop 
a re.ascined m:an=ut af exemption dai1:us based cm 
passthro1!gb 1imiWicms.... 

Combustion· EDgineedng also raised a re1arcd 
pass1Qiougb . a:rgw:nem-that Ioug-mim fixed plice 
comracts in its sc:ctoT of tbc iDDnstzy consttain its ability 
to pass 1hrough costs and tben:fiJre requiEe some sen of 
gradna1 phase-in. See Omimenls of Combustion 
En~cring, MaJ. 13. 1991 at 2.. On JrmaDd. the 
Ommrission must address this claim as well. 

II 

Amed also. argues . that thC ~ 
· ···apportiaiuneut of feeS ·within the daSs of domestic UF 

.conwncis \lioiated tbe 1990 OBR.A.. Allied argues (again 

wiihollt dispn1e by the Commission) that it 1ias reqoied 
umt.:h less Rgll]a1oiy an=nm1 than the only • 
member of thr: tJF amverter class. the Sequoyah. Fucls 
CaipomDon.. 'beCuise of the lattcl's euviromJiemal 
problems. See NRC ~of Allied Exemptjo~ Request 
at 7 .. TJms.. .Allied s3.ys. allp!;81ion of the :fees equally 
between the J.WO 1JF converters violated the 1990 
OBRA's din:ctives 1ha!: OBRA char~ be appaniQned 
~ &Dd equitably" mid that aro !he maximum extent 

r-14] pradicable. 1he ~ shall ·have a magomilile 
n:lmiousbip m 111e aist or pmYiding ieguiatt>Iy services.· 
Pub.. L ND. 10l-:5os. § 6101(c)(3) (codmcd atA2 U.SC 
§ 2214{.c)(.3}). Allied c:onn:nds that the Cominissfua 
instead aught to have divided ~ class's fees ci1ber m 
proponion m the amollllt af :NRC attemion require4 by 
each c:ouv~ ar in propottion 10 the service-sp,ecif 
(loAA) feesplid by the two canvers:is. 

Allied's aigument ~ because it disregartk ~ 
ptemise. that 1990 OBRA. fees me uot ~· . 
~ ~(L~ _ _!e]ar2 __ t0 __ .~l~:.5e[V~CCS IJrir:_ ~. 
COilStinire gerreril: costs. See Final Eme. 56 Fer!. Reg. aJ . 

31,472. . .Assuming tba1 the Commission cmrectly 
clasSffie.d the cosa. in question (and A1lied does not 
cmit£St the classffic:ation). ~ is a pteSWDJ>don· lll3l 
evi:n rcguiatmy effort precipitated by me ciJ1:nmstanCes 
Df a single lkeTJSee of ~ ~ve:ii claSs will Ji]e1d resubs. 
snch as resean:b findingsor·~ons. of roughly equal -
imporrmce for all members of the same class. 

c~1n1 This conclusion is not uDdemllned by tDe 
Commission's wilfmgness ro appanion 1990 OBRA fees 

.. 
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~ groups r-'15J of licen5efS on the fulsis of tbe 
attention~ by each grimp. Se.e Final R:ule. .51$ Fed. 
Reg. at 31~476; l:ett?:r of NRC Dc'llying Allied 
Exenip®n. RcqiJ.cst at 2. 4-S. Fiist. the spillover of 
benefits Seems far ~Within a group ofliceusees firm 
between groups. See. id. at 5. Secoud. the administrath!e . 
Q;JStS-af·groiip-Jelle! appmtionmeutare obviously umch 
lower than llcensee-Jevel apportiommmr te.cause the 
nnmber of Jken~ greatly exceeds the mimber of 
gmups. 

Eere.,. neither of the ~g devices proposed by 
.ADied was wm:kab~ or accmate enough tD wammt our · 
holding lbe Commission's tejedjoD af t1Iem ·ariiimD;r or 
capricious. Any anielation betweep a: Jicensee"s IO.AA, 
(lic:eusee-speci:f) a>stt mid itS b:nefits from generic 
costs seems -purely coiDcidentaL .And to use as a yanistic:k 
each ~ ICDdency to piecipiiate n:gnl'amy effort 
would Dot ouly disregmd spillover effecis hilt Would :mise 
exttptionaJ ~problems.. See NRC Denial of 
.AIIiec1ExempDoi1Requestat4-8:. 

m 

Aliiedmam a nmmwer auack on the Commissirm's 
n:jediQD. of iutra.gn,Dp apponiomnent, mmely dlat tilt; 
Commission was mbitmy .~ c:aprlciOU$ in failing 
[$;::16] to apportion the generic cosrs as.scciated with the 
dispOsal of low level mlloactive waste ("LL Vi") on the 
baSis of each lia:usee's-8CllJal waste. See FiDal Rule. S6 
Fetl.. &g. ~ 31,497: 10 CFR § 171J6(i:). Ar.~ c:l2$ 
level, tbe Commissio11 allocated COS1S in ~with 
each class's contribmion ro the total qmmEity of ll.W. 
Beemse mamiaIS nc.ensees (a group that includes UF 
CODYe:rtetS) coBcclively geDemte 40% Of the nation's 
Il.. W. die Oru@ission allncared 40CJD Of its ILW C05IS to 

thai. dass. Sec id. W1ic:n it tmmd m appurlioumcm of 
aiose fc:s among the mmr:riaJ~ licensees. hoW:ever;, ~ 

· Coinmission aban~ that · approach. a:nd simply 
. asses~. ~Jarge_;mel _~tr CC?f '!bicf!.~e_d_ is_~~ 
an idential chmge of $ 143.500. For explanation. b 
NRC offe=l only the conclusory stateiuent that "the 
Commission _ believes ..:.. lbc surcharge sbould be the 
same for an ~ fuel :facility Iic:ensces. .. See Fllial Rule. 
56 Fed. Reg._ar 31.481... '. 

The Commission · provides no JaJicmale- for 
apportioning costs among classes ofll.W pmdnc:eB on 
the~ of LLW ourput but refusing ro apply that same 
y.udstick in apportioning generic COSlS 1-17] wimin 

classes. and no r;ationnle is readily apparenL While it is 
conceivable that !he real benefit of ILW disposal 
~ces js merely du:; avaiiability of such services-in 
which case a flat fee wQt!lii 1ilake sense-a.uy such idea is 
i:ncamistem with · tbe Commission's. :mdlJod of 
apportioniIJg ll-W fees among ciaSses of lic:eiisees. 
w1iich appCais to assume that benefit iS proportional to 

LLW ~tit¥~ n; OD the o~ hand. any licc:nsce's 
bcuefitfmmll.W disposal is·dinx:d,y~ ID ils 
LLW· disptJsal, apportioning even genene costs on 1he 
basiS of ailpUt seems ro make sen;se-not only· as tn 
classe;> but also as 1D individna1 licensees :Finally • 
assn~ tbar the Commission calrntium each clEss's 
qwmtil;y of IJ.W ~ from dam .siipplied bY each 
lic:etJSe: {as seems nec:essarilY 1me1 it is hml to see any 
~ prabJem. wi1h appcrioDiug 1lie fees within. 
tbe class cm the basis af oulpUI; tlle data are avaiJah1c and 
theteqniled ~ns wouldbe.rndimemmy. 

, .... In applJiDg die babmciDg of 1nzematimuzI Union ml 
like cases. we beie giva little weight tu die~ that 
the- Cammissio!l amid pull a n:ascmab1e ~1:.mation mt 
of the bat.. NonetbelesS. vai:ati:ng the in1ra-class [**J.8] 
appori:ic>mn.em of LLW _costs would give licensees a 
peculiar w.indfilll; even ones lhat heru;fttt£d fimn. die 
Commission's choice would ~ be enlided ID a 
nffilnd. ind, und.e:r" Geoi:rerqWiz rfniveniiy Hospiial.. tiie 
IL W costs. cau1d bC J:covercd from no one. To be sine. 
the costs~ riot g;r-eat, abSolmel:y ar as a. propOniOJ1 of tile 
~'s $ ~ [*153] million .1Judlet for FY 
199.l-$ 3.8 mil1iao. Sec 56 Fed. Reg. lll .31.4!Jfi. 3J.4g]. 
But that alone is baldly a ieaso11 to cream such a windfall" 
~y. we Jefudn ftoin vacating the tu1e. If GD 

remand die Commissioq concludc:s lhal t1ic 
apponirmnumt nmst be in 8C:ardance with usage. Ihm 
those: films whose . burden is Jowi:r mider a new. 
non-arbmmy. m1c sbould be CDiided tO ~:of tbe 
diffeience.. 

Jf indeed° the remand leads ID replacement of the · . 
per-~nCensei:--~-aiui&cen= ·en.;oiomy ~ · 
fur tbe difference between fJabilit;y mi&:r ibe old rnle and 
liabilit;y lIUderthe new (ra!ber 1han tDta1 R:fimds}. it migb!. 
be argued mm such a n:suh allows die n-ew m1e tD ba"Wt 
·~ve effect'". in vioJatioD of Georgezown 

Universiq Haspim! °Su 488 U.S. cit 208. There [*~19] 
is.· plainly. some renoactive effect. The effect, l:IOwever. 
is only to define that aspect of me old mle that must be 
cuz aWay as · le£AlllY- excessive. We. do not real 
Georgemwn as barring so limited a retroaclive impact. 
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aaMliei we izject it for tJie· reasons ~as to 
Allied: . 

_Combustion's ~ ~ however. has 
mi:m.. '!be Qopu111Si100~ own aitel:ia call for an 
~if tbe ~can show that~ asressmmt 
of me llJIJlllB1 fee would ICSUlt in a significamly 
disptopmticmare. alk>calion of c:osrs tQ- the lieeslsceL" 10 
CFk § I7LJliiIJ- The double assessment against 
Catnbusoan's two &eases increased its OBR.A fees by $ 
836,:500.. Against ahis. ibe Qnmnjssjon .is able to point TD 

a1mcist notbiDg .by way of grean::r cosrS.. Speaking to the 
issue m UllJIStlally murky. discmsiVe language, 1be NRC 
.in substaDcc . c:ouJd paint to ODly two additicma1 

Final,ly. ~ustion F?~g cb3Deinges me 
~'s decision to allocaJe .OBRA fees equally to 
~· low emiche;d manfum C'LiID") mamxf'acmri,ng· 
licensB instead of dMdiDg the fees e;qmily· a:mong 1hc 
I.EU mamrf;icm:ring li&eiisees. Cmqbusbo!l ~ ana 
operates two LEU Dicffities. each separately Ii=nsed. and 
Cambustion asserts· tbat in tile aggregate the tw? me . 
operatianaIJy .eqniVaiem to the sfugZ-plant. 
sie~ mcililies of 1l_ie other lEU manufacmrers.. 
At mat argmneni cOmhustion explained that it has two 
Hc:enses for the f;ictlities only becaUse of bisrarital 
pham:c; it boogJlt a compaoy with a- s°Cparaie 1icelJse 
almost 2D Years ago aml mitil the COmmission 
impie:m'ei:IU!d the ~ OBRA. b scbednle the.Te bas 
uever been my m ~ amsolidaie the .li<i:nseS As 
befo.rc. the Commission cijsputes none of these 
ccmmnliDJJS. 

· burdens-the need Ii> mail an ecua copy of =r.am NRC. 
pubficatimls 10 die second :&cility and the n=l- foF two 
diffi:n:nt NRC n:ginual c:ifices ID mmDtor amf iespoml 1D 
[*'154] -allegatlolis =mout the 1Wo plams. SeeNR.C DeJlial 

CmDlmmon amcb both the regulation imposing the 
· ofCombUstion E¥auptiou ~ atS-0. 

•eqmi1 ~ per liceme ... :rule and the Omnnissfon's denial The.· double bmden for Comblistion. measured 
af an-exrmption. [**?-0] llolh claims ?est nlrimately mi against tk minimis ad@iomd bmdens far the 
tbe 1990.0BRA"s direction tbafecsJDDS[beapponioned _ - Coh1111issiou:.ampJy ovi:iwws 1he bmdle esrnbUsDedby 
af.airlY· and egahabJy• and tbaI -ro 11,e maxiinmn ex1e11t iO· CFR.§.171.Jl(d). n5 ~the" exemption deoial is -
pradi~ - charges shall. have a xeascmable aibir:rmy and c:a¢tjous. We thc:ndiue dil=t the 
ielmionship to 1hc aist of providinz reguJatoiy services.• · Commission to gram m cxcmpDon fcX: Qnnbusticm on 
PUb. L No. 101-508. §. 610l(c)t3} (codified at 42 U.S..C. . the addirinnal fees . colicclcd as · a IeSD1t or !he 
§ 2'2.I4(c){3)}. A1tboUgh we find ·the fiISt claim double-licen&'ingt-'22] ofitsope:alioD. n6 
llDCCDViltjng. we agree that the Cnmm~oli has .not ·· 
jusi:ified its rdusal m pe 1he requested exemption: 

T.ml mp:ne:at that the •=;iua1 'fee per uceusrr rule is "mif• · and inegnitabl[eT is pcrsnas1ve only on ibe 
ground that ·the mJc produced troubting RSlllls when 
appJiCd ID . CombustiOJi•s- ~wbich 
cOmbiisnon itself assens 2G mmsuaL We see no tcaSOD 

for~g the Cammissi.on to attcud to that~ niie 
.sitmuion-in .. the nile Itself. cf • . NLRB :Va. Bell krospace .. 
Co.. 416 U.S. 267. 40 L. Et!. 2.d. 134. 94- S. Cr. 1757 
Cl974J. especililly as 1he generic rule allowed 
(gencricaIJy) far exemption. n4. · 

n4 Insofar as ¢ombustion argues, in ~ 
with Allied. tba1 § 610l{c)(3) of OBRA ~y 
segmres intra-group ~onment OD the.. basis of 
factms such .as the a.mount of atteDDDD- a licensee 
=Jr.Wes, the competitive posilion of l:he 1icemee. 
:md .f.he Sarer:y risks posed by the liC=see's 

n5 10 CFR § 171.11(4} also CUDtains- lWU 

othm' rBcams that die ComJnismn shall amsidcr 
"Whm evalua:Dng an exemptiGD n:qnest. Although 
pans af § 111.ll(d) ~ mnhioauous n:gmding 
wbelher an applicmtt mlist fulfiil all. or onIY cme. 
of' the fad&s. the fad: rlJat an applicant amid JIOt 

. -mHilI" the critErion lisuid in § 
171.11Cd)(3}--•any otbec relevant ma1t1:r lbat 1he 

-Jicensee -believes sbm. rhai" die-amiuai -~·- . 
JIOt b3sed OD a fair .and equitable allocation of 
NRC coslS"-~veals that the "'factms• should ntit 
be mid as conjunaive ~ 'Ihe facmrs 
. iIIS!&:ad S1:e1D IO be best llJldeistood as iradepeodrJlt 
amsider.nions which can .support.an c:mnption. 

n6 We are 110t required tn address Allied's fee 
e1emplioD· request becn1sc of our previous 
dispositio~ of Allied's otba claims.. The aspeas 
of ~s request dealing with .passthrongb 
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.--, ability .and !LW fees are al~ ccrtaiD ro stand 
or f~ a1Dii8 witlUbe remanded clahns;· eDd 1he 
aspect claiming that OBRA. ~ 
licensee-Specific: cafilnation of fees fails. 

We n:mami the case 10 the QimrnissiOn for a . 

reasoned an4 cobereiit ttealli1em of m Ji=nsees' c:1aims 
f.or special beillin!!:nt on the basis of iDabilley 10 pass the 
burden af the fees thrtingh to cnsnnness and (2.) ~ _ 
metbod of ~g g.eiieric ILW disposal cosrs 
among materials licz:usees. Jn aqdffiOJJ, we· direct. die · 
Commission to grant an e:xanption tO Combostian fortbe 
ieneric fe::S attrlbutBhle ro the ~g of ils 
LEUoper.!liQD.. 

So. orikTed. 
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