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Washington Public Power Supply System
P.O.Box968 3000 GeorgeWashingtonWay Richland, Washington 99352 (509)372-5000

September 23, 1983
GO1-83-0453

Docket No. 50-513

(X8

Mr. William I. Miller, Chief

License Fee Management Branch <3
Office of Administration >
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission

Washington, DC 20555

Dear Mr. Miller:

Subject: Fee for Review of WNP-4 Operating License Application

in your September 2, 1983, letter to Nicholas S. Reynolds, Esqg., you
provided a breakdown of the $72,080 billed to the Washington Public
Power Supply System for license review costs associated with WNP-4.

As you may be aware, each one of the Supply System's nuclear projects

is separately financed and the assets of one project cannot be used

to satisfy the outstanding obligatir~s associated with any other project.
A1l payments with respect to WNP-4 are at the discretion of the trustee
for the bondholders as a result of the recent bond default invelving
WNP-4, Consequently, before any outstanding obligations in connection
with WNP-4 can be satisfied, a strict accounting must be made to

the trustee. We believe that in all likelihood the itemization you
provided in your September 2 letter will not be sufficiently detailed

to satisfy the trustee.

Accordingly, we hereby request a more detailed explanation of the
professional staff hours expended in review of the WNP-4 operating
license review. That explanation should include an itemization of

the specific tasks completed and the hours expended in completing
each. You could, for example, include with your itemization a

copy of the time sheets of those members of the Staff who participated
in the review, or other similar records used to generate the bill

sent to us. Please provide similar detail for the I&E charges.

At this point, it is not clear to us if the current billing represents
all of the NRC review costs associated with the WNP-4 operating license
review. For example, your letter of September 2 stated that "(n)o
contractual services costs are included in the $72,080." Is this
because there were no contractual services performed or because billing
information was not available? Also, we note that the major portion

of the $72.080 is attributable to the NRC Office of Inspection and
Enforcement. Do these charges represent the total charges for I&E, or,
as we still hold an NRC construction permit for WNP-4, should we expect

future inspection costs?
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We also request that the date of payment be extended until
December 31, 1983.

Sincerely,

i
/C’ i

G. C. Sorensen, Acting Manager
Nuclear Safety and Regulatory
Programs

kef

cc: Janet M. Rodriquez
0ffice of Resource Management
Division of Accounting and Finance

N. S. Reynolds
Debevoise & Liberman



