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October 7 1992
.

Mr. Dennis K. Rathbun
Director
office of Congressional Affairs
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

_

Dear Mr. Rathbun:

Please find enclosed correspondence I received from
Mr. William A. Torrance. Because of my desire to be responsive to
the constituents in my state. I am referring this matter to you for
your review.

I would like to request your assistance in evaluating the
information provided. I would greatly appreciate your forwarding

,

your findings in duplicate form to Jane Morris, on my staff, at .

your earliest convenience.
s

Again, many thanks for your time and attention to this matter.

Best ards,

_

Robert W. Kasten, Jr.
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Torrance
Casting, Inc.
3131 Comme' e Sere 1
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The Honorable Robert Kasten
6515 Watts Road. Room 203
Maditon, WI 53719

Subject: NRC Licensing fees

Dear Senator Kasten:

On 'i1-5-90 Congress passed public law 101-508 mandating that the NRC recover
approximately 100% of it's budget authority, less the appropriation from the
Nuclear Waste Fund.

In the f all of 1990, our company applied for and received a license from the
NRC to install a small nuclear gauge used to weigh the mass of sand being
transported on a 24" wit 3 belt conveyor. The cost of this gauge was
$5,070.00.

At the time of licensing, we were required to pay a $400.00 license fee to
the NCR. Beyond that fee, we were unaware of any fees for this gauge.

Then on 7-3-91, we received an inspection by the NRC taking less than 1 hour
which cost us $920.00.

Shortly there af ter, on 8-2-91, due to the public Isw referred to above, we
were required to pay $1,400.00 as our first annual fee for this gauge. This
fee is a reduced fee and represents the minimum fee possible, which is that
being charged to small entities (annual sales of under $3,500,000.00).

We currently have been invoiced by the NRC in the amount of 51,800.00 for
this year's annual fee.

This increase is over 28%, which in itself is ridiculous.

We have been informed by the NRC that since the institution of the annual fee
schedule, appr oximately 2,000 of the 9,000 materials licensees have requested
that their licenses be terminated or combined. They further go on to say
that this is part of the reason why the remaining licensees are having to pay
higher fees.
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It only makes sense that if they have a reduction in I censees of over 22%, i
that there should be a corresponding reduction in the manpower at the NRC in j
order to affect a stable pricing (fee schedule).

The main reason for writing this letter is to inform you of this program, yet
another program implemented by Congress that punishes small companies doing
business in the United States.

At the rate this fee structure is going, in one more year our payments to the
NRC will have exceeded the total cost for this small gauge.

The fee schedule is ABSOLUTELY ridiculous.

I would appreciate your efforts to look into this schedule and provide
assistance to small businesses such as ours across the country.

I have sent this letter to Senator Herbert Kohl and Congressman Steve
Gunderson to request their help alsc.

5 cerely,

i ww
Wm. A. Torrance,
Vice President
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CONGRESSIONAL CORRESPONDENCE SYSTEM
DOCUMENT PREPARATICM CEECELIST

"his cht eklist is be submitted with each document (or group of
Q8/As) sent for e ing into the ccs.

d*/ +b^, 1-1. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENT (S) v n.

2. TYPE 0F- - -/ correopendenses ,Isaringse(O A8b

3. DOCUMENT couTsoL Sensitive (Nac caly) Non-Samaitive

4. CONGRESS 10MRL COMMITTEE and SUSCOMMITTEES (if applicable) i

congressional Committee

Subcommittee
'

1
5. SUBJECT CODES '

(a)

(b)

(c)

4.- SOURCE OF DOCUMENTS r

(a) 5538 (dt.ottaent name

(b) / Sena. . (e) Atlashmeate '

(d) Rehey (e) Other

7. SYSTEM LOS D&TSS

aAA me o eom, de. es. t. S(a)

(b) Data CCS. Eteeivees desumaat-

(e) Date returned to och for additional infessation
~

- (d) Data reenheitted by-oCA to CCS 'e

(e) Data entered late CCE by ,

(f) Date oca notified that document is in CCS
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