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FY 2017 Proposed Fee Rule Outline 

Budget and Fee Recovery 

Part 170 Fees 
Determination of Hourly Rate 
Licensing Fees 
Export and Import Fees 

Table of Contents 

Reciprocity Fees--Agreement State Licensees 
General License Registration Fees 

Part 171 Annual Fees 
, Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge Included in Annual Fees 
Fuel Facilities 
Uranium Recovery Facilities 
Operating Power Reactors 
Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning 
Test and Research Reactor 
Rare Earth Facilities 
Materials Users 
Transportation 

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

Budget Authority (FY 2017) 
FY 2017 Budget Summary by Program 
FY 2017 Budget by Product Line 

Office of Inspector General 
Office of Nuclear Regulatory 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 

OBRA-90, as amended 

Court Decision, 1993 



FY 2017 Proposed Fee Rule Outline 

I. Obtaining information and Submitting Comments 

II. Background; Statutory Authority 

111. Discussion 

Fee Collection - Overview 

Table I-Budget and Fee Recovery Amounts 

Fee Collection - Hourly Rate 

Table II-Hourly Rate Calculation 

Fee Collection - Flat Application Fee Changes 

Fee Collection - Fee-Relief and Low-Level Waste (LLW) Surcharge 

Table Ill-Fee-Relief Activities 

Table IV-Allocation of Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge, FY 2017 

Fee Collection - Revised Annual Fees 

Table V-Rebaselined Annual Fees 

a. Fuel Facilities 

Table VI-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Fuel Facilities 

Table VII-Effort Factors for Fuel Facilities, FY 2017 

Table VIII-Annual Fees for Fuel Facilities 

b. Uranium ~ecovery Facilities 

Table IX-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Uranium Recovery Facilities 

Table X-Costs Recovered Through Annual Fees; Uranium Recovery Fee Class 

Table XI-Benefit Factors for Uranium Recovery Licenses 

Table XII-Annual Fees for Uranium Recovery Licensees (other than DOE) 

c. Operating Power Reactors 

Table XIII-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Operating Power Reactors 

-



d. Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning 

Table XIV-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for the Spent Fuel 

Storage/Reactor in Decommissioning Fee Class 

e. Research and Test Reactors (Non-power Reactors) 

Table XV-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Research and Test Reactors 

f. Rare Earth 

g: Materials Users 

Table XVI-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Materials Users 

h. Transportation 

Table XVII-Annual Fee Summary Calculations for Transportation 

Table XVIII-Distribution of Generic Transportation Resources, FY 2017 

Fee Policy Changes 

Administrative Changes 

IV. Regulatory Flexibility Certification 

V. Regulatory Analysis 

VI. Backfitting and Issue Finality 

VII. Plain Writing 

VIII. National Environmental Policy Act 

IX. Paperwork Reduction Act 

X. Voluntary Consensus Standards 

XI. Availability of Guidance 

XII. Public Meeting 

XIII. Availability of Documents 



Budget and Fee Recovery 

Section Ill 

Table I 

The NRC's total budget authority for FY 2017 is $952.1 million. The non-fee items include 
$1.4 million for WIR activities, $18.0 million for generic homeland security activities, $1.0 million 
for Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board and $5.0 million for Advanced Reactor Regulatory 
Infrastructure activities. Based on the 90 percent fee-recovery requirement, the NRC will have 
to recover approximately $834.0 million in FY 2017 through Part 170 licensing and inspection 
fees and Part 171 annual fees. The amount required by law to be recovered through fees for 
FY 2017 would be $48.9 million less than the amount estimated for recovery in FY 2016, a 
decrease of 5.5 percent. 

The FY 2017 fee recovery amount is decreased by $0.6 million to account for billing 
adjustments (i.e., for FY 2017 invoices that the NRC estimates will not be paid during the fiscal 
year, less payments received in FY 2017 for prior year invoices). This leaves approximately 
$833.4 million to be billed as fees in FY 2017 through Part 170 licensing and inspection fees 
and Part 171 annual fees. 

The NRC estimates that $324.6 million would be recovered from Part 170 fees in FY 2017. 
This represents a decrease of $8.1 million or approximately 2.4 percent as compared to the 
estimated Part 170 collections of $332.7 million for FY 2016. The remaining $508.8 million 
would be recovered through the Part 171 annual fees in FY 2017, which is a decrease of 7.6 
percent compared to estimated Part 171 collections of $550. 7 million for FY 2016. 

See Tab "Budget Authority (FY 2017)" for supplemental information on the distribution of 
budgeted FTE and contract dollars. 



Budget and Fee Recovery 
FY 2017 

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

FY 2017 
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 

x 

$952.1 

-$25.4 

$926.7 

.90 . 

$834.0 
I 

$0.0 

$834.0 

-$324.6 

$509.4 

-$0.6 

$508.8 

12/14/2016 



Part 170 Fees 

Section Ill.A 







Productivity Assumption for FY 2017 Fee Rule 

The productive hours assumption reflects the average number of hours that a technical 
employee spends on mission-direct work in a given year.  This excludes hours charged to 
annual leave, sick leave, holidays, etc., and hours spent in training and accomplishing general 
administration tasks.   
 
To ensure realism for purposes of fee calculations, the productive hours assumption is 
calculated using actual time and labor data in the NRC’s Human Resource Management 
System (HRMS) for the most recent completed fiscal year.   Time spent performing supervisory 
and other indirect support activities is filtered out of the HRMS data used in the calculation.   
 
The productive hours assumption is calculated by deriving the ratio of mission-direct hours to 
total hours charged and multiplying that by the total hours per FTE in a work year.  The formula 
for the calculation is shown below. 
 

Total hours in mission business lines 

X Total work hours in a 
year (2,087) = Productive Hours Assumption Total hours in mission business lines  

+ other hours 
 

 
Elements of the formula are defined as follows: 
 

• Mission Business Lines.  The Operating Reactors, New Reactors, Nuclear Materials 
Users, Fuel Facilities, Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation, and Decommissioning 
and Low-level Waste Business Lines.  

• Hours in Mission Business Lines.  Hours charged to cost accountability codes for 
mission-direct work. 

• Other Hours.  Includes hours charged to annual leave, sick leave, holidays, etc., and 
hours charged to cost accountability codes for training and general administrative tasks. 

• Hours in a Work Year.  2,087 hours is used to be consistent with OPM guidance on 
computing hourly rates of pay and the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act 
of 1985 (Public Law 99-272, April 7, 1986). 

 
The increase in the productivity assumption for FY 2017 reflects a decline in hours charged to 
cost accountability codes for training and general administrative tasks.   

 
 
 
 
 

 











Mission Program Indirect Budgeted Resources for Hourly Rate Calculation 

FY17 FY16 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

International Activities 

Licensing Export/Import 1.0 1.0 

Licensing 

IT Infrastructure 1,802 0.0 1,759 0.0 43 

EDO Operations 1.0 1.0 

Policy Outreach 1.0 1.0 

Business Process Improvements 0.0 1.0 -1 
Training 

Training and Development 10 1.0 10 0.0 
Travel 

Mission Travel 2,615 0.0 3,006 0.0 -391 

Support Staff 
Supervisory Staff 60.0 67.5 -8 

Support Services 0.0 416 2.0 -416 -2 
Budgeting 0.0 0 5,0 -5 

HR Activities 0.0 2.0 -2 
Information Services 0 2.0 2.0 

Admin Assistants 366 25.0 25.5 366 -1 

Non-Supervisory Staff 0 9.0 1.0 0 8 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 
Licensing 

RIC 718 2.0 744 2.0 -26 

EDO Operations 3.0 3.0 

Policy Outreach 3.0 3,0 0 

Business Improvements 0.0 1.0 -1 

Oversight 
Mission IT 1,710 0.0 1, 110 0.0 600 

IT Infrastructure 6,134 0.0 5,534 0.0 600 

Research 
Mission IT 400 0.0 400 0.0 

Training 
Training and Development 104 0.0 664 0.0 -560 

Business Process Improvements 1.0 0,0 

Travel 
Mission Travel 13,595 0.0 13,037 0.0 558 

Support Staff 
Supervisory Staff 207.0 210.5 -4 

Support Services 0.0 1,155 11.5 -1155 -12 

Budgeting 0.0 0 28.0 0 -28 

Procurement Operations 0.0 0 4.0 -4 

Content Management 1,051 4.0 881 2.5 170 2 

Information Services 105 6.0 105 5.0 0 1 

Admin Assistants 990 93.0 0 93.0 990 0 

Non-Supervisory Staff 478 61.0 0 7.0 478 54 

HR Activities 0 0.0 255 12.0 -255 -12 
0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 30,078 480.0 29,076 491.5 1002 -12 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 
International Activities 

ExporVlrnport 1.0 2.0 -1 

Oversight 
IT Infrastructure 501 0.0 456 0.0 45 

Travel 
Mission Travel 1,058 0.0 1,308 0.0 -250 

Support Staff 
Supervisory Staff 17.0 17.0 

Support Services 0.0 110 1.0 -110 -1 

Budget 0.0 0 1.0 0 -1 

Content Mgmt 82 0.0 68 0.0 14 

Admin Assistants 268 4.0 5.0 268 -1 

Non-Supervisory Staff 0 2.0 0.0 2 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NUCLEAR MATERIALS USERS 
International Activities 

ExporVlmport 1.5 1.0 

Licensing 
EDO Operations 1.0 1.0 

Oversight 
IT Infrastructure 905 0.0 711 1.0 194 -1 

Travel 
Mission Travel 1,465 0.0 1,742 0.0 -277 

Training 
Business Process Improvements 1.0 0,0 

Support Staff 
Supervisory Staff 27.0 29.0 -2 

Support Services 0.0 48 3.0 -48 -3 

Budget 0.0 3.0 -3 

Content Mgmt 41 . 0.0 152 1.0 -111 -1 

Admin Assistants 9.0 12.5 -4 

HR Activities 0.0 4.0 -4 

Information Security 137 0.0 0.0 137 

Information Services 0 1.0 1.0 

Non-Supervisory Staff 0 13.0 3.0 10 

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

Licensing 



Mission Program Indirect Budgeted Resources for Hourly Rate Calculation 

FY17 FY16 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE ·Contract ($,K) FTE· 

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

IT Infrastructure 457 0.0 407 0.0 50 
Policy Outreach 0 1.0 0 1.0 

Oversight 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Travel 

Mission Travel 477 0.0 525 0.0 -48 
Support Staff 

Supervisory Staff 0 11.0 0 12.5 0 -2 
Support Services 0 0.0 0 2.0 0 -2 
Budget 0 0.0 0 1.0 0 -1 

Content Mgmt 12 0.0 0 0.0 12 0 
Admin Assistants 0 2.0 0 3.0 0 -1 

HR Activities 0 0.0 0 1.0 0 -1 

Non-Supervisory Staff 0 2.0 0 0.0 

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

Licensing 
IT Infrastructure 443 0.0 414 0.0 29 

Oversight 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Travel 

Mission Travel 494 0.0 547 0.0 -53 

Support Staff 
Supervisory Staff 0 11.0 0 10.5 0 1 

Support Services 0 0.0 110 1.0 -110 -1 

Content Mgmt 14 0.0 0 0.0 14 0 

Budget 0 0.0 0 1.0 0 -1 

Admin Assistants 0 2.0 0 2.0 0 0 

Non-Supervisory Staff 0 3.0 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 6,354 109.5 6,598 121 -244 -11 

Total Mission Program Indirect Re~ources 36,432 589.5 35,674 612.0 758 -23 

Total value of Mission Program Indirect Resources(FY 17 $36,432 contract funding+ 589.5 FTE multiplied by S&B rate) $ 36,432 $ 100,210 $ 35,674 $ 104,893 758 -4683 



Part 170 Fees 

Specific Services 

Section 111.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 ($267 for FY 2017). 
The agency estimates the average professional staff hours every other year as part of its 
biennial review of fees which was performed in FY 2017. 

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 NRG 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 
NRG has the authority to recover the full cost of providing services to identifiable beneficiaries. 
The NRG uses these established guidelines to apply the most current financial data and 
workload projections by offices and divisions to calculate the 10 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 NRG professional hourly rate 



12/14/2016 

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

FY 2017 
FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

Materials Part 170 Fee FY 2017 
FY 2017 Fee/Cost FY 2017 

Estimated 
(Professional Timex Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

(Hours)* 
1. Special Nuclear Material 

1 C. Industrial Gauaes 
Inspection Costs** 7.7 $2,053 $2,100 

New License 4.6 $1,227 $1,200 

1 D. All Other SNM Material, less critical mass 
Inspection Costs*' 23.5 $6,266 $6,300 

New License 9.3 $2,480 $2,500 

2. Source Material 
28. Shieldina 

Inspection Costs'* 10 $2,666 $2,700 
New License 4.4 $1,173 $1,170 

2C. Exempt Distribution/SM 
Inspection Costs** 14.4 $3,840 $3,800 

New License 8.1 $2,160 $2,200 

2D. General License Distribution 
Inspection Costs** 15.6 $4,160 $4,200 

New License 9.9 $2,640 $2,600 

2E. Manufacturina Distribution 
Inspection Costs*' 15.6 $4,160 $4,200 

New License 9.5 $2,533 $2,500 

2F. All Other Source Material 
Inspection Costs*' 27.7 $7,386 $7,400 

New License 9.5 $2,533 $2,500 

3. Byproduct Material 
3A. Mfa-Broad Scooe 

Inspection Costs** 67.7 $18,052 $18,100 
New License 46.8 $12,479 $12,500 

38. Mfa-Other 
Inspection Costs*' 33.2 $8,853 $8,900 

New License 12.9 $3,440 $3,400 

3C. Mia/Distribution Radiooharmaceuticals 
Inspection Costs*' 27.3 $7,279 $7,300 

New License 18.7 $4,986 $5,000 

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

New License 0 $0 $0 

3E. lrradiators/Self-Shielded 
Inspection Costs** 38.6 $10,292 $10,300 

New License 11.5 $3,066 $3,100 

Page 1 



12/14/2016 

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

FY 2017 
FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

Materials Part 170 Fee FY 2017 
FY 2017 Fee/Cost FY 2017 

Estimated 
(Professional Timex Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

3F. I rradiators < 10,000 Ci 
Inspection Costs•• 15.7 $4,186 $4,200 

New License 23.4 $6,239 $6,200 

3G. lrradiators => 10,000 Ci 
Inspection Costs•• 20.9 $5,573 $5,600 

New License 223.2 $59,515 $59,500 

3H. Exempt Distribution/Device Review 
Inspection Costs•• 14.7 $3,920 $3,900 

New License 23.9 $6,373 $6,400 

31. Exemot Distribution/No Device Review 
Inspection Costs** 14.4 $3,840 $3,800 

New License 35.8 $9,546 $9,500 

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

New License 7.2 $1,920 $1,900 

3K. General License Distribution/No Device Review 
Inspection Costs** 10.4 $2,773 $2,800 

New License 4.1 $1,093 $1,100 

3L. R&D-Broadlincludes 3Ual & 3L(b) 
Inspection Costs** 36.2 $9,652 $9,700 

New License 19.7 $5,253 $5,300 

3M. R&D·Other 
Inspection Costs** 22.5 $5,999 $6,000 

New License 25.6 $6,826 $6,800 

3N. Service License 
Inspection Costs** 39.1 $10,426 $10,400 

New License 26.2 $6,986 $7,000 

30. Radiography 
Inspection Costs** 27.5 $7,333 $7,300 

New License 11.4 $3,040 $3,000 

3P. All Other Bvoroduct Material 
Inspection Costs** 26.5 $7,066 $7,100 

New License 12.4 $3,306 $3,300 

3R1. Radium-226 (less than or equal to 1 Ox limits in 
31.12) 

Inspection Costs** 24.2 $6,453 $6,500 

New License 9.2 $2,453 $2,500 

Page 2 



12114/2016 

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

FY 2017 
FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

Materials Part 170 Fee FY 2017 
FY 2017 Fee/Cost FY 2017 

Estimated 
(Professional Time x Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

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

Inspection Costs .. 16.2 $4,320 $4,300 

New License 9 $2,400 $2,400 

3S. Accelerator Produced Radionuclides 
Inspection Costs .. 29.5 $7,866 $7,900 

New License 51.1 $13,625 $13,600 

4. Waste Disposal/Processing 
48. Waste Packaging 

Inspection Costs .. 24.5 $6,533 $6,500 

New License 24.9 $6,639 $6,600 

4C. Waste-Preoackaaed 
Inspection Costs .. 14.2 $3,786 $3,800 

New License 18 $4,800 $4,800 

5. Well Logging 
5A. Well Loaaina 
Inspection Costs .. 34.8 $9,279 $9,300 

New License 16.5 $4,400 $4,400 

6. Nuclear Laundries 
6A. Nuclear Laundry 

Inspection Costs .. 21.7 $5,786 $5,800 
New License 79.7 $21,251 $21,300 

7. Human Use 
7A. Teletherapy 

Inspection Costs .. 28.9 $7,706 $7,700 
New License 40 $10,666 $10,700 

78. Medical-Broad 
Inspection Costs•• 48.9 $13,039 $13,000 

New License 31.2 $8,319 $8,300 

7C. Medical-Other 
Inspection Costs•• 24.3 $6,479 $6,500 

New License 19.9 $5,306 $5,300 

8. Civil Defense 
BA. Civil Defense 
Inspection Costs•• 24.2 $6,453 $6,500 

New License 9.2 $2,453 $2,500 

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

Application • each device 19.5 $5,200 $5,200 

Page3 



12/14/2016 

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

FY 2017 
FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

Materials Part 170 Fee FY 2017 
FY 2017 Fee/Cost FY 2017 

Estimated 
(Professional Time x Fee/Cost 

Category Professional 
FY 2017 Hourly Rate) (Rounded) 

Process Time 

9B. Device evaluation - custom 
Application - each device 32.4 $8,639 $8,600 

9C. Sealed source evaluation - commercial distribution 
Application - each source 19 $5,066 $5,100 

9D. Sealed source evaluation - custom 
Application - each source 3.8 $1,013 $1,010 

10. Transportation 
108. Evaluation - Part 71 QA prociram 

Application - approval 15.1 $4,026 $4,000 
NOTES: 

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 2017 Biennial Review 

Page 4 



Part 170 Fees 

Export and Import Fees 

Section 111.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 ($267 for FY 2017). 
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 2017. 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Import-Export Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Licensing Import/Export 0 1.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 1.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 1.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Licensing Import/Export 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Licensing Import/Export 0 2.5 
Total Direct Resources 0 2.5 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
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 2.5 

TOTAL 0 3.5 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) $1,400 

12/23/2016 

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

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 1.0 
0 0.0 0 1.0 

0 0.0 0 1.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 3.5 0 (1.0) 
0 3.5 0 (1.0) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 3.5 0 (1.0) 

0 3.5 0 0.0 

$1,340 $60 

Page 1 of 1 



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

FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

Materials Part 170 Fee 

Category 

FY2017 

FY 2017 
Estimated 

Professional 
Process Time 

FY 2017 Fee/Cost 
(Professional Time x 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate) 

DETERMINATION OF EXPORT AND IMPORT PART 170 FEES 

NOTES: 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate = $267 

Export and Import Part 170 Fees 

Category 

10 CFR 170.21, Category K 
Subcategory 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

10 CFR 170.31, Category 15 
Subcategory 

A 
B 
c 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
p 
Q 

R 

FY2017 

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 2017 Biennial Review 
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FY 2017 
Estimated 

Professional 
Process Time 

(Hours)* 

70 
35 
17 
17 
10 

70 
35 
17 
17 
10 
55 
30 
15 
1 

55 
30 
12 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
5 

FY 2017 Fee/Cost 
(Professional Time x 

FY 2017 Hourly Rate) 

18,665 
9,333 
4,533 
4,533 
2,666 

18,665 
9,333 
4,533 
4,533 
2,666 
14,665 
7,999 
4,000 
267 

14,665 
7,999 
3,200 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1,333 

12/14/2016 

FY 2017 
Fee/Cost 

(Rounded) 

FY 2017 
Fee/Cost 

(Rounded) 

18,700 
9,300 
4,500 
4,500 
2,700 

18,700 
9,300 
4,500 
4,500 
2,700 
14,700 
8,000 
4,000 
270 

14,700 
8,000 
3,200 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1,300 



Part 170 Fees 

Reciprocity Fees - Agreement State 
Licensees 

Section 111.A.2 

The application fee for Agreement State licensees who conduct activities under the reciprocity 
provisions of 1 O CFR 150.20 is determined using FYs 2012 through 2015 data and the FY 2017 
hourly rate. The FYs 2012-2015 reciprocity fee data was provided as part of the FY 2017 
biennial review of fees. 



FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

NOTES: 

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

FY 2017 

DETERMINATION OF RECIPROCITY PART 170 FEES 
FY 2017 

12/14/2016 

The reciprocity application and revision fees are determined using FYs 2012-2015 data*, and the FY 2017 hourly rate. 

The 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 2017 Hourly Rate: 

Average inspection costs: 

Inspection 

Reciprocity Part 170 Fee 
Fee CateQorv 16 

Number of Inspections Conducted for FY12-15 

Initial 241s 

Revised 241s 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

Number of Completions for FY12-15 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

Number of Completions for FY12-15 

Total 
Average for the 4 years 

APPLICATION FEE: 

$267 

76 
Q 
76 
19 

855 
Q 

855 
213.75 

6345 
Q 

6345 
1586.25 

Amount for inspections [Cost/Initial 241] $480 
Amount for initial filing of NRG Form 241 [Cost/Initial 241] $600 

or revisions to initial filing of NRG Form 241[Cost/Initial241] ____ $~7_4_2 
Total Application Fee $1,822 

Application Fee Rounded $1,800 

* data based on FY 2017 Biennial Review 

Page 1 

Avg Inspection 
Costs (Avg. no. · 
of hours for Total Amount 
insp. x hourly rate) 

$5,400 

$102,600 

$600 

$128,250 

$100 

$158,625 

I 
I 

_J 



Part 170 Fees 

General License Registration Fees 

Section 111.A.2 

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



FY2017 Hourly Rate 
$267 

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

FY 2017 

DETERMINATION OF GENERAL LICENSE REGISTRATION FEE , FY 2017 

(FEE CATEGORY 3Q) 

12/14/2016 

Total % Supporting 
GL Resources Registrable GLs 

Total Supporting 
Registrable Gls 

budgeted FTE 

budgeted contract $ 

full cost of FTE 

FSME GL Program 

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 549 registrable Gls 
fee, rounded 

$399,987 

Data based on the NRG budqet documents and the 10/16 email from Hipo Gonzalez(NMSS GL program). 
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0.20 

$0 
$232,000 

$399,987 

$311,997 

$11,544 

$300,453 

$547.27 
$500 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Section 111.B 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Application of Fee-Relief Adjustment and 
LLW Surcharge 

Section 111.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 2017 budgeted resources for NRG's fee-relief activities are $86.6 million. The NRG's 10 
percent fee relief amount in FY 2017 is $92.7 million, leaving $6.1 million fee-relief credit that 
will decrease all licensees' annual fees based on their percentage share of the budget. The FY 
2017 budget for fee-relief activities is lower than FY 2016, 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 2017 FEE-RELIEF ACTIVITIES AND LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE 

FTE rate: $399,987 

DIRECT RESOURCES Less Part 170 FEE AMOUNT 

materials 
$,M FTE decommissioning ($,M) 

revenue,$ M 

~ -- - - - --- -- - - - -- -- __ , 

NONPROFIT EDUCATIONAL EXEMPTION 1.12 22 
INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 6.55 18 
SMALL ENTITY SUBSIDY 

AGREEMENT STATE OVERSIGHT 1.86 28 
REGULATORY SUPPORT TO AGREEMENT STATES 2.80 39 
ISL RULE/GENERAL LICENSEES/MOL Y99/FELLOWSHIPS & SCHOLARSHIP~ 2.66 15 

9.84 
13.87 
7.44 
13.02 
18.36 
8.54 
14.38 
1.15 
3.30 

DECOMMISSIONING/RECLAMATION GENERIC 

MILITARY RADIUM 226 

LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE 

POWER REACTORS 

TOTAL 

SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING 

TEST AND RESEARCH REACTORS 

FUEL FACILITIES 

MATERIALS 

TRANSPORTATION 

RARE EARTH FACILITIES 
URANIUM RECOVERY 

TOTAL 

NOTES: 

1.87 41 3.69 
0.07 3 
0.30 8 

17.23 172.3 89.90 

To meet the 90% fee recovery requirement for FY 2017, the Fee-Relief Activities are reduced by 10% 

of NRC's FY 2017 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 2017 

Reduction in annual fee recovery amount for FY 2017 

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

Generic LLW Surcharge amount 

Net adjustment to fee assessments 

($,M) 
86.60 
926.68 
10.0% 
92.67 
-6.06 
3.30 
-2.77 

DISTRIBUTION OF ADJUSTMENT TO FEE ASSESSMENTS 

LLW GENERIC SURCHARGE 

PERCENT $,M 

24% 0.8 

0 0 

0 0 

62% 2.0 

14% 0.465 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

100 3.30 

FEE-RELIEF ACTIVITIES 

PERCENT $,M 

85.79% -5.2029 

3.80% -0.2307 

0.28% -0.0168 

4.34% -0.2635 

3.45% -0.2093 

0.56% -0.0340 

0.00% 0.0000 
1.78% -0.1077 

100.00% -6.06 

TOTAL 
ADJUSTMENT 

$,M 

-4.4013 

·0.2307 

-0.0168 

1.7686 

0.2558 

-0.0340 

0.0000 
-0.1077 

-2.77 

'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 
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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 

FY17 FY16 
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 
Part50 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 717 14.0 104 17.1 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Enforcement 1 0.0 2 0.2 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 1 0.0 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 0 2.7 0 3.5 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 303 0.0 280 0.7 

Training 
Fukushima NTIF 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Mission Training 23 0.0 36 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 1,044 16.7 423 21.5 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 1,044 16.7 423 21.5 

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

PRODUCT LiNEIPRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

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

Licensing Actions 2 2.5 2 2.4 
Mission IT 1 0.0 2 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 0 0.5 0 0.1 
Enforcement 3 0.4 2 0.3 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Inspection 3 0.8 6 0.8 
Mission IT 0 0.0 32 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Research 
Materials Research 0 0.0 2 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.6 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 10 0.0 8 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 18 4.8 54 3.6 

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

12/14/2016 

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 

613 (3.1) 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

(2) (0.2) 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

(1) 0.0 
0 (0.8) 
0 0.0 

24 (0.7) 

0 0.0 
(14) 0.0 

0 0.0 
621 (4.8) 

621 {4.8) 

0 0.0 

(1) 0.1 
(1) 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.4 
1 0.1 
0 0.0 

(3) 0.0 
(32) 0.0 

0 0.0 

(2) 0.0 

0 0.6 

2 0.0 
0 0.0 

(36) 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 

FY17 FY16 
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 18 0.3 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 2 0.0 0 0.0 
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 20 0.3 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 38 5.1 54 3.6 

TOTAL Nonprofit Education Exemption 1,082 21.8 477 25.1 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE +mission direct contract$) $9,802 $10,067 

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 

18 0.3 

0 0.0 

2 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
20 0.3 

(16) 1.5 

605 (3.3) 

($265) 

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. 90%, 
6%, and 3%, respectively). 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
International Activities Fee-Relief Category 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 

International Activities 
1nternat1ona1 Gooperat1on 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 REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Conventions & Treaties ·O 1.0 0 
International Cooperation 0 0.6 0 

Training 
Fukushima NTTF 0 0.0 0 
Mission Training 8 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 8 1.6 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 8 1.6 0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 
. PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Conventions & Treaties 0 4.0 0 
Licensing Import/Export 0 0.0 0 
International Cooperation 0 1.0 0 

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

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Technical Cooperation 0 0.7 0 
International Assistance 6,444 7.0 5,683 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 6,444 7.7 5,683 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: . 
International Activities 

International Technical Cooperation 0 1.0 0 
Conventions & Treaties 0 1.0 0 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 2.0 0 

12/14/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

0.0 0 u.o 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 1.0 
1.0 0 (0.4) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 8 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
1.0 8 0.6 

1.0 8 0.6 

3.5 0 0.5 
0.0 0 0.0 
1.5 0 (0.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
5.0 0 0.0 

1.5 0 (0.8) 
7.5 761 (0.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
9.0 761 (1.3) 

1.0 0 0.0 
1.0 0 1.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
2.0 0 0.0 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
International Activities Fee-Relief Category 

FY17 FY16 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Technical Cooperation 100 1.0 0 1.0 100 0.0 
Conventions & Treaties 0 1.0 0 0.0 0 1.0 
Mission Travel 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 100 2.0 0 1.0 100 1.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 6,544 16.7 5,683 17.0 861 (0.3) 

TOTAL INTERNATIONAL ACTIVITIES 6,552 18.3 5,683 18.0 869 0.3 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(rnission direct FTE x full cost of FTE + 
mission direct contract $) $13,872 $12,560 $1,312 

NRG does not charge licensees fees for costs associated with NRC's providing international assistance to foreign regulatory counterparts for improving safety 
and security of civilian uses of radioactive materials or costs associated with conventions and treaties which support and implement legally binding 
obligations incurred by the U.S. Government involving nuclear nonproliferation, safety, physical protection, waste and spent fuel management, emergency 
preparedness and response, and counter-terrorism which benefit cannot be identified by fee class. However, if international cooperation activities benefit a 
group of licensees, the associated resources should be allocated to the corresponding fee category and not to the International Fee-Relief Category. Some of 
the international regulatory information exchanges and policy and priority formulation activities can also provide direct input to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRG) regulation and oversight of its licensees and can pro'vide other benefits to NRG licensees. For example, power reactor licensees can 
benefit from international efforts to exchange information on regulatory experience and expertise on construction, startup, and the operation of nuclear power 
plants. 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Agreement State Oversight Fee-Relief Category 

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 6 0.0 9 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 6 0.0 9 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 23 0.2 25 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 23 0.2 25 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 29 0.2 34 

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 & Investigations 0 0.0 0 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 0 
Inspection 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 0 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Research 
Waste Research 0 0.7 0 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States 125 27.0 125 
Mission IT 187 0.0 187 

Travel 
Agreement State Travel 1,139 0.0 1,264 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 1,451 27.7 1,576 

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 381 0.0 482 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.0 127 
Total Direct Resources 381 0.0 609 

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 1,832 27.7 2,185 

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE OVERSIGHT 1,861 27.9 2,219 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE +mission direct contract$) $13,021 $12,611 

12/14/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

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

0.2 (2) 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.2 (2) 0.0 

0.2 (5) 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

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

0.0 0 0.7 

26.5 0 0.5 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 (125) 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

26.5 (125) 1.2 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.5 0 (0.5) 

0.0 (101) 0.0 

0.0 
0.5 (228) (0.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

27.0 (353) 0.7 

' 

27.2 (358) 0.7 

$410 
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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 

FY17 FY16 
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 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Response Operations 0 1.7 0 
Response Programs 0 1.7 0 

International Activities I 

International Copperation 0 0.7 0 
Licensing 

Licensing Actions 105 13.4 105 
Licensing Sup.port 242 0.2 0 
Mission IT 282 0.9 432 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 0 1.3 0 
Enforcement 0 0.0 0 
Event Evaluation 1,206 4.7 26 
Inspection 3 . 6.0 0 
Mission IT I 0 0.0 1,037 
Security 0 0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 2.7 9 
Rulemaking Support 0 2.2 0 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Research 
Materials Research 0 0.3 389 

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

Travel 
Agreement State Travel 0 0.0 0 

Training 
Mission Training 1,200 1.7 1,029 
NS PDP Training 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 3,038 38.4 3,026 

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 0.7 0 

Mission Training -
Training 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.7 0 

12/14/2016 

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 

1.2 0 0.5 
1.7 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.7 

12.9 0 c 0.5 
0.0 ' 242 0.2 
0.6 (150) 0.3 
0.0 0 0.0 

1.3 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
3.9 1,180 0.8 
6.4 3 (0.4) 
0.9 (1,037) (0.9) 

0 0 0.0 

0.0 (9) 2.7 
2.2 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

1.7 (389) (1.4) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.9 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.6 171 0.1 
0.0 0 0.0 

35.3 12 3.1 

o.o 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.7 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.7 
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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 

FY17 FY16 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

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

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 3,a38 39.1 3,a26 35.3 12 3.8 

TOTAL AGREEMENT STATE REGULATORY SUPPORT 3,a38 39.1 3,a26 35.3 12 3.8 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $18,678 $16,513 $2,165 

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

12/14/2016 
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2/23/2009 

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

Fee-Relief Category 

FY17 FY16 Difference 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

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

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: , 
Licensing 

Research & Test Reactors 1,404 5.4 403 0.5 1,001 
Oversight 0 

Research & Test Reactor Inspection 0 1.0 0 1.0 0 

Mission IT 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 168 0.0 0 0.0 168 
Total Direct Resources 1,572 6.4 403 1.5 1,169 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 1,572 6.4 403 1.5 1,169 

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

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

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Licensing Support 289 0.8 0 0.0 289 
Oversight 

Inspection 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 345 0.8 (345) 
Security 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

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

Total Direct Resources 289 0.8 345 0.8 (57) 

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 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 240 1.5 186 2.0 54 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 . 0.0 0 

Total Direct Resources 240' 1.5 186 2.0 54 

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 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 529 2.3 531 2.8 (3) 

PROGRAM: CORPORATE SUPPORT 

Outreach 
MSI Grants 0 0.0 300 0.0 (300) 
Integrated University Program 0 0.0 15,000 0.0 (15,000) 
Outreach & Compliance Coord. Pgm. 562 6.0 673 6.0 (111) 

Grand Total Corporate Support 562 6.0 15,973 6.0 (15,411) 

TOTAL ISUMOLY99/GENERAL LICENSEES/FELLOWSHIPS & 2,663 14.7 16,907 10.3 (14,245) 
SCHOLARSHIPS 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $8,542 $20,843 ($12,301) 

FTE 

--------

0.0 

4.9 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
4.9 

4.9 

0.0 

0.8 

0.0 
(0.8) 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

(0.5) 

0.0 
(0.5) 

0.0 

(0.5) 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 

4.4 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Department of Defense Remediation program MOU activities 

FY17 FY16 
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 
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 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: ./ 

Licensing 
Decomm. Licensing Actions 70 2.7 693 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 
Rulemaking Support 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 70 2.7 693 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 70 2.7 693 

TOTAL GENERIC LOW LEVEL WASTE 70 2.7 693 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract$) $1,150 $1,725 

12/14/2016 

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 

Difference 
Contract ($,K) 

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

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

(623) 

0 

(623) 

(623) 

($575) 

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

FY17 FY16 
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 Di reel 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 

Total Direct Resources 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 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 0 2.0 100 
Licensing 

Decomm. Enviromental Reviews 500 3.0 750 
Decomm. Licensing Actions 993 30.5 1,596 
Mission IT 247 0.0 162 
Uranium Recovery Enviromental Reviews 0 0.0 250 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 133 3.7 518 

Mission Training 
Training 0 0.0 0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 

Oversight 
Inspections 0 0.3 0 

Research 
Waste Research 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 1.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 1,873 40.5 3,376 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

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

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 1,873 40.5 3,376 

TOTAL GENERIC DECOMMISSIONING & RECLAIMATION 1,873 40.5 3,376 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full 
cost of FTE + mission direct contract $) $14,386 $15,229 

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 

2.7 100 2.7 

2.5 (250) 0.5 
30.0 (603) 0.5 

0.5 85 (0.5) 
0.0 (250) 0.0 
3.4 (385) 0.3 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

1.1 0 (0.8) 

2.0 0 (2.0) 

0.5 0 0.5 
42.7 (1,503) (2.2) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

42.7 (1,503) (2.2 

42.7 (1,503) (2.2) 

($843) 

All decommissioning resources for licensees other than Part 50 power reactors and Part 72 Iicensees--i.e., site specifi~ +generic resources--are allocated to the 
'generic decommissioning' Fee-Relief category. OCFO then subtracts from this total the estimated Part 17? 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 

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT UNEiPRODUCTS: ..... . 

Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 

PROGRAM: .NUCl,.EAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRobuci LtNE!PRooucrs:~ ~ ·· 
Total Direct Resources 

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

PRODUCTUNEiPRODUCTS: ...... . 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 

Training 
Mission Training 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

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

PRODUCT LJNE/PRODUCTS: . . 

Licensing 
Uranium Recovery Licensing Actions 

Oversight 
LLW Regulation & Oversight 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 

Mission Training 
Training 
NSPDP Training 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 
Rulemaking Support 
Total Direct Resources 

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

PRODUCT°LJNE/PRODUCTS: . ' ' ' ' . . .. . ,, ' 

Total Direct Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

TOTAL GENERIC LOW LEVEL WASTE 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 

a 
a 
a 

a 

111 
a 
a 

a 
a 

188 
a 

299 

a 

299 

299 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 
a.a a a.a a a.a 
a.a a a.a a ,'a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

5.a 111 5.5 a (a.5) 
a.a a a.a a a.a. 
a.a a a.a a a.a 

a.a a a.a a a.a 
a.a a a.a a a.a 

1.5 115 2.a 73 (a.5) 
1.a a a.5 a a.5 
7.5 226 8.a 73 (a.5) 

a.a a a.a a a.a 

7.5 226 8.a 73 ra.5) 

7.5 226 8.a 73 (a.5) 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full t----$""
3
=-,

2
oc

9
,..,
9
+----t--t-------=$-=-

3
-=,

2
-=-
83
=+----+-+-----=$cc

1
-=-
6
+----1 

cost of FTE +mission direct contract$) 
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Part 171 Annual Fees 

Fuel Facilities 

Section 111.B.2.a 
Table VI 
Table VII 
Table VIII 

-----------

The FY 2017 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 $26.8 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 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

FUEL FACILITY 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 0.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 1,860.0 81.7 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 1,860.0 81.7 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equ~ls $, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 34.5 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 11.1 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 23.5 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 1.6 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 25.1 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 36.1 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 4.34% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 1.8 

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

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments -0.03 

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

(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 26.82 

(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 $): 399,987 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 
Construction Inspection 
Emergency Preparedness 
Enforcement 
Mission IT 
Part50 
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 

FY17 
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 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Event Response 

Response Program 30 2.0 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 0 1.0 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 1.0 
Environmental Reviews 300 1.0 
Fukushima NTTF 0 0.0 
Licensing Actions 665 27.0 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 
Security 0 2.0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 0 0.0 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Enforcement 10 2.0 
Inspection 0 30.0 
NSPDP Training 0 1.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 
Security 337 7.0 

Research 
Longterm Research 0 0.0 
Materials Research 0 0.0 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 23 7.0 
Rulemaking support 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 401 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 1,766 81.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Multilateral/Bilateral 0 0.0 
Oversight 

Alleaations & Investigations 0 0.0 

12/14/2016 

FY16 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 

.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 0.0 

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

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

0 0.0 0 0.0 

30 2.5 0 (0.5) 

0 1.0 0 0.0 

0 1.0 0 0.0 
200 1.5 100 (0.5) 

0 1'.0 0 (1.0) 
555 31.5 110 (4.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 2.0 0 0.0 

0 0.5 0 (0.5) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

10 2.0 0 0.0 
100 36.0 (100) (6.0) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
337 9.5 0 (2.5) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

182 10.0 (159) (3.0) 
0 1.0 0 (1.0) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

305 0.0 96 0.0 
0 1.0 0 (1.0) 

1,719 100.5 47 (19.5) 

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 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

---------------------- ------------
PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR 5_AFETY 

Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 
Inspection 3 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 75 0.2 
Total Direct Resources 78 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 16 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 16 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 
RulemakinQ ' 0 0.0 
Security 0 0.0 
Storage Licensing 0 0.0 
Transportation Certification 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 1,860 81.7 

TOTAL FUEL FACILITY 1,860 81.7 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) 34,539 

12/14/2016 

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

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

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 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 

62 0.2 13 0.0 
62 0.7 16 0.0 

-
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

20 0.0 (4) 0.0 
20 0.0 (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 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

1,801 101.2 59 (19.5) 

1,801 101.2 59 (19.5) 

40,466 ($5,927) 

' 
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USING 1CV16 MATRIX 

Part 171 Amount 
Less Billing Adjustment 
Less Recissloo Adjustment 

TOTAL 

$25,082,515 
-26,066 

$25,056,449 

Allocation of Part 171 Amount to Safety/Safeguards 

FEE CATEGORY 
1A(1)(a) SSNM (HEU) 

SNM (LEU) 
LIMITEOOPS 

(Paducah) 
OTHERS 

1A(1)(b) 

1A(2)(a) 

1A(2)(b) 

1A(2)(c) 

1E 

2A(1) 

(Gas centrifuge enrichment 
demonstration) 

OTHERS 
(hot cell faci/ity) 
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 

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

1A(2)(c) 
OTHERS 

(hot cell facility) 

1E ENRICHMENT 

2A(1) UF6 
(Honeywell) 

TOTAL 

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 = Col 3 + Col 4 / number of licensees 

NUMBER OF 
LICENSES 

o/ooftotal 

SAFETY 

$13,399,171 

Safety 

88 
70 

21 

12 

200 
53.5% 

(1) 

$5,895,635 

4,689,710 

200,988 

401,975 

1,406,913 

803,950 

$13,399, 171 

FUEL FACILITY ANNUAL FEES 
FY 2017 

SAFEGUARDS 

$11,657,279 

EFFORT FACTORS 

Safeguards 

% % 
44.0% 96 55.2% 
35.0% 30 17.2% 

0.0% 0.0% 

1.5% 15 8.6% 

3.0% 1.7% 

10.5% 23 13.2% 

6.0% 4.0% 

100% 100.0% /. 174 
46.5% 

(2) 

$6,431,602 

2,009,876 

1,004,938 

200,988 

1,540,905 

468,971 

$11,657,279 

TOT AL ANNUAL 
TOTAL FEE-RELIEF FEE 

$25,056,449 $1,768,753 $26,825,203 

Total 

% 
184 49.2% 
100 26.7% 

0.0% 

18 4.8% 

2.4% 

44 11.8% 

19 5.1% 

374 100% 

(5) 

TOTAL ANNUAL FY 2017 
(3) (4) FEE PER Annual Fee FY2016 GRAND 

LICENSE Rounded Annual Fee % lncJdec. TOTALS 

$12,327,237 $870,189 $6,598,713 $6,599,000 $7,867,000 -16.1% 13,197,426 

6,699,585 $472,929 $2,390,838 $2,391,000 $2,7361000 -12.6% 7,172,514 

$0 $0 $0 $0 100.0% 

1,205,925 $85,127 $1,291,053 $1,291,000 $1,539,000 -16.1% 1,291,053 

602,963 $42,564 $645,526 $646,000 sno,ooo -16.1% 645,526 

2,947,818 $208,089 $3, 155,906 $3,156,000 $3,762,000 -16.1% 3,155,906 

1,272,921 $89,856 $1,362,778 $1,363,000 $1,731,000 -21.3% 1,362,778 

$25,056,449 $1,768,753 26,825,203 



CATEGORY LICENSEE 

Fuel Fabrication B&W NOG (SNM·421 
(HEU) NFS (SNM·124) 

LES ISNM-2010\ 

USEC ACP ISNM·2011l" 
Uranium 

AREVA Eagle Rock (SNM-20 
Enrictvnent 

Global Laser Enrictment 
(SNM-2019)" 

Global Nuclear (SNM-1097) 
Fuel Fabrication AREVA NP Aicttand 

(LEU) (SNM·1227) 

Westif"Qhouse (SNM-11 07) 

HnnAYwell ISUB·526l 
UF6 Conversion lntemauonai Isotopes 

(SUB-1011) 

Enrichment USEC l ead Cascade 
OemonstraUon (SNM-7003) 

Hot Cell 
GE Vallecitos (SNM-960) 

S :::Safety HIGH : 
SG = Safeguards MODERATE= 

LOW ::: 

NONE = 

Changes from Prior Year: 

No Changes 
New Addrtion 

13 
0 

FEE 
DOCKET CATEGORY 

70-00027 1A( 1)(a) 

70-00143 1A(1)(a) 

70-03103 1E 
70-07004 1E 
70-07015 1E 

70-07016 1E 

70-011 13 1A(1)(b) 

70-01257 1A(1)(b) 

70-011 51 1A(1)(b) 

40-03392 2Al 1l 

40-09086 2A(1) 

70-07003 1A(2)(b) 

70-00754 1A(2)(c) 

10 
5 
1 
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 2017 ANNUAL FEES - EFFORT FACTOR MATRIX 

Sept 2016 

PROCESSES 
LIQUID HEU DOWN CONVERSION 

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 

FY15 Notes: 
1 USEC ACP is licensed, but not proceeding with constnx:tion. 
2 AREVA Eagle Rock IS licensed, but not proceeding With construction. 

RODI SCRAP/ SENSITIVE 
BUNDLE WASTE HOT CELL INFORMATION 

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 5 

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 

3 Global Nuclear has license responsibility for GLE enriclnlent test loop and classified information related to it . That is basis !or the ·s· in the sensitive information col1.rnn. 
4 Global Laser Ennctvnent is licensed, but not proceeding with construction. 
5 lntemational Isotopes is licensed, but not proceeding with construction. 

•• I hereby agree that the operating licenses noted above are in agreement with the operating and billable licensees in the 
Web-Based Licensing (WBL) system . 

/RAJ CraiQ Er1anaer 9/2!2016 
Division Director, FCSE 

SUBTOTALS 

s SG 

47 46 

4 1 50 

21 23 

24 16 

23 7 

23 7 

12 7 

3 15 

6 3 

200 174 

TOTAL 

93 

91 

44 

40 

30 

30 

19 

18 

9 

374 

Not in op. 

Not in op. 

Not in op. 

Not in op. 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Uranium Recovery Facilities 

Section 111.8.2.b 

Table IX 
Table X 
Table XI 
Table XII 

The total FY 2017 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 

-$1,029,000 (rounded). 

Of the required annual fee collections, $627,000 is assessed to DOE's Uranium Mill Tailings 
Radiation Control Act (UMTRCA) under fee category 18.B. The remaining $402,000 (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 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

URANIUM RECOVERY 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 2,688.0 30.2 
CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 2,688.0 30.2 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 14.77 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 13.62 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 1.15 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES {allocated) 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 1.15 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS {after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 14.77 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 1.78% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge -0.11 

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

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments -0.01 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.00 

' 
(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 1.03 

(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 $): 399,987 



Fee 
Category 

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

TOTAL: 

GROUP 1 

Calculation of DOE Annual Fee 

contract$ FTE 

18.B. DOE UMTACA Budgeted Costs: $0 1.90 

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

10% of Fee-Relief Activities 

URANIUM RECOVERY ANNUAL FEES 

FY 2017 

TOTAL 
$1,136,939 

·107,640 
$1,029,299 

FTE Rate 

$399,987 

Less: Part 170 
Receipts 

-$178,010 

Total: 
DOE's Annual Fee Rounded: 

GROUP2 

Total 
Fee 

$581,964 

$55,497 

-$10,764 

$626,698 
$627,000 

Calculation of Annual Fee Amount for Remaining 'UR Licensees 

Remaining Annual Fee Amount (excl. Fee-Relief Adjustment): 
Remaining Fee Relief Adjustment (90%): 

Total: 

CALCULATION OF ANNUAL FEE AMOUNTS BY CATEGORY: 
(1) (2) 

Fee Number of 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 

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

TOTAL 

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. 1 
Col. 8= Col. 6 + Col. 7 

Licenses Benefit 

150 

190 

215 

85 

25 

665 

FY2017 
Total 
Fee 

$499,477 
-$96,876 

$402,601 

(3) 

Total Benefit 
Value 

150 

950 

215 

85 

25 

1,425 

(4) (5) 

Total base 
Percent annual fee 

11% $52,577 

67% $332,985 

15% $75,360 

0% $0 

0% $0 

0% $0 

6% $29,793 

2% $8,763 

100% $499,477 

(6) (7) (8) 

FY2017 
Annual Fee Per License Annual Fee GRAND 

Base Fee Relief Total Rounded FY16 Fee % lncJdec. TOTAL 

$52,577 ·$10, 198 $42,379 $42,400 $38,900 9.00% $42,379 

$66,597 -$12,917 $53,680 $53,700 $49,300 8.92% $268,401 

$75,360 -$14,616 $60,743 $60,700 $55,800 8.78% $60,743 

N/A N/A N/A N/A NIA N/A $0 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A $0 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A $0 

$29,793 -$5,779 $24,015 $24,000 $22,000 9.09% $24,015 

$8,763 -$1,700 $7,063 $7,100 $6,500 9.23% $7,063 

$402,601 
DOE $626,698 
Total $1,029,299 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Uranium Recovery Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
.BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 0 0.0 

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

PRODUCT LlNE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 0 0.0 
State Tribal and Federal Programs 

Agreement States 0 0.0 
Liaison 0 1.0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 o.o 
Total Direct Resources 0 1.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: .. 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.8 
Uranium Recovery Envir. Reviews 2,533 7.8 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 127 14.8 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 5.8 

Mission Training 
Training 28 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 2,688 29.2 

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 2,688 30.2 

TOTAL URANIUM RECOVERY 2,688 30.2 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full cost of 
FTE + mission direct contract$) $14,768 

12/14/2016 

FY16 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 1.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 1.0 0 0.0 

40 1.8 (40) (1.0) 
2,132 9.3 401 (1.5) 

60 9.6 67 5.2 

0 4.6 0 1.2 

35 0.0 (7) 0.0 
2,267 25.3 421 3.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

2,267 26.3 421 3.9 

2,267 26.3 421 3.9 

$12,315 $2,453 

Page 1 of 1 



URANIUM RECOVERY MATRIX OF REGULATORY BENEFIT BY CATEGORY OF LICENSEE 
includes facilities in 01Jerationa/ status (even if in standby), excludes possession only licensees 

TO DETERMINE ANNUAL FEES FOR FY17 FEE RULE 

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

10 5 10 
No.of 

Licensees 
Total Score Total Score Total Score Total Score, all Percent total 

(=benefit score • (=benefit score I '=benefit score Total Score all Licensees ~er Annual Fee, 
Tl£11e of Site Fee Catego!:Jl Benefit weiahtl Benefit 'weight) Benefit •weight) activities catego!:Jl l;!er Licensee 

i 
Conventional and 
Heap Leach Mills 2(A)2a 1 5 50 10 50 5 50 150 150 11% 0.1053 

Basic In Situ 
Recovery Facilities 2(A)2b 5 9 90 2 10 9 90 190 950 13% 0.6667 
Expanded In Situ 
Recovery Facilities 2(A)2c 1 10 100 3 15 10 100 215 215 15% 0.1509 
In-situ Recovery 
Resin Facilities 2(A)2d 0 8 80 2 10 9 90 180 0 13% 0.0000 
Resin Toll Milling 
Facilities 2(A)2e 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0.0000 

Facilities for 
Disposal of 11 e(2) 
Materials 2(A}3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0.0000 

Disposal Incident 
to Operation at 
Licensed Facilities 2(A)4 1 2 20 5 25 4 40 85 85 6% 0.0596 

Uranium Water 
Treatment Facility 2(A)5 1 1 10 3 15 0 0 25 25 2% 0.0175 

Grand Total 1425 1.0000 

Benefit factors under "Operations", "Waste Operations", and "Groundwater 
Level of Reaulatorv 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 



; 

Part 171 Annual Fees 

Operating Power Reactors 

Section 111.B.2.c 

Table XIII 

The budgeted costs to be recovered through annual fees to power reactors are divided equally 
among the 99 power reactors licensed to operate. This results in a FY 2017 annual fee of 
$4,318,000 per reactor. Additionally, each power reactor licensed to operate would be 
assessed the FY 2017 spent fuel storage/reactor decommissioning annual fee of $194,000. 
This results in a total FY 2017 annual fee of $4,512,000 for each power reactor licensed to 
operate. 

The NRC amended its licensing, inspection and annual fee regulations to establish a variable 
annual fee structure for light-water small modular reactors (SMR) on May 24, 2016. Under the 
variable annual fee structure, an SMR's annual fee would be calculated as a function of its 
licensed thermal power rating. This fee methodology complies with OBRA-90, as amended. 
Currently, there are no operating SMRs; therefore, the NRC will not propose an annual fee in 
FY 2017 for this type of licensee. 



FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

POWER REACTORS 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- ---------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 95,040.0 1,531.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 2,451.0 8.2 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 97,491.0 1,539.2 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 713.2 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 281.1 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 432.0 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.3 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 432.4 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after tra!1sportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 713.5 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 85.79% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge -4.4 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee -0.04 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments -0.51 

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

(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 427.5 

(13) Number of Licensees 99 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 4.32 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 4,317,764 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 4,318,000 
I 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $):1 399,987 



PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 

International Activities 
International Cooperation 

Licensing 
Advanced Reactors 

Combined Licenses 

Design Certification 

Early Site Permit 

Emergency Preparedness 

Fukushima NTTF 

Licensing Actions 

Licensing Support 

Mission IT 

New Reactor Facilities 

NSPDP Training 

Operator Licensing 

Pre-Application Reviews 

Part50 

Security 

Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 

Construction Inspection 

Emergency Preparedness 

Enforcement 

Mission IT 

NSPDP Training 

Part50 

Security 

Vendor Inspection 

Research 

Adv. Reactors Research 

Long term Research 

New Reactors Research 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking (PL) 

Security 

Rulemaking Support 

Training 

Mission Training 

Mission IT 

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 Activities 
International Cooperation 

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

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

12114/2016 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Power Reactors Fee Class 

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

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

A 

60 5.0 60 

0 0.0 0 

495 19.0 4,291 

6,991 73.0 9,291 

3,044 19.0 445 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

685 32.0 1,055 

3,066 52.0 2,891 

1,776 5.0 2,175 

0 0.0 0 

0 2.0 0 

0 11.0 0 

0 1.0 480 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 11.0 0 

270 55.0 470 

0 1.0 0 

6 3.0 6 

0 0.0 10 
0 1.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

600 4.0 640 

200 26.0 200 

400 1.0 620 

0 0.0 0 

3,175 11.0 4,040 

0 5.0 120 

0 0.0 0 

0 1.0 0 

649 12.0 920 

30 '0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 
21,447 350.0 27,714 

6,286 5.0 5,380 
986 0.0 0 
300 20.0 200 

0 15.0 500 

0 15.4 0 

0 10.0 295 
0 0.0 0 

1,650 75.0 4,181 
1,095 44.0 913 
6,127 146.0 12,007 
4,307 43.0 561 

244 0.0 244 
0 2.0 0 

255 35.0 455 
0 0 0 

750 13 1,030 

25 51.0 25 
0 21.0 0 

117 18.8 116 
55 43.0 55 

0 6.0 0 
2,996 337.0 3,531 
6,062 8.0 6,887 

0 13.0 0 
0 0.0 0 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

7.0 0 (2.0) 

0.0 0 0.0 

54.0 (3,796) (35.0) 

41.5 (2,300) 31.5 

8.0 2,599 11.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.5 0 (1.5) 

31.5 (370) 0.5 

60.5 175 (8.5) 

6.0 (399) (1.0) 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 2.0 

15.0 0 (4.0) 

5.5 (480) (4.5) 

0.5 0 (0.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

8.5 0 2.5 

70.5 (200) (15.5) 

1.0 0 0.0 

3.5 0 (0.5) 

0.0 (10) 0.0 

0.0 o. 1.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

5.0 (40) (1.0) 

25.5 0 0.5 

2.5 (220) (1.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

10.0 (865) 1.0 

6.5 (120) (1.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.0 0 0.0 

13.0 (271) (1.0) 

0.0 30 0.0 

4.0 0 (4.0) 
382.0 (6,267) (32.0) 

5.0 906 0.0 
0.0 986 0.0 

19.0 100 1.0 
18.5 (500) (3.5) 

18.0 0 (2.6) 

12.0 (295) (2.0) 
0.0 0 0.0 

96.0 (2,531) (21.0) 
54.5 182 (10.5) 

156.5 (5,880) (10.5) 
48.0 3,746 (5.0) 

1.5 0 (1.5) 
0.0 0 2.0 

38.5 (200) (3.5) 
0 0 0.0 

12.5 (280) 0.5 

47.5 0 3.5 
21.0 0 0.0 
18.7 1 0.1 
44.0 0 (1.0) 

4.0 0 2.0 
365.5 (535) (28.5) 

7.5 (825) 0.5 
0.0 0 13.0 
1.5 0 (1.5) 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Power Reactors Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

FY16 
Contract ($,K) 

----------------------- ------------- ----------------------
Security 3,659 58.0 3,349 
Vendor Inspection 0 2.0 0 

Research 
Consequence Analysis & Hlth Effects 0 0.0 0 
Digital l&C & Electrical Res. 0 0.0 0 
Fire Safety Research 0 0.0 0 
Fukushima NTIF 0 0.0 992 
Generic Issues & Oper. Exp. 225 4.0 225 
International Research 0 0.0 0 
Longterm Research 0 0.0 0 
Materials Performance Research 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 1,477 2.0 1,125 
NSPDP Training 0 2.0 0 
Operational Events Analysis 0 0.0 0 
Reactor Research 32,742 116.0 39,018 
Reactor Safety Codes & Analysis 0 0.0 0 
Risk Analysis 0 0.0 0 
Seismic & Structural Research 0 0.0 0 

Rulemaking 
Fukushima NTIF/Japan Lessons Learned 150 5.0 508 
Rulemaking (PL) 325 32.0 249 
Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 0 
Rulemaking Support 250 14.0 250 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Training 
Fukushima NTIF/Japan Lessons Learned , 0 0.0 0 
Mission IT 122 0.0 100 
Mission Training 3,388 24.8 2,676 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 

Total Direct Resources 73,593 1181.0 84,872 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 95,040 1531.0 112,586 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Research 

Materials Research 0 0.0 0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

Multilateral/Bilateral 0 0.0 0 
Oversight 

Inspection 3 0.0 3 
Rulemaking 

Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 
State, Tribal and Federal Programs 

Liaison 0 1.0 0 
Training 

Mission Training " 205 0.2 190 
Total Direct Resources 208 1.2 193 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decomm. Licensing Actions 0 1.0 0 
Uranium Recovery Env. Reviews 0 0.0 0 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 0.0 0 

Mission Training 
Training 8 0.0 10 

Total Direct Resources 8 1.0 10 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 0 0.0 75 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0 0 
Environmental Reviews 0 0 0 
Licensing Support 0 0 100 
Mission IT 0 0 0 
Security 0 0 0 
Storage Licensing 0 1 0 
Transoortation Certification 0 0 0 

12114/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------- ---------------------- ----------------
60.5 310 (2.5) 
2.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
4.5 (992) (4.5) 
4.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
2.5 352 (0.5) 
0.0 0 2.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

122.0 (6,276) (6.0) 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

14.5 (358) (9.5) 
18.2 76 13.8 

0.0 0 0.0 
16.0 0 (2.0) 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 22 0.0 

24.8 712 0.0 
17.0 0 (17.0) 

1,275.7 (11,279) (94.7) 

1,657.7 (17,546) (126.7 

0.5 0 (0.5) 
0.5 0 (0.5) 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 

0.0 0 0.0, 

1.5 0 (0.5) 
0.0 

0.2 15 0.0 
1.7 15 (0.5) 

0.0 0 1.0 
0.0 0 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.5 (2) (0.51 
0.5 (2) 0.5 

0.0 (75) 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 
1 (100) (1.0) 
0 0 0.0 
0 0 0.0 
1 0 0.0 
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 

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

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

1,435 3.0 1,435 

800 2.0 349 

0 0.0 0 

0 0 0 
2,235 6.0 1,959 

2,451 8.2 2,162 

97,491 1,539.2 114,748 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE + 
mission direct contract $) 713,151 750,396 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

0.0 0 3.0 

1.3 451 0.7 

0.0 0 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
3.3 276 2.7 

6.0 289 2.2 

1,663.7 (17,257) (124.5) 

($37,245) 

The budgetary ·resources· aliocateil "iCi Power.Reactors Fee-Ciiiss ironi ·NuCiear Materials & waste sa"ieiY PrograminclUc!e.(iii.£ are.notlimlieifio) activities~ pertafiiing to ·ana1}isis, ciaia. 
collection, modeling future strategies for disposal of sp.ent fuel and high level waste and monitoring developments in the evolving national waste management strategy. In addition to 
tribal.program activities, dosimeter costs .and r11aterials"training widely attend~d by all agency staff Including inspectors bepefitting numerous facets of the agency's mis~ion. 
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OPERATING POWER REACTOR ANNUAL FEE 
FY 2017 

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

Westinghouse 

Gen~ral Electric 

Combustion Engineering 

Babcock & Wilcox 

TOT AL REACTORS 

DETERMINATION OF ANNUAL FEE: 

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

I 

ANNUAL FEE PER REACTOR (rounded) 
(BUDGETED COSTS DIVIDED BY 99 OPERATING 
POWER REACTORS) 

PLUS SPENT FUEL STORAGE/ 
REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING ANNUAL FEE 

TOTAL ANNUAL FEE PER LICENSE 

48 

34 

11 

6 

99 

$713, 150,257 

$ 4,318,000 

$194,000 

$4,512,000 

12/14/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor 
Decommissioning 

Section 111.8.2.d 

Table XIV 

For FY 2017, budgeted costs of approximately $23.7 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 2017 
annual fee of $194,000 per licensee. 



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

FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 
SPENT FUEL STORAGE/ 

REACTOR DECOMM. 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- -------------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 2.0 0.1 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 3,618.0 67.8 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 3,620.0 67.9 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 30.8 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 7.7 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 23.1 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.9 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 24.0 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 31.6 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 3.80% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge -0.232 

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

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments -0.02 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.0 

(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 23.70 

(13) Number of Licensees 122 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 0.194 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 194,242 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 194,000 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 399,987 



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

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

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

PRODUCT LINE I 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 0.1 2 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 2 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 0.3 2 
Inspection 3 0.0 3 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking 0 0.0 0 

State, Tribal and Federal Pro. 
Liaison 0 0.0 30 

Training 
Mission Training 42 0.0 37 
Total Direct Resources 47 0.3 72 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International 

International Cooperation 0 1.0 0 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions 0 0.0 0 
Oversight 

Inspection 0 9.9 0 
Mission Training 

Training 258 0.0 327 
Total Direct Resources 258 10.9 327 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International Activities 

International Cooperation 90 0.5 0 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0 0 
Environmental Reviews 863 4 200 
Fukushima NTTF 0 0 0 
Licensing Actions 15 1 15 
Licensing Support 100 8 0 
Mission IT 262 0.6 262 
Security 0 3 0 
Storage Licensing 600 20 600 
Transportation Certification 0 0 0 

Oversight 
Security 0 2 0 
Inspection 0 8.5 0 

Research 

12114/2016 

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 
0.1 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 
0.2 0 0.1 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.5 (30) (0.5} 

0.0 5 0.0 
0.7 (25} (0.4) 

0.3 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

10.8 0 (0.9} 

0.0 (69} 0.0 
11.1 (69) (0.2) 

0.5 90 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
2.5 663 1.5 

0 0 0.0 
1 0 0.0 
6 100 2.0 

0.6 0 0.0 
3 0 0.0 

17 0 3.0 
0 0 0.0 

2 0 0.0 
11 0 (2.5) 
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Mission Direct Budgeted Resources Allocated to 
Spent Fuel Storage/Reactor Decommissioning Fee Class 

FY17 FY16 
Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) 

---------------------- ------------ -----------------------
Waste Research 1,303 3.0 153 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 0 4.0 150 
Rulemaking Support 67 2.0 485 
Security 0 0.0 0 

Training 
Mission Training 13 0.0 11 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 0 

Travel 
Mission Travel 0 0 0 
Total Direct Resources 3,313 56.6 1,876 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 3,617.9 67.8 2,274.9 

TOTAL SPENT FUEL STORAGE & REACTOR DECOMM. 3,620 67.9 2,277 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cos! of FTE 
+ mission direct contract$) $30,779 $30,474 

12/14/2016 

Difference 
FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

------------ --------------------- ------------
4.0 1,150 (1.0) 

2.5 (150) 1.5 
11.8 (418) (9.8) 
0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 2 0.0 
0.0 0 0.0 

0 0 0.0 
61.9 1,437 (5.3) 

73.7 1,343 (5.9) 

73.8 1,343 (5.9) 

$305 
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SPENT FUEL STORAGE/REACTOR DECOMMISSIONING 
ANNUAL FEE 

FY 2017 

LICENSES SUBJECT TO THE ANNUAL FEE: 

Operating Power Reactor Licensees: 99 

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 I 

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 
Ft.Calhoun 

Total No. of Reactors in decommissioning or possession only 
status with fuel onsite: 19 

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 
50-285 

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

The annual fee is determined by dividing the total budgeted costs of approximately 
$23.7 million (including the fee-relief activities) by the total number of licensees (122). 
This results in an annual fee (rounded) of $194,000 per license.· 

12/14/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Research and Test Reactors 

Section 111.B.2.e 

Table XV 

Approximately $334,000 in budgeted costs is to be recovered through annual fees assessed to 
the research and test reactor class of licenses for FY 2017. This required annual fee recovery 
amount is divided equally among the four research and test reactors subject to annual fees, and 
results in a FY 2017 annual fee of $83,500 for each licensee. 



FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 
TEST AND RESEARCH 

REACTORS 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

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

NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 308.1 4.9 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 0.3 0.0 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 308.4 4.9 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 2.268 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 1.950 

(3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 0.318 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) 0.034 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 0.353 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 2.303 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, import/export alloc, small entity) 0.28% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge -0.0168 

(9) Fee-Relief Adjustment and LLW Surcharge per licensee -0.0042 

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments -0.002 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.0 

(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 0.334 

(13) Number of Licensees 4 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 0.0835 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 83,540 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 83,500 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 399,987 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Test and Research Reactors Fee Class 

FY17 

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

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 0 o.o 
Construction Inspection 0 o.o 
Emergency Preparedness 0 o.o 
Enforcement 0 o.o 
Mission IT 0 o.o 
Part50 0 o.o 
Security 0 o.o 
Vendor Inspection 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 0 o.o 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 

Total Direct Resources 0 o.o 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Generic Issues Program 0 o.o 
Japan Lessons Learned 0 0.0 
License Renewal ,, 0 0.0 
Licensing Actions 0 o.o 
Licensing Support 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 
Operator Licensing 0 o.o 
Research & Test Reactors 272 4.6 
Security 0 0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations 0 o.o 
Emergency Preparedness 0 o.o 
Enforcement 0 o.o 
Event Evaluation 0 0.0 
Inspection 0 0.0 
Mission IT 0 0.0 
Research & Test Reactor lnsp. 0 0.3 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 34 o.o 

Training 
Mission Training 3 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 o.o 

Total Direct Resources I 308 4.9 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 308 4.9 

PROGRAM: NUC.LEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: FUEL FACILITIES 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Inspection 0 0.0 
Training 

Mission Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 o.o 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 
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 o.o 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 0 0.0 

TOTAL TEST & RESEARCH REACTORS 308.4 4.9 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE + 
mission direct contract $) $2,268 

12/14/2016 

FY16 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 

1,480 5.4 (1,208) (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 0.5 0 (0.2) 

26 0.1 7 (0.1) 

0 0.0 3 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

1,507 6.0 (1,199) (1.1) 

1,507 6.0 (1,199) (1.1) 

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 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

1,507 6.0 (1,199) (1.1) 

$3,799 ($1,531) 
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TEST AND RESEARCH REACTOR ANNUAL FEE 

FY 2017 FEE RULE 

DETERMINATION OF THE FY 2017 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 

$334,062 

$83,500 

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. 

12/14/2016 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Rare Earth Facilities 

Section 111.B.2.f 

During FY 2016 NRG did receive an application under the Rare Earth fee class 2.A. (2)(f). 
However, no FY 2017 budgetary resources were allocated to this fee class, and did not require 
an annual fee to be established. 

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



FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

RARE EARTH 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ------------------- ----------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 0.0 0.0 
CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 0.0 0.0 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 
I 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals $, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 0.00000 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 0.000 

(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 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 0.00 

(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 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) O.OOQO 

(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 $): 399,987 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for Rare Earth Fee Class 

FY17 FY16 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 Safetv 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 0.0 0 1.2 0 (1.2) 
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 0.0 0 1.2 0 (1.2) 

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 0.0 0 1.2 0 (1.2) 

TOTAL RARE EARTH 0 0.0 0 1.2 0 (1.2) 

I 
) 

I Total value of budgeted resources for fee class( mission direct FTE x full cost of 
FTE + mission direct contract$) $0 $458.5 ($459) 
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Part 171 Annual Fees 

Materials Users 

Section 111.B.2.g 

Table XVI 

The following fee categories under §171.16 are included in this fee class: 1.C., 1.0., 1.F., 2.B., 
2.F., 3.A. through 3.S., 4.A. through 4.C., 5.A., 5.B., 6.A., 7.A. through 7.C., 8.A., 9.A. through 
9.0., 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 $35.5 million in FY 2017 budgeted costs to be recovered in 
annual fees assessed to the approximately 2,700 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 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

MATERIALS 

TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ------------------ ---------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 4.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 914.9 83.9 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 918.9 83.9 

Figures below in $, M {unless otherwise indicated) 
~ 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals$, K + FTE*FTE rate {shown below) 34.5 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 0.9 

{3) PART 171 ALLOCATIONS {equals 1 - 2) 33.6 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES {allocated) 1.7 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS {after transportation allocated){equals 3+4) 35.3 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) {equals 2+5) 36.1 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, imporVexport alloc, small entity) 3.45% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment {includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge 0.3 

(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 2017 ANNUAL FEE {equals 5+8+ 1O+11) 35.51 

{13) Number of Licensees 
different for 

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

other worksheets 

unrounded a·nnual fee amount per license, actual $ 

rounded annual fee, actual $ 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 399,987 



Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Materials Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: NEW REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/ PRODUCTS: 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 
BUSINESS LINE: OPERATING REACTORS 

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 4 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 
Total Di re ct Resources 4 0.0 

Grand Total Nuclear Reactor Safety 4 0.0 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Training 

Mission Training 27 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 27 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 3.6 

Licensing 
Licensing Actions 43 27.1 
Licensing Support 45 0.0 
Mission IT 45 0.1 
NSPDP Training 0 2.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Oversight 
Allegations & Investigations a 11.2 
Enforcement 41 11.3 
Event Evaluation 193 3.3 
Inspection 1 21.2 
Mission IT 0 a.a 
Security a a.a 

Research 
Materials Research a a.a 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking a 1.7 
Rulemaking Support a a.8 

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States a a.a 
Liaison a a.1 
Travel a a.a 

Training 
Mission Training 293 0.7 
NSPDP Training 0 a.a 
Total Direct Resources 661 83.7 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Licensing 

Decommissioning Licensing Actions a a.a 
Uranium Recovery Lie. Actions 0 a.o 

Mission Training 
Training 24 o.a 

Total Direct Resources 24 a.a 

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 a.o 

12/14/2016 

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

0 0.0 0 0.0 

5 0.0 (1) 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
5 0.0 (1) 0.0 

5 0.0 (1) 0.0 

19 0.0 8 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

19 0.0 8 0.0 

0 0.3 0 0.0 
0 0.3 0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 5.5 0 (1.9) 

64 28.2 (21) (1.1) 

66 0.1 (21) 0.0 
0 0.0 0 2.0 
0 1.0 0 (1.0) 

a 10.1 0 1.1 
43 11.4 (1) (a.1) 

4 3.1 189 a.2 
4 21.8 (3) (a.6) 

131 a.1 (131) (a.1) 
a a.a (a) a.a 

59 a.3 (59) (a.3) 

1 a.5 (1) 1.2 
a a.3 a a.5 

a a.a a a.a 
a a.1 a a.o 
a o.a a a.a 

154 a.3 139 a.4 
a 2.a 0 (2.a) 

527 85.4 134 (1.7) 

a o.a 0 a.a 
a a.a a a.o 

3a a.a (6) a.o 
30 0.0 {6) 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
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Mission IT 
Security 
Storage Licensing 
Transportation Certification 
Total Di reel Resources 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 

TOTAL MATERIAL USERS 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Materials Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

-------------------- ------------
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

712 83.7 

716 83.7 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract $) $34,195 

12/14/2016 

FY16 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 

576 85.4 136 (1.7 

I 

581 85.4 135 (1.7) 

$33,209 $986 
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FY 2017 Materials Users Annual Fees 
REEASELl\IE I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 

NUMBER OF LICENSES 

FY2017 I I 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14} (15) 

Jart 170 Fees(S) Cale. oil! Cale. f--~p,~,,=17~1~.,~.,.,~,.~p-.,-u~,.-",-"1=s)~-~---+----j, Total Exact ~.T~ou~1~co"11,~oti"o-"'-f-<--•N~umber~ _J 
;-++---+-·-·-L,J .,-·-----ill lnsp. General ollnsp. I I .

1 

Total I Adjustmentperlleense Annual 
Agreement · , I 

~r~:~ T~~~~er Total For I \ 1
1 j \ Base Fee { LLW Fee per 

Billed at 

I 

FLi::::'°:::"'"'"'-'''°=C''i'""~'~"----------+-----+-+----'-'oo"--.+--'--''cc.'--+-'A"'dje:;•'::::tm=•":::'-'-'-'FY-'20'-'1'-7.+--+---+---'-'A:!:pp"'l.-ij-l-' _.:::'"'"''-' -'-'P-"'''"""--'""'''°!tip"'l•'-l-1 .:::":::;'":.:.•':::.•.;_.oG"''"CO'."'::::''c.ic.:U::::"'"''""-":.-"irn~•P'=''::::'""'!"'='"="::::"'::;"l __ _.._s_"_'h_"~'"-i -''~~-"'~"~''--"'-'"-"~ Ba{~~:iee TOTAL 

(S,K) 
nspect1on mult1p1erx 

(No. of ~~~1::1~P ~s~t::r~!~ :::~:;+lnsp 
licensesx (No.al !oef...., See priooty)Soo (Total priority)Sce 

(Applfee+ liceosesx pnonty)See beJo.vforbeJowlor MalerialsLLW belowror (Tota!Baso TotalBase i 
insp lnsp belowl0t Calculati calculation (General+u Surcharge/no. calcu!ationd Fee+LLW Fee+LLW J 

feelinsp foolinsp annuall<'9 onof olinsp. nique+lnsp olaffecied fee-relief Surcharge+ Sureharge+l 

f------j-------------j-----+-+----.+-+---+----1----1--+--+---+----i-t----f---t~'c."oo-'-·zy"-')-+--'-'"-'-~--"ity'-) +m.c.""cc•'_c_"---if-'U-'-"'cc''c..'t-m='"ccipl'-'ior-+-""='oo-'-)-+--+--"'lice="c.'~~)-+m--'"-'-111.'-) --+'---".c.''.c.ief)+--~-'-ee-~eliel) i 

SPECIAL NUCLEAR MATERIAL: 

1C.lndustria/Gauges 2,100 8100 2100 691 3.083 3,064 15 
to. Other SNM less Critical quantrty 43 43.0 6,300 161680 54180 7,625 1214 -44 8,795 328 378 
1F.OtherSNMgreaterthancriticalquanl1ty 1.0 2,500 1.600 5,356 1214 6,535 

SOURCE MATERIAL: 

28.Shielding 10 1,170 2.700 5400 2524 889 3,413 -20 3,393 34 
2C. Exempt Distribution/SM 18 2200 3,800 53280 13680 4369 1251 5,621 5,586 
20.DistributionloGeneral'LicenseiSM 2,600 4,200 3440 840 5076 6.461 6,421 
2E.ManulacturingDistnbulion 1.0 8,082 ·45 8,016 
2F.OtherSourceMa1erials 2,500 7,400 155220 5n20 5875 8,312 1214 9.480 370 

BYPRODUCT MATERIAL: 

3AManufaduring-Broad 12.SOO 18,100 48360 10860 29,755 1214 30,782 " 3B.Manufacturing-Other 3.400 8.900 10.5n 1214 11,731 375 
3C. Radiopharmaceuticals - ManufJProcess 37.0 5,000 7,300 239020 54020 9538 2404 11,939 1214 13,079 
30.Radiopharmaceuticals-NoManuf.JProcess 
3E.lrradialors-Sell-Shleld 3,100 10,300 304440 7617 3391 11,008 10.948 645 
3F. Jrradia!Cl'S - < 10,000 Ci 4'00 28160 10392 11,775 11,693 
3G. lrraCiator.; • > 10.000 Cl 59.500 5,600 436100 91963 4610 96,573 95,847 
3H. Exempt Distribution - Devi~ Review 6,400 3,900 1284 11,883 11.799 389 
31. Exempt Distribution· No Device Review 9,500 3,800 707940 52440 15145 1251 16,396 ·120 16,277 1131 
3.J. Gen. License· Device Review 1,900 2,600 14760 3360 3631 4.553 4,525 
3K. Gen. License - No Device Review 1,100 2,600 2450 922 3,3n -19 3;353 20 
3l.R&O-Broad 5,300 9.700 316725 15,396 1214 16.520 677 
3L(a).R&D·Broad(6-20sites) 5,300 9,700 10843 25,131 1214 26.219 
3L{b). R&O - Broad(21 or more srtes) 5,300 9,700 1.25 13060 32,054 1214 -152 33,116 32 
3M.R&D·Other 85 65.0 6.800 6,000 5 102000 11809 1976 13,785 1214 -93 14,906 1172 1267 
3N.SeNiceUccmse 61.0 7,000 10,400 638467 211467 15450 5707 21,156 1214 -122 22,250 1291 1357 
30.Radiography 3,000 7,300 540200 15204 12018 27,222 27.102 2006 
3P.AUOtherByprodudMalerials 3,300 7.100 4682240 9,305 -55 9250 9231 
3R1. Rad1um-226(le5Sthan0fequalto10x1imitsin31.12} 7,750 7,705 
3R2. Radium-226(morethan 10xlim~s!n 31.12) 2,400 4,300 3833 1433 5659 2360 8,Q18 7,974 
35. AcceleratorProducedAadlonuclides 18 13,600 7,900 315900 71100 25908 32.409 ·204 32,205 583 

WASTE DISPOSAL AND PROCESSING: 

4A.Was!e0isposal' 1214 1.214 
4B.WasteReceipt/Packaging 14.0 6.600 6,500 137900 45500 14540 5351 19,891 1214 20,990 278 

\4C.WasteReceipt-Prepackaged 1.0 4,800 3,800 6700 1900 13,016 1214 -78 14,155 13 

WELL LOGGING: 

5A.We!1Logglng 25 4,400 9,300 187500 n5oo 11011 5104 16.175 ·87 16.087 402 
5B.FieldAoodingTracersS!udies" o.o 1214 1,214 

NUCLEAR LAUNDRY: 

6A.Nuciearlaundry 1214 1,214 

HUMAN use OF BYPRODUCT, SOURCE, OR SNM: 

7A. Teletherapy 10,700 7,700 159200 30800 278 24,087 ·155 23,933 289 
78.Medical-Broad 21 8,300 13,000 310800 136500 10701 32,826 1214 33,869 711 
7C.Medlca\Other 809 809.0 5,300 6,500 6040533 1752833 11022 278 3567 14,867 14,780 11957 

CIVIL DEFENSE: 

8A.Civi!Defense 9.0 2,500 6,500 11700 7,750 .44 7,705 70 

DEVICE, PRODUCT, OR SEALED SOURCE SAFETY EVALUATION: 

9A.Device/ProductSafetyEvalua!ion-Broad 73 73.0 5200 379600 7676 7.676 ·61 7,615 560 
98.DevicelProductSafetyEvaluation-Other 5.0 8.600 43000 12,695 -100 12,595 63 63 
9C. Seated Sources Safety Evaluation· Broad 26.0 5,100 132600 7,528 ·59 7,469 194 

90. Sealed Sources Safety Evaluation· Other 1,010 10100 1491 1,491 1,479 

OTHER LICENSES: 

17.MasterMateriallicense 3.0 111,100 106,400 492900 159600 12531 342,646 1214 ·1914 341946 1026 

TOTAL 2653.0 0.0 2656.0 17955495 5150995 948640 35257 

Total Small Entity Subsidy 

FTERATE: $399,987 
%oltota1Ma!eriatsUsersliCensoos 

1 of2 

Sm Entity Sm Entity 

11 10 

13 
16 

227 1"3 

13 

543 235 

235 

12/14/2016 

Small 
Entity 

Subsidy 

Dill between 
annual fee and 

smal!ent1tyloox 
no.al small 

entities 

36,150 

10,750 

3,900 

38,900 

140,000 

120.250 

94,950 

119,600 
288,700 

400 
5.100 

266,850 

481,750 

781,750 
2.050.750 

67,550 

10,100 

78.500 

19,800 

2,484.400 

3,600 

150,750 

90,450 

I I 

FY2017 

L__ ~~~~~Id:~; 

4100 
850 

3,100 
8,800 
6,500 

3,400 
5,600 
6,400 
8,000 
9,500 

30,800 
11,700 
13,100 

10,900 
11,700 
95,800 
11,800 
16,300 
4,500 
3,400 
16,500 
26,200 
33,100 
14,900 
22,300 
27,100 
9,300 
7,700 
8,000 

32,200 

21,000 
14,200 

16,100 

23,900 
33,900 
14,800 

7,700 

7,600 
12,600 
7,500 
1,500 

342,000 

7,432,550 ~~-----l 
1:100 Uraniumre<:overy 

7,439,650 I 

I 



REBASBJNE I I I I I I I I I 
I 

I I 
Calculation of UNIQUE (generic activities related to specific fee categories): UNIQUE ACTIVITES IDENTIFIED FOR FY 2017 

Total budgeted resources (FY 2017 unique aciivilies=Part 35 Implementation) LJ 
Total cost (FTE,FTE rate+ any contract costs) 

I Percent of NRC materials licenses lo the total materials licenses 

Amount allocated to NRC materials licensees(% x total cost) 

No.olaffectedNRC licenses (for FY2017, Cats. 7A, 78,& 7C, +those medical under 
MasterMa!!sLicenses) 

Unique per license: 

Tota1Part171 (annualfee)amount,e,cludingfee-reliefcosts): 

I 
Inspection Amount (budgeted costs for materials inspections): 

4.8 (fl£ $0.00l(COITTRACTCOSTS) 

$1,919,935_ 

14% 

5272,070 

$35,257,054 

FTE FTE Rate 

x $399,987 

LLW Surcharge Amgunt I see FEE·RELIFE ACTIVITIES Sheet for further detalls\· 

Tota!LLWsurchargetoberecovered: $3,298,899 

Percenlagetoberecoveredfrommaterialslicensees: 14.1% 

Amount to be recovered from matenals licensees: $465,145 

No.of effected licenses: 

LLWSurchargeperlicense: 51,214 

Other Fee-Rel!ef Amount fsee FEE·AELIEF ACTIVITIES Sheet for further details): 

Total other fee-relief to be recovered: ·$6,098, 165 

Percenlageloberecoveredfromma!erialslicensees: 

Amount lo be recovered from ma!erials licensees: 

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

ANNUAL FEE MULTIPLIER= TOTAL GENERALfrotal cl Cale of 
Gen.Multiple col.: 

INSPECTION MULTIPLIEA=INSPECTION AMOUNTfrolal Cate of 
lnsp.Multiplecol.: 

FEE·AELJEF MULTIPLIER=Fee-Reliel amount to be adjusted for 
materia!sJicansaesltotalofCafcofGen.Multlp!ecol.): 

COL {5)-COL (1) •[COL (2) +COL (3)/COL (4)] 

COL (6)=C0L(1) • (COL{3)/COL(4)) 

COL (7) =GENERAL MULTIPLIER• (COL(2) +COL.(3)/COL (4)] 

COL (8) = (UNIQUE COSTS) I (NO. OF APPLICABLE LICENSES) 

COL (9) =INSPECTION MULT!PLIER"(COL3/COL4) 

COL (10) - COL (7) + COL(8)+COL{9) 

COL (11) = LLW SURCHARGE=% Allocated. LLW Costs/# affected licenses 

COL {12)=FEE·REl!EF MUL TIPLIER"(COL(2)+(COL(3)1COL(4)) 

COL {13) =COL {10) + COL(11}+COL(12) 

COL (14) =(COL (1) "COL (10)] /1000 

COL (15)= [COL (1) •COL (13)]/1000 

3.5% 

·$210,717 

I I 
SK 

35,257 

26,5051 

$8,480.3141 

·5210,717/ 

SK 

8,480 

17,955 

5,151 

17,955 

SK 

272 

$8,479,714 + 

SK 

26,505 

-0.0117 

12114/2016 

FY 2017 Materials Users Annual Fees 

PSS Total 

5600 $8,480,314 
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ANNUAL FEE CALCULATION FOR AGREEMENT STATE USE ONLY FY2017 
Annual Fee 

Part 170 Fees($) Cale. of Cale. Part 171 Base Fee Per License ($) Total Exact (Rounded) 
lnsp. General of lnsp. Total Adjustment per License Annual 

Base Fee per LLW Fee per 

License Fee Category Appl. lnsp. Prior. Multiple Multiple General Inspection license Surcharge Fee-Relief Total license 

(Fee-Relief 
multiplierx 
(appl 

Annual fee (Total fee+insp 
(No.of multiplier•(Ap Materials fee/insp 

licenses x (No.of pl fee+ insp Inspection LLW priority)See 
(Appl fee+ licenses x fee/insp multiplier*(ins Surcharge/ below for (Total Base 

insp insp 
priority) p fee/insp no. of calculation of Fee+ LLW annual fee priority)insp. 

fee/insp fee/insp multiplier of multiplier of (General+ affected fee-relief Surcharge+ 
priority) priority) 1.48 1.65 Inspection) licenses) multi.) Fee-Relief) 

NUCLEAR LAUNDRY: 

6A. Nuclear Laundry 21,300 5,800 3 0 0 34,385 3190 37,575 1214 -273 38516 38,516 38,500 



Part 171 Annual Fees 

Transportation 

Section 111.B.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., 
for DOE transportation activities. 

The resources associated with generic transportation activities are distributed to the license fee 
classes based on the number of Certificates of Compliance (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 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

TRANSPORTATION 
TOTAL ALLOCATIONS 

CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE 

---------------------- ------------------ ---------------- -------------------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.0 2.0 0.1 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 1,182.2 19.8 

CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 

INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL - FEE BASE RESOURCE 365,258.0 3,362.0 1,184.2 19.9 

Figures below in $, M (unless otherwise indicated) 

(1) FY 2017 ALLOCATIONS: equals $, K + FTE*FTE rate (shown below) 9.1 

(2) LESS ESTIMATED PART 170 FEE COLLECTIONS 3.2 

(3) PART 171 ALLOeATIONS (equals 1 - 2) 5.9 

(4) GENERIC TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES (allocated) -4.5 

(5) NET PART 171 ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocated)(equals 3+4) 1.5 

(6) FY 2017 TOTAL ALLOCATIONS (after transportation allocation) (equals 2+5) 4.7 

(7) % OF BUDGET(% total allocations, excl. fee-relief activities, imporUexport alloc, small entity) 0.56% 

(8) Fee-Relief Adjustment (includes small entity)+ LLW Surcharge -0.03 

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

(10) Part 171 billing adjustments 0.00 

(11) Adjustment for DOE Transportation PY billing adjustment 0.000 

(12) TOTAL FY 2017 ANNUAL FEE (equals 5+8+10+11) 1.42 

(13) Number of Licensees 1 

(14) Fee Per License (equals 12/13) 1.423280 

(DOE's fee) 

unrounded annual fee amount per license, actual $ 1,423,280 

rounded annual fee, actual$ 1,423,000 

FTE RATE (average based on budget data, actual $): 399,987 



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 
NSPDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

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

PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
Oversight 

Allegations & Investigations 
Enforcement 
Event Evaluation 
Inspection 
Mission IT 
Security 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking -

State Tribal and Federal Programs 
Agreement States 
Liaison 

Training 
Mission Training 
NS PDP Training 
Total Direct Resources 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Transportation Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

0 0.0 
0 0.0 
1 0.1 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
1 0.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 
2 0.1 

2 0.1 

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 0.5 

33 0.2 
0 0.0 

34 0.7 

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

Training 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 0 0.0 

12/16/2016 

FY16 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 1 0.1 
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 2 0.1 

0 0.0 2 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 
1 0.1 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 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
40 0.5 (40) 0.0 

30 0.2 3 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

71 0.8 (37) (0.1) 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
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PROGRAM: NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 

PROGRAM: NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND WASTE SAFETY 

Mission Direct Budgeted Resources for 
Transportation Fee Class 

FY17 
Contract ($,K) FTE 

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

BUSINESS LINE: SPENT FUEL STORAGE AND TRANSPORTATION 
PRODUCT LINE/PRODUCTS: 
International 

International Cooperation 90 0.5 
Licensing 

Emergency Preparedness 0 0.0 
Environmental Reviews 0 0.0 
Fukushima NTIF 0 0.0 
Licensing Support 0 4.0 
Mission IT 225 0.4 
Security 0 0.0 
Storage Licensing 0 0.0 
Transportation Certification 682 10.7 

Oversight 
Inspection 0 1.5 

Rulemaking 
Rulemaking (PL) 71 2.0 
Security 0 0.0 

Training 
Mission Training 80 0.0 
NSPDP Training 0 0.0 

Travel 
Mission Travel 0 0.0 
Total Direct Resources 1,148 19.1 

Grand Total Nuclear Materials & Waste Safety 1,182 19.8 

TOTAL TRANSPORTATION 1,184 19.9 

Total value of budgeted resources for fee class(mission direct FTE x full cost of FTE 
+ mission direct contract$) $9,144 

12/16/2016 

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

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

105 0.5 105 0.5 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 4.0 0 0.0 

131 0.4 94 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

700 12.0 (18) (1.3) 

0 3.0 0 (1.5) 

39 5.9 32 (3.9) 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

70 0.0 10 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
1,045 25.8 103 (6.7) 

1,116 26.6 66 (6.8) 

1,116 26.6 68 (6.7) 

$11,279 ($2,135) 
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TRANSPORTATION ANNUAL FEES 

FY 2017 

The total transportation budgeted costs of $5,943,932 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 o/oCoCs 
Resources to be Resources in 

included in annual Millions 
fees 

DOE 22.00 24.6% $1,460,815 $1.46 
Operating Reactors 5.00 5.6% $332,003 $0.33 
Spent fuel/reactor decom 13.00 14.5% $863,209 $0.86 
T&R reactors 0.52 0.6% $34,271 $0.03 
Fuel Facilities 24.00 26.8% $1,593,616 $1.59 
Materials Users 25.00 27.9% $1,660,017 $1.66 

Total 89.52 100.0% $5,943,932 $5.94 

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 
NRC has made publicly available via ADAMS the "FY 2017 Small Entity Compliance Guide". 

Licensees may use this guide to determine whether they qualify as a small entity under NRC 
regulations and are eligible to pay reduced FY 2017 annual fees assessed under 1 O CFR part 
171. The NRC has established two tiers of annual fees for those materials licensees who 
qualify as small entities under the NRC's size standards. 



Note: Using the FY 2009 calculation method Implemented to Determine Upper Tier Small Entity Fee Each Biennial Year To Be 39 % Of The Prior Two-year Weighted Average Of Small Materials Users Fees. 

lD 2B 2C 2E 2F 3A 3B 3C 3E 3G 3H 31 

2013 small entities 6 o 9 5 5 o 7 18 1 o 9 15 

2014 small entities 6 o 4 o o o 10 18 o 1 9 12 

2014 Total# of Licensees 44 28 30 47 47 4 40 40 65 6 37 82 

13.64% 0.00% 13.33% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 25.00% 45.00% 0.00% 16.67% 24.32% 14.63% 

2013 Fee $6,800 $3,000 $11,500 $7,200 $8,000 $50,900 $12,700 $18,800 $8,700 $118,800 $9,900 $19,200 

2014 Fee $7,400 $3,300 $12,500 $7,800 $8,600 $55,100 $13,800 $20,200 $9,500 $127,900 $10,700 $20,800 

Implementing this method in FY 2015 would have resulted in a 43 percent increase from the previous year which would have a disproportionate impact upon small NRG licensees. 
Therefore, the NRG revised the increase to 21 percent for the upper-tier fee. The 21 percent increase was applied based on historical trends in the small entity fee and has been used in previous 
biennial reviews. 

Top 
Lower 

Prior Year 

$ 2,800 
$ 600 

21% ceiling 

21% 
21% 

Increase 

$588 
126 

Rounded Fee 

$3,400 
$700 

31 3K 

o 1 

1 o 
9 4 

11.11% 0.00% 

$4,800 $3,800 

$5,100 $4,100 

3M 

15 

13 

97 

13.40% 

$9,300 

$10,000 



3N 30 3P 35 4B 4C SA 7A 

15 36 255 0 0 1 7 1 

18 33 264 1 3 1 8 1 
71 81 1120 18 13 1 31 11 

25.35% 40.74% 23.57% 5.56% 23.08% 100.00% 25.81% 9.09% 

$16,700 $27,200 $6,400 $30,500 $19,600 $15,600 $12,600 $21,600 
$18,000 $29,800 $6,800 $33,000 $21,100 $16,700 $13,600 $23,800 

7C 9A 9C Total 

226 20 7 659 

224 20 5 652 

874 66 23 2889 

25.63% 30.30% 21.74% 22.57% 

$9,000 $8,000 $7,900 

$9,900 $8,600 $8,400 

2-year 
Weighted Weighted 

Average Average 

$9,732 

$10,713 $10,223 

39% of 2-year 
weighted 

average 

$3,987 

$854 

Rounded Prior Year 

$4,000 

$900 

2800 

600 

43% 

50% 



Budget Authority (FY 2017) 



Budget Authority (FY 2017) 

FY 2017 Budget Summary by Program 

This report is provided as supplemental information. It provides a summary of the FY 2017 
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. 

_ ___J 





FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

TEST AND 
SPENT FUEL STORAGE/ RESEARCH 

POWER REACTORS REACTOR DECOMM. REACTORS FUEL FACILITY MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION URANIUM RECOVERY RARE EARTH 
I TOTAL ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS ALLOCATIONS 
CONTRACT CONTRACT CONT A ACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT 

$,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE I $,K FTE I $,K FTE $,K FTE $,K FTE 

----------- ----------- -------------- --------- ---- ----------------- --------- ------------ --------------------- ----------------- --------------- ----------------- -------------- ----------- -------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 128,087.0 2,042.01 95,040.0 1,531.0 2.0 0.1 308.1 4.9 0.0 o.o 4.0 0.0 2.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 33,088.0 545.0 2,451.0 B.2 3,618.0 67.8 0.3 0.0 1,860.0 81.7 914.9 83.9 1,182.2 19.8 2,688.0 30.2 0.0 0.0 
CORPORATE 202,725.0 717.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL(no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL· FEE BASE RESOURCE I 365,258.0 3,362.0 97,491.0I 1,539.2 3.620.0 67.9 308.4 4.9 1,860.0 81.7 918.91 83.9 1,184.21 19.9 2,688.0 30.2 0.01 0.0 



FY 2017 MISSION DIRECT BUDGETED RESOURCES 

'-" 

- - -
INCLUDED IN INCLUDED IN AGREEMENT AGREEMENT ISLRUW GENERIC MILITARY 

IMPORT/EXPORT FEE-RELIEF HOURLY & FTE RATE NONPROFIT ED. INTERNATIONAl STATE STATE GEN LICENSEES/ DECOMMISSI RADIUM 
ALLOCATIONS ACTIVITIES fovorhoad) EXEMPTION ACTIVITIES OVERSIGHT. REG SUPPORT FELLOWSHIPS RECLAIMATION "' GENERICLLW 

CONTRACT CONTRAC CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT CONTRACT 

S.K '·' S.K FTE S.< '·' S.< S.< '·' S.K S.K FTE '·' ·---------- ---- - ----- - ·----- --------------
NUCLEAR REACTOR SAFETY 0.0 1.0 2,652.9 24.9 30,078.0 480.0 1,043.9 16.7 8.0 \.6 29.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 1,572.0 6.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

NUCLEAR MATERIALS & WASTE SAFETY (no HLW/Gen Fund) 0.0 2.5 14,019.6 141.4 6,354.0 109.5 77.4 5.1 6,544.0 16.7 1,832.0 27.7 2,795.7 38.9 528.5 2.3 1,873.0 40.5 70.0 2.7 299.0 75 

CORPORATE 0.0 0.0 562.0 6.0 202,163.0 711.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o.o 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 562.0 8.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
INSPECTOR GENERAL( no DNSFB) 1,358.0 58.0 

SUBTOTAL- FEE BASE RESOURCE 0.0 3.5 17,234.5 172.3 239,953,0 1,358.5 1,121.3 21.8 6,552.0 18.3 1,861.0 27.9 2,795.7 38.9 2,662.5 14.7 1,873.0 40.5 70.0 2.7 299.0 7.5 



Budget Authority (FY 2017) 

FY 2017 Budget by Product Line 

These reports are provided as supplemental information. They provide a summary of the FY 
2017 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, by each office with mission direct budgeted resources. 

The offices 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 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

Budget 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) 1,358 58 1,358 58 

!Grand Total 1,358 58 1,358 58 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF RESEARCH 

I 
OFFICE IRES 

--~~~---·-

Budget Resources Allocated 
to Fee Classes 

Power Reactors Power Spent Fuel Star/Reactor Spent Fuel Star/Reactor Fee Relief Contract Fee Relief Hourly Rate Hourly 
Proa ram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract($ Kl Total FTE Contract ($ Kl Reactors FTE Decomm. Contract f$ K\ Decomm. FTE IS Kl FTE Contract ($ Kl Rate FTE 

Information 
Corcorate Suooort Corcorate Suooort Mamt. 48 0 0 0 48 0 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Research 0 0 0 0 

Nuclear Materials Users Research 0 1 0 1 
Travel CPL) 20 0 0 0 20 0 

Rulemakinq (PL) 0 0 0 0 
Spent Fuel Storaqe and Transportation Research 1303 3 1 303 3 0 0 

Travel CPL) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Decommissioning and LLW Research 0 0 0 0 

Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors Research 3575 12 3 575 12 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Ru!emakina fPL 0 0 0 0 
International 

Ooeratina Reactors Activities 0 3 3 0 0 
Research 34444 124 34444 124 0 0 
Trainino 0 0 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 134 38 0 0 134 38 
navel CPL) 888 0 0 0 888 0 

Rulemakina lPL 250 12 250 12 0 0 
Grand Total 40662 194 38269 151 1303 3 0 1 1090 39 



Proa ram Business Lines Product Lines 
Information 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Mgmt. 
Outreach 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Licensing 
International 

Nuclear Materials Users Activities 
Rulemaking 
(PL) 

Spent Fuel Storage and Transportation Licensing 
Decommissioning and LLW Licensing 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Licensing 
Oversight 
PL-M Support 
Staff 
Travel (PL) 
Rulemaking 
(PL) 
International 

Operating Reactors Activities 
Licensing 
Oversight 
Training 
PL-M Support 
Staff 
Travel (PL) 
Rulemaking 
(PL) 

Grand Total 

FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATIONS 

Budget Resources Allocated to 
Fee Classes 

Total Contract ($,K) 

48 
0 
0 

40 

15170 
8969 

0 

888 
2129 

655 
27699 

Total 
FTE 

304 
421 

92 
0 

25 
864 

Power Reactors Power Reactors Test & Research 
Contract ($,K) FTE Reactors Contract ($,K) 

5.4 
12,059 281 271.8 
8,969 417 

150 25 33.7 
21,178 740.4 305.5 

Test& 
Research Fee Relief Fee Relief Hourly Rate Hourly Rate 

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

0.0 48 
0.0 0 
0.0 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
o.o 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 40 

0.0 

0.0 1.6 
4.6 2,121.2 16.4 718 
0.3 0,0 3.7 

0.0 

o.o 888 92 
0.0 2129 0 

471.3 
4.9 2,592.5 22.7 3823 96 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF NEW REACTORS 

OFFICE NAO 
I I 

Budget Resources Allocated to Fee 
Classes 

Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Total Power Reactors Contract Power Reactors Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 

Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE 
Information 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Mgmt. 48 0 0 0 48 0 
International 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Nuclear Materials Users Activities 0 1 0 1 
International 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Activities 60 3 60 3 0 0 
Licensing 15042 172 15,042 172 0 0 
Oversight 200 87 200 87 0 0 
Training 0 0 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 366 66 0 0 366 66 
Travel (PL) 1425 0 0 0 1425 0 

New Reactors Total 17093 331 15,302 265 0 0 1791 66 
Operating Reactors LicensinQ 1400 20 1,400 20 0 0 

Oversight 0 2 2 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Travel (PL) 120 0 0 0 120 0 
Rulemaking 
(PL) 0 1 1 0 0 

Grand Total 18661 356 16,702 288 0 1 1959 67 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR REGIONAL OFFICES 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee Classes 

Power Reactors Hourly Rate Contract 
Proaram Proaram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract 1$,Kl Total FTE Contract ($,Kl Power Reactors FTE Fuel Facilitv FTE Materials FTE 1$,Kl Hourlv Rate FTE 

REG1 Corporate Support Corporate Supoort 4758 6 4758 6 
Coroorate Suooort Total 4758 6 4758 6 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users Oversiqht o o 
PL-M Support Staff o 11 o 11 

Soent Fuel Storaae and Transportation PL-M Suooort Staff o 3 o 3 
Travel (PL) 25 o 25 0 

Soent Fuel Storage and Transportation Total 25 3 25 3 
Travel CPL) 29 o 29 o 

Decommissioning and LLW Total 29 o 29 o 
Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Travel (PL) 4 o 4 o 

New Reactors Total 4 0 4 0 
Traininq 215 o 215 0 
Travel IPL) 2256 o 2256 0 

Operating Reactors Total 2933 46 263 4 2670 42 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv Total 2937 46 263 4 2674 42 

REG1 Total 8146 66 263 4 7883 62 
REG3 Coroorate Suocort Coroorate Suooort - 4701 5 4701 5 

Training o 0 
PL-M Suooort Staff 0 11 0 11 
Travel (PL) 332 0 332 0 

Nuclear Materials Users Total 332 12 1 332 11 
Scent Fuel Storage and Transoortation Travel IPL) 24 0 24 0 

Travel <PL) 34 0 34 0 
Decommissionino and LLW Total 34 2 34 2 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Total 390 14 1 390 13 
Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Travel !PL) 11 0 11 o 

Operating Reactors Event Response 40 o 40 
Trainina 180 0 180 0 
PL-M Suooort Staff 336 41 336 41 

Nuclear Reactor Safety Total 2347 44 220 3 2127 41 
REG4 Coroorate Suooort Coroorate Support 4728 6 4728 6 

Corporate Support Total 4728 6 4728 6 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Travel (PL) 10 0 10 0 

Fuel Facilities Total 10 0 10 0 
Nuclear Materials Users Licensing 0 1 1 

Travel (PL) 309 0 309 0 
Nuclear Materials Users Total 309 9 1 309 8 

Spent Fuel Storaqe and Transportation Travel (PL) 32 0 32 0 
Spent Fuel Storage and Transoortation Total 32 0 32 0 

Decommissionlna and LLW PL-M Support Staff 0 1 0 1 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Total 422 10 1 422 9 

New Reactors Total 46 0 46 0 
Operating Reactors Event Response 586 0 586 

Oversioht 3 3 
Training 0 0 0 
Travel (PLJ 2222 0 2222 0 

Nuclear Reactor Safetv Total 2976 41 586 3 2390 38 
REG4 Total 8126 57 586 3 1 7540 53 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Oversiaht 0 1 1 
PL-M Support Staff 0 7 0 7 

Travel (PL) 528 o 528 0 
Fuel Facilities Total 528 8 1 528 7 

Nuclear Materials Users Travel !PL) 15 0 15 o 
Nuclear Materials Users Total 15 o 15 0 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Total 559 8 1 559 7 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors Oversight 270 1 270 1 

Trainina 0 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 13 0 13 
Travel !Pll 686 0 686 0 
Oversiaht 0 2 2 
Training 0 0 0 
PL-M Supoort Staff 669 47 669 47 

Travel cPL) 2051 o 2051 0 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv Total 3776 63 370 3 3406 60 

Grand Total 33150 261 1,439 13 1 2 31711 245 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFRCE OF NUCLEAR MATERIAL SAFETY AND SAFEGUARDS 

OFFICE NMSS 
I 

Budget 
Resources 

Allocated lo Fee 
Classes 

Power Spent Fuel 
Reactors Power Ster/Reactor Spent Fuel Fuel Facility Fuel Test & Research Materials Uranium Uranium Fee Relief Hourly Rate 

Total Contract Total Contract Reactors Decomm. Contract Ster/Reactor Contract Facility Reactors Contract Contract Materials Transportation Transportatlo Recovery Recovery Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 
Proqram Business Lines Product Lines ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) Decomm. FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) n FTE Contract ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE (S,K) FTE 

Information 
Coroorate Supoort Coroorate Suooort Momt. 96 96 

International 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Activities 0 5 

Ucensina 960 24 960 24 
OVerslah! 0 30 30 
PL·M Support 
Staff 350 12 350 12 
Travel PL 424 0 424 0 
Rulemaklng 
ltPLl 23 23 4 0 0 

Nuclear Materials Users 4234 133 3 0.5 0.3 300.2 55 0.5 3,582 62 343 13 
ln!ematlonal 

Soent Fuel Storaae and Transoorlatlon Activities 180 3 90 0.5 90 0.5 0 2 
UcenslnQ 2750 45 1,825 29.6 907.1 15.1 18 0.3 
Overs! ht 0 10 8.5 1.5 0 0 
Research 1435 3 1,435 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Stall 14 12 14 12 
Travel PL 388 0 0 388 0 

Spent Fuel Storaae and Transoortatlon Total 5707 81 2235 1982 42.6 1068.2 -19.1 20 2.3 402 1 
International 

Decommisslonlnq Snd LLW Activities 100 3 100 3 
Ucensina 4543 54 2,600.0 19.4 1,943 34.6 
OVersi hi 111 21 9.9 5.8 111 5.3 
PL·M Support 
Staff 12 11 12 11 
Travel PL 304 0 304 0 
Ru!emak!ng 

l<Pll 428 4 428 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Total 17196 382 2238 1985 52.5 986 58.5 0.3 300.2 55 1068.2 19.6 2.600.0 26.2 6,183 116.2 1835 .. 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors LicensfnQ 0 1 0 0 
Rulemaklng 
(Pll 1 0 

New Reactors Total 0 2 0 0 
ODeratina Reactors Ucens!na 0 2 0 2 

overs! hi 0 8 8 0 0 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv Total 0 15 13 0 2 
Grand Total 17292 397 2238 19 1985 52.5 986 58.5 0.3 300.2 55 1068.2 19.6 2.600.0 26.2 6,183 118.2 1931 48 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF NUCLEAR SECURITY AND INCIDENT RESPONSE 

I 
'-

OFFICE INSl_f! _______ 

l -·-· 

Budget Resources Allocated to Fee 
Classes 

Spent Fuel 
Total Power Reactors Power Reactors Ster/Reactor Fuel Facility Fuel Facility Materials Fee Relief Hourly Rate Hourly Rate 

Pronram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,Kl FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE Decomm. FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE FTE FTE Contract 1$,K1 FTE 

Cornorate Sunnort Cornorate Suooort Information Mnmt. 362 10 0 362 10 
Information 
Technoloov 30 1 0 30 1 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Event Resoonse 30 2 30 2 0 
International 
Activities 0 1 1 0 
Licensino 0 3 3 0 
Oversioht 337 7 337 7 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 3 0 0 3 
Travel lPU 86 0 0 86 0 

Rulemakino CPL) 0 2 2 0 

Nuclear Materials Users Event Resoonse 0 4 0.6 3.4 
International 
Activities 0 1 1 
Licensina 0 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 0 0 0 0 
Travel lPL) 20 0 0 20 0 

Rulemakino CPL) 0 1 0.1 0.9 
Snent Fuel Storage and Transnortation Licensino 0 3 3 0 

Oversiaht 0 2 2 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 1 0 0 1 

Rulemakina CPL) 0 1 1 0 

Generic HLS fPU 0 0 0 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors Licensina 595 8 595 8 0 

Oversi9..!:!!____ 600 5 600 5 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 2 0 0 2 
Travel IPLl 51 0 0 51 0 

Rulemakina IPU 0 0 0 

Ocerating Reactors Event Resconse 6798 40 6,798 40 0 
International 
Activities 0 1 1 0 
Licensina 750 26 750 25 1 
Oversiaht 3659 72 3,659 72 0 
Trainina 0 0 0 
PL-M Support 
Sta fl 0 28 0 0 28 
Travel (PU 873 0 0 873 0 

Rulemakina CPU 325 6 325 6 0 
Grand Total 14516 230 12,727 157 6 367 15 0.7 6.3 1422 45 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 

OFFICE -· - - -
:oG~-----------~---

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee Classes 

Spent Fuel 
Power Reactors Power Ster/Reactor Decomm. Fuel Facility Materials Uranium Fee Relief Fee Relief Hourly Rate Hourly Rate 

Proa ram Business Lines Pr Lines Total Contract 1$ K\ Total FTE Contract l$ K\ Reactors FTE FTE FTE FTE Recoverv FTE Contract ($ Kl FTE Contract ($.Kl FTE 
Coroorate Suooort Coroorate Suooort Inf nMqmt. 62 0 0 0 62 0 

Inf n Technoloqy 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ort 666 18 0 0 666 18 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Licensina 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 
Travel IPU 6 0 0 0 6 0 
Rulemakina <PU 0 1 1 0 0 

Nuclear Materials Users International Activities 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Llcensina 0 4 3.8 0 0.2 0 0 
State, Tribal and 
Federal Pams 0 1 0 1 
PL-M Support Staff 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Travel PL 14 0 0 0 14 0 
Rulemakina PL 0 1 0.1 0 0.9 

Spent Fuel Storaae and Transportation Licensina 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 
Rulemakina lPU 0 1 1 0 0 

Decommissionina and LL W Licensinc:i 0 7 1 0 5 0 1 
PL·M Support Staff 0 1 0 0 0 1 
Travel PL 11 0 0 0 11 0 
Rulemakina <PU 0 1 0 1 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Licensina 0 13 12 0 0 0 1 
Oversiaht 0 1 1 0 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 8 0 0 0 8 
Travel PL 46 0 0 0 46 0 
Rulemakina PL 0 1 1 0 0 

Ooeratina Reactors Licensina 0 19 16 0 0 3 
Oversiaht 0 2 2 0 0 
Trainina 53 0 0 0 53 0 
PL·M Support Staff 61 11 0 0 61 11 
Travel (Pl) 20 0 0 0 20 0 
Rulemakinn PL 0 4 4 0 0 

Grand Total 939 101 36 4 3 3.9 1 0 8.1 939 45 



\ 

FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR SAFEGUARDS 

I 
OFFICE I ACRS 

I 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Total Power Reactors Power Reactors Fuel Facility Fee Relief Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE FTE Contract (S,K) FTE Contract ($,K) Hourly Rate FTE 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Licensing 0 1 1 0 0 
Decommissioning and LLW Licensing 0 1 0 1 

Travel fPL) 6 0 0 0 6 0 
Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors Licensinq 60 7 60 7 0 0 

PL-M Suocort Staff 0 2 0 0 0 2 
Travel (PL) 150 0 0 0 150 0 

Operating Reactors Licensing 134 16 134 16 0 0 
PL-M Support Staff 0 3 0 0 0 3 
Travel (PL) 375 0 0 0 375 0 

Grand Total 725 30 194 23 1 0 1 531 5 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMS 

OFFICE IQ]~.:_------~~------~~---·~--~ 
I 

Budget 
Resources 

Allocated to 
Fee,Classes 

Total Power Power Spent Fuel Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Contract Total Reactors Reactors Star/Reactor Materials Import/Export Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 

Proaram Business Lines Product Lines ($,Kl FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE Decomm. FTE FTE FTE C$,Kl FTE C$,Kl FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Policv Support 370 3 o o 370 3 
International 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities Activities o 1 o o 1 
International 

Nuclear Materials Users Activities 6444 11 3.5 2.5 6,444 4.5 0.5 
PL·M Support 
Stall o 4 o 0 o 4 
International 

Spent Fuel Storaae and Transportation Activities 0 o o o 
International 

Decommissioning and LLW Activities o 2 1 o 1 
PL-M Support 
Stall o o o o o o 
International 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Activities o 3 2 o o 1 
International 

Ooerating Reactors Activities o 7 6 1 o o 
PL-M Support 
Stall o 6 o o o 6 
Travel IPL\ 288 o o o 288 o 

Grand Total 7102 37 8 1 3.5 3.5 6444 5.5 658 15.5 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF ENFORCEMENT 

OFFICE OE 
.1 
I __ ,_"--~---~·· .. 

Budget Resources 
Allm:ated to Fee 

Classes 

Power Spent Fuel Fuel Facllity Fuel Materials Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Total Power Reactors Reactors Spent Fuel Star/Reactor Stor/Reactor Contract Facility Contract Materials Transportation Transportation Contract FeeRel!et Contract Hourly Rate 

Program Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE Decomm. Contract ($,K} Decomm. FTE (S,KJ FTE ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE 

Human 
Corporate Support Coroorate Suooort Resource Mamt. 0.0 

Information 
Technology 138 0.0 138 

Nuclear Mater!als and Waste Safetv Fuel Facilities OVersiahl 10 10.0 0.0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0.0 
Travel PL 0.0 

Nuclear Materials Users Oversinht 47 11 2.0 0.3 41 10.4 2.7 0.3 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0.0 
Travel(PLl 35 0.0 35 

Nuclear Reactor Safetv New Reactors OVersiahl 6 6.0 0.0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 0.0 

F-" 
7 0 0.0 

Ooeratinci Reactors 198 22 193.0 21.8 2.0 0.1 0.1 0.9 

5 0.0 
Travel PL 41 0 0.0 0 41 

Grand Total 486 46 199.0 25.8 4-0 M 1M 41 10.4 n1 as 0.3 225 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF INVESTIGATIONS 

--- ---
OFFICE 0·1 ! ---------

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Total Power Reactors Power Materials Fee Relief Hourly Rate Hourly Rate 
Program . Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) FTE • Contract ($,K) Reactors FTE FTE FTE Contract ($,K) FTE 

Information 
Corporate Support Corporate Support Technolog2' 275 0 0 275 0 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Nuclear Materials Users Oversight 0 6 5.6 0.4 

PL·M Support 
Staff 0 1 0 0 1 
Travel (PL) 131 0 0 131 0 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Oversight 0 1 1 0 
Travel (PL) 41 0 0 41 0 

Ooerating Reactors Oversight 93 23 93 23 0 
Training 31 0 0 31 0 
PL-M Support 
Staff 0 12 0 0 12 
Travel (PL) 401 0 0 401 0 

Grand Total 972 43 93 24 5.6 0.4 879 13 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR ATOMIC SAFETY AND LICENSING BOARD 

I I 
OFFICE IASLBP 

I I 

Budget Resources 
Allocated to Fee 

Classes 

Spent Fuel Fuel 
Power Power Ster/Reactor Spent Fuel Facility Fuel Materials Uranium Uranium Fee Relief HOurly Rate 

Total Reactors Reactors Decomm. Contract Star/Reactor Contract Facility Contract Material Recovery Recovery Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 
ProQram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract l$,K) FTE Contract ($,Kl FTE 1$,K) Decomm. FTE IS, Kl FTE 1$,K) s FTE Contract {$,K) FTE ($,Kl FTE ($,K) FTE 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Administrative 890 2 0.0 0 890 2 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities 5 1 5 1 o.o 0 0 0 

Nuclear Materials Users Licensing. 28 2 26.3 1.9 1.7 0.1 
Nuclear Materials Users Total 55 2 26.3 1.9 1.7 0.1 27 0 
~Transportation Llcensina 15 1 15 1 0.0 0 

ransportation Total 24 1 15 1 0.0 0 9 0 
LLW LlcensinQ 60 3 60 3 0.0 0 

Decommisslonino and LLW Total 82 3 60 3 0.0 0 22 0 
Nuclear Materials and Waste Safetv.: Total 166 7 15 1 5 1 26.3 1.9 60 3 1.7 0.1 58 0 

PL-M Suooort 0 2 0.0 0 0 2 
Travel PL) 48 0 0.0 0 48 0 

New Reactors Total 418 9 360 7 0.0 0 58 2 
Operating Reactors Llcensina 85 10 85 10 0.0 0 

PL-M Suooort 0 3 0.0 0 0 3 
Travel (PL) 21 0 0.0 0 21 0 

Operatina Reactors Total 126 13 85 10 0.0 0 41 3 
Nuclear Reactor Safety Total 544 22 445 17 0.0 0 99 5 



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF THE CHIEF HUMAN CAPITAL OFFICER 

,Budget 
Resources 

Allocated to 
Fee Classes 

Spent .Fuel 
Ster/Reactor Test& 

Power ~ower Deco mm. 
Fuel F~cilltY 

• Fuel Research Materials 
r.:Snsp~riallon 

Uranium Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Total Corltrac~ '•Total Reactors" Reactors Contract Facility Reactors Contract Mater1~1s Transportati(!n Recovery Contract Fee Relief Contract Hourly Rate 

Program Bu'siness Lines Product Lines ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE ($,K) Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) FTE Contract ($,K) ($,K) FTE ($,K) FTE 
Human 
Resource 

Corporate Support Corporate Support Mgmt. 4307 52 0.0 4307 52 
lmormation 
Mgmt. 5 1 0.0 
Outreach 0 0 0.0 
Training 2879 19 0.0 2879 19 

Nuclear Materials and Waste Safety Fuel Facilities Training 428 0 401 27.0 0.0 
International 

Nuclear Materials Users Activities 0 0.0 0 
Training 1858 205 0.2 42 75 0.2 293.0 0.7 33 0.2 1,210.0 1.7 

Soent Fuel Storage and Transportation Training 93 13 80 0.0 0 
Decommissioning and LLW Training 715 0 8 258 16 24.0 28 381.0 0 

Nuclear Reactor Safety New Reactors Training 685 13 679 12 6.0 
L-M tiUpport 

Staff 0 1 0.0 0 0 
Travel (PL) 60 0 0.0 0 60 

Operating Reactors Training 3175 26 3,115 24.8 2.5 4.0 53.5 0.2 0 
PL-M ;:,upport 
Staff 0 4 0.0 0 0 4 
Travel (PL) 130 0 0.0 0 130 0 

Grand Total 14335 120 4,007 37 ' 313 • 492 0.2 2.5 0 348.0 0.7 ,~ 113 0.2 28 1,650.5 1.9 7381 80 

..._~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~--~~-----



FY 2017 BUDGET RESOURCES FOR OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION 

OFFICE ADM 

Budget Resources Affocated to Fee 
Classes 

Fee Relief Hourly Rate 
Proa ram Business Lines Product Lines Total Contract ($,K) Total FTE Contract ($,K) Fee Relief FTE Contract ($,K) Hourlv Rate FTE 

Administrative 
Corporate Support Corporate Support Services 69848 105 0 0 69848 105 

Human Resource 
Mqmt. 150 1 0 0 150 1 
Information Mamt. 48 0 0 0 48 0 
Information 
Technoloav 1488 1 0 0 1488 1 
Acauisitions 4745 64 0 0 4745 64 

Nuclear Reactor Safetv Ooeratina Reactors Oversiaht 110 0 0 0 110 0 
Grand Total 76389 171 0 0 76389 171 



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 NRC 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 Board 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. 



Court Decision, 1993 

Allied Signal, Inc. v. NRG and Combustion Engineering v. NRG 
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collect annual charges and user fees approximating 100 percent of the agency's budget, 
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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 f.o the exemption from annual 
fees for nonprofit educational institutions. The second remand iss1:1e dealt with LLW disposal 
costs. 
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.Allled~ inc; ~v. U..S.Noclear RegµJaferyCo~on and the 
United States of:.boerica; R2Spondems Combusiion EDgmeering, Jnr., Petitioner v. 

U.S.·Nilclear~ Commission and iJ1e ~ StmeS of America, 
.Respondents Climbustion EDgmeeri:Dg, ~.Petitionerv. U.S. Nnclear ~ry 

Connnfssiori and the UniledSmtes of .Ainerica,_:Respondenls . .Allied-~ lac., 
PeDfionerv. U.S. Nucl.em'~ COIIDlli!imm. Respondent 

J 

No. 9.1-1407,,.No.91-1435, No. 92-IOO~No.. 92-1019 

UNlTED Sf.ATES CO'URT OF .APPEALSFOR THED~Cf QJ!COLUMBU. 
CIRCUIT 

300 U.S...App..D.C Z!l8f !188F:Jd146; 1993 U.S..App. LEXIS 4684 

No~S,~Aigned 
Man:& :i&, 1993, Decided ....... · 

PBJO:R. HISTORY: [**I] Pelmous for Review af AD 
Orderafdre U.S. Nuclear~ Commission. 

COtlNsEI:.: Iaim. ~ with" wh?JD Leonard A,. 'MiBt.:r 
was on dJe brie;t for·petitimier .Allied Signal. lnC- m Nos. 

"91-1407 and 92-1019. . 

Baroid F. 'Reis. with whOm Micbac:1 F. :Bcaiy was an the 
brief. for pe:.iricmer Ccmbusdoa Engineering, :me. in Nos.. 
9;1-1435 and 92-iOOI.. · 

L Michael Raflcy. wi1h whom WiDia?D C. Parlcr7 Gener2l 
Cooasel. John F. Comes. St-. S.olicirar. and· E. Leo 
Slaggie,, Deputy . Solic::ilor, U.S. Nndeat' 'RemiJmmy 
Co~ and Kai:herine Adams. Anomey. 
J)eparum:nt of )"ostice. were OJI lbe brief. ~ reSpcmdems. 

JDDGi'S: Befoie: SUbe:rman. · Williams and D.R. 
G-~ Circuit .Jmfv..,es.. Opinion :fur me Comt med &y 
Cirt:uitludge Williams.. . 

OPINION BY: WnilAMs 

OP.INION: 

[:C"l-481 Williams. Cr:rr:uir JJl!lge:. 

~ ha5 Ciirecmd the Nuclear ~auhumy 
C,ommission to reeover 100% of iB: costs from those who 

n:Ceive its tegulaiOry 0 se:r-via:s" and to aDocaa: the costs 

•fairly and equitably" aJD011g tlime J'l!!::ipients. !'eliUDnczs 
Allied Signal and Cam'bnStion~-~ an 
NRC .m1e making that allocmion; lbej also ~ the 
NRCs. dei!i2l of -various requested exemptions ijom' the 

· fees. 'Th=Y allege !bat the C'omrDimon•s [**2]' aaions did 
not satisfy ~·s "fitirO am1 ~ .. staDdani am1 
also WCfC ar:bi!rmy and ca¢.ciouS. We ~ m pm and 
re:ma:ad the ease 10 the C.ammissiou; 

· . Undtz amhariq paumd in lhe Imlq!endeol Ofl;ia:s
.Appropiadau Act af l~ ("IoAA j. 31 U.S.C § 9701,. 
the Commissit>n bas Joog c:barged:fees IOany ~woo 
i=eived a •service or 1hing of vaJoe• from the 
Cnznmksion. (lbat · r.erm incln<Jes, · peEhaps 
ox:ymaronically .. •regnJamr,y SflfVic:es• such as pe:rmil. 
processing.) Jn 1986, qmgress expanded rhc NRCs 
mcovcry ambmity m ~-Omsolidalcd Omnibas B~ 
.Rec.Om:ilial:in Act of -1985 rCOBRA "). Pub. L No. 
99-21.2. 100 .sttt:. 147, and amumi:zed it 1a n:cover 33!1 
of m 1BW :mIIW3l bn4et 1fmlugh fees. Beam= IOM 
fees a:iuld DOI generate that-$D111. Congress allowed 1flc 
NRC to~ fees nor only for the service-specific com 
covered by IOAA hut also for lhe CommiSsion's gt!J18rit 
c:astS of OpcsaDClD ,e.g.. COSS aSspciated with rtdcmaking 
procccdiiJ~ or sa(es;y resean:ll). ~ aas ta1sed tbe 
bodget rel!tYVCfY- lC'Vel ti:> 45iJ, fur the yems- 1-988 tbrough 
1990. nl In cmyjng out the 33% and 45'l'& rei:o:veiy 

man~ the Commission imposed fees tar r=3J 
generic: costs only on licensees who opecueil nocle:ir 
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300 U.S. App. D.C. 198; 988 r .2il 146,; *148;. 
· 1993 U.S. App..l.EXIS·4684. =-3 

~ ~ rei!soping r.ltat ~ absoTbed the DlbSt 
· regu1at:lley IeSOUn:eS. see FloridJJ. P"ower and Iighr Co. v. 

Ui/i!ed Star.es, 269 U.S. App. D-C 377. 846 F..'M 765 
(D.C. Cir...]988). . I 

the fee to their prices will drive ~ to forc:igu c:0nv• ~UP convertets canuot~ the t:;a;IS 
farwl!ld Allied draws a .sharp contrast bctWeea UP 
c:onn:rters and ot.m:. NRC 1ic:Ds:es'. suth as eledric 
mi1ities. which it says are ieaffily able in pass the COSIS on 
to· ctrslmJlC3. ThC CantnJissiqu disputes none of tb=e 
assenians.-

A]li.ed"s Sla1Ulm)' 111cory ~ bOlh . ou lbe 19!!0 
OBRA and an the lcgislalM: bistmy" of . 1986 
COBRA-the lattm' being. explk:it1y linked 10 the 1990 

- · · · · · OBRA via its l~ llistmy. Section. 6'20l(c}{3} af 
Jn die 1990 Omnibus RecaDciiial:ion Aa. rl.990 . the 1990 OBRA: (codified at 42 u.s.c § 2214{c)(3)}. 

OBRA.") • .Puh. I.- No. IOI-508. 104 Sm. "13.88-199; providesthst 

nl Sec OnmilmsBwlg_er~Aaef 
1987, Pub. 1- No. 100-203. 101 Slat. 1330-275; 

Omnibus ReciJndiiation Aa aJ 1989~ Pnb. L No. 
101-239.1.03 Slllt.202. 

·Congress raised ~ ·rec:ovesy mandate for ~l-93\ m · . 
loo-J, of me ('ommismm's ~ se:: Puh. L No. the CCmmission sDaD c:stahlish. by rule. a 
101-5.08. § 6lfil (CXJdified at 42 U$~C... § 2214). and told sc:heduJc of charges fabl.y and equimbly . 
~ Q>nmiW;jon"Ui promulgate ~·rule apportioning die ~·~~2DIOllJIIof~ 
gcneiic fees "mirJy and equimbly·· amaog li~ 1iI.. ar _ [neo:ssary ID reccmp 100% of the 
§ 610l{c)O} ccodifii:d a1 42 u.s.c. § 2214(i:)(3}). ~ Co:mmmsion"s budget]. 
Iegislalion :furtlter said that "to lbe maximum exieDC 

parrrirabJe. the charges [3sscssed by lhc mJe] sball Jme a 
:reasonable [**4} n:Jationsbip to tl!e cost of providing 

• Iegolato'Iy services and maybe. based on the allocttion of 
tbC CbmmissioD's ·resoun:es ilmo1lg licensees or classes of 
Jicc'ilsee.s • Jtl. Afte.r nOlice and comment, lhe 
ConnniSc;jon issued a nW: JlU!i>artmg to carry .. out these 
dim:licms. In doing so. it imposed . ._ on WtuaDy au 
Jiamsees See .Revision af Fee Sc:bedoJes; 100'30 Fee · 
~very (the "Fimi1 :Rnk'"). 56 Fed. Reg. 31,472. (J'uly 
10. 1991) ~codified JI!: 10 q:R. §§ 52, 71.170. and 111). 

[*149] I 
J 

A1!ied, -a ur.mimn hex.afiomide (UF) convener. first 
. amipJains alloui: the Commission's failure ro c:onsidet' the 
inability of UF c:mxvcnen; to. -pass throagb• OBRA ~ 

. to cust0mers-i.e.. lO .recoup diem in whoh; OF m part b.)r 
~ ~ Allied assei1S mar tbe Commission's 
~ ¢d!C issue was mconsi&Wlt with OBRA. and 
also wiih. the NR.c;.'s ~eut of other licensees" 
passdllongb capability. 

.AJlied's claim n:sts on simple Deis. It explains that 
domestic: UF convettezs ampere with fozeign . UF 
cbDveneIS who are not subject w NRC JicensiOg Jmd dnls 
i!!J.e not reqlllied to pay NRC:: fees. Competition.. it says. is 
Sliff; suc.cesS· in bidding OD UF CODVc:rsicm amtraC1S often 
mrm on F*5] diffen:ntia!s as small- as . one cmtt per 
pound. Fees imgcsed under the Final Rnle, however, add 
up m almOSt i;i:ve i:eurs per pound ofUF. B=iuse adding 

(Emphasis added.) ihc Conference Report ro the 1990 
OBR:A st2ka tbat,ti= Commission has "lhc disaetioJi - . 
to assess 2tinual charges against all ofiJs Ecensees. a RIL 
ConL Rep. No. 964,. !Olst Omg... .[**6] 2d Sess. (1990). 
at 961. At 1be same-time,, liowever; the .hpoJt <:XPICSlliY 
~reaffirmS tire siatemmt" of the {floor] .DJllllagetS [of l986 · 
COBRA]-<m "Jhe preseuianthCniit'"otthe NRC to assess 
tees.. ]d.. 'Ifiat sutemt;nt in mm declared that it was 1IJc 
.... D1ten1ion of ~ c:onferecs .that. 1Jecanse ce:rtaiu 
Cnnnni«ion Jio:us=s. sucb as aniveniDes, bospitals. 
~and mediqd inszitmians. amt mammn~ 
bave limire.d abiiiq fL! pan '11uough r1= com of ~ 
clzarg.es . m t}le ulmmire consumer. the Commission 
shouid rake ibis far:zar into accawu: in descnnining 
whelber ro inodify [Jts] c::arrent fee seliednle far sud! 
r~ - m Cong. Rec.. mm/3 f;Mmch 6, 1986} 
(emphases added). . . . 

. 'Ibe sratutory languap and legislalive bismly do. not. 
in our view~ add up ro an illexorable mandate to pror.ea 
classes of licensees with limited abilil;y. m pass ms 
forwa:ni EvCii the 1986 Iegi.s1miw bismJy. writte11 in tbe 
courext af COBRA~ less-demanding 339& n:coveiy 

~- only. ddecred the Commission II) •faite -
acco11llt" of ~agh mnsidealioJ!S. which would DDt 

necessanly email _dtat those i:ODSideiations· amtnJl.. 
Moreover, the i990 Cotifi::rence Report explicidy sail 
zhat C.cµgress preserved [=si) .. :Z..'R.Cs discrclioD ID 

~ fees on "one or more classes ci 
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DOJli>OWer-rmor licens=s if tlic Ommllssion bdieiies specific classes of lii:ensee$, there appcm no reason why 
itcmfilirly.cquitably;'andpradil:ablydtiso.•RR,.QmE. · the CommissioD shOUld not do so. In fact, the 
Rep. No. 964. I Olsf Cong., 2d Sess. (1990). at 961.Eve:D Commissidn 1ui5 made sm;b. a. defmnimujon fur anothe:r 
if we were ro p the legislative bistozy great wc:igbt. w: class of Iiceitsees, ev=n though that ~ daiJn seems 
could n0t corclude ?bat Congress has •ODectlj spOken;. ro no beUi:r- foimded than tbe claim of the dmmstic m: 
~die Commission mi!st spare JiCetisees tbatcaJiDot convertcts:. 
pass .the !els furW:mi See c;Jz.evron F.: Natmal. ~ 
Defense Cmmci1. 467 U.S. 837. 842. 81 L. Ed. 2tI 694, 
iJJ4 S. Ct. 'J.718 (1984). The~ therefore is whether 
the CommissiOn's inttlpu:fal:ion is rea.ronable. See U:l, ar 
845; Osmiad Mimrefat::zuren .Ass"n v_·EPA. 287 U.S. 
App. D.C. 4$>, 919F..1d158, 162-63 <!>-C. Cir. 1990}. 

The Commission offered two justiffi:atiODS for ils 
4ecisiDn m dismgard rbC passt,hnlngh amcerns Of UF 
a>~ First. it aI!Ded ll!at ·it could DOt aqJllSl :fi:es 
based on i:ompeODve impact became the !IJO'iJ ~ 
mandall: of 1990 OBRA · [*150] ·woqld requite any· 
aharement of fees for Olle class of Jinmsees ti) be 
Jet:Onped from olbe!s. See Final Rule. 56 Fetl Reg. at 

. 31.476: Letter of .NRC Denying Allied F.xemptiDn [**81 
Request at 3-4. HaWever, while QIIe cooid argue that it is 
mmm-m ciJaige 8DJ ~gulamc more ttum its pro nua share· 
Of g:eilerlc: COSIS (~ not mJfair tD exc:usesomere.gulatt.eS 
from paying all of1beirpm rata. slime when less -thmi ·JOO 
pcrceDt ~ be ~ .. tbat poteutial explanatjon 
does I!Ot carry tbe ~ here. 1he Commission's 
v.jUingness to make aJJ exemption for DOJqlI'Ofit 
edubnianal instinttions belies tlm .as:Sertion 1bat is: will not 
charge my~~ than it:S pro ma Shan. 

Nom;shel=s. the Cnn;rmissiou also poiJlled 10 an 
emlldy ICgitimate cr:mcem-the difficulty of assessing the 

-~ of its 9000 iicensees TD pass through ~ See 
. , . NRC Denial of Allied Exemptioil. Request m: 4. A finn's . 

.abilil;y to pass lhTOUgb a bmden m its cusromm depends 
.on the price elasticities af supply and dmr.;m,i "'Illebb~ 
supplims and demandeis pay taxes.• . Donald · N. 
McCk>skey. 'Ille Applied Tbeoiy of Price 324- (1982}
(While Ifie feeS me !!rlmiCany nor. ~ the same 
principle applies ID COstS ge:ncrally.) Because these 
elastic;i:tics ere lypic;ally hard ID ~er with nwcb 
confideuce. die Commission's IdiJSSI m read the stamte 
as a. rigid ~ tn do 5o is iiot onij understandable 
{**9] butieaSOnable. 

It does nor follow, however. that the Cmmnission-.s 
application of lbc swute was in every respect re!!SOnable. 
ff~ 10 pass Ihe fees through om be ~ed 
with reasonable accuracy and at rellSOnable cost for 

Specifically, m the Fmal Rnle the C.ommjssjnn 
exempted mmprofit ednc:ariotiaf · instUmians fmm 
peymcnt of ce:n:ain 1990' OBJtA fees. See 56 Fed. Reg. az 
31,48711-2.. 31.49111-2; 10 CFR § 171.ll(a). This ·· 
appems to be b8sed at least in part 6n the imiouale tllal 
sac:h inJ;rimriOJ!S "imve a limitm abi1ily to piss the[} costs 
on ID others. .. Fim1 Rnle. S6 Fed. Neg. at 3J;477JI-2 
(1991). n2 See also 56 Fet1. Reg. at 31,481/l CspeaJ.:ing of 
edDcaOOJiaJ iDstimlioDs' "limited sbilii;Y to pass ugulatmy 
aJSIS lhroDgb 1Dtbeir cli~. 

n2 This passage mlates ti> die serv.ice-specific 
fees. bat DO iiidependent justificalion for the 
~on frOm ~ cCsts ~ 8nd ·lhe 
Commission here seems to · assume that the 
cxplanal:itm. em::nds to the generic.. Sec 

. ~Brief~&.19-20. 

The QumnisSion llOWhere explains how it was al!lc 
lD maEe Ws finding for DDJl-profltt but· js DDt able IO 

n:soive the dasticity claim one· way or the other far 
domcstk UP cmm::m:IS.. 'l1iC Ommiissicm does mx so 
iDncb as hint flt data n:1afiDg ti> the :mad:ets iD which 
~ instinUio.ns serve their •cliems•. n3 Neitl=r 
does the Commission explain why a ·demmid elaslicil;y 
-calcaiation was.any easier or less costly to complete for 
educatiODal hs1im•ions thim for UF c:onvcrws. Thus die 
Commission's denial of n:lief fOr UF COI1Veit1:IS, both m 

· the mlemakmg and ~ cemp!ion smges. c:annot be. 
viewed asreasoned~g. 

1 

113 We note •that" for educational iastitntitms 
with certain r;ypcs of Iic:enscs. the exeiuption is 
unavailable wi1b respect to 8diviries sncb as 

· "'remailerioed services - fpcrfoimed for] other 
pezsmis" and "a.ctivitieS performed under a 
. GOvernmcnt connaa.·~ See 10 CFR § 
nu1(0}(2} &. (4). This exclusitin fimJ! the 
c:xemption. however. is limired to specific t;ypes 
of lic::uses. ·n3mc!y "bypmdw:t. source or special 
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An inadequab:1y ~ nt!e.. bawewr. need nOt 
necessanly be: vacmd. ~ e.g.;, ~ Uuion. 
UMWv. FJlSHA. WQ.S.App,. D.C 160~ 920F.211;_96Q. 
966-67 (D..C Cir.. 1990J; Maryl.aail. People's Counsel v. 

FERC. 247 U.S. App. D.C-333. 768 F..2tl 450. 455 (D.C 
ClT.' 1985}: ICORE, Inc.. l'. FC~ 985F.:Jd1015, Slip op. 
at l2 (D..C... Cir. 1993). 'Ibe decisipn wheiher to vacate 

depends on "tba Seriousness at tbe' ord.:ts defic::ieDdes 
(and zbDS dJe ~ of·dotibt wherbeT 1he apt:y chose; 
cmrec:dy) and the <fi?iuptive COosequcuC.CS of an interim 
· rist1 change that may nsdfbe ch3nffl::d... 1nteniDZimuzJ. 
Union. 920 F:U ar967. 

It is cona::habJe that file Commjssion may be. able to 
·explain how the pziiiciples supporting an exmqriion iDr 
edncarinnal mmmtions do DOtjosli:fy a similsr exemption 
·fur · domestic VF amvem:rs. For example. the 
Commission may develop a reasQtJe4 explm!a!ion based 
on an altermltive justification that. it affi=d for. the 
llOD-pl"Ofit ediJalioDa1 ~ cxe:mpticm-that 
•cducalioual research provides ati impauaDL benefitw 1he 
mu;:lear mdustty and the public at large and shou]d nQt be 

. discoura.,'"ed." 56 Fetl... Rtig. at 31.477 [**121 /1.. While 
tbis teference is qlD!e vague-the benefits af UF 
convr:isiDD cin banlly be depii:cared ril=rely because the 
convem::is apecnc in a amvenrional ~perhaps the 
emmmsSion•.s focus .is OD ~ with 'dJe idea ~ 

· ainqttioD yiefds excep!iona1ly imxe e:aimali1.ed ~. 
tiiat camict be captmed m lllition aa otbc:r' uzarl"..et p;ia:s.J 
We canJJOt tdl at 1his ·point Whether the° elWDptiotl for 
edm:ational iiisiirudons could ·be: n::asouably nioted in 
such a theory., but there is at least: a serioos possi"biliey 
tbat the ('ommisSion. will be _?ble to snbsQnriare its · 
decision OD iemaDd. 

At. the same time. the~ of wcmiD.g ma.y 
be quite diSJup~ Even assuming that we could merely 
wrcam the rule ·insa&T as· .it ~es an eimDption far UF 
converteIS. the Cnmrnissi<m would need ro refund all 
1990 OBRA fees collecred rrQm those cqnveriers; in 
addiD'on it eilidently would be unable to recover dlose 
fees undf:r a Jau:r-euacted rntt!. See Baw.qn v. 'Georger.own 
UniPer.>i:q Hospilaf. 488 U.S. 204. 208-09. 102 L. .Ed. "2d 
491. 109 s. er.. 468 (J!JSBJ. <naccting ~ 
application of rules even if operarlng -only to cure defeCtl; 
in previously .~ rule}. T&eref~ because af the 

~ty F'l31 tlm.Ihe Cnmmksion may b.e able to 
jnstify die Rule, and Che disruptive ~em:es cf 
vacuing._ We remand to Ill; Commission far i11D dcVeJop 
a i:asoned tr=JmCDt ~ excqitlon c1aiJus based oJi 
passthrougb limiiliticms... . 

Combustion· &gineeiing alsG raised a relafcd 
passlQiough . argmneu.E-that Iaug-mrm fixed prlce 
caDtracts in its ~ of tbc bJdDsliy COllStiain its 2bi1ity 
to pass 1brough COS!S and then:fme reqllire SODJC sOrt of 
~ phasl>in. See ~ of Camhustilm 
Engfucering, MaJ. 13. 1991 Bl 2- Ou JCJnaDd. the 
ommnssionmust address this clallltas well 

Il 

Allied also .aigaes . that the Gommission~ 
· -·apportionmem of fees ·within the daSs of domc:sdc UP 

.conwx=s Yiolated ~ 1990 OBRA. Allied argues (again 
withobt disp1l1e by die Commission) tlJ8t it has reqoiRd 
nmdl less rcgula10tJ aI!emion than the only other 
D!21I1bc:r of tl:iC UF. amvem:r class. the. Sequoyah Fnds 
~ be.Calise of tbc 1attcI's envi:roimiemaI 
problems.. See NRC Denial af Allied Exemption Requtst 

. at 7. Thus,. Allied silis. ~ of the meS equally 
between the ~ lJF conveneis violated die 1990 
OBRA's din:ctives tfutt OBRA cbar$CS be apporliqacd 
"fa:!dy and equitabiy- and that "ro the maximum CXlelll. 

r-14] pradil:able. the c:halg!!S sbiP ·have a n:asonsJ;le 
telmiODShip to the cost of provi~g i:eplatt>Iy services." 
Fub.LNo. 10l.-:5oS. § 61.0l(c)(3) (codified at.42 U.S.C.· 
§ 1214(c)(3)). ·Allied contmds tbat the ('ommissioa 
instead aug'bt to have divided ~ class's fees ei1her in 
proponion m the amoUJJt of NRC attemiOil requiR:d by 
each conv~ ar in propottion TD the serW::e-specffi 
(Io.AA) feespaid by 1be two conv~ 

.Allicd's aigu:ment fails beCause it disregards ~ 
premise that 1990 OB.RA fees are lJOt service-specifi . 
Ibey do not reJare ro .iden1ffiable services mit ra!ha
~ gelU!ri.t: cost.s. See Final 1tn1C. Sti Feil. Reg. az 
31,472 .AssUmin~ tbal. the Onmnissron c:om:clly 
dassffie.d the com in question (and Allied does not 
COllmsi the classfficanan). th=-e is a presumplion· lhai 
even regulmmy effort preclpimted by die circumsranas 
Df a single Jiamsee of 11 giveii claSs will yield results, 
SD.Cb as resean:h findin,gs-Or.~ons. of roughly equal -
imp:nmnce fora.11 members of the same class. 

["'1521 This conclusion is not mideuoined by th: · 
Commission's willingness r.o appanion 1990 OBRA ~ 

,/ 
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b~ groups (*~15] of lir:enSees OD the basis of tDe 
ancmioD required by each grimp. See Final "'Rule. 54 Feil 
Reg. az 31~476; ~ of NRC ~ Allied 
ExemP®n. R.cqilcst at 2,. 4-5. First. tbc spillover of 
benefits Seems far~-within a gmap ofliceusees Ihm 
b.erween groups. See. id. at S. Sec:oud. the ~ . 
c:osts -of ·gmap-Ievet appw:tionmeut are obviously mnch 
lower than ~-Ievel apportionmem ~ the 
nnmber af ~ greatly exceeds the mDnber of 
groupS. 

Here. neither of lhe :measuring de'Vices proposed by 
Allied was wmbble er aa:oraie enough to wmam our · 
holding the Commissio1{s rejectio.n of t1Je:m · arbilrary or 
capricious. .Any ameiation betweep a: liamsi!:e"s JOA.A,· 
(Ji~) costt aiid its 1>enefits fulm ~ 
costs seems-purely cnintjdental.. And 10 use as a yanls!ick 
each inembefs tendency to ptecipimtc ~ effort 
would not cmiy disregmd spillover effec!S but Would Glise 
exceptional ~problems. Sec NRC Denial of 
.AIIied :Exemption Request at 4-8.· 

m 
Alliedmstes a narm-wer attack OD th= Ommissinn's 

rtjec:lil;m of iDira..groUp ~ namely dl2t the 
Commission was mbilr.II}' ~ capricious in failing 
r:r.::16] 1D apportion the generic COSfS asscciated with the 
disposal of low level rndioadive waste ("LLW") on the 
baSis of each lia:nsee's-actual wasu:. Sec PiDaI RDlc. 56 
Fed. Reg. ~ Jl,497; JO CFR § 171.16(e). M. ~ class 
level. the Commission allocated costS m i:ICCQldam:c with 
each class's amttibudon ao the total quantity of U.W. 
BeCaiiSe mall!riais licens=s (a group that includes UF 
eonve:r=s} coDeaively ~ate 40% Of the nabon's · 
U.W, tfieQ1um•&ioo aJinc:ared 40fJfi ofitsILW aJS1Sm 

that class. Sec id. W1ica it tmmd to appultiaamic:m: of 
tllase :fc=s among the mareriak Jµ::eosees, boW:eve:r. th= 
CommiSsion abando~ that . approach am simply 
.assessed each Ja:rge fuel &cility Cof which AJned is one) 
all ideutu::.l c::hmEC af s 143,SOO. NF explanation. 1he 
NRC o,ffer!ld only the c:onclusmy Sti!lt:aleDt 1hat "the 
.CommissiM - bef'JCVeS - tbe surcharge SbouJd be 1fJe 
. same·for an ~ fuel filcility lic:ens=> .. See Fllial Rule. 
56Fed.Reg._ar31,481~ . 

The Commission provides no ra1ianale- far 
apportioning costs among classes of°ll.W prodnceG on 
tbe ~is of LI.W output but refusing IO appl.Y. that same 

.-. ... yardstic1: in appanionillg generic costs C-17] wimin 

·--~) 

c~ and DD ratinrude is readily appaieDi While it is 
c:oru:eivabte that the real benefit af ll.W disposal 
services is neeiy ~ availability of such ser-vices-m 
which tase a flat fee wotdii make sense-auysm:h idea is 
inconsistent with ·the Commission"s. method of 
appmtioning J.LW f=S among ciasscs of lia:Dse=. 
w1iich appems ID assume that benefit iS ptapartianal to 
U.W ~!ity~ Jt;.. OD the 0- hand,, any 6ccDscc's 
benefit fiom LLW disposal is directly ¢.>portional ID ils 
· ILW· dispOsal. apportioning even generic COS!S on the 
basis" af omput Seeins to make sen;se-oot OD1y · as to 

class~ but also as 1D · individna1 ~. Enally. 
assmpfug that !he Commission calrnlamc1 each class's 
qwt11tily of llW wasi=. ftom dala slipplicd fli ciach 
li~ {as seems necessarilY 1nJC1 n is hmd to see any 
adminisnative pmblmn. with appcricmiug 1hC fees within . 
the c1ass on the basis. afcmlpUI; tfle data ate awilable and 
die teqniieli wmpritations WDIJJd be rocfimemm?. 

, . . . . In applyin8 the balancing of buema:tiona1' Union aml 
1i1ce cases.~ be:ic gjw: )jufe weight 1XI tlle ~q that 
the-~ ccald pull a xeascmab1e ~ianadou Qlll 

of the baL. Nonetheless, vacating die intra-c1ass [**18] 
appOJtiomneltt of ILW. costs would give licensees a 
peailiar w.indfilil: even ones that beneft.tred from. tlie 
Commission's choice wcmld pn:somabl.y be eutilled ID a 
refund, ind, under" GeortsoWii U"niverniy HospiJal.. tJie 
ILW .costs c:au1d be :recovered from no one. To be sim, 
the costs ~nat ~ abSolmel:y or as a propOnioD of lhc 
Cprmiri~'s S ~ [*153] million ~ for FY 
1991-S .3.8 mill.imL S= 56 Fed. Reg. m 31.4;Jfi. 31.4!ll. 
But ibat.almie is banlly a reason to create such a windfall.. 
~. we refrain iioi:n vacating the roJe. Jf an 
remand dJC ('ommissio~ couc:1ndcs that the 
apponiomnent amst be in m:cordaDce with ~ Ihm 
those. films whose . bmdeo is ~ miiler a new. 
non-atbitiacy, mlc should be emiEleO. ro ~.of the 
diffeiencc.. 

If indeed" the mnaJJd leads ID replacement of tlm ·. 
per-Jicmsee al1ocd:ion. and licensees eJljoy only =funds 
for the difference between l'iability unaer the old rnle and 
fiabilit;y under die new (rather than lDta1 tefimds}. it migbt 
be mgui:d dnix such a n:$Ult allows die ~ I01e 1D bave 
·~ve. effect". in violalion of Georgf!ZUWII 
U~eniz::J Hospim!. °Su 488 U.S. ai 208. There (*;:.HJ 
is •. plaiuly. some retroactitie effect. The effect. lKiwevei; 
is only to define that 3spect of the old mle that must be 
cux away as lepllJt. excessive. We do not real 
G~rgerawn as baning so limited a retroactive impact. 
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IV 
aaiv.iti~ we rejea it for ~·reasons stated as io 
Allied: · 

Combostkm's exem,ption ~ .howev~ ~ 
merit. 'llJe OumnlAAion'S own criteaa call ·for an 
exemptiOn if tbe ~ can sllow that ~ ·assessmrnt 
of the ammal fee. would ICSUlt in a significamly 
disp.Eopoitiona ailocario.n of COSTS ~the ~a 10 
CFR § 171.ll(dJ.. The double assesmreur against 
c.ambustlan•s two 1iceDses increased .. its OBRA fees by $ 
836,;SOO. Against ahis. the Cnmmissian.is able to point TD 

a1mdst no1hizig .by w2y of grean:r costS.. Speaking to .lhe 
issuc m llllDSllally murky. di5cmsiVe language. the NRC 
.in substam:e amJd point to . OD!y twD addititma1 

FiuaUY. Comb:izstion ~.t cb3Jleinz=; me 
~'s decision 10 allocate .Olm.A fe:S equally to 
~· Jaw emiclJe;d mmDimi ("LEU") manufadming· 
license iilstEad of dividiDg lbe fees ~· among 1he 
LEU .mann:&cmriDg lit:eiisees. Colr4bustion oV111S and 
operates two LEU i8c:imies. eadl separatdy licensed, and 
Combustion asserts· tbat in the aggregate ti= tw? are • 
opaatioDaily ,equiValent tn the ~plalit. 
sing:le-Hceuse. fiici1ide'i of the other l.EIJ manufacturers.. 
.Ar. araI mgmneni c.Omhustion exp.laim::d that ~ has two 
liceDses for the :f2cilitie.s oDly because of hiqmjcaI 

~ it bon!)lt a company with a. sCpm.m 1icemc 
almost 2D years ago anQ mitiJ de: ('ommissiOD 

impJe:iD'l!inted the ~ OBRA ~ sc:bednle the.Te has 
· · u~CI' been ariJ reason to amsolidate the .liamses- As 

IJefim:. die Commissimi djspms none of these 
CODteilliOJJS.. 

· burdens-the need Ii> mail an e:ma copy of i:eir,ain NRC. 
pub'Jkatjnns to ihe second~ mid the need- for- two 
diffaent NRC n:ginuaJ affices ro monitor amf n:spcmdto 
[*154] aDegafioJis about the two plants. SeeNRC Denial 

. of Combustion P:u:mptioD Request at 5-6. 
CombustiaD anai::b both 1he regulation imposllJf the 

•equal~ per lia:nse .. :rule and the.Cmili!issfon"s denial The. double burden. fur Combustion. :measuJed. 
af an- exemption. ['**201 Both claims Jest nlrimRtely on agaiDst d4 minimU ad4itiomd burdens fer the 
the 199().0JmA""s dlni:ction tha!fi:c:s IJmSt be appanioned •• Ccfromjssicm:. amply Ov~ 1he hmdle established by .. 
•ramy. and equhabJy• and that -m 1IJe maximum exient iO- CFR.§ 171.Jl(d). :n5 ~ 1he' ~ dcoiaJ is 
practic:ab\e. _ charges shaD. ~ a J:CaSODBbie aibiauy and ~ns. We 1herefm: direct !he 
1elaticms'hip to the coSt of providing rcgulatmy servicc:s. • · Commission to gmn au exemption foe Cambusiian on 
Plib. LNo.101-SOS. §-6101Cc)(3) (codified at 42 U.S.C. . die _addttional fees . c:oUecled as a zesuh of lbc 
§ 22J4(c){3}}. .AJthaugh we find -die fimt claim aoDb1e-liceusingt*"'221 ofitsoperaliou. n6 
llDCCiJVin.cing. we agn:e that die Cumuission bas .not· ·· 
jusiificd its Jdnsal to pve1he requesred ~ 

The arpmeat tb3! 1he ~=.iuaJ f'ee per license· mle is 
"md$r . and meg»ihlbl[e]" ls persnaSivt: only OD the 
ground that · Ihe rnie produced troDhling n:stll1s when 
appliCd m _ Combustioli's- ~wilich . 
cOmbusbon ir5elf assens an:. mmsuaL We see no lCISOD 

for~g !he Commission to attcud to dJat~ tare 

.sinJa!ioD in the nilc irself. cf. NLRB v. Bell _Aerospace 
Co .. 416 U.S. 267. 40 L Ed. 21l 134. 94- S. Cr. 1757 . 
(1974}. especially as the generic mJc allowed 
(generically) far exemption. n4. 

n4 Insofar as ~ustion argues. in ~ · 
with Allied. lhaI § 6I0l(c)(3) of OBRA ~y 
requireS intra-group ~omnent on=. basis of 
facrors such .as l:be amollllt of attenliou a liceDsee 
=quiies. the. competilive posiliOD of the ]jcemee, 

and .the Safety risks posed by the liO::nsee's 

u5 10 CFR § 171.lJ(dJ also contains- two 

otbm" :ria:mrs that the Commission shall consider 
when e'Valuating an cxcmptiGn reqnes; Although 
pans af f 11l.ll(d) ~ amblguous rega.tding 
.~an applicnii must fuI:fill an. or an1y one, 
of the faciiits. the fact th.at an applicBnt could JIOt 

"fulfir the criterion listed in § 
171.li(d)(3}-•any oth=- re1ev.mt mattl:'l' t.Jiat 1bc 
Jicens.ee believes shows that the a:mmal ij!e. was 
not based on a :fiUr and equitable allocation of 
NRC a:JSIS"-reveals tbat the "'faclms• should nOt 
be Icad as c:onjlmaivc reqaiiemeotso 'Ik facrms 
iDsread seem to be best llJ'Klerstood as independr!Jtt 
CODSideralions which can support an c:x.emplion. 

n6 we are 110t required to address Allied's &. 
exempl:ion- request beca11se of our previDIL': 
dispasiEioJ:\ of Allied's other claims. The :ispeas 

of Amed's request dealing with passthtough 
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/' 
;-, ability _and 11.W fees arc al~ ccrtaiD to stand r=soned anP coherent treamieJit of m licensees' clailm 

f_ar special neanneut on the basis of iDabiliey lD pass me 
bmdell or the fees tlm:ittgh to rusiomess and (7) the -
metbod of apijOnioning ~ ILW disposal c:nSS 
iiJIJOlig materials licr:nsees. In aQdffimJ. we -direct die • · 
CDJDmission to gnmt an exanptioD to Cm:nbastian fortllc . 
generic fe::S ~ ID the dcuble-Ecensiiig of its 
LEUopeL!licm. 
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or i'~i alDlig wj$ _tl;le. remanded clalins;· and the 
.aspect claiming that OBRA. ~ 
iicenSee-Specffic: cafilmttion oi fees fails. 

We JemaDd the case m 
So.oril:aed. 
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