


develop rule language . . . .”5 In response to a question about the schedule change at a recent 
oversight hearing before the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works, you stated, “I 
am hoping [the delayed schedule] is not a day-for-day slip, to tell you the truth. I am hoping that 
the extra time that we are taking up at this stage in the process that we can recover at least some 
of that in the final rule stage, because we will have a more fully developed product.” 6  
 
To ensure the final, fully developed rule improves as a result of the additional time, the NRC 
must continue to meaningfully engage with stakeholders to resolve major concerns with the 
existing draft language. As the NRC staff has released portions of the draft language for the 
proposed rule, there has been some progress to address potential areas of disagreement through 
robust and constructive engagement. More progress and resolution is necessary to achieve the 
shared goal to establish a useable rule. Industry stakeholders must also constructively contribute 
to the process and recognize the NRC’s necessary independent role of establishing the nation’s 
nuclear safety standards.  
 
We agree that reaching alignment with external stakeholders on the scope and details of the 
proposed rule is essential to ensure a better product, and we commend the NRC staff’s efforts to 
do so. We support the revised Part 53 rulemaking schedule, with the understanding that this 
additional time is used to address the most significant areas of disagreement that have been 
identified by those stakeholders who are investing time and money to develop new reactor 
designs.7 The novel, iterative process set forth by the NRC staff should provide a path to 
successfully do so.  
 
We appreciate the leadership that you and your colleagues have demonstrated to enable the safe 
use of advanced nuclear technologies. As we previously expressed, we will continue to support 
congressional efforts to ensure the NRC has sufficient resources to successfully establish the Part 
53 rule.  
 
We look forward to the agency’s next steps on this issue. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 _____________________   _____________________ 

Shelley Moore Capito    Sheldon Whitehouse 
United States Senator    United States Senator 

 
 

                                                 
5 Id. 
6 Hearing, supra note 2.  
7 The highest priority issues to resolve include, but are not limited to: the use and inclusion of quantifiable health 
objectives (QHOs); the methods by which probabilistic risk assessments (PRA) are used to evaluate reactor design 
safety; and establishment of a clear rule by ensuring there are no duplicative requirements of operational programs 
or programmatic controls. 



_____________________ _____________________
John Barrasso, M.D. Mike Crapo
United States Senator United States Senator

_____________________
Cory Booker
United States Senator
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