From: Tom Gurdziel

To: RulemakingComments Resource

Cc: Diane Screnci (She/Her)

Subject: [External_Sender] Advanced Reactor, Rule 53 Thoughts (Comments Tom #18)
Date: Thursday, December 05, 2024 3:30:52 PM

Section 53.1372(b) What are "availability controls"? Also Section 53.1419(a)(2)
Section 53.1502(d)(1) change "4 months" to "2 months (if operating)"

Section 53.1515(a)(1)(iii)) change "and, normally, the amendment will not be granted until
after this comment period expires" to "and the amendment will not be granted until after this
comment period expires" Otherwise, why bother having a comment period?

Section 53.1515(a)(3) Is the second sentence in this section necessary?

Section 53.1515(a)(4) Delete this section. Why would failure to make more money be an
"emergency" situation?

Section 53.1515(a)(5)  Delete this section. If "no significant hazards" are involved, why
would there be such a rush?

Section 53.1545(a) Change "24 months" to "8 years". What is being done that the NRC
wouldn't know about already? How much increase in value will we get for what has to be a
big cost to the owner/operator...(and, ultimately, the public electricity consumer)?

Section 53.1550(a)(2)(vii) ? I don't understand the 25%. Should the word "decrease" be
"differ"?

Section 53.1550 Delete this section. This entire section is way too complex. This means it
will be impossible to follow, yet will cost a lot of money.

Section 53.1560 "biennially or more frequently" Totally rewrite this section. It will cost too
much. What value will it provide? (Remember that, ultimately, the public will be the ones

paying.)

Section 53.1565  Impossibly complex. Rewrite. You would need a full time staff of at least
5 AFTER they all spent 1 or 2 years first learning all these conditions/requirements.

Thank you,

Tom Gurdziel
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