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The Honorable Dale E. Klein, Chair
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, D.C. 20555

Dear Chairman Klein:

I am writing in regard to the recent troubling event at Oyster Creek Nuclear Power Plant
in Lacey Township, New Jersey, in which groundwater contaminated with high levels of tritium
was discovered on site.

According to discussions with Exelon Corporation (licensee), the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) and the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), on
April 15, 2009, plant workers discovered high levels of radioactive tritium in standing water in a
concrete cable vault on the site of Oyster Creek. Subsequent investigations revealed that tritiated
water was leaking from at least two (2) buried pipes immediately surrounding the plant's
condensate storage tank.

I would like to state that I have no reason to believe that Exelon Corporation and its
highly trained professionals have been anything less than responsible and diligent in their
handling of this matter. I also fully recognize the environmental and economic benefits of
nuclear energy, and the presence of Oyster Creek Nuclear Power Plant in my district. Oyster
Creek provides enough round-the-clock reliable energy to power over 600,000 homes and, on
average, supplies about 6% of New Jersey's total electricity needs. From an environmental
perspective, the existence of Oyster Creek reduces the need to generate electricity from fossil
fuels, thus reducing greenhouse gas emissions that cause global warming. Oyster Creek also
benefits the community economically by employing close to 500 full-time area residents and
contributing approximately $12 million in state and local taxes. Therefore, it is clear to me that
the existence of Oyster Creek provides numerous benefits to the residents of my congressional
district and the citizens of New Jersey.

Notwithstanding these benefits, this recent incident at Oyster Creek leads me to question
the effectiveness of the Commission's system for detecting faulty pipes. It is imperative that the
Commission promulgate rules and regulations to ensure the safety of the people who reside in
the areas surrounding Oyster Creek and all nuclear power plants in the country.
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In an effort to more fully understand the events that led up to the most recent tritium leak.
at Oyster Creek, and to prevent this type of incident from occurring in the future, please provide
answers to the following questions:

1. Does the Commission require licensees to conduct inspections of their buried
pipes? If not, why not? If so, how often are licensees required to inspect their
buried pipes?

2. How much of each pipe is the licensee required to inspect - a segment or the
entire pipe?

3. Is the inspection conducted on all of the licensee's buried pipes or just a
sampling? If it is a sampling, how is this sampling determined and by whom is
this sampling determined?

4. Does the Commission require an independent party to conduct buried pipe
inspections in addition to the licensee? If not, why not?

5.. Regarding Oyster Creek specifically, when was the licensee most recently
required to inspect their buried pipe system?

6. What did the licensee find as a result of this inspection?
7. Why did the licensee not find evidence of faulty piping?
8. Do you believe that the tritium leaks are caused by corrosion from inside the

pipes, outside the pipes, or both?
9. Has the Commission ever considered requiring licensees to develop technologies

and methods to inspect difficult-to-access buried pipe? If so, have these
requirements been implemented? If not, why not?

Thank you for your prompt attention to this request. Should you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to contact me directly or Nancy Sopko in my office at 202-225-4765.

Sincerely,


