
• •. " FR/\NK A. LoBIONDO COMMITTEES: 

TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

2ND DISTRICT, NEW JERSEY 

R.,EPLYTO: 
SUBCOMMITTEES: 

COAST GUARO AND 

MARITIME TRANSPORTATION, 

VICE CHAIRMAN 

D 222 CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515-3002 

202-225-6572 WATER RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENT 

D 

FAX 202-225-3318 

5914 MAIN STREET 
MAYS LANDING, NJ 08330 

609-625-5008 
FAX 609-625-5071 

1-800--471-4450 

<!Congress of tbe Wniteb ~tates 
J!)ouse of l\epresentatibes 

•asbington, j!lC!C 20515-3002 

February 11., 1999 

The Honorable Shirley A. Jackson 
Chainnan 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
One White Flint North Building 
Washington, D.C. 20852 

Dear Chairman Jackson: 

SMALL BUSINESS 

SUBCOMMIITEE~: 

REGULATORY REFORM AND 

PAPERWORK REDUCTION 

EMPOWERMENT 

I am writing to again express my disappointment in the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission's perfonnance pertaining to the issuance, modification, and stewardship of 
its fire protection regulations. 

As you know, I have paid close attention to your agency's efforts, and those of 
Public Service Electric and Gas Company (PSE&G), as the Salem Generating Station was 
readied for restart. While both PSE&G and NRC have stated to me their commitment to 
safety, I am nonetheless unhappy with the inadequate answers to my questions 
conceming the NRC's fire protection regulations. 

As the representative of the residents most critically affected by the Salem Station, 
I have found it difficult to obtain a clear answer from your agency as to what regulations· 
are applicable to which facilities. While some regulations have been described as in need 
of revision, others have been replaced by stop-gap, "compensatory" measures -- for 
periods far longer than the average person would call "temporary." 

In fact, I was told over a year ago that a portion of the fire protection code would 
be modified on the need for inflammable materials. I am m1aware as to whether or not 
this change has been made. On this narrow issue, I would like for you to tell me if the 
NRC still believes it appropriate to delete the requirement. If so, can you provide a date 
when the change will be made and, if not, can you tell me what has caused the NRC to 
reverse course and what policy and safety implications you believe this has both for 
Salem and other nuclear plants. 
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I am aware that a Commission meeting was scheduled for Feb1uary 9 on the fire 
protection issue. I would hope and expect that a result of this meeting will be a clear and 
definite direction to the NRC staff to make necessary changes to your fire protection 
regulations. These changes should eliminate confusion over safety, be effective and 
efficient, and provide a much more understandable regulatory situation. 

The NRC and PSE&G owe the public a clear and unambiguous answer as to the 
safety of the Nation's nuclear generating stations. Both have been unable to do that in the 
case of the fire protection issue. This situation has simply gone on for too long and must 
be brought to resolution. I specifically expect and request PSE&G and NRC review and 
report on revisions that will result in a more rapid reduction in the use of compensatory r,. 
measures and, if there are none, clearly explain the impediments to making such 
rev1s10ns. 

I would like to be informed of the results of the February 9 meethig and hope that 
such changes can be made in a minimum of time. 

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter. If you have any 
additional questions, please feel free to contact me or Craig Montesano, on my staff, at 
225-6572. 

Sincerely, 

Member of Congress 


