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DISCLAIMER

This report was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an agency of the United
States Government. Neither the United States Government nor any agency thereof, nor
any of their employees, make any warranty, express or implied, or assumes any legal liabili-
ty or responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any information, appa-
ratus, product, or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe privately
owned rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product, process, or service by
trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise does not necessarily constitute or
imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the United States Government or
any agency thereof. The views and opinions of authors expressed herein do not necessar-
ily state or reflect those of the United States Government or any agency thereof.
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Abstract

NUREG-0447, Antitrust Review of Nuclear Power Plants, was published in May 1978 and includes a compilation and
discussion of U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) proceedings and activity involving the NRC’s competitive review
program through February 1978. NUREG-0447 is an update of an earlier discussion of the NRC’s antitrust review of nuclear
power plants, NR-AIG-001, The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission ’s Antitrust Review of Nuclear Power Plants: The
Conditioning of Licenses, which reviewed the Commission’s antitrust review function from its inception in December 1970
through April 1976, This report summarizes the support provided to NRC staff in updating the compilation of the NRC’s
antitrust licensing review activities for commercial nuclear power plants that have occurred since February 1978.
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Introduction

1 Introduction

This report is the result of a review performed by the Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL) of the NRC’s antitrust
licensing review activities involving commercial nuclear power reactors. The work was sponsored by the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission’s (NRC) Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Generic Issues and Environmental Projects Branch
(PDEB) and provides an update to NUREG-0447" which covered May 1976 through February 1978. This work involved the
collection and review of data from all antitrust licensing actions from February 1978 through December 1996 to determine
the presence of any antitrust license conditions. Documents subject to review included construction permits, operating
licenses, construction permit and operating license amendments and the antitrust reviews thereof, compliance or enforcement
proceedings, and U.S. Attorney General’s advice letters. This report provides a compilation of antitrust licensing conditions,
operating license and amendment reviews, and advice letters from the U.S. Attorney General.
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Methodology
2 Methodology

2.1 Scope

The primary goal of this work is to summarize antitrust licensing activities occurring since February 197 8 for commercial
nuclear power reactors. Construction permits (CPs), operating licenses (OLs), and amendment reviews (ARs) were examined
to establish the presence of any antitrust license conditions. Antitrust license conditions were then categorized by type of
service provided for each licensee (e.g., generation access, transmission access, coordination services, emergency power,
etc.). The findings from operating license reviews were described in terms of license conditions imposed, interventions,
Director’s significant change findings and reevaluations, and whether hearings were conducted. Results of amendment
reviews were cataloged, with the reasons for conducting the reviews categorized by restructurings, mergers, or asset sales.
Compliance and enforcement proceedings were examined to determine whether a notice of violation (NOV) or director’s
decision (DD) was issued pursuant to antitrust issues, whether any new antitrust license conditions were issued, or whether
the antitrust proceeding was dismissed. A list of Attorney General’s advice letters concerning CP and OL reviews is
included as well as copies of the letters as they appeared in the Federal Register (FR). Units and applicants not subject to
Section 105 antitrust review are not addressed in this report, pursuant to Penn, Delaney, and Honeycutt, The NRC'’s Antitrust
Review of Nuclear Power Plants: The Conditioning of Licenses, NR-A1G-001, Appendix 3, April 1976.

2.2 Data Sources

The NRC Nuclear Documents System (NUDOCS) data base is a document management system for documents received or
issued by the NRC.2 For the majority of documents needed for this review, NUDOCS provided only bibliographic data such
as title, author, keywords, issue date, and docket number for searching. For more recent documents, a short abstract could
also be queried.

The Bibliographic Retrieval System (BRS), managed by the NRC’s Public Document Room (PDR) in Washington, DC,
indexes the majority of documents placed in the PDR after October 1978 and contains documents involving nuclear power
facilities from 1967.% As with NUDOCS, the majority of word searches were limited to keywords and titles for the types of
documents needed for this review.

Federal Register electronic data bases maintained by Legislate Incorporated and Counterpoint Publishing were searched for
notices of antitrust licensing-related information such as Attorney General’s advice letters, construction permit applications,
operating license antitrust information submissions and related reviews, permit and license amendments, and enforcement
actions. At the time this work was performed, Counterpoint’s data base contained full-text versions of the Federal Register
from 1991, and Legislate’s system contained full-text from 1985 and searchable titles and captions from 1981. For docu-
ments issued prior to 1981, NUDOCS and BRS provided the only electronically searchable sources of information. The
ORNL and University of Tennessee College of Law microfiche collections of the Federal Register were extensively utilized
to supplement the limited early 1978 data in the NUDOCS and BRS systems and for the search and retrieval of documents
that were known to exist but were not showing up in the query results of the electronic systems.

In many cases, FR notices provided sufficient summaries of antitrust activity. However, the detailed information needed for
this review could not be completely obtained without examination of the actual amendments, licenses, and permits. There-
fore, many documents were ordered from the NRC PDR and were received within one to two weeks of submission. Each
order was based on the document accession numbers and microfiche addresses found by querying the BRS and NUDOCS
systems. When documents could not be located by PDR staff, they were provided by the NRC technical monitor (TM).
Copies of documents published in the Federal Register were obtained from local and electronic FR sources.

3 NUREG/CR-6558




Methodology
2.3 Strategy for Data Collection

2.3.1 Document Type

Initial NUDOCS and BRS data base search efforts concentrated on retrieving relevant records restricted by document type
for the time frame of interest. All construction permits and operating licenses issued since February 1978 that were cited in
the BRS and NUDOCS data bases were obtained. Because there were several thousand operating license amendment re-
cords, and the majority of them addressed changes in technical specifications, OL amendments were obtained only if there
was reason to believe that antitrust issues were involved. Thus, the initial data base searches of OL amendments were re-
stricted to those having ‘ownership’ or ‘antitrust’ in the titles or abstracts (when available) or as keywords. Subsequent
searches for OL amendments were conducted based on information found by searching the Federal Register.

Relevant Notices of Violation, enforcement notifications, Director’s Decisions, and meeting minutes were retrieved from a
combination of document type and other limiting criteria.

2.3.2 Federal Register

Searches of the Federal Register were useful for establishing a timeline of licensing-related activity for each reactor.
Attorney General’s advice letters, construction permit and operating license applications, requests for and receipts of anti-
trust information, antitrust reviews, and subsequent findings are all noticed in the Federal Register. Because some docu-
ments point to the existence of other corresponding documents, initial searches of all data base systems focused on antitrust-
related issues and terms. By cross-referencing the results of these searches with license and date information on individual
reactors, reactor-specific document “gaps” could be pinpointed and could then be addressed. For instance, the submission of
antitrust information in an application for a construction permit or an operating license naturally points to the subsequent
issuance of an Attorney General’s advice letter or a Director’s “Significant Change” finding, respectively, within a specific
time frame thereafter. This understanding of the antitrust licensing process was important in minimizing time and effort,
especially when it was necessary to search the microfiche collections of the Federal Register.

A similar process was utilized when permit or license amendments were found by searching backwards through the relevant
portions of the document "trail" left by the NRC’s antitrust licensing and review process. Searching via this document/cor-
responding document method proved highly effective and efficient and was often the only way to find pertinent antitrust
information. This information also contributed to the definition of additional queries for the NUDOCS and BRS systems
leading to the acquisition of documents not previously located in those systems.

NUREG/CR-6558 4



Results

3 Results

The results of the review are found in Tables 3.1-3.4. Data in each table are arranged alphabetically by the applicant(s)
shown on the source documents with data listed separately by each applicant.

Table 3.1 summarizes reactor permits and licenses requiring NRC antitrust license conditions by applicant. Conditions
added to permits and licenses since 1978 are summarized based on the examples shown in NR-AIG-001 and NUREG-0447.
Table 3.1 also denotes the results of any compliance or enforcement proceedings. Dates of construction permits and operat-
ing licenses are taken from the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Information Digest.!

Table 3.2 lists 42 operating license reviews performed during the time period of interest and categorizes the results of each
review. Result categories are license conditions, interventions, reevaluations of Director’s Significant Change Finding, and
whether a hearing was conducted. Most findings were of no significant change.

Table 3.3 lists the amendment reviews, why they were held, and the resulting actions. For the purpose of this report, we
considered an amendment review to be an antitrust review held prior to the issuance of an amendment to an existing operat-
ing license. More specifically, an amendment review examines the antitrust ramifications of a transfer of control of an
existing license, pursuant to ‘Transfer of Licenses’, 10 CFR 50.80 (1996). Although formal antitrust reviews were not held
for licensee name changes, the informal reviews held in these cases were also noted in this table. Based on this definition,
there were 36 amendment reviews between February 1978 and December 1996.

Table 3.4 lists U.S. Attorney General’s advice letters, the corresponding Federal Register publication dates, and brief summa-

ries of the advice given. The summaries also indicate whether the advice was sought relative to CP or OL actions. A copy of
each letter as it appeared in the Federal Register is also provided in Appendix A.
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Results

Table 3.2 Nuclear Power Reactor Operating License Reviews

Applicant Unit Name Date Finding
Allegheny Electric Susquehanna Steam Electric | 05/29/81 | Units 1&2: NSC” since earlier CP
Cooperative, Inc. Station reviews
Arizona Public Service Co. Palo Verde Nuclear 02/09/83 | Units 1&2; NSC since earlier CP
etal. Generating Station reviews
Arizona Public Service Co. Palo Verde Nuclear 07/10/87 | Unit 3; NSC since Unit 1&2 OL
et al. Generating Station review
Atlantic City Electric Co. Hope Creek Nuclear 09/17/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Generating Station
Cajun Electric Power River Bend Station 04/09/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Cooperative
Carolina Power & Light Co. Harris (Shearon) Nuclear 02/05/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Power Plant
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co. | Zimmer Nuclear Unit 04/09/82 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 OL finding;
no change
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co. | Zimmer Nuclear Unit 08/06/81 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Cleveland Electric Illuminating | Perry Nuclear Plant 11/23/83 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Co.
Commonwealth Edison Co. Braidwood Station 08/15/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Commonwealth Edison Co. Braidwood Station 11/07/86 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 OL finding;
no change
Commonwealth Edison Co. Byron Station 01/05/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Commonwealth Edison Co. Byron Station 09/25/86 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Consumers Power Co. Midland Nuclear Generating | 06/07/83 | Units 1&2; NSC since earlier CP
Station reviews
Detroit Edison et al. Enrico Fermi 11/25/81 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Duke Power Co. Catawba Nuclear Station 03/06/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Duke Power Co. Catawba Nuclear Station 05/30/85 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Duquesne Light Co. et al. Beaver Valley Power Station | 04/28/87 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Florida Municipal Power St. Lucie Plant 09/22/82 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Agency
Florida Power & Light Co. St. Lucie Plant 09/22/82 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Georgia Power Co. et al. Vogtle (Alvin W.) Nuclear 12/01/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Plant
Georgia Power Co. et al. Vogtle (Alvin W.) Nuclear 03/02/89 | Unit 2; NSC since Unit 1 OL review
Plant
Georgia Power Co. et al. Vogtle (Alvin W.) Nuclear 03/27/89 | Reevaluation of Unit 2 OL finding;
Plant no change
Gulf States Utilities Co. River Bend Station 04/09/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Houston Lighting & Power Co. | South Texas Project 08/05/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
et al.
Illinois Power Co. Clinton Power Station 03/11/82 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
1llinois Power Co. Clinton Power Station 09/13/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
(Updated finding pursuant to a 4-year
unit completion delay)
Illinois Power Co. Clinton Power Station 01/09/86 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 updated OL
finding; no change
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Table 3.2 (Continued)
Applicant Unit Name Date Finding
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. Wolf Creek Generating 07/20/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
et al. Station
Long Island Lighting Co. Shoreham Nuclear Power 01/04/82 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Station
Louisiana Power & Light Co. | Waterford Generating 10/21/82 | Unit 3; NSC since CP review
Station
Mississippi Power & Light Grand Gulf Nuclear Station 10/21/81 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Municipal Power Agency No. 1 | Catawba Nuclear Station 05/30/85 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
NC Eastern Municipal Power | Harris (Shearon) Nuclear 02/05/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Agency Power Plant
NC Electric Membership Corp. | Catawba Nuclear Station 03/06/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Niagara Mohawk Power Nine Mile Point Nuclear 02/14/86 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Corporation Station
Northeast Nuclear Energy Co. | Milistone Nuclear Power 09/06/85 | Unit 3; NSC since CP review
etal. Station
Orlando Utility Commission St. Lucie Plant 09/22/82 | Unit 2; NSC since CP review
Pennsylvania Power & Light Susquehanna Steam Electric | 05/29/81 [ Units 1&2: NSC since earlier CP
Co. Station reviews
Philadelphia Electric Co. Limerick Generating Station | 07/26/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Philadelphia Electric Co. Limerick Generating Station | 05/19/89 | Unit 2; NSC since Unit 1 OL review
Public Service Company of Seabrook Nuclear Power 02/07/86 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
New Hampshire et al. Station
Public Service Electric & Gas | Hope Creek Nuclear 09/17/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Co. Generating Station
Saluda River Electric Coop., Catawba Nuclear Station 03/06/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Inc.
San Diego Gas & Electric San Onofre Nuclear 04/30/80 | Units 2&3, NSC since CP review
Generating Station
South Mississippi Electric Grand Gulf Nuclear Station 10/21/81 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Power Association
Southern California Edison Co. | San Onofre Nuclear 04/30/80 | Units 2&3, NSC since CP review
Generating Station
Soyland Power Co. Clinton Power Station 03/11/82 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Soyland Power Co. Clinton Power Station 01/09/86 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 updated OL
finding; no change
Soyland Power Co. Clinton Power Station 09/13/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
(Updated finding pursuant to a 4-year
unit completion delay)
Tennessee Valley Authority Watts Bar Nuclear Plant 08/28/91 | Unit 1; NSC since previous antitrust
review
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 06/28/89 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Electric Station
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 09/7/89 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 OL finding;
Electric Station no change
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 09/28/92 | Unit 2; NSC since Unit 1 OL review
Electric Station
Union Electric Co. Callaway Plant 02/13/84 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
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Table 3.2 (Continued)

Applicant Unit Name Date Finding
Washington Public Power WPPSS Nuclear Project 10/03/79 | Unit 2; NSC since previous antitrust
Supply System review
Western Illinois Power Clinton Power Station 03/11/82 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Cooperative
Western Illinois Power Clinton Power Station 01/09/86 | Reevaluation of Unit 1 updated OL
Cooperative finding; no change
Western Illinois Power Clinton Power Station 09/13/85 | Unit 1; NSC since CP review
Cooperative (Updated finding pursuant to a 4-year

unit completion delay).

*NSC = No Significant Change Found
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Table 3.4 Attorney General’s Advice Letters

Applicant Unit Name FR Date Finding
Arizona Public Service Co. Palo Verde Nuclear Generat- | 09/25/78 | No hearing needed (CP applica-
et al. ing Station, Units 4 & 5 tion—AZ Public Srvc. Co., El Paso
Elec. Co., Southern CA Edison).
Arizona Public Service Co. Palo Verde Nuclear Generat- | 03/07/79 | No hearing needed (additional CP
etal. ing Station, Units 4 & 5 ownership—Los Angeles Dept. of
Water & Power, San Diego Gas &
Elec., Nevada Power Co., Cities of
Anaheim, Glendale, Riverside,
Pasadena, Burbank).
Arizona Public Service Co. Palo Verde Nuclear Genera- | 03/10/82 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ting Station, Units 1,2, & 3 ownership—Los Angeles Dept. of
Water & Power, S. Calif. Public
Power Authority).
Boston Edison Company et al. | Pilgrim Station, Unit 2 05/01/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—Mass. Municipal
Wholesale Elec., Taunton Municipal
Lighting Plant, VT Electric Coop.).
Boston Edison Company Pilgrim Station 04/15/80 | No hearing needed (OL application).
California Dept. of Water Sundesert Nuclear Plant, 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Resources Units 1 & 2 ownership—Cities of Los Angeles
and Burbank).
Central Hudson Gas & Electric | Nine Mile Point Nuclear 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (revised CP
Corp. Station, Unit 2 application—Long Island Lighting
Co., NY State Elec. & Gas,
Rochester Gas & Elec., and Central
Hudson Gas & Elec.).
Cities of Los Angeles and Sundesert Nuclear Plant, 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Burbank, CA Units 1 &2 ownership—Cities of Los Angeles
and Burbank).
City of Anaheim et al. Sundesert Nuclear Plant, 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1 &2 ownership—Cities of Los Angeles
and Burbank).
City of Orlando, FL St. Lucie Plant, Unit 2 08/11/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—City of Orlando,
Orlando Utilities Commission).
Duke Power Co. Catawba Nuclear Station, 09/01/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 2 ownership-N.C. Municipal Power
Agency).
Duke Power Co. Catawba Nuclear Station, 11/14/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 1 ownership—N.C. Elec. Membership
Corp. and Saluda River Elec. Coop.).
Duke Power Co. Catawba Nuclear Station, 09/02/81 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 2 ownership—Piedmont Municipal
Power Agency).
Florida Power & Light Co. St. Lucie Plant, Unit 2 08/11/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—City of Orlando,
Orlando Utilities Commission).
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Results

Table 3.4 (Continued)
Applicant Unit Name FR Date Finding
Florida Power & Light Co. St. Lucie Plant, Unit 2 11/29/82 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—Fla. Municipal Power
Agency).
Gulf States Utilities Co. River Bend Station, Unit 1 05/29/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—Cajun Elec. Power
Coop., Sam Rayburn C&T).
Houston Lighting & Power Co. | South Texas Project 03/03/78 | Significant changes found; antitrust
etal. hearing necessary (OL application).
Illinois Power Co. Clinton Power Station, 08/22/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 1 ownership—Soyland Power Coop.
and W. Ill. Power Coop.).
Kansas City Power & Light Co. | Wolf Creek Generating 04/09/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Station, Unit 1 ownership—Kansas City Electric
Power Coop.).
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. Wolf Creek Generating 04/09/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Station, Unit 1 ownership—Kansas City Electric
Power Coop.).
Long Island Lighting Co. Jamesport Nuclear Station, 02/09/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1 & 2 ownership—NY State Electric &
Gas).
Long Island Lighting Co. Nuclear Power Station/New 07/28/78 | No hearing needed (CP application).
Haven—Stuyvesant Sites,
Units 1 & 2
Long Island Lighting Co. Nine Mile Point Nuclear 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (revised CP
Station, Unit 2 application—Long Island Lighting
Co., NY State Elec. & Gas,
Rochester Gas & Elec., and Central
Hudson Gas & Elec.).
Massachusetts Municipal New England Power Project, | 08/30/79 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Wholesale Electric Co. et al. Units 1 & 2 ownership—Mass. Municipal
Wholesale Electric, Maine Public
Service Co., & Bangor Hydro-
Electric Co.).
Middle South Energy, Inc. Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, 06/05/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1 & 2 ownership—South Miss. Electric
Power Assoc.).
Mississippi Electric Power Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, 06/05/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Association Units 1 & 2 ownership—South Miss. Electric
Power Assoc.).
Mississippi Power & Light Co. | Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, 06/05/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1 & 2 ownership—South Miss. Electric
Power Assoc.).
NC Electric Membership Corp. | North Anna Power Station, 04/03/79 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1, 2, 3, & 4 and Surry ownership—N.C. Electric
Power Station, Units 1 & 2 Membership Corp., Old Dominion
Elec. Coop.).
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Table 3.4 (Continued)
Applicant Unit Name FR Date Finding
NC Electric Membership Corp. | Catawba Nuclear Station, 11/14/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 1 ownership—N.C. Elec. Membership
Corp. and Saluda River Elec. Coop.).
NC Power Agency No. 1 Catawba Nuclear Station, 09/01/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Unit 2 ownership—N.C. Municipal Power
Agency).
New York State Electric & Gas | Jamesport Nuclear Station, 02/09/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Corporation Units 1 & 2 ownership—NY State Electric &
Gas).
New York State Electric & Gas | Nuclear Power Station/New 07/28/78 | No hearing needed (CP application).
Corporation Haven-Stuyvesant Sites,
Units 1 &2
New York State Electric & Gas | Nine Mile Point Nuclear 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Corporation Station, Unit 2 ownership—Long Island Lighting
Co., NY State Elec. & Gas,
Rochester Gas & Elec., and Central
Hudson Gas & Elec.).
Niagara Mohawk Power Nine Mile Point Nuclear 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (revised CP
Corporation Station, Unit 2 application—Long Island Lighting
Co., NY State Elec. & Gas,
Rochester Gas & Elec., and Central
Hudson Gas & Elec.).
Ohio Edison Co. et al. Erie Nuclear Plant 03/24/78 | Settles AT action; license conditions
incorporated.
Old Dominion Electric North Anna Power Station, 04/03/79 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Cooperative Units 1, 2, 3, & 4 and Surry ownership—N.C. Electric
Power Station, Units 1 & 2 Membership Corp., Old Dominion
Elec. Coop.).
Orlando Utilities Commission | St. Lucie Plant, Unit 2 08/11/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ownership—City of Orlando,
Orlando Utilities Commission).
Public Service Co. of New Seabrook Nuclear Power 04/19/82 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Hampshire et al. Station, Units 1 & 2 ownership—Canal Electric).
Public Service Co. of New Seabrook Nuclear Power 07/17/86 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Hampshire et al. Station, Units 1 & 2 ownership—EUA Power Co.).
Rochester Gas & Electric Corp. | Nine Mile Point Nuclear 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (revised CP
Station, Unit 2 application—Long Island Lighting
Co., NY State Elec. & Gas,
Rochester Gas & Elec., and Central
Hudson Gas & Elec.).
Saluda River Electric Catawba Nuclear Station, 11/14/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Cooperative Unit 1 ownership—N.C. Elec. Membership
Corp. and Saluda River Elec. Coop.).
San Diego Gas & Electric Sundesert Nuclear Plant, 08/04/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Company Units 1 & 2 ownership—Cities of Los Angeles

and Burbank).
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Results

Table 3.4 (Continued)
Applicant Unit Name FR Date Finding
San Diego Gas and Electric San Onofre Nuclear Gen- 02/14/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Company erating Station, Units 2 & 3 ownership—Cities of Anaheim and
Riverside).
Southern California Edison Co. | San Onofre Nuclear Generat- [ 02/14/80 | No hearing needed (additional CP
ing Station, Units 2 & 3 ownership—Cities of Anaheim and
Riverside).
Soyland Power Cooperative, Clinton Power Station, 08/22/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Inc. Unit 1 ownership—Soyland Power Coop.
and W. I1l. Power Coop.).
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 08/07/78 | Affirmative significant changes
et al. Electric Station finding; AT hearing is necessary.
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 09/14/79 | No hearing needed* (additional CP
Electric Station, Units 1 & 2 ownership—Texas Municipal Power
Agency).
Texas Utilities Generating Co. | Comanche Peak Steam 10/10/79 | No hearing needed* (additional CP
Electric Station, Units 1 & 2 ownership—Brazos Electric Power
Coop.).
Virginia Electric & Power Co. | North Anna Power Station, 04/03/79 | No hearing needed (additional CP
Units 1, 2, 3, & 4 and Surry ownership—N.C. Electric
Power Station, Units 1 & 2 Membership Corp., Old Dominion
Elec. Coop.).
Western Illinois Power Clinton Power Station, 08/22/78 | No hearing needed (additional CP

Cooperative, Inc.

Unit 1

ownership—Soyland Power Coop.
and W. IIl. Power Coop.).

.Perspective ownership participant agreed to be bound by the terms and license conditions resulting from the pending Comanche Peak antitrust

proceeding.
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Ahority to close meeting: This determing
son was made by the Committee Manage-
sent Officer pursuant to provisions of
tection 10(d) of Pub. L. §2-463. The Com-
nittee Management Officer was delegated
he authority to make such determina.
jons by the Acting Director, NEF, on Feb-
~uary 18, 1977,

M. RrsezccAa WINKLER,
Committee Management
Coordinator.

SErTIMEER 19, 1978.
R Doc. 78-26695 Filed 9-22-78: 8:46 am)

'555-01)
SURCOMMITTFE ON MOLECULAR BIOLOGY
Meeting

In accordance with the Federal Advi-
yry Committee Act, as amended, Pub.

92-4G3, the National Science Foun-
aition announces the following meet-
\&e

ame: Subcommittee on Molecular Binlogy,
Group B, of the Advisory Committee for
Physlology, Cellular, and Molecular Biol-
ogy.

ate and time: October 16 and 17, 1978: 9
a.m. to 5 p.m. each day.

ace: Room 321, National Scicnce Founda-
‘jon, 1800 G Street NW,, Washington,
2J.C. 20550.

spe of mecting: Closed.

sntact person: Dr. Frederick I. Tsujl, Pro-
gram Director, Blochemistry Program,
Room 330, National Science Foundation,
Washington, D.C. 20550, telephone 202-
832-4260.

urpose of subcommittee: To provide advice
and recommendations concerning support
for resesrch in molecular biology.

genda: To review and evaluate research
proposals as part of the selection process
for awards.

eason for closing: The proposals being re-
viewed Include Information of a propri-
etary or confidential nature, including
technieal information: financial data, such
as salarfes; and personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with- the
proposals, These matters are within ex-
emptions (4) and (8) of 5 U.S.C. §52b(¢c),
Government in the Sunshine Act.

uthority to close meeting: This determina-
tion was made by the Committee Manage-
ment Officer pursuant to provisions of
sections 10¢d) of Pub, L. 92-463. The Com-
mittee Management Officer was delegated
the authority to make such determina.
tions by the Acting Director, NSF, on Feb-
ruary 18, 1977.

M. REBECCA WINKLER,
Committee Management
Coordinator.

SerTEMEBER 19, 1978,
(FR Doc. 78-26693 Filed 9-22-78; 8:45 am)

——

NOTICES

[7555-01]
SUBCOMMITTEE ON SYSTEMATIC BIOLOGY
Meeting

1n accordance with the Federal Advi-
sory Committee Act, as amended, Pub,
1. §2-463, the National Science Foun-
dation announces the following meet-
Ing:

Name: Subcommittee on Systematic Blology
of the Advisory Committee for Environ-
mental Blology.

Date and time: October 16 and 17, 1978; 8:30
a.m. to 5 p.m. each day.

Place: Room 338, National 8cience Founda.
tion, 1800 G Btreet NW., Washington,
D.C. 20550.

Type of Mceting: Closed.

Contact person: Dr. Willlam Louls Sterm,
Program Director, Systematic Blology
Program., Room 336. National Science
Foundation, Washington. D.C. 20560, tele-
phone 202-832-6846.

Purpase of subcommittee: To provide advice
and recommendations concerning support
for resenrch in systematic blology.

Agenda: To review and evaluate research
proposals as part of the selection process
for awards.

Reason for closing: The proposals being re-
viewed include information of & propri-
etary or confidential nature, including
technical information; {inancial data, such
as salaries; and personal information con-
cerning individuals associated with the
proposals. These matters are within ex-
emptions (4) and (8) of § U.8.C. 552kc),
Gonvernment {n the Sunshine Act.

Authority to close meeting: This determina-
tion was made by the Committee Manage-
ment Officer pursuant to provisions of
section 10(d) of Pub. 1. 92-483. The Com-
mittee Management Officer was delegated
the authority to make such determina-
tions by the Acting Director, NSF, on Feb-
ruary 18, 1977.

M. RxBECCA WINKLER,
Committee Management
Coordinator.
SrpTEMBER 19, 1978,
{FR Doc. 78-26696 Filed 9-22-78: 8:45 am]

{7590-01]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50-592A and §0-583A]
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO,, ET AL

Recelpt of Atterney Genarel's Advice and Time
for Fillng of Petitions To Intervens en Antle
trust Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following advice from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
September 13; 1978, with respect toa
construction permit spplication {for
Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Sta-
tion, units 4 and 5:

You have requested our advice pursuant
to the provisions of sectlon 108¢ of the
Atomlic Fnergy Act of 1954, as amended, in
regard to the above-cited application.

The Palo Verde Nuclear Gencrating 8ta-
tion (PVYNGS) Units 4 and § are two addi-
tional units planned for construction at the
same site as Units 1,2, and 3 currently being
bullt pursuant to construction permits
{ssued by the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion In NRC dockets Noa. STN 50-528, STN
50-529, and 8TN %0-530, respectively. Units
4 and § will be jointly ewned by Arisona
Public Servics Cu. , E1 Paso Eeo
tric Co. (X1 Pase), and Southern California
Edlsen. Co. (Southern California).’

The Department of Justice rendered anti-
trust advice to the Commission by letter of
April 8, 1875, with respect to the then pro-
posed participation in PVGNS Units 1, 2,
and 3 by Arizona and El Puaso. At that time
Arizona had agreed to a license condition re-
lating to tranemission services that satisfac-
torily eliminated the anticompetitive effects
of certain restrictions placed upon its whole-
sale customers’ ability to resell power
wheeled to them by Arizona. Since there
was no evidence then before the Depart-
ment that any of the applicants, including
El Paso, was cxercising any other market
power they might have had to inhibit com-
petition, we concluded that an antitrust
hearing was not necessary.

Subsequent to our antitrust advice of
April 8, 1975, one of the six original partici.
pants in PVNGS Units 1, 2. and 3, Tucson
Gas & Electric Co. was replaced by South-
ern California. We advised you by letter of
April 6, 1976, that no antitrust hearing
would be necessary as a result of the addi-
tion of Southern California as a part owner
in PVNGS Units 1, 2, and 3. The basis for
our recommendation was that S8outhem
California had earlier agreed to accept 1i-
cense conditions In connection with its Ban
Onofre Nuclear Generating Station, Units 2
and 3, AEC docket Nos. 50-361A and 50-
362A ? and that there was no other informa.
tion that would warrant an antitrust hear-
ing.

Our review of the instant application has
not disclosed any evidence that any of the
applicants has used its size or ownership of
transmission facilities in such & manner as
to {nhibit competition in the area in which
they operate. The Department did receive a
complaint from electrical district No. 2, an
electric distribution system competing with
Arizona for retail loads in the area of the
city of Casa Grande in Pinal County. Ariz.
Electrical district No. 2 alleged that Arizona
had instituted lawsuits against the district
and had threatened lawsuits against pro-
spective retail customers in order to prevent
the district from serving anything other
than agricultural pumping and incidental
farm domestic loads. The dispute, however,
appears to be concerned primarily with the
interpretation of certain Arizona State stat-
utes regulating retafl service by electrical
districts within the State. Electrical district
No. 2 does not rely on Arizona for its dbulk
power supply and apparently has been able

tThe Department has received your re-
quest of August 25, 1978, for advice with re-
spect to the participation in units 4 and 5 of
an additlonal eight electric utllitles. This
advice letter; however, covers only the three
companies referenced in your letter of
March 1, 1978, .

s18ce our advice letter to the Commission
of June 23, 1974.
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Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to $2.714 of the Commission’s
“rules of practice,” 10 CFR part 2, file
& petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust as.
pects of the application. Petitions for
leave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by October 25,
1878, either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C,, or
(2) by mall or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regula.
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, Attentlon: Docketing and Serv-
fce Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission, .
JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group, Office of Nuclear Reae-
tor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 78-26847 Filed 9-22-78; 8:45 am]

———

[7590-01]

{Docket No. 50-2031
BOSTON EDISON CO.

Issuance of Amendment to Facllity Operating
Licanse

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has {ssued
amendment No. 34 to facility operat-
ing license No. DPR-35, Issued to
Boston Edison Co., which revised the
technical specifications for operation
of the Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station,
Unit No. 1, located near Plymouth,
Mass. The amendment {s effective ag
of the date of {ts issuance.

This amendment ¢hanges the trip
level setting for the high flow main
steam line instruments from 0120 per-
cent to 0140 percent of rated steam
flow. The new setpoint 13 consistent
with assumptions used in the final
safety analysis report for main steam
line high flow differential pressure
switch trip settings.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act
0f 1954, a3 amended (the Act), and the
commission’s rules and regulations,
The Commission has made appropri-
ate findings a3 required by the Act and
the Commission’s rules and regula.
tions in 10 CFR chapter I, which are
set forth {n the lcense amendment,
Prior-public notice of this amendment
was not required since the amendment

NOTICES

does not involve g significant hazards
consideration.

The Commission has determined
that the issuance of thix amendment
will not result in any significant envi.
ronmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4), an environmen-
tal impant statement or negative decla-
ration and environmental impact ap-
praisal need not be prepared in con-
nection with issuance of this amend-
ment.

For further detafls with respect to
this action, see (1) application for
amendment dated March 22, 1978, (2)
amendment No. 34 to license No.
DPR-35, and (3) the Commission’s re-
lated safety evaluation. All of these
items are avallable for public inspec.
tion at the Commission’s Public Docu-
ment Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C., and at the Plym-
outh Public Library, on North Strest
in Plymouth, Mass, 02360. A single
copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di.
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

- Dated 2t Bethesda, Md.. this 18th
day of September 1978.

For ihe Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission,

THOMAS A. IPPOLITO,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No, 3, Division of
Operating Reactors.
(FR Doc. 78-26848 Flled 9-22-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-263)
NORTHERN STATES POWER CO.

Issuance of Amendment to Provisional
Operating License

The U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has issued
amendment No. 35 to provisionail oper-
ating license No. DPR-22 issued to
Northern States Power Co. (NSP) (the
licensee) which revised the technical
specifications for operation of the
Monticello Nuclear Generating Plant
(the facility) 1located in Wright
County, Minn. The amendment fs ef.
fective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment revised the techni.
cal specifications to provide operating
limits and procedures for the recircu.
lation pump trip system for Monticello
Nuclear Generating Station.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1854, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations.
The Commission has made appropri.
ate findings as required by the Act and
the Commission’s rules and regula.
tions in 10 CFR Chapter I, which are

4339¢

get forth In the license amendment,
Prior public notice of this amendment
was not required since the amendment
does not involve a significant hazards
consideration.

The Commission has determined
that the issuance of this amendment
will not result in any significant envi.
ronmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmental
Impact statement, or negative declara-
tion and environmental impact ap-
praisal need not be prepared in con-
nection with issuance of this amend-
ment,

For further detalls with respect to
this action, see (1) the application for

.amendment dated March 1, 1978, (2)

amendment Nn., 35 to license No.
DPR-22, and (3) the Commission’s re-
lated safety evaluation. All of these
items are available for public inspec-
tion at the Commission’s Public Docu-
ment Room, 1717 H Street Nw.,
Washington, D.C. and at the Environ-
mental Conservation Library, Minne-
apolis Publie Library, 300 Nicollet
Mall, Minneapolls, Minn. 55401, A
copy of items (2) and (3) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactor.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 15th
da¥ of September 1978.

For the Nuclear Regilatory Com-
mission,
THOMAS A. IPPOLITO,

Chies Operating Reactors
Branch No. 3, Division of Op-
erating Reactors.

{FR Doc. 78-26849 Filed 9-23-78; 8:45 am]

[7590-01]
[Docket Nos. STN 50-556, STN 560-557]

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA,
ASSOCIATED ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, INC.,
AND WESTERN FARMERS ELECTRIC COOPER-
ATIVE, INC., (BLACK FOX STATION, UNNTS 3
AND 2)

Socond Amended Order Setting Evidentlary
Heering on Heolth and Safety lssues

Our first Amended Order Setting
Evidentiary Hearing On Health And
Safety Issues dated Augnst 28, 1978
and published in the Freprrat Rrcis-
TER on September 1, 1978 (43 FR
39198), noticed, inter alia, that the evi-
dentiary hearing beginning on Qcto-
ber 10, 1978 would be held in Court.
room No, 3, U.8. Courthouse, 333 West
Fourth Street, Tulsa, Okla. This
courtroom is no longer avallable,

Accordingly, please take notice and
It i3 hereby ordered that the eviden-
tiary hearing on health and safety
issuea specified in our initial order
dated August 17, 1978 (43 FR 375032,
August 23, 1978), is scheduled to begin
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ronsidering the geant appl.oations sub-
mutted by:
1. Summit County Legal Aid Soctety

in Akron, Ohie to serve Medina
Couniy

2. Lewal Ald Soclety of Cincinnatd in
Cincinnati, Ohio to <erve  Brown

County. i

3. Legal Ald Saciety of Cleveland in
Cleveland, Ohio to serve Crawford and
Ashland Countlices.

4. Legal Aid Society of Columbus in
Columbus, Ohio to serve Marion. Dcia-
ware and Marrow Countics.

5. Ohio State Legal Serviees Associ-
ation in Columbus, Ohio to serve Law-
rence. Athens, Meigs, Beimont and
Jefferson Counties.

6. Allen County Legal Scervices Asso-
ciation in Lima, Ohlo to serve Auglaize
County.

7. Licking County Legal Ald Society
in Newark, Ohin to serve Knox and
Fairfield Counties.

8. The Rural Legal Aid Society of
West Central Ohijo in Greer~ille. Ohio
to serve Clark, Preble. Miami and
Greene Countles.

Interest~d persons are hereby Invit-
cd Lo submit written comments or rec-
ommendations concerning the above
applications to the Regional Office of
the Legal Services Corporation at:
1.ogal Se-vices Corporation, Northern
Virginia Regional Office. 1730 North
1.ynn Street, Suite 600, Artington, VA
22209.

TuoMas Euncics.
President

{FR Dac 79-6865 IPiled 3-6-79. 8 45 am)

[6820-35-M)
GRANTS AND CONTRACTS

MaRrcH 6, 1979.

The Legal Services Corporation was
established pursuant to the Legal
Services Corporation Act of 1974, Pub.
L. 93-355 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C 2996-
2696!, as amended, Pub. L. 85-222 (De-
comber 28, 1977). Section 1007(f) pro-
vides: At least 30 days prior to the ap-
proval of any grant application or
prior to cntering into & contract or
prior to the initiation of any other
project, the Corporation shall an-
nounce publicly ¢ * * such grant, con-
tract or project.”

The Legal Services Corporation
hereby announces publicly that it is
considering the grant applications sub-
mitted by:

1. Macomb County Legal Aid Bureau
in Mt. Clemens, Michigan to serve St.
Clair County.

2, Kalamazoo County Legal Aid

Burecau in Kalamazoo. Michigan to
serve Kalamazco and Van Buren

Counties.

Interested persons are hereby invit-
cd to submit written comments or rec-
ommendations concerning the above

NOTICES

applications to the Reglonal Office of
the lagal Services Corporution  at
Leeal Services Corporation, Northern
Virginia Regional Office, 1730 North
I.onn Street, Sufte 600, Arlivion, VA
22209.
THOMAS ElRLICH,
President

[FR Doc 70 GRAG Filed 3 8-79: 845 ami

[7510-01-M]

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[NOTICE (79 25))

SPACE SCIENCE STEERING COMMITTEE VENUS
ORBITING IMAGING RADAR (VOIR) AD
HOC ADVISORY SUBCOMMITTEE

Estoblishment

Pursuant to sectlon 9(a)2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
1. 92-463), and after consultation with
the Committee Management Secretar-
iat. General Scervices Administration,
NASA has determined that the estab-
lishment of an Ad Hoc Advisory Sub.
committece for the evaluation of Venus
Orbiting Imaging Radar (VOIR) pro-
posals. is in the public interest. in con-
nection with the performance of
duties mmposed upon NASA by law.
The Space Science Steering Commit.
tee. under which the Subcommillee
will operate, 1s a NASA internal com-
mittee. composed wholly of govern-
ment employcees.

The function of this Subcommitter
will be to obtain the advice of the sel.
entific community on proposals in the
specialized areas identified by the
name of the Subcommittee.

ARNOLD W, FRUTKIN,
Associale Administralor
Jor External Relations.
MaRrcH 1. 1979.

[FR Doc $9-6756 Filed 3-6-79: 8:45 am]

[4510-30-M]

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON
UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION

Rescheduled Meeting

On January 26. 1979. FR 44. page
5542, notice was given of the eleventh
meeting of the National Commission
on Umemployment Compensation to
be held on March 8. 9, and 10 at the
Ramada Inn, Rosslyn, Virginia.

The meetine location and dates have
been changed. The meeting of the Na-
tional Commission will now take place
on March 8 {rom 10:00 A.M. to 5:30
P.M.. and on March 9 from 8:30 A.M.
to 500 P.M., at the Shorecham Ameri-
cana Hotel, 2500 Calvert Street NW.,
Washington, D.C.

12513

Teiephone inauiries and communica-
tions conceriing this mecting should
be directed to- JASES M. ROSBROW,
Executive Director. Natwonal Commis
ann on Umempioyment  Compenai

ton. 1815 Lynn Street Room 440,
Rosslyn. Virgimia 22209, (703) 235
2782

Slened at Wishington, D C thns 1st
day of March, 1979,
JAMES M. ROSRROW
Exccuftre Director,  Nalrtomal
Commnussion on Umen.ploy
menl Compensation
[FR Doc. 79 6813 Ftlcd 3-8-79: 8 45 am!

[7590-01-M}

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSICAH

{Docket Nos. 50-592A and 50 523A)
ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO., ET AL

Recelpt of Attorney General's Advice and Time
for Filing of Petitions to Intervene on Ant-
trust Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atonmuc
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of  the Umted
States. dated February 22, 1979, with
respect to a construction permit appli-
cation for Palo Verde Nuclear Gener-
ating Station. Units 4 and §

You have srequested our advier pursuant
to Sectlon 105+ of the Atomic Enerey Act of
1954. as amended, 10 regard 10 A revision of
the above-cited application s hichi would
rxpand the ownership of the units to -
rinde Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (LADWP), San Diego Gas & Flertnie
Company 1San Dicgo). City of Anaheim
tAnahetm), City of Glendale (Glendale),
City of Riverside (Riverside), Cily of Pasa-
dena (Pasadena), City of Burbank (Bur-
hank), and the Nevada Power Company
(NPC).

The Palo Verde Nurlear Generating Sta.
can (PYNGS) Units 5§ and 5 are two addl
tional units pianned for constructinn at the
<ame site as Units 1. 2 and 3 currently being
built pursuant to construction permits
tssues by the Nuclear Regulatory Commus-
<ion (“Commission™) In NRC Docket Nos
STN 50-528, STN 50-529. and STN 50-530.
respectively. ' The Department of Justice
rendered antitrust advice to the Commis-
slon by letter of September 13, 1878, with
respect to the Initial apptications of Arizona
Public Service Company. El Paso Electric
Company and Southern Callfornia Edison
Company regarding their participation in
PVNGS Units 4 and 5. The proposed revi-

'The Department rendered  antitrust
advice to the Comrmrission by letter of April
8], 1975 with respect to the proposed partict
pation tn PVONS Unlits 1. 2 and s by Arizo-
na Public Service Company and Fl Paso
Electric Company, and by letter of April 6,
1976 with respect to the participation of
Southern Cahfornta Fdison Co. in Units 1. 2
and 3
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<ton will result In the rteht additional par-
tieipants ownipg “ he Iatlowing percentage of
the two umits

LADwp 1177
San Dtegn - L8 27
Anaheim | 157
CGivndale . 107
Hoverside Lo
Pisadnan L 107%
Burbank 107
N .22

LADWE Las been the wuteert of ant

Frust review an tv o Brevings ocensaons. In
tennechion waih 1LADW jry Daraapation in
the SRan Joaguin Nuelear Project we advised
By letter of November 21, 1975, 1hat no ant.
trust heariig was neeessary, and more ro-
Centiv we adused by letter of July 17, 1978,
thatl no antrrust hearing wowy be reguared
m conneciion with LADWE's partictpation
I Sundesert Naelear Plant, Unus | ang 2.

S Dievo has alko been the subject of
w0 previou  antitrust reviews We adtined
the Commisaon by lotter of July 12, 18971,
thal A hearing was necessary in conncetion
with Soutnern Califorma Edivon s participa.
Lion in (e Saie Onofre Nuclear Generating
Station. Unis 2 and 3. but concluded, with
respeet Lo San Diego’s participation. Lhat an
antitrust heartng was not warranted. On
May 12, 1976, ue rendercd ’ntitryst advice
In cannection with San Dirgo & applicatinn
to build the Sundesert Nuclear Plant. Unius
! and 2 We again advised that a heartng
RAas 10t necessary.

‘Anaheim. Glendale, Riverside and Pasa-
dena filed apphications to participate 1n
" Sth the San Joaqun and Sundesert plants,
and the Commission 1as advised by letters
of November 24, 1975, and September 2.
1977, that no antitrust hearings were neces-
Sary i conncction with the participation by
those cities in the San Joaquin and Sunde.
sert plants, respectively \We al<o advised the
Commissian by letter of July 17, 1978, that
no antiirust hearing would be required tn
connection with the City of Burbank s
planned partieipation In the Sundesert Nu-
clear Plant,

“Qur review of the Information submitted
for antitrust review PUrposes as well as
other information available to the Depart-
ment provides no basis at this time to con-
clude that the particlpation in PVNGS
Units 4 and 5 by the above seven entities
would warrant any change In our prior
advice.

“The righth applicant, the Nevada Power
Company (NPC) hns not herctofore been
the subject of an antitrust review under sec-
tion 105¢. NPC is the largest etectric utiny
in southern Nevada andg in 1877 served ap-
broximately 136,000 customers (ncluding
the eny of Las Vepas), with a prak load of
Approximately 1000 MWs. NPC's 2.2 percent
INterest represents about 4 pereent of s
1978 generating capacity (approx:malely
1200 MWs).

“There 1s one municipally owned distribu-
ton system, two power districts. one REA
cooperative. and one investor-owned distyl-
bution system 1 southern Nevada serving in
areas adjacent to NPC's faciities, none - f
which have any generaton in the area.The
investor-owned system  purchases power
from NPC. The public svstems purchase
power gencrated at Federal hydrorlectrie

"The Investor-owned system (C-P Natlon-
al. formerly Californta Pacific Uulities Co )
dors own some Renieration in Northern
Nevada.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 44, NO.
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brojects on the Coloradn River from the
US Bureau of Reclamation and the Nevada
Divsion of Colorado River Resourees,

The NPC performs central dispatehing
service for all of the utilities in the area,
and thus, s 1n a2 position tn control the atilt-
‘voef these other utilities to obtuin power
from sourees outside of the area. It appears,
however that all the utilities are sngaged in
the planning of Jointly owned generating
pinnis Moreover, our mvesticalion uneos -
creeh no evidence that NPC has acted to
toreclose or hinder the o telapme it nf ap
Ternitine wurees of power or has otheraise
biaced Lhe smaller utilities at a competitn e
disadvantage. Accordingly It Is the Depart.
ment s view that NPC's ownership of 22
prreent of PVNGS units 4 and 5 will not
create or mamntain a situation fnconsistent
with the anttrust laws and that an antl-
trust hearing on NPC's applleation is not
NeCcessary,”

Any prrson whose Interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur.
suant Lo §2.714 of the Commission's
Rules of Practice.” 10 CFR Part 2, file
a petition for leave to intervene and
requests a hearing on the anititrust as-
pects of the application. Petitions for
leave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shalil be filed by April 6. 1979,
cither (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717
H Ftreet, NW, Washington. DC or (2)
by mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, DC 20355,
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chicf, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group, Office of Nuclegr Reac-
tor Regulation.

{FR Doc. 79-6644 Filed 3 5-79: 8:45 am)

[7590-01-m}
{Docket No. 50-293]
BOSTON EDISON CO.

Issuanco of Amendment 1o Focility Operating
Liconse

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has Issued
Amendment No. 37 to Facility Operat-
i License No. DPR-35. issued (o
Boston Edison Company (the Licens.
ce). which revised the license for oper.
tion of the Pligrim Nuclear Power Sta-
tion Unit No. 1 (the facility) located
near Plymouth, Massachusetts, The
amendment becomes cffective on Feb.
ruary 23, 1979.

The amendment adds a license con.
dition to include the Commission-ap.
proved physical secv'Tity plan as par
of the license.

The llcensee's filings comply with
the standards and requirements of the
Atomic Enecrgy Act of 1954, as amend-
ed (the Act), and the Commission's
rules and regulations. The Commis.

ston has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commia.
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CIPR
Chapter 1, which are set forth mn ine
heense amendment. Prior public notire
of this amendment was not requeired
smcee the amendment doea not Involve
a sumnifieant hazards cansiderating,

The Commssion has determined
that the issuance nf this amendment
wiil not result in any significan! cnyy-
ronmental mpact and tha puraant
to 10 CFIU 51 5(dvw 4y an [ R Ty A T o
talimpact statement or ne _ative decla.
ration and cnvironmental hnpact ap.
praisal need not be prepared 1n con.
nection with assuance of this amend-
ment.

Tre hicensee's filing dated November
7. 1977 as revised May 26, 1978 and
January 8, 1979, and the Coemmrnninn s
Securtty Pran Foaluation Report are
helne afthheln fram publie drselnsure
pursuant to 10 CFR 2.790d). The
withheld Information is subject Lo dis-
closure in accordance with the provi-
sions of 10 CFR 9.12.

For further details with respect to
this action. see (1) Amendment No. 37
to License No. DPR-35 and (2; the
Commuission’s related letter to the Li.
censee dated February 23, 1979 These
items are available for pubiic inrpec-
tion at the Commission’s Pub'ic Docu.
ment Room. 1717 H Street Nw,,
Washington, D.C. and at Lhe Piym.
outh Public Library on North Street
in Plymouth, Massachusetts 02360. A
copy of items (1) and (2) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Comnssion,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di.
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this
23d day of February 1979.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
missfon.
THoOMAS A, IPPOLITO,
Chief, Operating Rcactors
Branch No. 3, Dirvision of Ogp-
eraling Reaclors.
(FR Doc. 79-6842 Filed 3-6-79 8:45 pm)

[7590-01-M)

[Docket Nos. 50-325 and 50-324)
CAROLINA POWER & LIGHT CO.

Issuence of Amendmaents to Focility Operating
Licenses

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has issuerd
Amendment Nos. 21 and 45 to Farility
Operating License Nos. DPR-71 and
DPR-62 issued to Carolina Power &
Light Company tthe Heensee) which
revised the licenses for operation of
the Brunswick Steam Electric Plant,
Units 1 and 2 (the facility), located in
Brunswick County. North Carolina.
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Country ol oestnasen

T
Name of apphcant, Date Matenal m kiograme i
of apphcaton, Dals Maienel type Tow Total End-Use :
spphcaton No clement solope 1

Exxon Nuciess Com., Feb. | 3.4% Enriched 55,000 1.870 | UF, wit be tabncated by Exzon nto fuet assembees & reex- | From Netherlands
28, 1962, Mas, 2, 1982, ported for uss n the Bibks A Reactor '
1SNMB2004, !

Exxon Nuclesr Corp., Feb |34% d\ 66,000 2224 | UF. wit be taoncated by Exxon mio fuel assembhes & reex- | From USSR

26, 1962, Mas, 2. 1982, poried Lox use n the Biks B Reactor. |
ISNM 82005.. :

[FR Doc. 82-8440 Filed 3-9-83: 845 am]
BILLING CODE 7550-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50-528A, 529A, 530A]

Arizona Public Service Co.; Receipt of
Attorney General's Advice and Time
for Filing of Petitions To Intervene on
Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received the
following additional advice, pursuant to
section 105¢ of the amended Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
February 11, 1982, with respect to the
construction permit application for the
Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station,
Units 1, 2, and 3.

You have requasted our advice pursuant to
the provisions of Section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, in regard to
a transfer of ownership interest in the above
referenced units by Salt River Project
Agricultural Improvement and Power District
{“SRP") 1o the Los Angeles Department of
Waler and Power (“LADWP”) and to the
Southern California Public Power Authority
("SCPPA").} Under the proposed transfer,
LADWP will acquire & 5.7 percent interest,
and SCPPA will acquire a 5.91 percent in
each of the three 1270 megwatt units. The
Palo Verde Nuclear Generating Station
("PVNGS") is located near Phoenix, Arizona.
LADWP and the members of SCPPA are
Californid utilities.

LADWP has been the subject of antitrust
review on three previous occasions. The most
recent occasion was in connection with
LADWP's participation in PVNGS Units 4
and 5. The Department of Justice advised the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission by letter
dated February 22, 1979 that the participation
of LADWP in PVNGS Units 4 and 5 would
not create or maintain a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust Jaws.?

$The SCPPA is an entity [ormed pursuant to
California law for the purpose of financing.
acquiring, constructing. maintaining, and operating
generation and transmission projecls. The members
of, and their percentage particpating in SCPPA are:
Los Angeles Department of Water (62%), City of
Burbank (4%}, City of Glendale (4%}, City of
Pasadens (4%). City of Riverside (5%), City of
Anaheim (7.5%), City of Banning (1%}, City of
Vernon (4.5%), and Imperial Irrigation District (8%).

3L ADWP was also the subject of antitrust review
in ction with the Sundesert Nuclear Plant,
Units 3 and 2 and the San Joaquin Nuclear Project.
1 both reviews the Department advised that
antitrust hearings were not required.

Some.of the members of SCPPA were the
subject of antitrust review in connection with
the Sundesert Nuclear Plant, and the San
Joaquin Nuclear Project. On November 24,
1975 the Department advised that no hearing
was required in connection with the Cities of
Anaheim. Glendale, Riverside and Pasadena
parlicipating in the San joaquin Nuclear
Project. On September 2, 1977 the same
advice was given in connection with the four
cities participating in the Sundesert Nuclear
Plant. We advised on July 17, 1978 that
participation by the City of Burbank in the
Sundesert Project would not require an
antitrust hearing. We also advised on January
31. 1980, that participation by the Cities of
Anaheim and Riverside in San Onofre
Nuclear Generating Company, Units 2 and 3.
would not require un untirust hearing.

Our review of the information submitted in
connection with the current application, as
well as other relevant information. has
disclosed no evidence that would warrant a
change of our earlier advice with respect to
LADWP. or the members of SCPPA that were
the subject of prior antitrust review. We are
not aware of any evidence that the other
members of SCPPA have engaged in any
conduct that might warrant further antitrust
scrutiny. Accordingly, il is the Department’s
view that no antitrust hearing is necessary
with respect to the proposed transfers of
ownership.

Any person whose inlerest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission's
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requrests for
hearing shall be filed by (30 days) either
(1) by delivery to the NRC Docksting
and Service Branch at 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C. or (2) by mail or
telegraom addressed to the Secretary,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, ATTN:
Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Argil Toalston,

Acting Chief, Antitrust and Economiv
Analysis Branch, Division of Engineering,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

{FR Doc. 82-8435 Filed 3-0-8% 845 am}

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

{Docket No. 50-366}

Georgla Power Co., et al.; Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
jesued Amendment No. 26 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-5, issued to
Georgia Power Company, Oglethorpe
Power Corporation, Municipal Electric
Authority of Georgia, and City of
Dalton, Georgia, which revised
Technical Specifications (TSs) for
operation of the Edwin . Hatch Nuclear
Plant, Unit No. 2 (the facility) located in
Appling County, Georgia. The
amendment is effective a¢ of the date of
issuance.

This amendment revises the Technical
Specification surveillance requirements
needed to determine the operability of
the source range monitors during
periods of core alte: tion.

The application for the amendment
co:..plies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulationz in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not requir
gince the amendment does not inv
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determinec  :l
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
51.5{(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement, or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated January 22, 1982, (2)
Amendment No. 26 to License No. NPF-
5, and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the

vea



Dated: Apri 26, 1978.

Doxarp G. DoNaHOO,
Chief, Permit Branch,
Federal Wildl{fe Permit Office.

(FR Doc. 78-11772 Filed 4-28-78; 8:45 am])
THREATENED SPECIES PERMIT
Recsipt of Application

The applicants listed below wish to
apply for Captive Self-Sustaining Pop-
ulation permits authorizing the pur-
chase and sale in interstate commerce,
for the purpose of propagation, those
species of pheasants listed in 50 CFR
17.11 as [T(C/P)). Humane shipment
and care in transit is assured.

These applications and supporting
documents are avalilable to the public
during normal business hours in Room
534, 1717 H Street NW., Washington,
D.C. or by writing to the Director, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (WPO),
Washington, D.C. 20240. Interested
persons may comment on these appli-
cations by May 31, 1978 by submitting
written data, views, or arguments to
the Director at the above address.

Applicant: Mr. B. S, Jolley, Route 1, Box
72, Roaring River, NC. 28669: PRT 2-2359.

Applicant: Mr. Winston Sessions, P.O. Box
353 Route 2, Monroeville, Ala, 36460; PRT
2-2382.

Applicant: Mr. Mark S. Blerbower, R.D.
No. 1, Box 47 F 11, Hopwood, Pa. 15445;
PRT 2-2405.

Applicant: Mr. Oswald A. Pung, 3424 18th
Street. Lewiston, Idaho 83501: PRT 2-2373.

Applicant: Frederick S. Rose, 43 Cornwall
Avenue, Cornwall-on-Hudson, N.Y. 12520;
PRT 2-2397.

Please refer to the individual appli-
cant and the appropriately assigned
PRT 2- file number when submitting
comments,

Dated: April 26, 1978.

Donarp G. DonaHoo,
Chief, Permit Branch,
Federal Wildlife Permit Office.
[FR Doc. 78-11771 Filed 4-28-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-313]
ARKANSAS POWER & LIGHT CO.

Gronting of Relief From ASME Section XI
Inservice Inspection (Testing) Requirements

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has granted
relief from certain requirements of the
ASME Code, Section X1, “Rules for
Inservice Inspection.of Nuclear Power
Plant Components” to Arkansas
Power & Light Co. The relief relates
to the inservice inspection (testing)
program for the Arkansas Nuclear
One, Unit No. 1 (the facility) located
in Pope County, Ark. The ASME Code

NOTICES

requirements are incorporated by ref-
erence into the Commission’s rules
and regulations in 10 CFR Part 50.
The relief is effective as of its date of
issuance.

The relief is granted on an interim
basis, pending completion of our de-
tailed review from those inservice in-
spection and testing requirements of
the ASME Code that the licensee has
determined to be impractical within
the limitations of design, geometry
and materials of construction of com-
ponents, because compliance would
result in hardships or unusual difficul-
ties without a compensating increase
in the level of quality or safety.

The request for relief complies with
the standards and requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amend-
ed (the Act), and the Commission’s
rules and regulations. The Commis-
sion has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commis-
sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter I, which are set forth in the
letter granting relief. Prior public
notice of this action was not required
since the granting of this relief from
ASME Code requirements does not in-
volve a significant hazards consider-
ation.

The Commission has determined
that the granting of this relief will not
result in any significant invironmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
51.5(d)X4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
this action.

For further detafls with respect to
this action, see (1) the request for
relief dated October 19, 1977, and (2)
the Commission's letter to the licensee
dated April 20, 1978.

These items are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. and at the Arkansas
Polytechnic College, Russellville, Ark.
72801. A copy of item (2) may be ob-
tained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 20th
day of April, 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
RoBErRT W. REID,

Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 4 Division of Oper-
ating Reactors.

{FR Doc. 78-11749 Filed 4-28-78; 8:45 am]}
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[7590-01)
(Docket No. 50-471A)
BOSTON EDISON CO. ET AL

Receipt of Attorney General's Advice and Time
for Filing of Petitions Te intervene on Antl
trust Motters

In the matter of Boston Edison Co.
and Massachusetts Municipal Whole-
sale Elactric Co., Taunton Municipal
Lighting Plant, Vermont Electric Co-
operative, Inc.

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated April 20, 1978:

You have requested our advice pursuant
to the provisions of Section 105 of the
Atomic Energy Act, as amended, in regard
to the above-cited application. [Piigrim Nu-
clear Generating Station, Unit No. 2)

On June 26, 1974, we advised the Commis-
sion that review of the information submit.
ted by the lead applicant. Boston Edison
Co., as well as other iInformatfon relating to
electric uttlity competition in New England,
did not indicate any need for an antitrust
hearing on this nuclear facility, You have
now provided us with antitrust information
submitted by three other applicants, Massa-
chusetts Municipal Wholesale Electric Co.
(MMWEC), Taunton Municipal Lighting
Plant, and Vermont Electric Cooperative,
Ine.

The MMWEC, which will own a 13.240
percent share In the unit, it is a public cor-
poration of the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts. It is engaged in the acquisition, de-
velopment and sale of bulk power w its 30
member municipal electric systems® end
others. MMWEC has contracted for the sale
of all of its ownership share of the output
of this unit to 25 of its members through
power sales agreements covering the life of
the facility. These 25 members provide
retail or wholesale electric service to 32
communities in Massachusetts. The non-co-
incident peak of all members of MMWEC
was 671.3 MW in 1977. In that year the
smallest member had a peak of 3.2 MW, the
largest & peak of 74.6 MW,

Taunton, which supplies electric power in
the Taunton, Mass. area, will own a 0.60
percent share of the unit. In 1876 ‘Taunton
experienced a peak load of 62 MW. Vermont
Electric Cooperative serves rural areas pri-
marily in northern Vermont, a 1 had a

peak load of 2.38 MW in 1975, “rmont's
share of the unit will be 0.20 perce
With the present changes in . ‘ership

the current ownership of the 1180 ... W Pil-
grim Unit No. 2 is as follows:
Percent
ownerihip
59,026
0.330

Boston Edison Co
Burlington Electric Dept. crveeeccennen.

*The 30 Massachusetts Municipal electric
systems which are members of the MMWEC
are: Ashburnham, Baldwinville, Belmont,
Boylston, East Braintree, Chicopee, Dan-
vers, Georgetown, Groton, Hingham,
Holden, Holyoke, Hudson, Hull, Ipswich,
Littletown, Mansfield, Marblehead, Middle-
borough, Middletown, North Attleborough,
Paxton, Peabody, Reading. Shrewsbury,
South Hadley, Sterling, Wakefield, West
Boylston and West{ield.
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Peroent
ownership
Central Maire Power Co. esense 2.850
Central Vermont Public Service Corp...... 1.780
Fitchburg Gas & Diectric Light CO. e 0.190
Hudson Light & Power Deple civmcermmssasess 0.174
Massechusetts 3dunicipal Wholesale
Llectrie Co. 13.240
Montaup Electric Co. casasroresesrerens 2150
New Bedford Gas & Edison Light Co....... 1,530
New England Power Co. 11.160
Public Bervice Co. of New Hampahire..... 3470
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant......... 0.600
The United Nlluminating Co. 3300
Vermont Electric Cooperative, Inc. c..... 0.200

Our review three new applicants, as well
as other relevant information, has disclosed
no basis upon which to change our earlier
conclusion that an antitrust hearing will not
be necessary in this matter.

Any persol: whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to §2.714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice”, 10 CFR Part 2,
file a petition for leave to intervene
and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions
{or leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by May 31, 1978,
either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Section at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. or (2)
by malil or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Docketing and Service Sec-
tion.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnily
Group, Office of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulations.

LFR Doc. 78-11750 Files 4-28-178; 8:45 am]

[7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-2191
JERSEY CENTRAL POWER & LIGHT CO.

Issuonce of Amendment to Provisional
Opereting License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatoy Com-
mission (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 31 10 Provisional Op-
erating License No. DPR-16, issued to
Jersey Central Power & Light Co. (the
licensee), which revised Technical
Specifications for operation c¢f the
Oyster Creek Nuclear Generating Sta-
tion (the facility) located in Ocean
County, N.J. The amendment is effec-
tive as of its date of issuance.

The amendment deleted the Respi-
ratory Protection Program which was
superseded by the amended § 20.103 of
10 CFR Part 20 of the Commission’s
regulations.

This amendment complies with the
standards and requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amend-
ed (the Act), and the Commission’s
rules and regulations. The Commis-
sion has made appropriate findings as
required by the Act and the Commis-

NOTICES

sion’s rules and regulations in 10 CFR
Chapter 1, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
sitice the amendment does not involve
a significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined
that the issuance of this amendment
will not result in any significant envi-
ronmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.5(dX4) an environmental
impact statement or negative declara-
tion and environmental impact ap-
praisal need not be prepared in con-
nection with issusnce of this amend-
ment.

For further details with respect to
this action, see (1) the Commission's
letter to Jersey Central Power & Light
Co. dated July 29, 1977, (2) Amend-
ment No. 31 to License No. DPR-18,
and (3) the Commission’s related eval-
uation that is included in the concur-
rently issued letter to the lcensee. All
of these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, i717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C., and at the Ocean
County Library, Brick Township
Branch, 401 Chambers. Bridge Road,
Brick Town. N.J. 08723. A copy of
items (1), (2) and (3) may be obtained
upon request addressed to the U.Ss.
Nuclear Regulaltory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di-
rector, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 19th
day of April, 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

raission,
DERN1S L. ZIEMANN,
Chief, Operating Reactors
Branch No. 2, Division of Op-
erating Reactors.

{FR Doc. 78-11751 Filed 4-28-78; 8:45 am}

{7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-3361
NORTHEAST NUCLEAR ENERGY CO., ET AL
! of Amendment te Faciiity Opercting

ticense

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) has issued
Amendment No. 38 to Facility Operat-
ing License No. DPR-65 to Northeast
Nuclear Energy Co.. The Connecticut
Light and Power Co., The Hartford
Electric Light Co., and Western Mas-
sachusetts Electric Co., which revised
Technical Specifications for operation
of the Millstone Nuclear Power Sta-
tion, Unit No. 2 located in the Town of
Waterford, Conn. The amendment is
effective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment authorizes oper-
ation with sleeved gujde tubes for the
Control Element Assemblies (CEAs),
burnable poison pin perforations,
modified containment electrical pene-
trations, and revises the Appendix A

Technical Specifications by: (1) incor-
porating changes resulting from the
analyses of Cycle 2 reload fuel; (2) au-
thorizing the removal of all part
length CEAs; (3) changes relating to a
new water hole peaking factor; and (4)
deleting the requirement for two reac-
tor protection system trips.

The applications for the amendment
comply with the standards and re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1254, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations.
The Commission has made appropri-
ate findings as required by the Act and
the Commission's rules and regula-
tions in 10 CFR Chapter 1, which are
set forth in the license amendment.
Notice of Proposed Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating Li-
cense in connection with operation
with sleeved guide tubes for the CEAs
was published in the FEDERA™. REGISTER
on February 10, 1978 (43 FR 5908). No
request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene was filed following
this notice of propnsed action. Prior
public notice of the other actjons men-
tioned sbove was not required since
these actions do not involve a signifi-
cant hazards consideration. Steam
generator tube support plate cracking
problems were also the subject of the
above Notice. This action is being han-
dled separately.

The Commission has determined
that the issuance of this amendment
will not result in any significant envi-
ronmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)X4) an environmental
impact statement or negative declara-
tion and environmental impact ap-
praisal need not be prepared in con-
r.ection with issuance of this amend-
ment.

For further details with respect to
this action, see (1) the applications for
amendment dated September 2, 1977,
February 22 and 23, 1978, and March
20, 1978, as supplemented August 25,
September 2 and 28, October 12, No-
vember 14, 17, and 23, December 15,
19717, January 12, 24,.and 25. February
1, 10, 21, and 28, March 8, . 1, and 16,
April 6 and 13, 1978, (2) A: endment
No. 38 to License No. DPR-. and (3)
the Commission’s related Safc.y Eval-
uation. All of these items are available
for public inspection at the Commis-
sion’s Public Document Room, 171T H
Street NW., Washington, D.C. and at
the Waterford Public Library, Rope
Ferry Road, Route 156, Waterford,
Conn. A copy of items (2) and (3) may
be obtained upon request addressed to
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20555, Atten-
tion: Director, Division of Operating
Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
19th day of April 1978.
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{Docket No. 50-283A concsming would be best served by mutual efforts to

Boston Edleon Co.; Receipt of
Attomey General's Supplemental

The Commission hes received,
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Snergy Act of 1854, ag amended, the
following supplemental advice from the
Attorney Geperal of the United States,
dated March 17, 1880, with respect to
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station, Unit No.
1:

“By letter da:;ed October 2¢, ?fn you
requested that the Department of Justice
("Department™) renderd
pursuant to Sectien 105{c) of the Atamic
Energy Act of 1954 as amended. 42 US.C.

§ 2138¢, the epplication by the

Boston Edison Company ("BEBCO™) fora

gceme to operate its Piigrim Nuclear Power
tation.

“On August 2, 1971, ths Departmaent
advised the then Atomic Energy Commiseion
that allegations advanced by cartain
Massachusetts Municipals, in petiions to
intervene: with respect 10 antitrust matters,
raised substantial questions which warrsntad
an antitrust hearing pursuant to Section 10%¢.
Wae noted at that time, b:l:"" that the
competitive situation in New England was
improving in that the municipal systems had
yi:od acoess to some nuc':u fy}o\nr p}ln!l
and were participating in the efforts 10 form o
New England power pool. We concluded by
suggesting:

‘It is possible that BECO and the
intervenors may decids that their interests

negotiate arrangements to ensurs the
intervenors reasonabls access to low-cost
power. and that a haaring might thereby ba
rendered unnacessary. We would of course
be pleased to provide further advice to the
Commission on the need for hearing if in light
of subsequent developements the
Commission 20 nqaeu.nd

*“The petitions to intervene and our request
for an antitrust hearing are still pending
before the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

“On Juna 28, 1974, the Department rendered
advice on Pilgrim Nuclsar Generating Station.
Units 2 and 3, Boston Edison Company, et ol.,
AEC Docket Nos. 50471A, 50-472A. and
pointed out that BECO had demonstrated a
commitment to aBow municipal urilities in
New Englaad 10 gain access to bulk power
from Pilgrim Units 2 and 3 on the same basis
a1 is availsbie to investorowned utilities and
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that this represented s significant step
toward impruving the competitive sitaation In
New England. 1he Department coacluded
that. therefors. an antitrast heariny would not
be necessary. The Department also noted
that because negotiations beiween BECO and
various municipal utilities for access to
Pilgrim Nuclear Power Station were ongoing.
we would not change our advice with respect
to that nuclear unit.

“On April 20, 1978, in advising the NRC
regarding additional applications for
participation in Pilgrim Unit No. 2, the
Department again concluded that no antitrust
hearing would be necessary.

“You have now informed us that the
settiement negotistions between BECO and
the Massachusetts Municipals have been
concluded to the satisfaction of the parties
and that the Massachusetts Municipals have
filed a ‘Withdrawal of Intervention as Moot’
with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
You have asked us whether, in light of that
information. the Department still believes
that an antitrust hearing should be held.

“Since the Department rendered its advics
in 1978, we have received no new information
which would indicate that issuance of an
operating license to Boston Edison Company
would ‘creste or maintain a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust laws.’ 42
U.S.C. § 105(c}. In light of this, because of the
withdrawal of the Massachusetts Municipals’
Pelition to Intervene and based upon other
information we have received, the
Department is of the opinion that an antitrust
hearing is no longer necessary with respect to
the instant application.”

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,

Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity Group, Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

{FR Doc. 80-11314 Filed 4-14-8C 84S am)

BILLING CODE 7590-01-4

[Docket No. 50-302]

Florida Power Corp., et cl, Issuance of
Amendment to Facllity Operating
License

In the matter of Florida Power
Corporation, City of Alachua, City of
Bushnell, City of Gainesville, City of
Kissimmee, City of Leesburg. City of
New Smymna Beach and Utilities
Commission, City of New Smyma
Beach, City of Ocala, Orlando Utilities
Commission and City of Orlando,
Sebring Utilities Commission, Seminole
Electric Cooperative, Inc.. City of
Tallahassee.

The U.S. Nuclear Regulator
Commission {the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 29 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-72. issved to
the Flonda Power Corporation, City of
Alachua, City of Bushaell, City of
Gainesville, City of Kissimmee, City of
Leesburg. City of New Smyrna Beach
and Utiiies Commission. City of New
Smyma Beach, City of Ocala. Orlando

Utilities Commission and City of
Orlando, Sebrng Utilities Commission.
Seminole Electric Cooperative, Inc., and
the City of Tallahassee (the licensees)
which revised the Technical
Specifications for operation for the
Crystal River Unit No. 3 Nuclear
Generating Plant (the facility) located in
Citrus County, Florida. The amendment
is effective as of the date of issuance.
rhe amendment changes the
Technical Specifications concerning
containment structural integrity to
incorporate guidance on selecting the
number of tendons for inspection and
detensioning requirements.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations, The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not invclve a
gignificant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

“or further details with respect to this
action, see {1) application for .
amendment dated November 21, 1977, as
revised by letter dated February 18,
1980, (2) Amendment No. 29 to License
No. DPR-72, and (3) the Commission's
related Safety Evaluation. All of these
items are available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Document
Room. 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington.
D.C. and at the Crystal River Public
Library. Crystal River, Florida. A copy
of items (2) and (3) may be obtained
upon request addressed to the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington. D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 3rd day
of April, 1980.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert W. Reid,

Chief, Opercting Reactors Branch No. 4.
Division of Operating Reaclors.

|FR Duc 80-11318 Filed 4-14-20 8 43 am]j

PILLING CODE 7590-01-48

T e

{Docket No. 50-538]

Memphis State University; issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License and Negative Doclaration

The U.S. Nudlear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 1 to Facility
Operating License No. R-127, issued to
Memphis State University, which
revised the license and Technical
Specifications for operation of the AGN-
201 nuclear reactor (the facility) located
on the licensee’s campus in Memphis,
Tennessee. The amendment is effective
as of its date of issuance.

The amendment authorizes: (1) an
increase in the facility's licensed
maximum power level from 100
milliwatts (thermal) to 20 watts
(thermal) for continuous operation and
authorizes intermittent operation at
power levels not in excess of 1000 watts
(thermal); and (2) an increase in the
amount, from 700 grams to 1400 grams,
of contained U-235 enriched equal to or
less than 20% for use in connection with
the facility.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Cormmission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter L. which are set forth in the
license amendment.

Notice of Proposed Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
Licensz in connection with this action
was published in the Federal Register on
September 7, 1979 (44 FR 52389). No
request for a hearing or petition for
leave to intervene was filed following
notice of the proposed action.

The commission has prepared an
environmental impact appraisal for this
action and has concluded that an
environmental impact statement is not
warranted because there will be no
environmental impact attributable to the
action.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated March 23, 1979. as
supplemented August 3, 1979. and
August 28, 1979, (2) Amendment No. 1 to
License No. R-127, {3) the Commission
related Safety Evaluation/
Environmental Impact Appraisal. All of
these items are available for public
inspection at the Cor..mission’s Public
Documient Room. 1717 H Street. N.W.,
Washington, D.C. A copy of items (2)
and (3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission in V/ashington,

—— et g R ~



[7590-01]

[Docket No. 50-414A)

ODUKE POWER CO. NORTH CAROLINA POWER
AGENCY 0. 1

!Wd%mw;mmdﬂno
for Fllimg of Potitisas Te intervene on Anti-
trust Maetters

The Commission has received. pur-
suant to saction 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1054 as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated August 25, 1972, with re-
&pect to.a ~onstruction permit applica-
tion for Catawba Nuclear Station,
Ualit 2:

You hare requested our advice pursuant
to the provisicmr of section 105¢ of the
ALo:ch\ertyAct.uamended.inregard
te the abowvacited application amendment.
Our advice concerns the participation of
North Carolina Municipal Power Agency
No. | (Power Agency) In Duke Power Co.’s
(Duke) Catawba Unit 2

Duke's participation In this unit was the
subject of an earlier antitrust review by the
Department. On April 26, 1974, we advised
the former Atomic Energy Commission that
besed upon Duke's willingness to accept s
statement of commitments as conditions to
its Oconee, McGuire, and Catawba nuclear
plant licenses. we recommended that the
anuitrust proceedings which we had previ.
ously initlated be terminated. After the ces-
sation of those procesdings, Duke engaged
in discussions with small municipal and co-
operative systems in its area, and offered to
sell them its Catawba Nuclear Station. This
amendment to the Catawba application per-
mitting Power Agency's participation in Ca-
tawba Unit 2 arose out of those discussions.
Under {ts agreement with Duke, Power
Agency wilt own 75 percent of unit 2: the re-
maining 25 percent will likely be so0ld to the
municipal utilities operating in Duke's gen-
eral service area In South Carolina. Duke is
also engaged in continuing discussions with
the cooperative systems in its area, aimed st
selling them 75 percent ownership in unit 1.,

A complex interconnection agreement in-
tegrates the Catawba Nuclear Station Into
the systems of Duke and Power Agency.
The interconnection agresment alas »ro
vides arrangements for exchange of power
between the various Catawba and McGuire
units, reserve capacity. deficlency energy.
retained capacity from Catawba, purchased
capacity and energy, surplus energy sales
from Catawba, purchase of supplemental
capacity and energy, and transmission serv-
fce. In our view, the interconnection agree-
ment should afford Power Agency access to
significant forms of coordinated operation
and development, and thereby, enhance its
ability to compete effectively in electric
power markets. After “hat agreement goes
into operation, should any of its provisions
actually prove to limit or otherwise hinder
competition, we will when appropriate, so
advise the Commission.

Our review has not disclosed antitrust
prodlems attending Power Agency's partici-
pation in the plant, and it is our opinion
that their participation in Catawba Unit 2
will not create or maintain a situation in-
consistent with the antitrust laws. We do

NOTICES

not, therefare. believe it necessary for the
Commission to hotd an antitrust hearing.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to 2.714 of the Commission's
rules of practice, 10 CFR part 2, file &
petition for leave to intervene and re-
quest a hearing on the antitrust as-
pects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by October 2,
1978, either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Servicc Branch at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C.. or
(2) by mail or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, US. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington. D.C.
20555, Attn: Docketing and Service
Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
JEROME SALTZMAIN,
Chief, Antitrust and indemnity
Group, Office of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 78-24768 Piled 8-31-78; 8:45 am)

|8010-01)

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION
{Pile No. 500-1)
AMERICAN LAND CO.
Svipensien of Troding
AvucusT 25, 1978.

It appearing to the Securites and
Exchange Commission that the sum-
mary suspension of trading in the se-
curities of American Land Co. being
traded on a national securitizs ex-
change or otherwise s required in the
public interest and for the protection
of investors:;

Therefore, pursuant to section 12(k)
of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, trading in such securities on a
national securities exchange or other-
wise is suspended, for the period [rom

9:30 a.m. on August 25, 1978 through
September 3, 1878.

By the Commission.

SHIRLEY E. HoLLls,
Assistant Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-24654 Filed 8-31-78: 8:45 am]

[8010-01)
{Release No. 15095: SR-BSE-78-6]
BOSTON $TOCK EXCHANGE, INC.

Order Appreving Propesed Rule Chonge
AvucusT 28, 1978.
On June 19, 1978, the Boston Stock
Exchange, Inc. (“BSE"), 53 State
Street, Boston, 24ass. 02109, filed with
the Commission, pursuant to section

38180

19(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1734. 15 U.S.C. 7&sXb)(1) (the
“Act”) and rule 19b-4 thereunder,
copies of a proposed rule change
which would amend chagter 11, sectien
23(¢) of the BSE rules to add exemp
tions to its off-board trading restric-
tions for transactions in securities (1)
not listed and registered on any na-
tional securities exchange but which
are traded on the BSE pursuant to a
grant of unlisted trading privileges
and (2) listed solely on the BSE, if the
issuer of such securities has applied
for delisting and the BSE has apphied
for unlisted trading privileges with re-
spect to such securities,

Notice of the proposed rule change
together with the terms of substance
of the proposed rule change was given
by publication of a Commission re-
lease (Securities Y.xchange Act release
No. 34-14957, July 13, 1978) and by
publication in the Feperar REGISTER
(43 FR 31485, July 21, 1978). All writ-
ten statements with respect to the pro-
posed rule change between the Com-
mission and any person were consid-
ered and (with the exception of those
statements or communications which
may be withh~d from the public in ac-
cordance with the provisions of 5
U.S.C. 552) were made 2vailable to the
public &t the Commission’s publie ref-
erence room.

The Commission finds that the pro-
posed rule change is consistent with
the requirements of the Act and the
rules and regulations thereunder ap-
plicable to registered national securi-
ties exchanges, and in particular, the
requirements of section 6 and the
rules and regulations thereunder.

It is U-erefore ordered, pursuant to
section 19(bX2) of the Act, that the
above-mentioned proposed rule change
be, and it hereby is, approved

For the Commission, by the Division
of Market Regulation pursuant to dej-
egated authority.

GEORGE A. PITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.
(PR Doc. 78-24655 Pillrd 8-31-78, 8:45 am)

[8010-01]

[Pile No. suu-1)

HOUSTON COMPLEX, INC. AND NETWORK
ONE, INC.

Suspension of Truding

AvucusT 25, 1978.

It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commission that the sum-
mary suspension of trading in the se-
curities of Houston Complex, Inc. and
Network One, Inc. being traded on a
national securities exchange or other-
wise is required in the public interest
and for the protection of investors:

FEDERAL/REGISTER, VOL 43, NO. 171—FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 1, 1978
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Incostplate eavironmental qualification
of safsty-relatad slectrical mt,
along with-corrective actions taken ér
planned,” and ted the. stafl to

pmvidcb(m progress reports to.
the Commission.

‘The Commission further directéd lhal.
“In-prder to leave no room for doubt on*
this issne, the staff {s to prepare -
additional Technical 8petifications for
all opsrating plants which codify the
dotumentation requirement’ paraqraph
of the Giildelines (paragraph 8.0)."
stalf was directed to add these
documentation requirements to edth
license after they were approvcd by the
Commission,

The Commission also pointed out that.

the various deadlines imposed in.its -
Order, “do not excuse a licenses from
the obligation to modity dt. tpplaoa
inadequate equipment promptly.”

[T1, The Commission has approved the
Technical Specification provisions set
forth in Section IV below which specify
documentation requirements and which
specifically impose on the licensee the:
requimment of the Commission’s May
23, 1880 Memorandum and Ordet-that by
no Jater than June 30,1882 all safety-
related electrical equipment shall he
qualiffed to the DOR Guidelines or
NUREG-0588,

The information developed during the
Commission review of the UCS Petition
emphasizes the importance of prompt
completion of the upgrading of
environmental qualification of safety*
related electrical equipment to conform
to the' DOR Gufdelines or NUREG-0588"
and of #deqiiate documentation of _
equipment qualifications. The deadlines
set forth in the Commission's
Memorandum and Order dated May 23,
1960, assure that such upgrading will be
accomplished promptly. In order to
assure prompt completion of necessary
qualification work or replacement of
unqualified components, If necessary, in
conformance with the requirements of
the Commission’s Memorandum and
Order dated May 23,1880, and to
provide complete and adzquate
documentation as promptly .as possible,
such upgrading and documentation work
must commence immediately. Therefore,
I have concluded that the public health, .
safety and interest requira this Order for
Modification of License to be effective
immediately. .

IV. Accordingly, pursuant to the.
Atomic Energy Act of 1854, as amended;

"and the Commission's rules and
regulations in 10 CFR Parts 2 and 50:-/t
is Ordered, That effective'immediately-
Facllity Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-
38, DPR-47 and DPR-55 are.hereby -
amended to add the following: -

75383
e S
lons to the- Apptodlx A Tochnlul by tg:rndcncy of any procesdings on
pecifications.” the Order. .
r) “By no later than June 30, 1062, all Effect:ve Date: October 24, 1860,
safety-relatid ol equipment in Bethesda, Maryland.
the facilities shall be qualified in Por the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
leeordam? with the pzvillonl of: Darrell G. Elsenbut,
Division of Operating Reactors
“Guidelines for Evaluating Bl crconairg. Office of

Environmental Qualifications of Class
IE Electrical m‘-(u.lpment in Operating
Reactors” (DOR Guidelities); or,
NUREG-0588, “Iriterim Staff Position on
Environmental! Qualificetion of Safety-
Related Electrical Equipment,” -
December 1979. Copies of these
documents are attached to Order for
Modification of Licenses DPR-38, DPR-
47 and DPR-55 dated October 24, 1080,

(b) “By no later than December 1,
1980, complete and ‘duditible records
must be available and maintained st a
central location which-describe the
environmental qualification method.
used for all safety-related electrical -
equipment in'sufficient detai] to
document the degree of compliance with
the DOR Guidelines’or NUREG-0588.
Thereaftér, sachreibrds should be
updated and maintained current as
equipment is reéplaced, further tested, or
otherwise further qualifiéd:”

To effectuate the foregoing,
appropriate pages for incorporation into
the Technical Spetifications are
attached to this Order.

V. The licensge or any person whose
intérest may be affected by this Order-
may request a hearing on or before
Decembeér 4;1980; Any tequest for a
hearing will riot stay the effective dalte
of this Order. Any request for & hearing
shall be addressed to the Director,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, A copy of the
request should also be sent to the
Executive Legal Dircctor, U.S, Nuclear
Regulatory Commission. Washington,
D.C. 20555, and to William S. Porter,.
Duke Power Company, P.O.Box 2178,
422 South Church Street, Charlotte,
North Carolina 28242, attorney for the
licensee.

If a hearing is held concerning this
Order, the issues to be considered at the
hearing shall be:

a. Whether the licenses should be
required to have the environmental
qualification records referred to in
Section IV, above, available at-a central
lochtion by no later than December 1,
1980; and

b. Whether all safety-related electrical
equipment should be qualified as
required in Section IV, above, by no
laterthan June 30,1882,

Operation of the facility on terms
consistent with this Order is not stayed

{FR Doc. 0-35158 Miad 11-13-8 543 2}
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

(Docket Nos. 50-413A, 50-414A]

Duke Power Co., North Carolina
Electric Membership Corp. and the
Baluda River Electric Cooperative;
Recelpt of Attorney General's Advice
and Time for Filing of Petitions To
intervene on Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received,
pursuant to section 105¢c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the
following additionsal advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated October 29, 1880, with respect to
Catawba Nuclear Station, Units No. 1
and No.'2.

*You have requested our advice pursuant
to Section 105(c) of the Atomic En w{zy Actof
1954, as.amended., int connection
purchase of ownership interests in. Duxa_
Power Company's (Duke) Catawba Nuclear
Station, Unit 1 by North Carolina’ Electric
Membership Corporation (NCMEZ) and the
Saluda River Electric Cooperative (Saluda -
River).

“Duke’s participation in the above
captioned nuclear units was the subject of an
antitrust review conducted by the
Department of Justice (Department) in 1973.
As a result of that review, the Department
recommended that.a hearing be held to
determine whether Duke’s propostd activities
under the subject license would create or
maintain a situation inconsistent with the
antitrus{ Jaws. Because Duke was willing to
have certain conditions attached to its
license for the Catawba plant, the
Depariment recommended that the antitrust
proceeding it had initiatad be terminated. The
sale of 76% ownership in Unit 1 (56.25% to
NCMEQC, and 18.75% to Saluda River) was the
result of the discussions between Duke and
the cooperatjve systems in its service area
that occurred after the ceuaﬂon of those
proceedings.

*Our review of the information submitted
for antitrust review purposes, including
responses to our requests for relevant data
from over seventy neighboring electric_
systems, provides no basis at this time to
conclude that the participation in the
Catawba Station, Unit 1, by NCMEC and
Saluda River would create or maintain a
situation inconsistent with the antitrust laws.
Accordingly, it is the Department’s view that
no antitrust hearing is necessary with respect
to the subject transfer of ownership -
interests.”

Any person whose interest may be -
affected by this proceeding may,

i et e . TR ey - g — Y o= -



17534

persnant 10 § 2710 of the Commission's’
“Riles of Practics.” 10 CFR Part 2, fils a
petition for lesve 10 interyene and:
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to Iniervene and requests foc, ...
hearing shall be filed by December 18,
1900, either (1) by delivery.to the NRC
Docksting and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street, NW, Washington, D.C. or [2} by
mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory -
Commission, Washington, DC 20558, °
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch.
Dated at Bethesda, Md., the 6th day of
November, 1520, ) _
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saljzman,. . i
Chief, Ulility Finance Branch. Division of
Engineering. Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 80-353€3 Filed 17-13-82 8:43 am}
BILLING COOE 7530-01-

[Docket Np.'so-ml

Duquesne Light Co. (Beaver Valley.
Power Station, Unit No.1); Order for
Modification of License

I. Duquesne Lizht Company (the
licensee)is the holder of Facility
Operating License No. DPR-86, which
autharizes (he operation of Beaver
Valley Power Station, Unit No. 1 at
steady state reactor power levels not in
excess of 2652 megawalts thermal {rated
power). The facility consists of a
pressurized water reactor located at the
licensee's site in Beaver County,
Pennsylvania.

IL. On November 4, 1877, the Union of
Concerned Scientists (UCS) filed with
the Commission a “Pelition for
Emergency and Remedial Relief.” The
petition sought action in two areas: Fire
protection for electrical cabies, and -
environmenta! qualification of electrical
components. By Memorandum and"
Order dated April 13, 1978 (7 NRC 400),
the Commission denied certain aspects
of the petition and, with respect to other
aspects, ordered the NRC staff to take
several related actions. UCS filed a
Petition for Reconsideration on May 2,
1878. By Memorandum and Order, dated
May 23, 1880, the Commission
reaffirmed its April 13, 1878 decision
regarding the possible shutdown of
operating reactors. However, the
Commission's May 23, 1880 decision .
directed licensees and the NRC staff to
undertake cartain actions.

With respect to environmental
qualification of safety-related electrical
equipment, the Commission determined
that the provisions of the two staff -
documents—the Division of Operating

Foders] Reghttat Vel 48, No.' 3211/ Priday, ‘Novenber 14> 2008 Y/ Noticls

Reaciors “Guldetings Tor Bvaleating !;
Environmental Qualification of Class IR

Rectrical {n Opera
Reactors” m Cuidsitnes) -9:'

NUREG-0588,

Envircnmental Quslification of Sefety-
Rclnlu‘tl> Bltdria( lﬂqwu‘:fd-) "
December 1879 (copies at *formm
the requirements which licensess and
applicants must meet in deder to satisfy
those aspects of 10 CFR Pext'50;
Appendix A General Design Criterion
(GDG—4), which relate to environmental
qualifications of safety-related electrical
equipment.” The Commission directed,
for replacement parts in operating
plants, “uniess thare are sound reasons
to the contrary, the 1974 standard in -
NUREG-0588 will apply.”-The |
Commission also directed the staff to
complete its review of tha information
sought from licdnsess by Bulletin 79-
01B ! and to complete its review of
environmental-qualification of safety-
related electrical equipment in all
operating plants,including the
publication of Safety. Evaluatian
Reports, by February 1,.1881. The
Commissinn imposed & deadline that,
“by not later thap: June 83, 1932 all
safety-related electrical equipment in all
operating plants shall be qualified to the
DOR Guidelines or NUREG-0588."

The Commission requested the staff
to, “keep the Commission and the public
apprised of any further findings of
incomplete environméntal qualification
of safety-related electricil equipment,
along with corrective actions taken or
planned,” and requested the staff to
provide bi-monthly progress reports to
the Commission. . L

The Commission further directed that,
“In order to leave no room for doubt on
this issue, the staif is to prepare
additional Technical Specifications for
all operating plants which codify the
documentation requirement paragraph
of the Guidelines (paragraph 8.0)." The
staff was directed to add these
documentation requirements to each
license after they were approved by the
Commission.

The Commission also pointed out that
the various deadlines imposed in its
Order, “do not excuse a licensee from
the obligation to modify or replace
inadequate equipment promptly.”

- 1IL. The Commission ﬁn approved the
Technical Specification provisions set
forth in Section IV belowwhich 'specify
documentsatiori-requirements and which
specifically impose on the licensee the

'Bulletin 70-01B wai not sent to Korasees for
plants under review as pert of the stafT's $ystemaic
Evaluation Program. The iafonnation sougiht by
Eullnun ”'fq’f was r::guled_ﬁnm these licansees

y & series of letters westings during the .
meonths of Fabruary and March; 1980,

rogitiremaent of the Commission’s May:i
23,1960 Mermorandum énd Order that by
10 later then june 30; 1962 ail sxfetys.y’.:
rolated wlectrical shall be:iv
qualified #0 the DOR: lines o
NUKREG-0588.

-..Theinformation developed during the
Commission review of the UCS Petition
emphasizes Lhe importance of prompt
complastion of the upgrading of
environmental qualification of safety-:
related electrical equipment to conform

.to the DOR Guidelines or NUREG-(568

and of adequate documentation of-
equipment qualiflications. The deadlines
sat forth in the Commission's )
Memorandem and Order dated May 23,
1280, assure that such upgrading will be
accomplished promptly. In order to
assure prompt completion of necessary
qualification.work or replacement of -
unqualified components, if necessary, in
conformance with the requirements of
the Commission's Memorandum and
Order dated May 23, 1980, and to
prqvide complete and adequate-- )
documentation as promptly as possible,
such upgrading and documentation work
must commence immediately. Therefore,
I have conclided that ‘the public haalth,
safety and interest require thisOrder for
Modification of License to be effective
immediately,” - ' )

IV. Accordingly, pursuant to the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
and the Commission's rules and
regulations in 10 CFR Parta 2 and 50: Jt
Is Ordered, That effective immediately
Facllity Operating License No. DPR-66
is bereby amended to add the following
provisions to the Appendix A Technical
Specifications. o '

{a) “By no later than Imie 30, 1882, all
safety-related electrical equipment in
the facility shall be qualified in
accordance with the provisions of:
Division of Operating Reactors
“Guidelines for Evaluating"
Environmental Qualification of Class IR
Electrical Equipment-in Operating
Reactors” (DOR Guidelines); or,
NUREG-0588, “Interim Staff Position on
Environmental Qualification of Safety-
Related Electrical Equipment,”
December-1879. Copies of these
documents aré-attached to Order for
Modification of License No. DPR-66
dated October 24, 1950, - -

(b) “By no'later than December 1,
1880, complete and auditibleé records-
must be available and maintaified at a
central locatfon which describe'the.
environmental qualification method
used for all safety-related electrical
equipment:in sufficient-detailto
document the'degiee of compliance with
the DOR Guidelines or NUREG-0588. -
Thereafter, such records should be
updated and mairitained current as
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with representatives of the Mississippi
Power and Light Company, NRC Staff,
their consultants, and other interested
persons regarding this review.

Further information regarding topics
to be discussed, whether the meeting
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the
Chairman's ruling on requests for the
opportunity to present oral statements
and the time allotted therefor can be
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to
the cognizant St~ff Engineer, Mr.
Herman Alderman (telephone 202/634-
1413) between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.,
EDT. The Designated Federal Employee
for this meeting is Mr. Richard Major.

I have determined, in accordance with
Subsection 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, that it may be
necessary to close some portions of this
meeling. The authority for such closure
is Exemption 3 to the Sunshine Act, 5
U.S.C. 552b(c)(3).

Dated: August 28, 1981.

Samuel J. Chilk,

Acling Advisory Committee Manogement
Officer.

{FR Doc. 8125587 Filed 9-1-81; &:45 am}

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards, Subcommittee on
Rellabllity and Probabilistic
Assessment; Postponement

The ACRS Subcommittee on
Reliability and Probabilistic Assessment
scheduled for September 9, 1881 has
been postponed indefinitely. Notice of
this meeting was published Friday,
August 21, 1981 (FR 46 42553},

Dated: August 27, 1981.

Samuel J. Chilk,

Acting Advisory Committee Manogement
Officer.

{FR Doc. 61-25506 Filed 9-1-01: &:43 am)

BILLING CODE 7530-01-M

[Docket No. 50-213)

Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power
Co.; Issuance of Amendment to
Facility Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 40 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-61, to
Connecticut Yankee Atomic Power
Company (the licensee), which revised
the Technical Specifications for
operation of the Haddam Neck Plant
(the facility), located in Middlesex
County, Connecticut. The amendment is
efiective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment revises the
instantaneous relcase rate limit for
noble gases in the Environmental

Technical Specifications by
incorporating a new X/Q factor and
reducing the beta fraction used in the
instantaneous release rate equation.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter L which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not involve a
significant bazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated July 16, 1980, as
revised by letter d~ted October 18, 1980,
(2) Amendment No. 40 to License No.
DPR-61, and (3) the Commission's
related Environmental Evaluation. All
these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission'g Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street, N.W.,
Washington. D.C. 20555 and at the
Russell Library, 119 Broad Street,
Middletown, Connecticut 08457, A single
copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 26th day
of August. 1881.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Dennis M. Crutchfield,

Chief. Operating Reactors Branch No. 5,
Division of Licensing.

[FR Doc. 81-25580 Filed 9-1-81: &:45 am)

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

{Docket No. 50-414]

Duke Fower Co.;.Recelpt of Attorney
General's Advice and Time for Flling of
Petitions To intervene on Antitrust
Matters

‘fhe Commission has received the
following additional advice, pursuant to
Section 105¢ of the amended Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated July
31, 1981; with respect to the construction
pernit application for Catawba Nuclear
Gtation, Unit 2:

You have requested our advice pursuant, to
Section 105(c) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended. in connection with the
purchase of an ownership interest in Duke
Power Company's (Duke) Catawba Nuclear
Station. Unit 2 by Piedmont Municipal Power
Agency (PMPA).

Duke's participation in the above-
captioned nuclear units was the subject of an
antitrust review conducted by the
Department of Justice (Department) in 1973.
As a result of that review the Department
recommended that a hearing be hield to
determine whether Duke's proposed activities
under the license would create or maintain a
situation inconsistent with the antitrust laws.
Because Duke was willing to have certain
conditions attached to its license for the
Catawba plant, the Department
recommended that the antitrust proceeding it
hed initiated be terminated. More recently. in
October 1980, the Department had occasion
to review an application to include North
Carolina Electric Membership Corporation
and Saluda River Electric Cooperative as co-
owners of Catawba Nuclear Station. Unit 1
and co-applicants for the construction permit
for that facility. After reviewing the
information submitted for antitrust review
purposes, the Department advised the
Commission that no antitrust hearing was
necessary.

Review of the information submitted to the
Department has not disclosed antitrust
problems attending PMPA’s participation in
the plant. PMPA's participation. consisting of
8 25% individual ownership interest in
Catawba Nuclear Station, Unit 2, wi''
create or maintain a situation inco-  -ient

vith the antitrust laws. We do not, therefore,
believe it necessary for the Commission to
hold an antitrust hearing.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may.
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission’s
*Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by either (1) by
delivery to the NRC Docketing and
Service Branch at 1717 H Street, NW,
Washington, DC, or (2) by mail or
telegram addressed to the Secretary,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commissicn,
Washington, DC 20555, ATTN:
Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Argil Toalston,
Acting Chief, Utility Finance Branch, Division
of Engineering, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
[FR Doc. 81-25560 Filed 9-1-81: &43 am}
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M
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MC 141804 (Sub-6-88TA), filed July 28,
1900. Applicant: WESTERN EXPRESS,
Division of Interstate Rental, Inc., P.O,
Box 3488, Ontario, CA 91761,
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman
(same as applicant). lnsulation
Materialy, minsral wool and materials
and equipment used in the production
thereof, between all points in the U.S.
(except AK & HI). Restricted to traffic
orginating at or destined to ths facilities
of Rockwool Industries, Inc., for 270
days. Supporting shipper: Roy H.
Whitman, National Traffic Manager,
Rockwood Industries, Inc. 7400 South
Alton Court, Englewood, CO 80112,

MC 150485 (Sub-6-6TA), filed July 28,
1880. Applicant: WESTSPAN HAULING,
INC., 9122 South Tacoma Way, Tacoma,
WA 98499. Representative: Henry C.
Winters, 525 Evergreen Building, Renton,
WA 88055. Contract Carrier, irregular
routes: Mopile homes and portable
buildings and equipment, materials and
supplies used in the distribution and
installation of mobile homes and
portable buildings, from points in the
commercial zone of Boise, ID to points
in the commercial zone of Tacoma, WA,
for the account of Happy Homes, Inc., of
Tacoma, WA, for 270 days. An
underlying ETA seeks 120 days
authority. Supporting shipper: Happy
Homes, Inc., 10418 Pacific Highway
S.W., Tacoma, WA 98499,

MC 123329 (Sub-8-3TA), filed July 28,
1980. Applicant: H. M. TRIMBLE &
SONS LTD., P.O. Box 3500, Calgary,
Alberta, Canada T2P 2P9,
Representative: D. S. Vincent (same as
applicant). Asphalt Emulsion, in bulk, in
tank vehicles, from ports of entry on the
International Boundary Line betwen the
United States and Canada located in
WA to points in Whatcom County, WA
for 270 days. Restricted to traffic in
foreign commerce. An underlying ETA
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting
ehipper(s): Chevron Asphalt Ltd. 19770—
1018t Ave. Langley, B.C.

MC 151191 (Sub-8-1TA), filed July 28,
1980. Applicant: ESPENSCHIED
TRANSPORATION CORPORATION;
322 South 600 East, Centerville, UT
84014, Representative: Raymond M.
Kelley, 450 Capitol Life Center, Denver,
CO 80203. Contract Carrier, Irregular
routes: (1) Such commodities as are
dealt in or used by retail department
stores and (2) materials, supplies and
equipment used in the manufacture,
distribution, warehousing and sale of
the commodities named in (1) above,
between points in ID, MT, NV, UT, WA
and WY under continuing contract(s)
with ].C, Penney Co., Inc. for 270 days.
‘Applicant intends to interline with other-
carriers at Butte, MT, and Spokane, WA.

An underlying ETA seeks 120 days
authority. Supporting shipper: ].C.
Penney Co. Inc., 1301 Avenue of the
Americas, Floor Number 37, New York,
NY 10009.

Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secratary.

R Doc. 80-24054 Filed 8-8-80; &:¢5 am)

BILLNG COOE 7038-01-M
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-368)

Arkansas Power & Light Co., Arkansas
Nuclear One, Unit 2; issuance of
Amendment to Facllity Operating
License

The U.S. Nuclear-Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 13 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-8 {ssued to
Arkansas Power and Light Company for
Operation of Arkansas Nuclear One,
Unit 2 (the facility) located at the
licensee’s site in Pope County,
Arkansas. The amended license is
effective as of its date of issuance.

The amendment changes the required
date for the implementation of further
containment radiation monitoring
instrumentation to be consistent with
the staff’s requirements as set forth in
NUREG-0578, “TMI~2 Lessons Leaned
Task Force Status Report and Short
Term Recommendations”, and the letter
of Mr. H. Denton, Director, NRR, dated
October 30, 1979 to all power reactor
licensees.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standatds and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's rules-and regulations, The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not invelve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this nmendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
Section §1.5(d}(4) an environmental
impact statement or negative
declaration and environmental impact
appraisal need not be prepared in
connection with the issuance of thia
amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated July 21, 1980, (2)
Amendment No. 13 to Facility Operating
License No. NPF-8, and (3) the

Commission's related Safety Evaluation,
These items are available for public
inspection st the Commission’s Public
Document Room at 1717 H Street, N.W.,,
Washinglon, D.C. 20565 and the
Arkansas Polytechnic College,
Russellville, Arkansas 72801, A copy of
items (1) and (2) may be obtainod upon
request addressed to the U.8. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washingtion,
D.C. 20555, Attentioi: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethcsda, Maryland this 31st day
of July, 1880,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert A. Clark,
Chisf, Operating Reactors Branch No. 3,
Divisfon of Licensing.
[FR Doe. 80-24032 Piled 8-8-80: 8:45 am)
SILLING CODE 7590-01-M

(Docket No. 50-389A1

Florida Power & Light Co,, the City of
Orlando, Florida, Orlando Utilities
Commission; Recelpt of Attomey
General's Advice and Time for Filing of
Petitlons To Intervene on Antltrust
Matters

The Commission has received,
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1854, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated July 28, 1880, with respect to St.
Lucie Nuclear Generating Station, Unit
No. 2,

*You have requested our advice
pursuant to Section 105(c) of the Atomic
Energy Act as amended, regarding a
proposed amendment to the
construction permit of the above
referenced nuclear unit to allow the City
of Orlando, Florida and'Orlando
Utilities Commission (collectively
referred to as “Orlando”) to become a
co-owner of that unit. You have
informed us that the Orlando Utilities
Commission is part of the government of
the City of Orlando but title to real
estate is normally taken in the name of
both the City of Orlando and the
Orlando Utilities Commission. Orlando
will acquire a 6.08951 percent ownership
share of the St. Lucie Unit No. 2 which
will be operated by Florida Power &
Light Co. .

“Our review of the information
submitted for antitrust review purposes,
as well as other information available to
the Department, provides no basis at
this time to conclude that the
participation in St. Lucie Unit No. 2 by
Orlando would create or maintain a
situation inconsistent with the antitrust
laws. Accordingly: it is the Department's
view that no antitrust hearing is



53208

Federal Register / Vol. 48, No. 158 / Monday, August 11, 1680 | Notices

necassary with respect to the proposed
amendmaent to the construction permiL”

Any person whose interest may be
alTected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission's
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, fils a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by September 10,
1980, either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street, NW, Washington, DC, or (2} by
mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555,
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch.

Dated at Betheada, MD, this first day of
August, 1980.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,
Chief, Utility Finance Branch, Division of
Engineering, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation,
{FR Doc. 80-24029 Filed 5-8-8C: &:45 am)
BILLING COOE 7530-01-M

[Docket No. 50-316)

indlana and Michigan Electric Co.;
Issuance of Amendment to Facllity
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 22 to Facility
Operating License No, DPR-74, issued to
Indiana and Michigan Electric Company
(the licensee), which revised Technical
Specifications for operation of Donald C.
Cook Nuclear Plant, Unit No. 2 (the
facility) located in Berrien County,
Michigan. The amendment is effective
as of the date of issuance.

The amendment revises: (1) the
surveillance and monitoring
requirements for the degraded voltage
function; and (2) the surveillance
requirements for onsite power source
testing.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the .
Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the

_ Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public rotice
of the amendment was not required
since the amendment does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to10 CFR

§ 51.5(d}(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declarstion and
environmental impact appralsal need
not be prepared in connection with
{ssuance of this amendment.

For further detalls with respect to this
action, seo {1) the application for
amendment dated February 22, 1880 and
March 28, 1980, (2) Amendment No, 22
DPR-74, and (3) the Commission’s
related Safety Evaluation, All of these
items are available for public inspection
at the Commission's Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. and at the Maude Reston Palenske
Memorial Library, 500 Market Street, St.
Joseph, Michigan 48085. A copy of items
(2) and (3) may be obtained upon
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 10th day
of july, 1880.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Stevea A. Varga,

Chief, Operating Reoctors Branch No. 1,
Division of Licensing.

{FR Doc. 80-24033 Filed $-8-80; 8:45 am)

BILLING COOE 7680-01-M

[Docket No. 50-344]

Portland General Electric Co., et al;
Issuance of Amendment to Faclility
Operating I.l_eonu

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 48 to Facility
Operating License No. NPF-1, issued to
Portland General Electric Company, the
City of Eugene, Oregon, and Pacific
Power and Light Company (the
licensees), which revised Technical
Specifications for operation of Trojan
Nuclear Plant (the {acility) located in
Columbia County, Oregon. The
amendment is effective as of the date of
i{ssuance.

The amendment approves the use of
the Westinghouse Improved Thermal
Design Procedure and the WRB-1
Critical Heat Flux Correlation for the
Trojan Facility.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended {the Act), and the
Commission's rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chaptet I, which are set forth in the
license amendment, Prior public notice
of this amendment was not required
since this amendment does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in afty significant environmental
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appralsal need
not be prepared in connectlon with
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) tk+ application for
amendment dated January 5, 1879, as
supplemented February 22 and
November §, 1979, (2) Amendment No.
46 to License No. NPF-1 and (3) the
Commission's related Safety Evaluation.
All of these items are available for
public inspection at the Commission's
Public Document room, 1717 H Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. and at the
Columbia County Courthouse, Law
Library, Circuit Court Room, St. Helens,
Oregon 87051. A copy of items (2) and
{3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 25th day
of July, 1980.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert A. Clark,

Chief, Operating Raactors Branch No. 3,
Division of Licensing.

[FR Doc. 20-24034 Flied 8-8-8% 8:4S am)

BILLING COOE 7530-01-M

[Dockst No. 50-344]

Portland General Electric Co., et al;
Issuance of Amendment to Facllity
Operating Licerise

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has,
pursuant to the Initial Decision of its
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
{ASLB) dated July 11, 1880, issued
Amendment No. 47 to Facility Operating
License No. NPF-1, issued to Portland
General Electric Company, the City of
Eugene, Oregon, and Pacific Power and
Light Company (the licensee), which
revised the license and appended
Technical Specifications for operation of
the Trojan Nuclear Plant (the facility),
located'in Columbia County, Oregon.
The amendment is effective as of its
date of issuance.

The amendment authorizes
modifications to the Control Building in
order to substantially restore the
originally intended seismic design
margins and requires that the
modification program be completed by
not later than 12 months from the date of
this amendment. In addition, the
amendment adds 22 license conditions
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independent inquiry and consideration
of the criteria set out above, shall make
the final decision.

[FR Doc. 82-32520 Fhed 11-23-82 £45 am)

BILLING COOE $320-35-4

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Dockets Nos. 50-269, 50-270 and 50-287}

Duke Power Co.; Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses and Negative Declaration

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendments Nos. 116 and 113 to
Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-
38. DPR—47 and DPR-S5, respectively,
issued to Duke Power Company. which
revised the Technical Specifications
(TSs) for operation of the Oconee
Nuclear Station., Units Nos. 1, 2 and 3,
located in Oconee County, South
Carolina. The amendments are effective
as of the date of issuance.

These amendments revise the TS
restrictions on burning low-level
contaminated oil.

The application for the amendments
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (th2 Act). and the
Commission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter L which are set forth in the
license amendments. Prior public notice
of these amendments was not required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has prepared an
environmental impact appraisal for this
action and has concluded that an
environmental impact statement is not
warranted because there will be no
significant environmental impact
attributable to the action.

For further details with respect to this
action. see (1) the application for
amendments dated February 3. 1982, as
supplemented on July 23, 1982. (2)
Amendments Nos. 118 and 113 to
Licenses Nos. DPR-38, DPR-47 and
DPR-55, respectively. and (3) the
Commission's related Safety
Evaluation/Environmental Impact
Appraisal. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street. NW., Washingtog. D.C.
and at the Oconee County Library, 501
West Southbroad Street, Walhalla,
South Carolina. A copy of items (2) and
(3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Weshington,

D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland. this 15th day
of November 1982,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
John F. Stolz,
Chief. Operating Reactors Branch No. 4,
Division of Licensing
{FR Doc. 33-325£5 Filed 11-28-82 845 am)
BRLING CCOE 7590-01-M

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Argil L. Toalston,
Chief, Antitrust & Economic Analysis Branch.
Division of Engineering, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 82-32573 Filed 11-28-8&2 &45 am]
BILLING CODE 7530-01-M

[Docket No. 50-389A}

Florida Power and Light Company, et
al; Receipt of Attomey General's
Advice and Time for Filing of Petitions
To Intervene on Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received the
following additional advice. pursuant to
Section 105(c) of the amended Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
October 25, 1982, with respect to the
construction permit application for the
St. Lucie Nuclear Generating
Station,Unit 2.

You have requested our advice pursuant to
section 105{c) of the Atomic Energy Acl, as
amended. regarding a proposed amendment
to the construction permut of the sbove
referenced nuclear units to allow the Florida
Municipal Power Agency {"FMPA™) to
become a co-owner of these units. FMPA will
acquire an 8.808 percent ownership interest in
St. Lucie. Unit 2. which will be operated by
Florida Power & Light Company.

Our review of the information submitted
for antitrust review purposes. as well as other
information available to the Department,
provides no basis at this time to conclude
that the participation in St Lucie, Unit 2 by
FMPA would create or maintain a situation
inconsistent with the entitrust laws.
Accordingly. it is the Department's view that
no antitrust bearing is necessary with respect
to the proposed amendment to the
construction permit.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuarnt to § 2.714 of the Commission’s
“rules of practice.” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave tc intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed on or before
December 29, 1982 either (1) by delivery
to the NRC Docketing and Service
Brai»ch at 1717 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C.. or (2) by mail or
telegram addressed to the Secretary,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attn.:
Docketing and Service Branch.

S ———

DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Shipping Coordinating Committee;
Committee on Ocean Dumping;
Meeting

The Committee on Ocean Dumping, a
subcommittee of the Shipping
Coordinating Committee, will conduct
an open meeting on December 14, 1982,
at 9:30 AM., in room 3906 (Mali).
Waterside Mali, Environmental
Protection Agency. 401 M Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C.

The purpose of the meeting is to
review the outceme of the Sixth Meeting
of the Ad Hoc Scientific Group on
Dumping, a technical advisory group of
the Convention on the Prevention of
Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes
and Other Matter. Preliminary
discussions will also be held on the
Provisional Agenda and related
documents received to date from the
Secretariat for the Seventh Consultative
Meeting of Contracting Parties to the
Convention, to convene February 14-18,
1983, in London, England.

Members of the public may attend up
to the seating capacity of the room.

For furiher information contact Ms.
Norma Hughes, Executive Secrelary,
Cummittee on Ocean Dumping (WH-
5$85), Environmental Protection Agency,
Washington, D.C. 22460. Telephone:
(202) 755-2927.

The Chairman will entertain
comments from the public as time
permits.

Dated: November 18, 1982.

Gordon S. Brown,

Chairman, Shipping Coordinating C
{FR Doc. 82-3256¢ Filed 11-26-82: 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4710-07-M

wmnittee.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
Environmental impact Statement;
Jefferson Parish, Louisiana

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
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cspabllities, and use of floatable seat
cushions on their atrcraft, (PAA. Januvary 28,
1900; NTSB, Apcil 8, 1000, “acceptable
-l Improved proced

A-70-401e pe! nres to
enhancs the quality control function of the
Clvil Aeromedical Institute with respect to its
capabilities for detecting physical disabilities
in alrmen and performance deficiencies of
Aviation Medical Examiners, (FAA, August
29, 197%; NTSB, October 12, 1078, “acceptable
action.”)

A-73-41 re issuance of emergency
Alrworthiness Directive requiring inspection
of all pylon attach points on all DC-10
alrcraft by approved Inspection metbods.
(FAA., Angust 23, 1970; NTSB, September 27,
1878, “acceptable action.”)

A-79—45 and —46 re {ssuance of telegrapbic
Airworthiness Directive to require an
fmmediate inspaction of all DC-10 aircraft in
which an engine pylon assembly has been
removed and reinstalled for damage to the
wing-mounted pylon aft bulkhead, including
its forward flange and the attaching spar web
and fasteners: issuance of Maintenance Alert
Bulletin directing FAA Maintenance
Inspector to contact their assigned carriers
and advise them to immediately discontinue
Jowering and raising the pylon with the
engine still attached. (FAA. July 16, 197%;
NTSB, August 8, 1979, “scceptable action.”}

A-78—47 re resource management and
{nterpersonal communications tralning for air
carrier flight crewmembers. (FAA, August 22,
1979; NTSB, March 21, 1660, “acceptable
acdon.") -

A=-78-50 and -51 re notice directing
{nspectors to review operator’s manuals and
checklists for proper unfsathering procedures
and for emphasis of thesas procadures in thelr
tralning. (FAA, September 11, 1970; NTSB,
March 27, 1890, “acceptable action.™)

A-78-55 re changs to Handbook 7110.65,
paragraph 1284, to require terrain protection
for aircraft flying under visual flight rules,

recelving Stage III service, comparable to that-

given to aircraft flying under instrument flight
rules. (FAA, October 2, 1970; NTSB, October
29, 1979, “acceptable action.”)

A-79-58 and p4I re performance data of
Grumman at current operating
weights and procedures for proper

development, testing, revisw and quality
contro! for issuancs of supplemental type
certificates. (FAA, October 10,.1978; NTSB,
January 4, 1980, “reconsidered.”)

A-70-01 re physical and physiologic
conditions of crewmsmbers involved in .
aircraft accidents in determining probable
cause of accidents and developing possible
preventive measurss. (FAA, October 28, 1978
NTSB, November 29, 1079, “reconsidered.”)

A-79-71 re power loss from an engine of a
Grumman G-21A. (FAA, November 27, 1979;
NTSB, January 4, 1960, “acceptable alternate
action.”) -

A-70-88 re advisory to owners and
operations of Cessna 200 series aircraft
alerting them to the hazards associated with
the aluminum hings failure problem. (FAA,
Febeuary 28, 1960; NTSB, March 21, 1030,
“acceptable action.”) . ’

A-70-01 re issuance of Alrworthiness
Directive to requirs & special inspection of .
the propeller reversing interconnect linkage

of all alreraft equipped with Pratt & Whitney
Alrcraft of Canada Lid., PTS-8A, 8B, -2C/20
and =20 series turboprop to sssure that these
tnstallations conform to the alrcraft -
manufacturer’s propeller reversing linkage
rigging specifications. (FAA, Fabruary 28,
1900; NTBB, March 21, 1960, “acceptable
action.”)

A-75-52 re immediate Inspection of all
Boeing 737 aircraft main landing gear upper
drag strut attach bolts to ascertain that the
correct bolts are installed in the proper
locations. (FAA. February 28, 1880; NTSB,
March 24, 1960, “acceptable altenate
action.™)

A-78-108 re {ssuance of a telegraphic
Alrworthiness Directive to require & one-time
inspection of the engine pylon structure in the
area of pylou station 128 for looss or missing
fasteners and fatigue damage for B-747
alrcraft equipped with PAW JTSD engines.
(FAA. March 18, 1960; NTSB, April 8, 1880,
“gceeptable action.™)

Note~Copies of safaty recommendation
response lstters ang related correspondence
are provided free of charge. All requests must
be in writing, identified by recommendation
number and date of correspondence. Address
requests to: Public Inquiries Section, National
Transportation Safety Board, Washington,
D.C. 20594.

(49 U.S.C. 1803(a)(2), 1908)

Margaret L. Fisher,

Federal Register Liaison Officer.
May 23, 1880.

{FR Doc. 80-16278 Plied 5-28-20; K48 ar]
SALING CODE €310-58-48°

[Docket No. DCA-80-AR-031]

Rallroad Accident Investigation
Hearing: Oakland, California

Notice is hereby given that the
National Transportation Safety Board
will convene an accident investigation
hearing at 9:00 a.m. (local time) july 1
through July 3, 1990, in the Alameda
Room of the Hyatt Oakland Inn, 455
Hegenberger Road, Oakland, California

84621,

The public hearing will be held in
connection with the Safety Board's
investigation of an accident involving
the derailment of Western Pacific
Railroad Company Freight Train Extra
UP 3734 West, which occurred at
Hayward, California, on April 8, 1880,
Elmer Garner,

Hearing Officer.

May 19, 1060,

[TR Doc. 80-15280 Filad §-23-80: 843 am)
BILLING COOT 4910-50-M

Performance Review Board, Senlor
Executive Service; Appointment of
Members

Appointments of Performance Review
Board members are required to be

published In the Federal Register by 5
U.8.C. 4314(c)(4)-

The following gcmm have been
eppointed to, and will serve on
Performance Review Boards for senior
exocutives in the National
Transportation Safoty Board:
Elwood T. Driver
Michael C. Cushing
Robert W. Pyle
Lloyd F. Miller
Dennis W. Boyd
B. Michael Levins
Frank T. Taylor
S, Walter Sweet
John M. Stuhldreher
David A. Reyna
Robert W. Pyle,

Chief, Personnel and Troining Division.
May 5, 1880

{FR Doc. 80-16281 Filed 5-28-00; §:43 am)

WLLING COOE 4310-58-M

Change of Address for Office of
Administrative Law Judges

The Office of Administrative Law
Judges and the Docket Section of the
National Transportation Safety Board
will be reloceted on May 30, 1880, to the
following address: Dodge Center, Suite
301, 1010 Wisconsin Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20007,

An airman who wishes to appeal &
Federal Aviation Administration Order
or a seaman who wishes to appeal a
decision of the Commandant, U.S. Coast
Guard, should mail the notice of appeal
to the above address.

Dated: May 23, 1880
John M. Stvhidreher,
General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 80-16282 Filed 3-23-8 843 ann]
BILLING COOE 4810-53-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-458A]

Gutif States Utilities Co.; Recsipt of
Attorney General's Advics and Time
for Flling of Petitions To Intervene on
Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received,
pursuant to section 105¢c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attomey General of the United States,
dated May 5, 1920, with respect to:River
Bend Station, Unit No. 1:

*"You bave requested our advice pursuant
to Section 105(c) of the Atomic Energy Act, as
amended, regurding a proposed amnendment
to the construction permit of the above
referenced nuclear unit to allow Cajun
Electric Power Cooperative, Inc. (“Cajun”)
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and Sam Raybera CAT, Inc. (“S8ama Raybum™)
o become co-owners of that walt, Cajun will
scqulire a thirty percant interest in the 940
megawatt znit (s stely 282
megawatts) and Rayburn will acquire a
seven percent Interest (approximalely 06
megawatts). Our review o?lho Information
submitted for antitrust review purposes, as
well a1 other information avaiiable to the
Department. provides no basis at this time to
conciude that the participation In the River
Bend Station, Unit 1, by Cajun and Sam
Rayburn would create or maintsin a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust laws,
Accordingly, it {s the Department's view that
no antitrust hearing is necessary with respect
to the propased amendment to the
construction permit.”

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission's
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by June 30, 1960
either (1) by delivery to the NRC .
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street, NW., Washington, D.C., or (2) by
maeil or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory .
Commission, Washington, D.C, 20555,
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch, .

Dated at Bethesda, Md. this 18th day of
May 1960,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,
Chief, Utility Finance Branch, Division of
Engineering, Office of Nuclear Reactor.
Regulation. ’
[moocuo-ummds-u-atcm]
BALLING COOE 750-01-M

[Docket No. 50-219]

Jersey Central Powar & Light Co.;
lssuance of Amendment to Provisional
Operating License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
{ssued Amendment No. 47 to Provisional
Operating License No. DPR-18, issued to
Jersédy Central Power & Light Company
(the licensee), which revised tbe license
for operation of the Oyster Creek .
Nuclear Generating Station (the facility)
located in Ocean County, New Jersey.
The amendment is effective as of its
date of issuance.

The amendment adds a new license -
condition (Paragraph 3.G) which
requires the replacement of core spray
spargers during the 1981 refueling -
outage, -

The application for amendment.
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1854, as amended (the Act), and the

Commission s rules and regulations, The
Commission has made l‘Eproprmo
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter 1, which are set forth in the
license amendment. Prior public notice
of this action was not required since the
amendmaent does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result in any significant environmenta)
Impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
51.5(d){4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated March 31, 1980, {2)
Amendment N». 47 to License No. DPR-
18, and (3) the Commission’s related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C,
20555, and at the Ocean County Library,
Brick Township Branch, 401 Chambers
Bridge Road, Brick Town, New Jersey
08723. A copy of items (2) and (3) may
be obtained upon request addressed to
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Director, Division of
Licensing.

Dated at Bethesda. Md., this 15th day of
May, 1880,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Dennis M. Crutchfield,
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch #5,
Division of Licensing.
[FR Doc. 80-16257 PUled 5-25-80: 843 am]
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

[PSRP-3.9.6 (Rev. 2)]

Proposed Revision to the Standard
Review Plan; Availability

As a part of the continual
maintenance of the Standard Review
Plan (SRP), the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission's Division of Systems
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reactor .
Regulation, proposes to revise SRP
Section 3.9.8. “Inservice Testing of
Pumps and Valves," and to add an
Appendix A to SRP Section 3.9.5, “Leak
Testing of Pressure Isolation Valves.” A

-value-impact statement has also been

prepared in support of thése proposed
changes.

. The Standard Review Plan is prepared
for the guidance of staff reviewers in the

. Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation in

‘peforming safety reviews of applications
to construct or operate nuclear power
plants. The principal purpose of the SRP

is to assure the quality and uniformity of
stafl reviews, and to present a well-
defined base from which to svaluate
proposed changes In the scope and
requirements of reviews. It is also a
purpose of the SRP 1o make information
about regulatory matters widely
available and to improve :
communication and understanding of
the staff review process by interested
members of the public and the nuclear
power industry,

This proposed revision of the
Standard Review Plan and tha
supporting value/impact statement have
not received a complete staff review and
approval and do not represent an
official NRC staff position. Public
comments are being solicited on both
the revision and the value/impact
statement {including any
implementation schedules) prior to a
review and decision by the Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation as to
whether this revision should be
approved. Comments should be sent to
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.

-Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch. All
comments received by August 1, 1980,
will be considered.

All of the associated documents and
comments considered will be made
publicly available prior to a decision by
the Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation, on whether to implement
this revision.

Copies of this ¢ sed revision and
addition to the S: d the supporting
value-impact statezzent will be available
for public inspection at the NRC Public
Document Room at 1717 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20555. Requests for
single copies of future proposed
revisions to the SRP should be made in
writing to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Director, Division of
Technical Information and Document
Control, Telephone requests cannot be
accommodated. Standard Review Plans
are not copyrighted, and Commission
f}?proval is not required to reproduce

em.

Dated at Bethesda, this 18th day of April
1980, '

_For the U.S. Nuclesr Regulatory
Commission.
Roger J. Mattson,
Director, Division of Systems Safety, Office of
Nuclear Reagtor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 80-16225 Flled 8-28-8: £:48 am)
BRLLING COOE 7500-01-48



ments may be Inspected at the adbove
Jocations: (1) The safety evaluation
report prepared by the Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulation; (2) the draft
environmental statement; (3) the {inal
environmental statement; (4) the
report of the Advisory Committee on
Reactor Safcguards (ACRS) on the ap-
plication for {facflity operating li-
censes; (5) the proposed facility oper-
ating licenses; and (6) the technical
specifications, which will be attached
to the proposed facility operating li-
censes.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 27th
day of February 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission.
STEVEN A. VARGA,
Chief, Light Waler Reactors
Branch 4, Division of Project
Management.

[FR Doc. 78-5645 Filed 3-2-78; 8:45 am]}

(7590-01]
[Docket Nos. STN 50-510 and STN 50-5111
GULF STATES UTIUTIES CO.
Blue Hills Stations, Units 1 and 2

Reconstitution of Board

Frederic J. Coufal, Esq., was Chalir-
man of the Atomic Safety and licens-
Ing Board for the above proceeding.
Because of a schedule conflict, Mr.
Coufal is unable to continue his ser-
vice on this Board.

Accordingly, Marshall E. Miller,
Esq., whose address is Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board Panel, U.S. Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555, is appointed Chalr-
man of this Board. Reconstitution of
the Board in this manner is in accor-
dance with § 2.721 of the Commiission's
Rules of Practice, as amenced.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 27th
day of February 1978.
JaMES R. YORE,
Chairman, Alomic Safely
and Licensing Board Panel.
{FR Dcec, 78-56486 Iiled 3-2-78; 8:45 am]

{7590-01]
{Docket Nos. 50-498A and 50-499A1]
HOUSTON LIGHTING & POWER CO., ET AL

Receipt of AHorney General's Advice

In the matter of Houston Lighting &
Power Co., Public Service Board of
San Antonio, City of Austin, and Cen-
tral Power & Light Co.

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1854, as amended, a
letter of advice from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
February 21, 1978, a copy of which is
attached as Appendix A.

A notice stating that any person
whose interest may be affected by this

NOTIC2S

proceeding will have the opportunity
to intervene on the antitrust aspects
of this application pursuant to and in
accordance with §2.714 of the Commis-
sion's “Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR
Part 2, will be published at such time
as the Commission deems appropriate.

For. the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chicf, Anlitrust and Indemnily
Group, Nuclear Rcactor Regu-
lations.

APPENDIX A

HOUSTOMX LIGHTING & POW™Y CO., PUBLIC SER-
VICE BOARD OF SAN ANXTON1O, CITY OF AUSTIN,
CENTRAL POWER & LICHT CO., SOUTH TEXAS
PROJECT, UNITS NOS. 1 AND 2

[Docket Nos. 50-498A and 50-499A)

This responds to your letter of August 25,
1977, which sceks our adv:se on the com-
petitive implications of issuing &n operating
license in the above captioned matter, pur-
suant to the Commission’s determination
under section 105(cX2) of the Atomie
Energy Act that changed circumstances in
the licensee's activities make further anti-
trust review advisable,

A. Slatus o‘ the Houslon Lighling & Power
Application

The South Texas Projett (STP), located
southwest of Houston, Tex. in Matagorda
County, will consist of two 1,250 mw nuclear
powered generating units, There are four
participants in the STP. each of whom will
own undivided Interests as tenants in
common: Houston Lighting & Power
(HL&:P) will own 30.8 percent and is the
project manager: the City Poblic Service
Board of San Antonfo will own 28 percent:
Central Power & Light (CP&L) will own
25.2 percent; and the Clty of Austin will
own 16 percent. The addition of the STP
will increase the combined generating ca.
pacity of Lthe participants by approximately
15 percent and thus represents an impor-
tant and substantial addition to the base-
load capacity of the participants.

On October 22, 1974, the Department,
after conducting an entitrust review of this
nuclear plant In connection with HL&P's
application for a construction permit, ad-
vised the NRC that an antitrust hearing
would not be necessary. A construction
permit was issued for the plant and, in early
1976 the con: ‘ruction permit proceeding
was formally closed.

At the time of our prior letter of advice
most of the electric systems in Texas inter-
connected and coordinated with one an-
other to thelr satisfaction in the Texas In-
terconnected System (TIS). TIS was a group
of nine electric systems interconnected
through high voltage transmission facilities
that operated throughout most of the state
of Texas. TIS was comprised of six private.
ly-owned and three publicly-owned systems,
The privately-owned systems were Dallas
Power & Light Co., Texas Electric Service
Co., and Texas Power & Light Co.,* Hous-

tDallags Power & Light, Texas Electric
Service and Texas Power & Light are the
operating subsidiaries of Texas Utllities Co.
When used herein, “TU” rcfers to Texas
Utilitles Co. and its various operating and
service subsidiary companies.,
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ton Lightlng & Power Co. (HL&P), Cenlral
Power & Light Co. (CP&L), and West Texas
Utilitles Co. (WTU). The three publicly-
owned electric systems were Lower Colorado
River Authority, City of Austin, and City
Public Service Board of San Antonio.

As of October 22, 1974, TIS was exclusive-
1y an intrastate system: none of its members
was interconnected with an electric utility
outside Texas 80 s to be subject to the ju-
risdiction of the Federal Power Commission.
and Interconnection contracts among TIS
members were conditioned specifically to
preclude any interstate connections. In the
absence of complaints from any source, the
Department had expressed no view as to the
legality or propriety of this “intrastate
only” pollcy.*

In May 1976, two principal members of
TIS, CP&L, and WTU, commenced to oper-
ate in Interstate commerce. HL&P and TU,
acting pursuant to the contractual condi-
tions noted above, immediately opened their
electrical connections with CP&L, WTU,
and other Texas systems which were also in.
terconnected with CP&L and WTU. CP&L
then flled a petition at the NRC to inter-
vene and to hold an antitrust hearing. In
connection with that petition the NRC, by
letter of August 3, 1976, requested the De-
partr.ent’s advice as to whether there were
compelling circumstances which warranted
an antitrust review prior to the filing of an
operating llcense application. The Depart-
ment responded on January 25, 1977, and
advised that, on the basis of the situation
then existing

“—with restrictions on Interutility coordina-
tion resulting from the division of the utili.
ties in the state intp two groups, premised
on intrastate and interstate operstion re-
spectively, with TIS eliminated as a coord!.
nating vehicle, and with questions raised as
to the viabllity of planned participation in
the nuclear units--"

an antitrust hearing was warranted.

After transmittal of our January 25, 1977
letter, the Commission, by Memorandum
and Order dated June 135, 1977, ruled that it
did not have jurisdiction to order a hearing
prior to HL&P's {iling an appllication for an
operating license. The Commissicn did, how-
ever, make a determination that a further
antitrust review would be advisable becsuse
of the gignificant changes in ‘he licensee’s
activities that accurred after completion of
the antitrust review at the construction
permit stage. That determination, and
HL&P's subsequent {{ling of an operating -
cense applic tion, provided the basis for you
to once more seck the Department's anti-
trust advice with respect to the South Texas
Project.

Your letter of August 25, 1977 requires
the Department for the first time to render
antitrust advice under the proviso of section
105(e)(2). That proviso states that the At-
torney General's antitrust advice will not be
sought at the operating license stage where
& construction permit has i{ssued, unless the
Commission determines such review is “ad.
visable on the ground that significant
changes {n the licensee’s actlvities or pro-

*See condition 11 of the license conditions
attached to the Comanche Peak Steam
Electric Station license, AEC Docket Nos.
50-445 and 50-448.
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posed activities have ocrurred subsequent to
the prevtous review * ° * {n connectlion with
the construction permit for the facility.”»
Orce the Commisaton has made the requl.
site determination then the Attormey Gen-
era} must conduct his review as contemplat.
ed by section 10%¢x1). That saction pro-
videc that the Attorney General shall
“render such advice to the Commission as
he determines to be appropriate in regard to
the finding to be made by the Commission
pursuant to paragraph ($) of this subsec.
tion. Such advice shall Include an explana-
tory statement as (0o the reasons or basis
therefor.” Thus, the Department’s antitrust
review at the operating hicense stage is no
different than the review it would conduct
at the construction permit stage and would
not require the application of a standard
different from that contemplated In section
103(eX5): that is whether there is a reason-
able probability that the activities under
the license would create or maintain a situa.
tion Inconsistent with the antitrust laws,

It should be noted at the outset that since
the Department's advice letter of January
25, 1977, the members of TIS have reestab-
lished their Interconnections and are oper-
ating in much the same manner as they
were at the time of our 1974 advice letters.
The present situation Is not voluntary, how-
ever, but is the result of an order of the
Texas Public Utllity Commission (TPUQC), a
state regulatory agency established in 1978
pursuant to the Publie Utllity Regulatory
Act.* The TPUC. in May of 1977, oidered
the members of TIS to reestablish the inter-
connections that existed prior to May 3,
1978. Since HL&P and TU were refusing to
Interconnect with any utllity operating in
Interstate commerce, the TPUC ordered the
utllities operating In interstate commerce to
ceass such operations and to reestablish in-
terconnection with HL&P and TU. For the
present, this has eliminatod the severe oper-
ating problems that confronted the inter-
state utilitles at the time of our January 25,
19717, advice letter.

B. The Competitive Situation

1. The Department’s Prior Antitrust Re.
views. Any analysis of present antitrust con-
cerns must begin with the Department's
prior antitrust review. The Department of
Justice previously submitted to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission or its predecessor,
the Atomic Energy Commission. antitrust
advice with regard to three different con-
struction permit applications that are rel-
evant to the instant review. The Depart.
ment first examined competitive relation-
ships of electric utllitles within Texas in
connection with the application for Coman-
che Pesk Steam Electric Station, AEC
Docket Nos. 50-445 and 50-446. In the
course of that inquiry. the Department de-
termined that various electric systems in
Texas had formed the Texas Interconnected
Bystem (TIS).

*The licensee must have caused. or be rea-
sonably responsible or answerable for the
significant changes. Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy. S. Rep. No. 81-1247, 91st
Cong., 2d Sess. 29 (1970),

In addition to requesting our advice pur-
suant to section 105(¢X2), you have also
asked the Department to respond to certain
questions ruised by ¢he Commission in its
June 18, 1877, Order.

*Title 32, Art. 1446(¢), V.A.C.S.

NOTICES

Az noted above, T18 was composed of nine
members. IIL&P was the dominant member
in the southern portion of TIS and TU was
the dominant member in the northern por.
tion. Together they owned approximately
75 percent of the generating capacity in
T1S. accounted for approximately 75 per-
cent of kwhr sales of electricity, and, more
importantly, their service areas and trans-
mission facllitles were strategically located
between the systems In south and central
Texas with with which they were intercon.
nected and other systems that were not
members of TIS to the north and east.
Thus, HL&P and TU offered the only realis-
tic opportunity for interconnection to these
systems,

The members of TIS, up to that time, had
not engaged in & great deal of coordinated
development outside of that carried on be-
tween the integrated systems in TU. The
principal reason for such relative indepen.
dence was that the ready availability of in-
expensive natural gas made extensive co-
ordination unnecessary. A utility could pro-
duce a low cost reliable source of bulk power
and thereby maintaln its competitive posi.
tion stmply by Installing gas-fired steam
renerating units. Thus, the Texas utilities
enjoyed substantial independence, each in-
stalling capacity to meet its own load and
reserve needs.

At that time the main function of TIS had
been to provide emergency backup between
the interconnected utilities and thus to in-
crease the rellability of participants. Some
cost savings were 2lso realized. Members of
TIS also conducted various studles relating
to the need for, and the effects of, any
future transmission and generation changes
planned by the members. Thus, member-
ship In TIS provided each member system
the opportunity to obtaln varlous benefits
from coordination that were not available to

non-members. For example, th2 1962 power*

interchange agreement between HL&P and
TU provided for a form of staggered genera-
tion additions to obtain “certain mutual ad-
vantages in investment, efficlency and oper-

. ation.”

In the past, membership (n TIS had not
been available to all of the electric utility
systems within Texas. It was the Depart-
ment’s view that membership In TIS was es-
sential if the smaller electric systems were
to compete effectively with the larger sys.
tems that were members of TIS. Thus, the
Department sought to obtain for the small:
er systems greater interconnection and co-
ordination opportunities with the larger sys-
tems. In the Department's letter of -advice
concerning th- Comanche Peak nuclear
units, dated January 17, 1974, we advised
that no hearing would be necessary if the
Commission would impose certain license
conditions, agreed upon by the applicant,
that were designed to afford other utilitjes
the opportunity for ownership participation
in the Comanche Peak nuclear units, coordi-
natlon and sharing of reserves with TU, and
transmission services over TU facilities. The
construction permit was subsequently issued
with those license conditions attached.

The Department submitted its second
advice letter on May 17, 1874, in connection
with the Allens Creek Nuclear Generating
Station, AEC Docket Nos. 50-486A and 50-
467A. The application to construct the
Allens Creek Station was filed by HL&P. In
its letter, the Department noted that the re.
strictions on membership within TIS had
recently changed and that membership was
being made available to other systems. The

Department also stated as follows: The Dv.
partment has uncovered no evidence thut
would Indicate that Applicant s attempting
to prevent participation in the joint owner-
ship of nuclear facilities by any system or is
othe~wise presently impairing the compet!-
tive opportunities of other systems.

The Department's advice letter in Allens
Creek concluded that no antitrust hearing
WAS Necessary.

The Department rendered its third advice
letter on October 232, 1974, with regard to
the construction permit application for the
instant South Texas Project. In that letter
of advice, the Department again noted that
the situation involving limitations on mem-
bership in TIS had recently changed and
that membership in TIS was being made
avallable to other systems, and concluded
that no antitrust hearing was wa. ranted.

As noted above, the members of TIS oper-
ated wholly within the state and were rot
interconnected with systems outside the
state. Thus, TIS members were not subject
to regulation by the Feceral Power Commls-
slon, (nor at the time, were they subject to
any state regulatory authority). In our anti-
trust reviews of the previous applications,
the Department had encountered no claim
by any electric system that the intrastate
only operation of HL&P or TU was having
an anticompetitive effect.

2. Market Conditions After 1974. In the
past, utilities in Texas have used natural gas
as their main and sometimes or.ly source of
fuel to generate their power needs, The fuel
situation In Texas has changed drastically
since our prior letters of advice. The price of
natural gas In Texas has increased substan.
tially over what it was In 1973, and the use
of natural gas as a boiler fuel must be cut
back by 1885 to 715 percent of the greater of
a utllity’s 1974 or 1875 consumption level.
This changing fuel situation has had a sig-
nificant impact on the competitive posture
of the various utilities in Texas. While every
utllity has been faced with rapld increases
in its costs of power, the smaller utilities de-
pendent on natural gas have been the hard-
est hit. These utilities must switch to alter.
natives, such as coal, lignite, and nuclear
fueled generation, If they are to continue in
exlstence, let alone be able to compete with
their larger neighbors, such as HL&P and
TU. The switch from natural gas to an alter-
native fuel will require joint participation
arrangements in large base load generating
resources, since economies of scale will play
a much more important role than in the
past. These resources must be tied together
through transmission service arrangements
or the construction of new transmission fa-
cilities.

In order t¢ maintain their competitive via-
bility these systems must engage In a degree
»f coordinated operation and development
that has not he: .tofore existed in the State
of Texas. This coordination cannot be done
independently of the two dominant Texas
utilities, HL&P and TU, without incurring
substant{ally increased cost, decreased reli.
ability and an erosion of the smaller utllities
competitive capabilities.

Thus, {n a very real sense the changing
fuel situation in the State of Texas has in.
creased the dominance of. HLP and TU by
increasing the dependence of smaller sys-
tems on the generation and transmission fa-
cilities of HLP and TU.

The monopoly power of HLP and TU was
clearly evidenced by the consequences of
their disconnection. During the period from
May, 1976, to May, 1977, two separate 2Ys
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terma openated in Texax HL&P, TU and the
maller utllities within thelr service arcas
conatituted a wholly Intrastate Intercon-
nected system which operated effectively
without significant electrical problems; the
other system, which included three of the
four participants !n the South Texas Pro-
Ject (Lhe citles of Austin and San Antonio,
and CP&L) and a number of other utllities,
operating In Interstate commerce, cncoun-
tered severe operating difficulties, Without
the interconnections with HL&P and TU on
the eastern end of the Interstate system, re-
abllity of the system suffercd, spinning re-
serves had to be increased and the cost of
power tu these systems increased. In addi-
tion, as noted In our January 25, 1977,
Jetter, utilities that were a part of the intra.
state system, such as Brazos Electric Mem-
bership Cooperative, could not participate
in planned joint generation with utllitles
that were & part of the interstate systems,
such as South Texas Electric Cooperative
and Medina Electric Cooperative. Thus,
members of TIS, as well as any smaller util-
{ty in the service area of a member of TIS.
were unable effectively to plan and develop
large scale bulk power generation, and par-
ticu'~rly nuclear generation, either alone or
In -mbination with other utilities, and op-
pos. itles to coordinate reserves and to
engage in purchases, sales and exchanges of
bulk power were restricted.

C. The Competitive Implication of the Intra-
slate Only Agreement Under Current
Market Conditions*

It is in the context of changed market
conditions—~the {ncreased dominance of
HL&P and TU, and the effects of their
having exercised such power to refuse to
deal with utilities operating in interstate
commerce—that the intrastate only agree-
ment ¢! HL&P and TU must be analyzed.
The clear intent of the agreement is to pre-
vent the parties from entering into inter-
state commerce. The enforcement mecha.
nism is the underlying right of the domi-
nant utilities to refuse to deal with any util-
ity that breaches the sgreement. In short, it
is this threat of boycott which reinforces
the intrastate only agreement.

The competitive consequences of this
agreement are the same as these that flow
from any group boycott: Actual and poten-
tial competition are injured. Actual compet{-
tion suffers when existing systems are dis-
connected from HL&P and TU, as occurred
during May 19876 to May 1977. Potential
competition is foreclosed by reason of ad-
herence to the unconditional, across-the.
bhoard ban of all interstate connections re-
gardless of thelr technological and economic
feasibility.

Because the Intrastate only agreement
has effectively precluded serious attempts
to establish interstate connections, sources
of potentlal competition must be inferred
from facts showing the geographic proxim.
ity of interstate utilities, and the possible
need or incentive to establish connections
with such systems,

In the areas in which HL&P and TU face
competition or could reasonably compete,
there are¢ a number of privately owned and

+This section analyzes the competitive im-
plications of & private agreement which in-
cludes as purties the dominant utllities {n
the State of Texas. The significance of the
TPUC order, noted supra, which to some
extent appears to presently supercede this
agreement, is discussed in section E, infra.

NOTICES

publicly owned systems thet generate and
market electric power, and & number of dis-
tribution-only systems purchasing power at
wholesale from une or more generation and
transmission syste'ns marketing {lrm Sulk
puwer. SBome of these generating entities op-
erate in interstate commerce, such as South-
western Electric Power Co. (SWEPCQ),
Gulf States Utllities (GSU), Western Farm-
ers Cooperative (in Oklahoma), and South-
western Power Administration (an agency of
the U.S. Government). These interstate sys-
tems are sources of potential competition
for the patrunage of the approximately 150
distribution systems in Texas that purchase
power at wholesale.

In addition to the potentlial for increased
competition at the wholesale level, there
appear to exist substantial opportunities for
exchanges of power between the interstate
and intrastate utflities.

Utilitles in the South West Power Pool
are faced with declining reserve margins
and will need to purchase generating capac-
ity to maintain adequate reliabflity until ad-
ditional generation can be constructed. For
example, Western Farmers Cooperative
sought to purchase 300 to 400 mw of surplus
generating capacity from TU but was
unable to do so because of the [ntrastate
only restriction. A number of the utilities in
Texas, including competitors of HL&P and
TU, have a surplus of generating capacity.
The intrastate only policy of HL&P and TU
would prevent any utilities with which they
are interconnected from marketing any sur-
plus capacity to the interstate utilities. For
example, th~ City of Bryan, Tex. has recent-
1y installed a new gencrating unit bringing
its total genecrating capacity to approxi-
mately 225 mw. On the other hand. becauce
of its higher power cost the city is losing
College Station as a wholesale custamer.
College Station represents approximately 27
percent of Bryan's electric load. The city’'s
remaining customers will have to absorb the
cost of this excess capacity if it is not sold,
thus further eroding Bryan's abllity to com-
pete. Although Gulf States Utllities will
have high voltage transmission lines in the
area and may constitute a ready market for
the capacity, the city would not be able to
sell its surplus capacity to Gulf States with-
out violating the intrastate only restriction
and risking disconnection from the other
members of TIS.

The intrastate only restrictions could also

prevent municipal and cooperative systems,

in Texas from being able to receive an in.
creased share of low cost Southwestern
Power Administration (SPA) power should
additional amo ints of capacity become
avajlable. The SPA may salso constitute a
market for the surplus capacity noted above
since, when it Is faced with low water levels
on its system, it must purchase deficiency
power in order to meet {ts contractual obli-
gations to its preference customers.

Thus the intrastate only restriction, by
preventing utilities within the Texas Intra.
state system f{rom engaging in power ex-
change transactions with utilities outside
the intrastate system, could foreclose access
to s substantial part of the market for

- power exchange services.

Given current market conditions the in-
trastate only agreement may serve to unrea-
sonably foreclose 'a significant degree of po-
tential competition. The nature and extent
of such foreclosure can only be established
after a full evidentiary proceeding.

So long as HL&P intends that the oper-
ation of the jointly owned South Texas Pro-
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ject be in accordance with the terms of the
intrastate restrictions Imposed by HL&P
and the TU system, HL&P's activities under
the nuclear license In furtherance of that
restriction can maintaln and enhance & situ-
ation Inconsistent with the antitrust laws
contrary to section 105 of the Atomic
Enecrgy Act.

D. Add:tional Points Raised in Your Letler
Requesting Advice

In your letter of August 25, 1977, you re-
quested that the Department provide “an
evaluation of the legal significance of the
various facts and contentions dealt with in
the Attorney General's letter of January 25,
19717." :

At the time of the Department’s letter of
January 25, 1977, HL&P and TU, the two
dominant utilities in Tw~as, were refusing to
Interconnect with other utilities (utilities
with which they had historically maln-
tained Interconnecctions); that refusal was
having a direct and substantial adverse
effect on those utilities’ power supply costs,
reliability and their ability to remain com-
petitive.

HLA&P's refusal to deal with any interstate
sysltem went beyond a mere unilateral an.
nouncement of its decision to that effcct.
See United States v. Parke, Davis & Co., 362
U.S. 29 (1960); Aldrecht v. Herald Co., 390
U.S. 145, 149-150 (1968). Its action was part
of a course of conduct whereby HL&P had
joined with the other dominant system
within Texas to use thelr combined power
to require other electric utllity systems to
act in accordance with thelr dir~ction. The
concerted action by HL&P and TVJ deprived
competitors of a valuable business service
needed In order to compete effectively and
thus raised serious antitrust issues which
the Department viewed as warranting 2
hearing. Stlver v. New York Slock Ezchange,
373 U.S. 341 (1969). Associaled Press v.
United States, 382 US. 1 (1045); Easiecrn
States Retail Lumber Dealers’ Ass'n V.
United States, 234 U.S. 600, 612 (1914).

Your letter of August 25, 1977, also asks
that the Department “advise as to why en-
forcement of a contract right, known to all
parties and the Assistant Attorney General
at the time of the construction permit anti-
trust review, may constitute ‘changed cir-
cumstances’ such as may justify the imposi-
tion of antitrust conditions.”

While the Department was aware of the
existence of the interstate only restrictions
at the time of i1t3 prior advice, the Depart-
ment was not aware of any anticompetitive
effect or anticompetitive Injury resulting
from those restrictions. Nevertheless, the
Department did recognize that possible ant|-
trust. consequences miglr flow from such re-
stricticns and included in condition 11 of
the Comanche Peak constructivi. .ermit a
statement that co.tlnuance of the policy [of
intrastate only opcration] was not to be in-
terpreted to reflect any view as to the *“le-
gality or propriety of sald policy.”

In evaluating the competitive significance
of any course of conduct, careful attention
must be given to the commercial context
within which that conduct occurs. Changed
circumstances necessarily imply that, where
a provision may be seen to have had & neu-
tral impact in one set of circumstances, a
change In those circumstances later on may
reveal the anticompetitive nature of the
same provision. The changed circumstances
described above show very significant anti.
competitive effects have arisen since the De-
partment’s original advice letter. While
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HL&P did not cause, or cannot be held an-
swerable for the incressed costs of fuel to
itz competitors, HL&P i3 the cause and Is
arswerable for the adverse cffects of dlscon-
necting from the smaller competitors that
were operating tn interstate commerce.
Moreover, Lhe basis for such action derived
from the Intrastate only agreement. Thus,
on the basis of events occurring after the
Department’'s original advice letter it can
now be clearly seen that, with the increased
.mportance  of economic coordination
brought about by the fuel situation. and the
corresponding {ncreased need and opportu.
nity for coordination between interstale and
intrastate utilitles, HL&P. together with
TU. by agreeing not to interconnect with
utllities operating in interstate commerce
have the power to and may adversely affect
the future competitive situation. in or con-
tiguous to the state of Texas, both between
the Intrastate systems and between the in-
terstate and {ntrastate systems.

Certalnly, as a matter of law, the Commis-
sion Is not foreclosed from considering at
this time the intrastate only restrictions.
The mere fact that the Commission may
conciude at any particular point in time
that antitrust enforcement action is not ad-
visable does not foreclose {t from subse-
quently acting to confront a situation it
then finds to be inconsistent with the anti-
trust laws if it otherwise has jurisdiction to
act. U.S. v. New Orleans Chapler, Associaled
General Contractors of America, Inc., 382
U.S. 17 (1965). Not even trade arrangements
which have been long tolerated thereby re-
quire any vested immunity under the Sher-
man Act. Times-Picayune Publishing Co. v.
U.S., 345 U.S. 594 (1953). Even contemplated
actions, such as merygers, once ecamined and
not conlesled, can later be challenged if the
dictates of the public interest so require.
U.S. v. Jox. Schlitz Brewing Co., 253 F. Supp
128 (N.D. Cal. 1968) A//d, 385 U.S. 37 (1968).

In the Department's letter of January 17,
1974, pertaining to the Commanche Peak
Generating Station, it was expressly Indlcat-
ed (in condition No. 11 of that license) that
no view was then being taken as to the le-
gality of the policy foreclosing transmission
of power in Interstate commerce. As the
court noted in U.S. v. Grinnell Corp., 30
F.R.D. 358 (D. R.I. 1862). whenever the
Government reserves {ts future right to take
action, any such communication of pollcy is
not a final disposition of the matter at issue.
Put succinetly, the obligation to protect the
public Interest can never be estopped by {n-
action at an earlier point.

E. The Proceedings i1n Other Forums

Your letter of August 25 finally asks that
the Department provide “an evaluation of
the probable effects of proceedings in other
forums, as they have then progressed. In de-
veloping his (our] recommendations con-
cerning further antitrust hearings.” There
are four proceedings {n other forums, l.e.,
the Securities and Exchange Commission
(SEC), the Pederal Power Commission
(FPC), the U.8. District Court in Dallas,
Tex., end the Texas Public Utility Commis-
sion (TPUC), whose Impact must be ana-
lyzed.

The proceeding before the SEC com-
menced in 1974 after severa] Oklahoma coo-
peratives and municipalities complained
that the operating subsidiaries of Central &
South West Corp, (C&SW), which include
CP&L and WTU, were not operationally In-
tegrated and, therefore, were in violation of
the Public Utllity Holding Company Act of

NOTICES

1935. The SB8EC instituted hearings which.
under the statute, involve as the sole {ssue:

Whether the electric utllities facilities of
subsidiaries of Centra; & South West Corp.
supplemented as planned or proposed are
capable of being economically operated as a
single Integrated and coordinated system
and whether the proposals presented by
Central & South West Corp. and its subsid-
laries, with any amendments or modi{ica-
tlons which may be developed during the
proceeding, represent a reasonable prospect
of achieving such economical operation, and
what contingencles, if any, may affect carry-
ing out any of such proposals.

Although HL&P and TU are participating
in the hearings, it s clear that the SEC has
no statutory authority to require that
HL&P Implement any interconnection plan
with CP&L or any other utility; and that it
cannot affect the competitive situation in
Texas. Moreover, the SEC could not inter-
fere with the NRC's power to remedy antl-
competitive situations. Thus, it is our view
that the SEC proceeding has no bearing on
the question of whether an antitrust hear-
ing before the NRC Is necessary,

A proceeding before the FPC (now FERC)
was initlated when CP&L filed a petition in
May 1976, requesting the FPC to find that
CP&L, WTU, TU, and HL&P were operat.
ing in Interstate commerce and thus were
all under the jurisdiction of the FPC. This
contention was grounded on the fact that
these systems had been interconnected for
approximately 8 hours, during which time
WTU transmitted power across the Texas
border into Oklahoma. The FPC issued an
order, finding that. inter alia, CP&L and
WTU were jurisdictional but that TU and
HL&P were not.* This decision is on appeal
to the U.S. Court of Appeals, D.C. Circult.
Should the Court of Appeals reverse and
hold that HL&P and TU are subject Lo the
Jurisdiction of the FERC then, as a practi-
cal matter, the intrastate only policy of
these parties will have been ended. On the
other hand, & more iikely course for the
Court. {f it does not affirm, would be to
remand to FERC for an evidentiary hear-
Ing. Neither affirmance nor remand would
relleve the NRC of Its statutory duty to
remedy an anticompetitive situation nor
preclude the Commission from doing so.
The Department views the outcome of the
FERC proceeding as to0 speculative to war-
rant much weight in our recommendation.

The third proceeding {nvolves a civil com-
plaint which has been filed by CP&L in the
U.S. District Court in Dallas, Tex. CP&L al-
leges that HL&P and TU, by refusing to
deal with utilities 'n interstate commerce,
have engaged in a conspiracy in violation of
section 1 of the Sherman Act and an at.
tempt to monopolize in violation of section 2
of the Sherman Act. The legality of the In-
trastate only agreement is squarely before
the district court. It is conceivable, there-
fure, that the court could find such sgree-
ment unlawful and enter & permanent in-
junction against it. In that event, NRC
action might become unnecessary. On the
other hand the proceeding involves two
groups of large investor-owned systems each
seeking to protect its own private corporate
interests. They might settle their differ-
ences without resolving any of the antitrust
concerns raised by the Department. More-

*The FPC, In a later order denying a peti-
tion for reconsideration. specifically de-
clined to consider antitrust issues that
CP&L sought to raise.

over, even If the defendants prevail in the
district court the question of the legality of
intrastate only agreements would not be set-
tled since both the parties and legal stan-
dards are different in that case than they
would be before the NRC.

While this is the only proceeding which
may consider some of the same issues as
would be raised before the NRC, we cannot
be certain that a decision of the District
Court will be dispositive. The Department
belleves it would be unwise and Inappropri-
ate for the NRC to defer to the district
court proceeding. It must be remembered
that this—the operating lcense stage--ls
the last opportunity that the NRC hrs to
carry out its statutory mandate to use itz }l-
censing authority to prevent the creatlon or
maintenance of a situation inconsistent with
the antitrust laws. If the Commission fails
to act now 't runs the risk of facing an unre-
mediable anticompetitive situation in the
future.

A fourth proceeding arose before the
TPUC. Until the TPUC was formed in 1978,
electric utilities in Texas were not subject ot
any statewide regulatory agency and, nut-
side of retall rate regulation by the govern.
ing body of the municipalities within which
it operated, an electric utility was essential.
ly unregulated.

In Jrnuary of 1977, HL&P and other utilj-
ties {n the TIS area petitioned the TPUC, to
require WTU and CP&L to cease interstate
operation and to reconnect with the intra-
state utilitles. The TPUC, on May 2, 1977,
without any hearings and contrary to its
findings of the year before,’ found that the
then existing situation, with WTU, CP&L,
and the three public systems operating dis-
connected from TU and HL&P, was having
an adverse impact on the power supply situ-
ation In Texas, both In terms of rellability
and cost of power. An order was {ssued re-
quiring WTU to cease transmission of power
into the State of Oklahoma and for WTU
and CP&L to reestablish interconnection
with TU and HL&P. The TPUC thereafter
held hesarings and, by an amended final
order dated July 11, 1977, confirmed its ear-
ller order of May 2, 1977.

The final amended order prohibits all TIS
members from disconnecting witl,out TPUC
authorizaticn and further restrains any utll-
ity system connected with TIS from making
connections with utility systems not so con-
nected, unless authorized by Texas law or 50
ordered by the FPC or the TPUC. The order
2120 provides that TPUC decisions on appli-
catlons seeking reltef from these prohibl-
tions are to be governed by a public interest
standard.

CP&L has appealed the TPUC order to
the Federal District Court in the Western
District of Texas and to a State court. it has
not yet heen decided which court will ultf.
mately act on the appeal.

At the present time, it i3 clear that to
some extent the TPUC order has supersed-
ed, but not validated, the Intrastate only
agreement of the private utllities. The
agreement is superseded in the sense that it
is no longer the sheer economlic power of

' After a 1-day hearing in May of 1978, the
TPUC made a finding that the situation,
with HL&P and TU cisconnected from the
other TIS members, was not adversely af-
fecting the reliabllity of any of the utilities.
No determination was made as to any eco-
nolxl?:;: or competitive effects on any of the
utilities,
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the parties but rather the force of Stale law
that restralna members of TIS {rom enter.
ing into interstate commerce. The agree-
ment is not validated, however, since the
TPUC expresaly disclaimed any jurisdiction
to determine whether the subject contracts
were void or voldable, Therefore, while prea.
ently supplanted by a TPUC order, the pri-
vate Intrastate only agreements remain in
existance and are capable of future imple.
mentation.

There are two reasons why the NRC
s>ught to order an antitrust hearing in
spite of the TPUC order. First, the
Commission is confronted with a pri-
vate agreement that ralses serious
competitive issues, that has not been
abandoned by the partles and that has
yet to be enjoined or declared unlaw-
ful. There {s a real question as to
whether the TPUC restraint on inter-
state conncctions is valid under the
commerce clause of the United States
Constitution. (Art. 1, section 8, clause
3.)* If on review, a court should abro-
gate that portion of the TPUC order,
the TPUC might lift its Injunction
against disconnections from TIS. The
point is simply that the private agree-
nixent. may agaln become fully opera-
tive.

Gliven that the NRC has a nondele-
gable statutory responsibliity to use its
licensing authority to prevent the cre-
ation or maintenance of a situation in-
consistent with the antitrust laws, it
cannot ignore or look to others to pre-
vent or correct an anticompetitive sit-
uation. Moreover, under its June 11,
1977, order In which it held itself to
have only limited continuing antitrust
authority the Commission will have no
later opportunity to exercise its power
since its jurisdiction to act is confined
to the licensing stages.

Second, the TPUC may enforce its order
in & manner which basically vindicates the
operation of the Intrastate only agreement.
Arbitrary denials of applications for inter-
state connections can have the same anti-
competitive effects as those that result from
the threat of boycott. While we do not
assert that the TPUC will act arbitrarily we
als0 do not believe that the NRC can ignore
its responsibility to protect interstate com-
merce from unreasonable competitive re-
straints—even those Imposed by a Stete
agency. The NRC can prevent the TPUC
from improperly restricting competition by
exercising its authority to condemn the in-
trastate only agreement and by reserving in
license conditions the right to review and to
countermand unreasonable refusals or fall-
ures to interconnect with utilities operating,
or deziring to operate in interstate com-
merce, even where such actions are the
result of TPUC decisions. This would not
place the NRC In conflict with the TPUC
since the Texas Public Utflity Regulatory
Act expressly provides that “No rule or
order of the regulatory authority shall be in

1See Penn. v. West Virginia, 262 U.S. 533
(1923); FPC v. Corporation Commission of
the State of Oklahoma, 362 F. Supp. 522 (W.
D, Okla. 1973) (three judge court), Sum,
&if'd, 415 U8B, 981 (1974),
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conflict with the rulings of any fedcral reg-
ulatory body.”*

F. Conclusion

In view of the above legal and factual
analysis, and the Inabllity of the Depart-
ment *5 concliude that the sarne jssues
raised herein will necessarily be resolved
satisfactorily in another forum, the Depart-
ment rencws its advice that an antitrust
hearing be held on the applicant’s operating
license. The purpose of the hearing would
be to determine whether in order to remedy
a situation inconsistent with the antitrust
laws HL&P should be precluded {rom ad-
hering to the intrastate only agreement or
from unreasonably refusing to engage in in-
terstate connections. At the time of the
hearing, the Dcpartment of Justice may
wish to participate to elaborate upon its
views expressed {n this letter, to offer cvi-
dence, to connect up legal theories and to
evaluate and respond to submissions made
by the parties.

[FR Doc. 78-5644 Filed 3-2-78; 8:45 am}

[7590-01]

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY
DRAFT SAFETY GUIDE .

Availability of Draft for Publlc Comment

The International Atcralc Energy
Agency (IAEA) is developing a limited
number of internationally acceptable
codes of practice and safety guides for
nuclear power plants. These codes and
guides will be developed in the follow-
ing five areas: Government Organiza-
tion, Siting, Design, Operation and
Quality Assurance. The purpose of
these codes and guides is to provide
IAEA guidance to countries beginning
nuclear power programs.

The IAEA codes of practice and
safety guides are developed in the fol-
lowing way. The IAEA receives and
collates relevant existing information
used by Member Countries. Using this
collation as a starting points, an IAEA
Working Group of a few experts then
develops a preliminary draft. This pre-
liminary draft is reviewed and modi-
fied by the 1AEA Technical Review
Committee to the extent necessary to
develop a C-aft acceptable to them.
This draft code of practice or safety
guide is then sent to the IAEA Senior
Advisory Group which reviews and
modifies the draft as necessary to
reach agreement on the draft and
then forwards it to the JAEA Secretar-
fat to obtaln comments from the
member States. The Senior Advisory
Group then considers the Member
State comments, sgain modifies the
draft as necessary to reach agreement
and forwards it to the IAEA Director
General with a recommendation that
it be accepted.

As part of this program, Safety
Guide SG—-QAS8, “Quality Assurance

*Public Utllity Regulatory Act, Title 32,
Art. 1446(c), § 37 7.A.CS,
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for Design of Nuclear Power Plants,”
has been developed. An IAEA Working
Group, consisting of Mr. S. K. Hell-
man (The Ralph M. Parsons Co.) of
the United States of America, Mr. A.
Kakodkar of India and Mr. L. Laurent
of France developed this draft from an
IAEA collation during a meeting on
January 30-February 3, 1978, and we
are soliciting public comment on it.
Comments on this draft received by
March 31. 1978 will be useful to the
U.S. representatives to the Technical
Review Committee and Senior Advisc-
ry Group in evaluating its adequacy
prior to the next IAEA discussion.
Single copies of this draft may be
obtained by a written request to the
Director, Office of Standards Develop-
ment, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555.

(5 U.S.C. 522(a).)

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this
24th day of February 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
Ray G. SMITH,
Deputy Director
Office of Standards Development.

[FR Doc. 78-5647 Filed 3-2-78: 8:45 am]

[7590-01]

REVISION TO THE STANDARD REVIEW PLAN
(NUREG-75/087)

Issuance and Avaeilability

As a continuation of the updating
program for the Standard Review
Plan (SRP) previously sannounced
(FEDERAL REGISTER notice dated De-
cember 8, 1977), the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission’s (NRC's) Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub-
lished Revision No. 1 to Section No.
9.2.4 of the SRP for the NRC staff’s
safety review of applications to build
and operate light-water-cooled nuclear
power reactors. The purpose of the
plan, which is composed of 224 sec-
tions, is to improve both the quality
and uniformity of the NRC staff’s
review of applications to build new nu-
clear power plants, and to make infor-
mation about regulatory matters
widely available, including the im-
provemert. of communication and un-
derstanding of the staff review process
by interested members of the public
and the nuclear power industry. The
purpose of the updating program is to
revise sections of the SRP for which
changes in the review plan have been
developed since the original issuance
in September 1975 to reflect current
practice.

Coples of the Standard Review Plan
for the Review of Safety Analysis Re.
ports for Nuclear Power Plants, which
has been identified as NUREG-75/087,
are available from the National Tech-
nical Information Service, Springfield,
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Generatir:y Plant Unit Nos. 1 and 2 i or telegram addressed to the
located in ' “codhue County, Minnesota.  Secretary, U.Sw Nuﬁ!me;r Regulatory
Bethesda, Maryland Commission, Was ton, DC 20558,

Ag-;':g;; this 2od of Attn: Docketing and Servics Branch.
Foe the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Por the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

A. Schwencee, Argil Toalston,

Chief. Operating Reoctors Branch No. 1, Acting Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity G,

Dijvision of Operating Reactors. Og’ccu of Nuclear Reactor Regulation. o

mh»mﬂd“&u.ﬂ mn.;.-:mnhdb—o-&mu;
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{Docket No. 50-482A) [Docket No. 50-301)

Kansss Gas & Electric Co, Kansas City  Wisconsin Electric Power Co. (Point

Power & Light Co.; Roceipt of Attorney Beach Nuciear Plant, Unit 2), Request

Generai’s Advice and Time for Fling of  for Action

Petiions To Intervens on Antitrust Notice is hereby given that by petition

Matters dated March 12, 1980, Wisconsin's

The Commission has received,
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated March 28, 1960, with respect to the
construction permit application for Wolf
Creek Generating Station, Unit No. 1:

“You have requested our advice pursuant
to Section 1056¢ of the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended. regarding the acquisition
by Kansas Electric Power Cooperative, Inc.
(KEPCO) of an ownership interest in the
above referented unit. KEPCO has been
negotiating for a 17 percent interest in the
unit, or approximately 195 megawatts. This
power will be biended in with hydroelectric
power from the Southwestern Power
Administration and supplemental power
purchased from neighboring utilities and used
by KEPCO to supply its cooperative
members.

*"The Department rendered antitrust advice
with regard to the Wolf Creek Generating
Station, Unit No. 1, by letter of December 10,
1974. Kansas Gas and Electric Company and
Kansas City Power and Light Company, the
original owners of the unit, agreed to accept
license conditions that, in the view of the
Department. made an antitrust hearing
unsaecessary. The purchase of an ownership
interest in the Wolf Creek Generating Station,
Unit 1, by KEPCO is pursuant to the license
conditions agreed to in 1974,

*Our review of the information submitted,
as well as other relevant information
available to us, has disclosed no basis upon
which to conclude that an antitrust hearing is
necessary regarding KEPCO's ownership of a
195 megawatt share in Wolf Creek Unit 1.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Cormmission’s
*“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by May 9, 1380
either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street NW., Washington, DC, or {2) by

Environmental Decade, Inc. requested
that an order to show cause and an
order enjoining operation of Point Beach
Nuciear Plant, Unit 2 be issued to
Wisconsin Electric Power Company
because of steam generator tube
degradation. This petition is being
treated as a request for action under 10
CFR 2.208 of the Commission's
regnlations, and accordingly, action will
be taken on the petition within a
reascnable time.

Copies of the petition are available for
inspection in the Commission's Public
Docuinent Room at 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. and in the local public
document room at University of
Wisconsin's Stevens Point Library,
Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54481.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 2nd day
of April, 1980.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Harold R. Denton,

Director. Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

{FR Doc. 80-10040 Fiied 4-8-80; 845 am}
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

Cost of Hospital and Medical Care and
Treatment Furnished by the United
States; Certain Rates Regarding
Recovery From Tortiously Liable Third
Persons

By virtue of the authority vested in the
President by section 2(a) of the Act of
September 25, 1962 (76 Stat. 593: 42
U.S.C. 2852), and delegated to the
Director of the Office of Management
and Budget by Executive Order No.
11541 of July 1, 1970 (35 FR 10737}, the
following three sets of rates are
established for use in connection with
the recovery, as authorized by such Act,
from tortiously liable third persons of
the cost of hospital and medical care

and treatment furnished by the United
States (Part 43 of Chapter I of Title 28 of
the Cod2 of Federal Regulations)
through three separute Federal agencies.
These rates have been determined o
represent the reasonable cost of
hospital, nursing home, medical, susgical
or dental care and treatment {including
prostheses and medicat appliances)
furnished or to be furnished:

{a) For such care and treatment
furnished by the United States in
Federal hospitals, nursing homes, and
outpatient clinics, administered by any
of the three Federal agencies—
Department of Defense, Veterans
Administration, or Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare—with
the exception of Canal Zone
Government hospitals.

(b) For such care and treatment
furnished at Government expense in a
facility not operated by the United
States, the rates shall be the amounts
exp- ‘ded by the United States for such
care and treatment.

(c) For such care and treatment at
Canal Zone Government hospitals, the
rates shall be those established, and in
effect at the time the care and treatment
is furnished, by the Canal Zone
Cavernment for such care and treatment
furnished to beneficiaries of other
United States Government agencies.

Effecove Apr. 7. 1980, ang
tharsefier

[s0,0] VA HEW

$170 $1725
|} [

L S ——

L4 I ORI

Prr cutpasent viet, 28 51 4

For the period beginning April 1, 1980,
the rates prescribed herein supersede
those established by the Director of the
Office of Management and Budget on
June 1, 1979 (42 FR 54480),

Dated: March 28, 1980.

J. T. Mclntyre, Jr.,

Director, Office uf Management and Budget.
[FR Doc. 80-10721 Frled 4-8-80. 8.4 am]
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As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a peti-
tion for leave to intervene shall.sget
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by
the results of the proceeding. The pe-
tition should specifically explain the
reasons why intervention should be
permitted with particular reference to
the following factors: (1) The nature
of the petitioner's right under the Act
to be made a party to the proceeding:
(2) the nature and extent of the peti-
tioner's property, financial, or other
interest in the proceeding; and (3) the
possible effect of any order which may
be entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner's interest, The petition
should also {dentify the specific
aspect(s) of the subject matter of the
proceeding as to which petitioner
wishes to intervene. Any person who
has {lled a petition for leave to inter-
vene or who has been admitted as a
party may amend his petition, but
such an amended petition must satisfy
the specificity requirements described
above.

Not later than fifteen (15) days prior
to the f{irst prehearing conference
scheduled in the proceeding, the peti-
tioner shall file a supplement to his
petition to intervene which must in-
clude a list of the contentions which
he seeks to have 'litigated in the
matter, and the bases for each conten-
tion set forth with reasonable specific-
ity. A petitioner who {ails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these re-
quirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to Intervene
become parties to the proceeding, sub-
ject to any limitations in the order
granting leave to intervene, and have
the opportunity to participate fully in
the conduct of the hearing, including
the opportunity to present evidence
and cross-examine witnesses.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene shall be filed
with the Secretary of the Commission,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Section, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW., Washington, D.C., by the above
date. A copy of the petition should
also be sent to the Executive Legal Di-
rector, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555, and
to John W. Rowe, Isham, Lincoln &
Beale, Counselors at Law, One First
National Plaza, 42d Floor, Chicago, Ill.
60603.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or re-
quests for hearing will not be enter-
tained absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or
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the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board designated to rule on the peti-
tion and/or request, that the petition
and/or request should be granted
based upon a balancing of the factors
specified in 10 CFR 2.714(aXi)«v) and
2.714¢4d).

For further details with respect to
this action, see the application for
amendment dated May 11, 1978, which
is available for public inspeciion at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.,

- and at the Morris Public Liorary, 804

Liberty Street, Morris, Ill. 60450, for
Dresden 2 and 3, and at the Moline
Public Library, 504 17th Street,
Moline, IIl. 61265, for Quad Cities 1
and 2.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 8th day
of August 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

Davip M. VERRELLL,
Ac..nwg Chief, Opcrcting Reac-
tors Branch No. 3, Division of
Operating Reactors.

(FR Doc. 78-23318 Filed 8-21-78; 8:45 am]

[7590-01]
[Docket Nos. 50-413-A and 50-414-A)

DUKE POWER COMPANY: NORTH CAROLINA
MUNICIPAL POWEE AGENCY NO. I; CA-
TAWBA NUCLEAR STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2

Notice of Receipt of Additional Antitrust Infore
mation: Time for Submission of Views on
Antitrust Matters :

Duke Power Co., pursuant to section
103 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended, filed on May 15, 1978, in-
formation requested by the Attorney
General for antitrust review as re-
quired by 10 CFR Part 50, appendix L.
This information adds North Carolina
Municipal Power Agency No. 1 as co-
owner of the Catawba Nuclear Sta-
tion, units 1 and 2.

The information was filed by Duke
Power ¢, and North Carolir.a Municl-
pal Power Agency No. 1 In connection
with their application for construction
permits and operating licenses for the
Catawba Nuclear Station, units 1 and
2. The site for this plant is located in
York County, South Carolina.

The original antitrust portion of the
application was submitted on October
217, 1972, and notice of receipt of appli-
cation for construction permits and fa-
cility licenses and availability of appli-
cant's environmental report; time for
submission of views on antitrust mat-
ters, was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER on December 28, 1972 (37 FR
28642). The notice of hearing was pub-
lished in the Feperar REGISTER on De-
cember 1, 1972 (37 FR 25560).

Copies of the above stated docu-
ments are available for public inspec-

tion at the Commission’s Public Docu-
ment Room., 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the
York County Library, 325 South Oak-
land Avenue, Rock Hill, 8.C. 29730.

Information in connection with the
antitrust review of this application can
be obtained by writing to the U.S. Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20555. Atteation: Anti-
trust and indemnity group, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

Any person who wishes to have his
views on the antitrust matters with re-
spect to the North Carolina Municipal
Power Agency No. 1, presented to the

ttorney General -for consideration
should submit such views to the U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission on or
before October 16, 1978.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 28th
day of July 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
STEVEN A. VARGA,
Chief Light Water Reactors
Branch No. 4, Division of Proj-
ect Management.

{FR Doc. 78-22958 Filed 8-21-78; 8:45 am)

[{7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-461A)

JLLINOiS POWER CO., SOYLAND POWER CO-
OPERATIVE, INC.,, AND WESTERN ILINOIS
POWER COOPERATIVE, INC.

Receipt of Attorney Genercel's Advice ond Time
for Filing of Patitions To Intervene on Ante
trust Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
foltowing additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated August 11, 1978, with re-
spect to a construction permit applica-
tion for Clinton Power Station, Unit
No. 1:

*“You have requested our advice pursuant
to the provisions of section 105¢ of the
Atomic Energy Act, as amended, in regard
to the above-cited application amendment.
Qur advice concerns Soyland Power Cooper-
atite, Inc, (Soyland) and Westert [Illinois
Power Cooperative, Inc. (WIPCC which
have become joint applicants witl "linois
Power Co. In the Clinton Power ition,
Unit 1. Illinois Power’s participation .n this
unit was the subject of an earlier antitrust
review by the Department.

“On April 24, 1974, we advised the former
Atomic Energy Commission that on the
basis of the policy commitments made by 1I-
linois Power which were to become condi-
tions to the license, we did not believe an
antitrust hearing was necessary, One of the
conditions required, inter =alla, Illinois
Power to offer to cooperative and munici.
pally-owned electric systems in its area the
right to participate in the ownership or the
output of the subject unit, to a reasonable
extent and on reasonable terms and condi-
tions. On the basis of this license condition,
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Soyland and WIPCO notified Illinols Power
of their Intentions to participate in the
plant. After a period of negotiations, Soy-
land and WIPCO entered Into an ownership
participation agreement with Illinois Power
dated August 19. 1978 which was subse-
Quently amended on July 12, 1977. Under
these agreements, Illinois Power will sell
10.5 percent of Clinton Unit 1 to Soyland,
and 8.5 percent of the same unit to WIPCO.
Illinots Power will reiain ownership of the
remaining 80 percent of the unit and the
three utllities will become tenants in
common with respect to this facility.

“Our review has not disclosed significant
antitrust problems attending Soyland's and
WIPCOs participation in the plant. We are
aware, however, that a number of small mu-
nicipal utilitles operating in Nitnols Power's
general service area have made complaints
of an antitrust nature against Illinois
Power. These matters have not been the
subject of this review, and the inatant letter
éxpresses no view regarding them. With re-
spect to Soyland and WIPCO, it is our opin.
fon that their participation in Clinton Unit
1. will not create or maintain g situstion in.
consistent with the antitrust laws. We do
not, therefore, believe it necessary for the
Commission to hold an antitrust hearing.”

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to §2.714 of the Commission’s
“rules of practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file
& petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust as.
pects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by September
23, 1978, either (1) by delivery to the
NRC Docketing and Service Branch at
1717 K Street NW., Washington, D.C.
or (2) by mail or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, ATTN: Docketing and Service
Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group, Office of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 78-23319 Filed 8-21-78: 8:45 am]

[7590-01]

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY
DRAFT SAFETY GUIDE

Availability of Dratt for Public Comment

The International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAFA) is developing a limited
number of internationally acceptable
codes of practice and safety guides for
nuclear powerplants. These codes and
guides will be developed in the {ollow-
ing five areas: Government organiza-
tion, siting, design, operatfon, and
quality assurance. The purpose of
these codes and guides is to provide
1AEA guidance to countries beginning
nuclear power programs.

NOTICES

The IAEA codes c¢f practice and
sufety guides are developed in the fol-
lowing way. The IAEA receives and
collates relevant existing information
used by member countries. Using this
collation as a starting point, an IAEA
working group of a few experts then
develops & preliminary draft. This pre-
liminary draft Is reviewed and modi-
fied by the 1AEA Technical Review
Committee to the extent necessary to
develop a draft acceptable to them.
This draft code of »ractice or safety
gulde Is then sent to the IAEA senior
advisory group which reviews and
modifies the draft as necessary to
reach agreement on the draft and
then forwards it to the IAEA Secretar-
fat to obtain comments from the
member States. The senior advisory
group then considers the member
state comments, again modifies the
draft as necessary to reach agreement
and forwards it to the IAEA Director
deneral with a recommendation that
i be accepted.

As part of this program, Safey Guide
SG-07, “Maintenance of Nuclear
Power Plants,” has been developed. An
IAEA working group, consisting of Mr.
V. Rangarajan of India, Mr. P. G.
Smith of the United Kingdom, and
Mr. R. H. Moore (Philadelphia Elec-
tric Co.) of the United States of Amer-
ica develoned SG-07 from an IAEA
collation durng a meeting on July 3-
14, 1978, and we are soliciting public
comment on it. Comments on this
draft received by October 20, 1978 will
be useful to the U.S. representatives to
the Technical Review Committee and
senior advisory group in evaluating its
adequacy prior to the next IAEA dis-
cussion.

Single copies of this draft may be
obtained by a written request to tne
Director, Office of Standards Develop-
ment, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555.

(5 U.S.C. 522(a).)

Dated at Rockville, Md., this 10th
day of August 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

RoBERT B. MINOGUE,
Director, Officeof
Standards Development.

[FR Doc. 78-23453 Filed 8-21-78; 8:45 am]

[7590-01]

INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY
DRAFT SAFETY GUIDE

Availablity of Dra#t for Public Comment

The International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) is developing a limited
number of internstionally acceptable
codes of practice and safc .y guides for
nuclear powerplants. These codes and
guldes will be developed in the follow-
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Ing flve areas: Government organiza-
tion, siting, design, operation, and
quality assurance. The purpose of
these codes and guides is to provide
IAEA guidance to countries beginning
nuclear power programs.

The IAEA codes of practice and
safety guides are developed In the fol-
lowing way. The IAEA recelves and
collates relevant existing information
used by member countries. Using this
collation as a starting point, an “AEA
working group of a few experts then
develops a preliminary draft. This pre-
liminary draft is reviewed and modj-
fled by the IAEA Technical Review
Committee to the extent necessary to
develop a draft acceptable to them.
This draft code of practice or safety
guide is then sent to the IAEA senior
advisory group which reviews and
modifies the draft as necessary to
reach agrcement on the draft and
then forwards it to the IAEA Secretar-
iat to obtain comments from the
member States. The senior advisory
group then considers the member
State comments, again modifies the
draft as necessary to reach agreement
and forwards it to the IAEA Director
General with a recommendation that
it be accepted.

As part of this program, Safety
Guide SG-S11B, “Safety Guide on
Design Basis Hurricane—~Wind and
Pressure Field,” has been developed.
An IAEA working group, consisting of
Mr. M. Malick of France, Mr. P. C.
Chin of Hong Kong, and Mr. J. T.
Riedl (National Weather Service) of
the United States of America devel-
oped SG-S11B from an IAEA collation
during a meeting on May 22-June 2,
1978, and we are soliciting public com-
ment on it. Comments on this draft re-
ceived by September 13, 1978, will be
useful to the U.S. representatives to
the Technical Review Committee and
senior advisory group in evaluating its
adequacy prior to the next IAEA dis-
cussion.

Single copies of th:
obtained by a written ‘equest to the
Director, Office of Sta  »rds Develop-
ment, U.S. Nuclear Re, .aatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555,

(5 U.S.C. 522(a).)

Dated at Rockville, Md., this 10th
day of August 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.

draft may be

ROBERT B. MINOGUE,
Director, Officeof
Standards Development.

[FR Doc. 23452 Filed 8-21-78; 8:45 am}
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(7590-01]

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. £0-329-A and 50-330-A}

CONSUMERS POWER CO. (MIDLAND PLANT,
UNITS 1 AND 2)

Recenstitution of Boord

A vacancy has existed on this Board
and it is necessary to appoint a third
member for the further proceedings in
this matter. Marshall E, Miller, Esq., i8
therefore designated ‘as the third
member of this Board.

Accordinsly, the Board as reconsti-
tuted consists of the Chalrman:

Hugh K. Clark, Esq., P.O. Box 127A, Kenne-
dyville, Md. 21645,

and the following members:

Dr. J. Venn Leeds, 10807 Atwell, Houston,
Tex. 77096,

Marshall E. Mlller, Esq., Atomic S8afety and
Licensing Board Panel, U.8. Nuclear Reg-
ulgtﬁosry Commizsion, Washington, D.C.
20555,

Reconstitution of the Board in this
manner is in accordance with Section
2,721 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice, a3 amended.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 3rd day
of February 1978.

‘James R. YORE,
Chairman, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel,

(FR Doc. 78-3688 Filed 2-8-78; 8:46 am]

[7590-01]
{Docket Nos, 50-275 and 50-323]

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. (DIABLO
CANYON NUCLEAR POWER STATION UNITS
1 AND 2)

Request for Order To Require Pacific Gas and
Electric To Cease Certain Work

Notlce {8 hereby given that by letter
dated January 3, 1978, the Center for
Law in the Public Interest, Los Ange-
les, Calif., requested that work involv-
ing modifications to the Dlablo
Canyon Nuclear Power Station Units 1
and 2 be halted pending seismic review
of such modifications by the Staff and
notice to the. Advisory Committee on

. Reactor Safeguards. This request is
being treated {n accordance with 10
CFR 2.206 of the Commission's regula-
tions. Action will be taken on this re.
quest within a reasonable time,

A copy of the request is available for
Inspection in the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the
local public document room for the
Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Station
located at the San Luis Obispo County
Free Library, P.O. Box X, San Luis
Obispo, Calif. 83408.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 31st
day of January, 1978.

NOTICES

¥or the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
Epson Q. Case,
Acting Director, Officeof
Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 78-3687 Filed 2-8-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-255)

PALISADES NUCLEAR GENERATING PLANT

Availability of Final Addendum to the Final
Environmental Statement

Pursuant to the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 and the
United States Nuclca~ Regulatory
Commission’s regulati~'w in 10 CFR
Part 51, notice i3 hereby given that a
Final Addendum to the Final Environ-

mentel Statement (NUREG-0343) has.

been prepared by the Commission’s
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
related to the proposed conversion of
the Palisades Plant from a provisional
operating license to a full-term operat-
ing license at an increased power level.
The Palisades Plant is located in Van
Buren County, Michigan and is oper-
ated by the Consumers Power Compa-

ny. . .

The Final Addendum {s avaflable for
inspection by the public in the Com-
mission’s Public Document Room at
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.
and in the Kalamazoo Public Library,
316 South Rose Street, Kalamazoo,
Mich. The Finas! Addendum is also
being made ‘avatlable at the Depart-
ment of Management and Budget,
Lewis Cass, Building, Lansing, Mich.
48913, and the southwestern Michigan
Regional Planning Commission, 2907
Division Street, St. Joseph, Mich.
49085,

The notice of availability of the
Draft Addendum to the ¥ES for the
Palisades Nucleay Plant and request
fcr comments from interested persons
was published {n the rpERAL REGISTER
on November 29, 1978 (41 FR 52333).
The comments received from Federal,
State, and local organizations and in-
terested members of the public have
been included as an appendix to the
Final Addendum tr _he FES.

Coples of the Final Environmental
Statement (Document, No. NUREG-
0343) may be purchased, at current
rates, from the Nationad Technical In-
formation Service, Springfield, Va.
22161, (Printed copy: $6.50; Micro-
fiche: $3.)

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 1st day
of February 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
GEeORGE KNIGHTOR,
Chief, Environmental Projects
Branch 1, Division of Site
Safety and Environmental
Analysis.

[FR Doc. 78-3689 Filed 2-8-78; 8:45 am)
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[7590-01]
(Docket Nos. 50-516A and 50-517A)

LONG ISLAND LIGHTING CO. AND NEW YORK
STATE ELECTRIC & GAS CORP.

Receipt of AHomney Gsneral's Advice and Timo
for Filing of Petitions To Iintervene on Antl-
trust Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated January 26, 1978:

You have requested antitrust advice pur-
suant to Section 105 of the Atomic Energy
Act, as amended, {n regard to the above-
cited nuclear generating statlon.

Jamesport Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2
were originally wholly owned by Long
Island Lighting Co. (LILCO). On January 17,
1975, we rendered antitrust sdvice in which
we concluded that no hearing would be nec-
essary with regard to LILCO's appilcatilon
for a construction permit for those units,

Additionally, on December 17, 1974, we
rendered antitrust sdvice concerning New
York State Electric & Gas Corp. with re-
spect to its application to construct the
Somerset Nuclear Stations 1 and 2. At that
time we advized of our conclusion that the
sctivities under the license applied for
would not create or maintain a situation in-
consistent with the antitrust laws.

After examination of the current applica-
tion and review of the relevant data, we
have concluded that no intervening circum-
stances have appeared to warrant a reversal
of the advice given with respect to the S8om-
erset Nuclear Station.

We express no opinion, however, concern-
ing the legality under the antitrust laws of
the manner in which, or any arrangements
pursuant to which, the plants will be oper-
ated, should they differ from or extend
beyond thuse matters specifically disclosed
in the company’s application.

Accordingly, from the information avail-
sble to us at the present time we conclude
that no antitrust hearing by tre Nuclear
Regulatory Commizsion will be required
with respect to this application.

Any person whose interest may be
af{fected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to section 2.714 of the Commis-
sion's “Rules of Practice,”” 10 CFR
Part 2, file a petition for leave to inter-
vene and request a hearing on the
antitrust aspects of the application.
Petitions for leave to intervene and re-
quests for hearing shall be filed by
March 13, 1978, either (1) by delivery
to the NRC Docketing and Service
Section at 1717 H Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C., or (2) by mall or telegram
addressed to the Secretary, U.8. Nucle-
ar Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20555, Attn: Docketing and
Service Section.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
JEROME SALTZMAX,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group Nvclear Reactor Regulation,

(FR Doc. 78-3423 Filed 2-8-78; 8:45 am)
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The Commission has determined that
the issuance of the amendment will not
result in any significant environmen.al
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact
statement or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with
issuance of the amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the licensee’s filings
dated March 31, 1977, as revised July 18,
December 14, and December 22, 1977,
February 23, March 8, April 13, June 23,
August 28 and September 29, 1978,
Jenuary 26, April 3 and July 27, 1979, (2}
Amendment No. 33 to License No. DPR-
67 and (3) the Commission's related
Safety Evaluation. All of these items are
available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, N.-W., Washington, D.C.
and at the Indian River Junior College
Library, 3209 Virginia Avenue, Ft.
Pierce, Florida. A copy of items (2} and
{3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nucelar
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555. Attention: Director, Division
of Operating Reactors.

Dated At Bethesda, Maryland, this 17th
day of August 1979.

For The Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert W. Reid,

Chief, Operating Reactors Branch =4,
Division of Operating Reactors.

[FR Doc. 79-27168 Piled 8-29-7% &45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50~277 ancl 50-278]

Philadelphla Electric Co. et al.; Notice
of Issuance of Amendments to Facility
Operating Licenses

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment Nos. 56 and 58 to
Facility Operating License Nos. DPR-44
and DPR-58, issued to Philadelphia
Electric Company. Public Service
Electric and Gas Company, Delmarva
Power and Light Company, and Atlantic
City Electric Company, which revised
Technical Specifications for operation of
the Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station,
Unit Nos. 2 and 3 (the facility) located in
York County, Pennsylvania. The
amendments are effective as of the dste
of issuance.

The amendments delete the Appendix
B Technical Specifications relating to
heavy metal sampling.

The application for the amendments
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, s amended (the Act), and the
Commiscion’s rules and regulations. The

Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by Lﬁe Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendments. Prior public notice
of these amendments was not required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of these amendments will
not result in any significant
environmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR 51.5(d)(4) an environmenta)
impact statement, or negative
declaration and environmental impact
appraisal need not be prepared in
connection with issuance of these
amendments.

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendment dated July 18, 1878, (2)
Amendment Nos. 58 and 56 to License
Nos. DPR—44 and DPR-58, and (3) the
Commission's letter dated . All of
these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room 1717 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. and at the
Government Publications Section, State
Library of Pennsylvania, Education
Building, Commonwealth and Walnut
Streets, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania. A
copy of items (2) and (3) may be
obtained upon request addressed to the
U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Director, Division of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland. this 22 day
of August 1979.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Thomas .\ Ippolito,

Chief. Operating Reactors Branch No. 3.
Division of Operating Reactors.

[FR Doc. 79-27167 Filed 8-29-79: 8.45 am}

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50-568A and 50-569A1

Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale
Electric Co. et al; Receipt of Attorney
General's Advice and Time for Filing of
Petitions To Intervene on Antitrust
Matters

The Commission has received.
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated August 20, 1979, with respect to
the construction permit application for
New England Power Units No. 1 and No.
b

“You have requested our advice pursuant
to Section 108(c) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1854, as amended, in connection with the
purchase by Massachusetts Municipal
Wholesale Electric Company (MMWEC) and

Maine Public Service Company of ownership
interests in the above captioned nuclear
units. in addition. you have informed us that
Bangor Hydro-Electric Com= ~ny (Bangor-
Hydro) will increase its ex:s: ~g ownership
shars by 3.13%.

“"Maine Public Service’s proposed interest
would be less than 20 MW per unil. and
Bangor-Hydro was reviewed in my letter of
Apnl 11. 1977 in connection with its current
ownership interest in these units. MMWEC,
which will be purchasing a 8.006% ownership
share, while not previously reviewed in
connection with these units, was recently
reviewed in my letter of December 19, 1978,
pertaining to Seabrook Nuclear Power
Station. Units 1 and 2. NRC Docket Nos. 50-
443A and S50444A.

“Our review of the information submitted
in connection with the present application, as
well as other relevant information. has
disclosed no evidence that the proposed
participation by Maine Public Service,
Bangor-Hydro and MMWEC in the New
England Power Units would either create or
maintain a situation inconsistent with the
antitrust laws under Section 105(c). We do
not, therefore, believe it is necessary for the
Commission to hold an antitrust heanng in
this matter.”

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may.
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commissijon's
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, tile a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust"
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by October 1. 1979.
either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street. NW, Washington. DC, or (2) by
mail or telegram address. ! to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear R ulatory
Commission, Wash:ngto- "C 20535,
Attn: Dockeling and Se: - Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,.

Chief. Antitrust and Indemnity Group. Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulati.

{FR Doc. 79-27180 Filed 8-29-79: 8 45 -

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[NUREG 75/087)

Proposed Revision to the Standard
Review Plan; Issuance and Avallability

As part of the continual maintenance
of the standard Review Pian (SRP). the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission has
issued a proposed Revision 1 to SRP
Section 9.3.1, “Compressed Air System."
A vslue/impact statement has been
prepared in support of the proposed
changes.

Public comments on this revision to
the SRP and the supporting value/
impact statement are solicited.
Comments should be sent to the
Secretary of the Commission. U.S.
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[Dothet Mee. 85-208 and $0-381)

Whiconsin Electric Power Col
lssuance of Amendment to Facity
Opetating LiCsoses -

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission {ths Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 50 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-24, and
Amendment No. 45 to Pacility Operating
Licenss No. DPR<27 issued to Wisconsin.
Electric Power Company (the licensee),
which revised Technical Specifications
for operation of Point Beach Nuclear
Plant, Unit Nos. 1 and 2 (the facilities)
located in the Town of Two Creeks,
Manitowoc County, Wisconsin. The
amendments are effective as of the date,
of issuance.

The amendments add limiting
conditions for operation and
survaillance requirements for the low
temparature overpressure mitigating
systemy and correct some clérical
inconsistencies.:

The application for the amendments
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's niles and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate
findings as required by the Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the
license amendriénts. Prior public notice
of these amendmeats was not required
since the amendments do not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance.of these amendments will
not result in any significant
environmental impact and that pursuant
to 10 CFR § 51.5(d)(4) an environmental
impact statement or negative
declaration and environmental impact
appraisal need not be prepared in -
connection with issuance of these
amendments. )

For further details with respect to this
action, see (1) the application for
amendments dated November 2, 1878,
(2) Amendment Nos.45end 5019
License Nos, DPR-24 and-DPR-27, and
(3) the Commission’s Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. and at the Document Department,
Unlversity of Wisconsin, Stevens Point
Library: Stevens Point, Wisconsin 54451,
A copy of items (2) and (3) may be .
obtained upon request addressed to the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:-
Director, Divisiqn of Licensing..

- Dated at Bethesda, Md., (his 20th day of
May 1060, - '

For the Nuclear Regulatory Coomission.
Robert A, Clark,
Chlef, Operating Recctors Broach No. 3,
Division of Licensing.
{TR Doa. 00-17078 Pried 6400 805 am}
SLLING COOR 7908-91-4

[Dockst Nos. $50-416A and 50-417A]

‘Mississippi Power & Light Co,, Middle
South Energy, inc., Mississippi Electric
Power Associatior; Receipt of
Attorrey General's Advice and Time
for Filing of Pstitions to Intervens on
Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received.
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1654, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated May 23, 1880, with respect to
Grand Gulf Nuclear Station, Units No. 1
and No. 2

*You have requested our advice pursuant
to Section 105(c) of the Atomic Energy Act, as
amended, regarding a proposed amendment
to the construction permit of the above
referenced nuclear units to allow South
Mississippi Electric Power Association
{“SMEPA") to become a co-owner of those
units. SMEPA will acquire a ten percent
undivided ownership interest in Grand Gulf,
which will be operated by Mississippi Power
& Light Company on behalf of itself, Middle
South Energy, In¢c. and SMEPA.

“Our review of the information submitted
for antitrust review purposes, as well as other
information available to the Department,
provides no basis at this time to conclude
that the participation in the Grand Gulf
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2 by SMEPA
would create or maintin a situation
inconsistent with the antitrust laws.
Accordingly, It is the Department's view that
no antitrust hearing is necessary with respect
to the proposed amendment to the
construction permit.”

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
Learing shall be filed by July 7, 1880
either (1) by delivery to the NRC

‘D5 keting and Service Branch at 1717 H

Str.2et, NW, Washington, DC, or(2) by
1nail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory
Commisston, Washington, DC 20555,
Attn: Docketing and Service Branch,

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 30tirday of
May 1060, '

Por the Nuclear Regulatory Commlssion.,
Jetoose Saltrmen,
Chisf, Utility Finance Branch, Division of
Engihoering. Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.
{YR Doc. 99-17G70 Filed 8-4-3% 48 am]
PILLING COOL 798°-01-M8
———e TR

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

Agency Forms Under Review
Background

June 3. 1880

When executive departments and
agencies propose public use forms,
reporting, or recordkeeping
requirements, the Office of Management
and Budget {OMB) reviews and acts on
those requirements under the Federal
Reports Act (44 U.S.C., Chapter 35).
Departments and agencies use a number
of techniques including public hearings
to consult with the public on significant
reporting requirements before seeking
OMB approval. OMB in carrying out its
responsibility under the Act also
considers comments on the forms and
recordkeeping requirements that will
affect the public.

List of Forms Under Raview

Every Monday and Thursday OMB
publishes a list of the agency forms
received for review since the last list
was published. The list has all the
entries for one agency together and
grouped into new forms, revisions,
extensions, or reinstatements. Some
forms listed as revisions may only have
a change in the number of respondents
or a reestimate of the time needed to fill:
them out rather than any change to the
content of the form. The agency
clearance officer can tell you the nature
of any particular revision you are
interested in. Each entry contains the
following information:

The name and telephone number of
the agency clearance officer {from
whom a copy of the form and supporting
documents is aveilable);

The office of the agency issuing this

form;
- The title of the form:

The agency form number, if
applicable;

How often the form must be filled out;.

Who will be required or asked to
report; .

An estimate of the number of forms
that will be filled out;

An estimate of the total number of
hours needed to fill out the form: and

The name and telephone number of
ﬁ;:i person or office responsible for OMB
review,



the facilities to |determine whéther
they have been constructed tn accord-
ance with the application, as am~nded,
the the provisions| of the construction
-permits, In addition, the lcenses will
not be Issued uniil the Commission
has made the findings reflecting its
review of the application under the

act, which will be set forth {n the ETO-

posed llcenses, and has coricluded that
the Issuance of the licenses will not be
Inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of
" :the public. Upon lissuance of the -
censes, the applic ints will be required
to execute an lnde.mnlty agreement as
required by section 170 of the act and
-10 CFR Part 140 of the Commission's
regulations. -

may file a request|for a hearing with
respect to Issuance lof the facility oper-
ating licenses and{any person whose
- interest-may be a fected by this pro-

- ceeding may file a petition for leave to

intervene. Requests for a hearing and

petitions for leave to' Intervene shall
be filed in accordance with the Com-
mission’s “Rules of Practice for Do-
mestic Licensing Proceedings” in 10
CFR Part'2. Ifar Quest for a hearing
. or petition for leave to Intervene fs
filed within the above date, the Com-
misslon or an Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board, designated by the Com-
mission or by the| Chairman of the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel, will rule on the request and/or
petition and the Secretary of the Com-
missfon, or designated, Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board will Issue a notice
of hearing or an appropriate order,
. _As required by 10 CFR §2.714, a pe-
tition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with partfculakity the Interest of
-- the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by
the results of the proceedings. The pe-
titloner should speciflcejxlly explain the
- reasons why intervention should be
permitted with parttcular reference to
the following factors: (1) The nature
of the petitioner’s right under the act
to be made a party to the proceeding;
(2) the nature and extent of the peti-
" tloner’s property, financial, or other
Interest in the proceeding; and (3) the
possible effect of any order which may
be entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. ‘The petition
should also identify " the specific
aspect(s) of the subject matter of the
proceeding as to wh ch the petitioner
wishes to Intervene.| Any person who
has filed a petition for leave to iInter-
vene or who has been admitted as a
party may. amend his. petition, but
such an amended petition must satisfy
the specificity requirements described
above, .
Not later than fifteen (15) days prior
to the first prehenring conference
‘scheduled fn the pro ‘eeding, the petd-

-

NOTICES

tioner shall file s supplement to the
petition to intervene which must In-
clude & list of the contentions which
are sought to be litigated In the
matter, and the bases for each conten-
tion set forth with reasonable specific-
ity. A petitioner who falls to file such

'8 supplement which satisfics these re.

quirements with respect to at least one

contention will not be permitted to

participate as a party. oo
A request for a hearing or a pétition

-for leave to ‘Intervene must be filed

with the Secretary of the Commission,

-U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,

Washington, D.C. - 20555, attention:
Docketing and Service Section, or may
be dellvered to the Commission’s

i © PublicDocument Room, 1717 H Street
- By August 28, 1978, the applicants

NW., Washington, D.C., by August 28,
1978. A copy of the petition should
also be sent to the Executive Legal D}-
rector, U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555, and
to Mr. Robert B. McGehee, Wise,
Carter, Child, Steen & Caraway, P.O.
Box 651, Jackson, Miss. 39205; and Mr.
Troy B. Conner, Jr., Conner, Moore &
Corber,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20008, attor-

neys for the applicants. Any questions

or requests for additlonal information
regarding the content of this notice
should be addressed to the Chief
Hearing Counsel, Office of the Execu.
tive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Reg-
ulatory Commission, Washington, D.C,
20555. B

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or re-
quests for hearing will not be enter-
tained absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer, or
the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board designated to rule on the peti-
tion and/or request, that the petition-
er has made a substantial showing of
good cause for the granting of a late
petition and/or request. That determi-
nation will be basedAipon a balancing
of the factors specified in 10 CFR
§ 2.714(aX 1 XH)<(v) and § 2.714(d).

For further details pertinent to the
matters under consideration, see the

application for the facility operating "

licenses dated June 30, 1978, and the
applicants’ environmental report
dated June 30, 1978, which are availa-
ble for public inspectfon at the com-
mission’s ‘Public Document Room,

1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.
20555 and at Claiborne County Court- -

hotse, Port Gibson, Miss. As they
br :ome avalilable, the following docu-
ments may be inspected at the above

locations: ¢1) The safety evaluation.

report prepared by the Commission’s
staff; (2) the draft environmental
statement; (3) the final environmental
statement; (4) the report of the:Advi-
sory. Committee on Reactor Safe-
guards on the application for fucility

1747 Pennsylvania Avenue-

A

operating lcenses; (5) the proposed fa-
cility operating licenses; and (6) the
Technical specifications, which will be
attached to the proposed facllity oper-
ating licenses.

Coples of the proposed operating Ii-

'ccn;sea and the ACRS report, when
- avallable, may be obtained by request

to :thc Director, Division of Project

’ anagement. U.S. Nuclear Regulatory

Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,

Copies of the Commission’s staff

sn&;:ty evaluation report and final en-
vironmental statement, when availa-
ble, may be purchased at current
rates, from the National technlcal In-
formation Service, Department of

" Commerce, 5285 Port. Royal Road,

Springfield, Va. 22161, - -
For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission.

Dated at Bethesda, Md,, this 28th
day,of July 1978. .

. . Joun F. Stolrz,

Chief, Light Water Reactors

. Branch 1, Diviston of Project
Management.

. (FR Doc. 78-20752 Filed 7-27-78; 8:45 am)

B —

{7590-011

[Docket No. P-6:7A1

NEW YORK STATE ELECTRIC & GAS CORP.
AND LONG I5LAND  CO.

lm&odmmycomwﬁ'.—dh
hinmarmnmmmm
truit Matten ’

The Commission has recelved, pur-
suant to sectlon 105¢ qf the Atomic
mquy Act of 1954, as amended, the
folloyilng advice from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
July: 14, 1978 with respect to a con-
stmqtlon permit application for Nucle-
ar Power Station/New Haven—Stuyve-
sant Sites, Units 1 and 2:

You have requested our advice pursuant
to section 105 of the Atomic Energy Act, a3
amended, In regard to the above cited appli.
cation by New York State Electric & Gaa
Corp.jon behalf of itself and Long Ialand
Lighting Co. (Lilco).

Both of the applicants have been the sub-
Ject of prior antitrust advice letters written
by the Department. On January 7, 1975, we
rendered antitrust advice on an application
by Lilco to construct the Jamesport Nuclear
PowerI Statlon, Units 1 and 2. Most recently,
on Japuary 26, 1978, we rendered antitrust
advice, concerning New York State with re-
spect to its application to participate In the
Jamesport Nuclear Power Station, Units 1
and 2.{ We also rendered antitrust advice on
Dornqber 27, 1974, regarding New York
smte’q application to construct the Somer-
seL Nuplear Station, Units 1 and 2.

In each of the above-referenced letters we
udvlscg of our conclusion that the activities
under (the leenses applied for would not
create or maintaln'a situation (nconsistent
with the antitrust laws,
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Bince the last antitrust advice letters were
written Lilco has had a change In i*s opcr-
atlons that merits notation.

In April, 1978, the Greenport New York
Mun!cipal Electric System, which until that
time had been {solated, interconnected with
Lilco, The Greenport system has a peak of
about 3 MW, In addition, Greenport, as well
as Freeport and Rockville Centre, the only
two other comparatively small municipal
utilities n Lilco’s- service area, have ob-
tained commitments from the Power Au-
thority of the State of New York (PASNYO
to supply thelr bulk power needs. Lilco, as
well as other investor-owned utilities in the
State of New York, have agreed to transmit
that power from the PASNY transmiscion
syatem to the three municipal systems.

" After examination of the current applica-
tion and review of the relevant dita, we
have concluded that no intervening circum-
stances have occurred to warrant a reversal
of the advice given with respect to the appll-
canta in the above-cited antitrust letters.

We express no opinlon, however, concern-
ing the legality under the antitrust iaws of
the manner in which, or any arrangements
pursuant to which, the plants will be oper-
ated, shuuld they differ from or extend
beyond those matters apecifically disclosed
{n the application.

Accordingly, from the information avalla-

ble to us at the present time we conclude

that no antitrust hearing by the Nuclear

Regulatory Commission will be required
- wjth respect to this application.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to §2.714 of the Commission’s
*Rules of Practice”, 10 CFR Part 2,
file a petition for leave to intervene
and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions
for leave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shall be flled by August 27,
1978, either (1) by delivery to the JRC
Docketing and Service Section,at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. or (2)
by mall or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attn: Docketing and Service Section.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission. -
: JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group Office of Nuclear Reac-

tor Regulation.

(FR Doc, 78-20754 Filed 7-27-18; 8:45 am]

[7590-011-
{Docket No, 70-2623)
DUKE POWER CO.

Opportunity for Public Participation in Pro-
posad NRC Ucensing Action for Amendment

to Matericls Licsnse SNM-1773 for Ocones -

Nudlsar Statlon Spent Fusl Transportation
and Storoge et McGulre Nuclear Station

The U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission (the Commission) Is giving
public notice that it Is consldering an
application for amendment to Specinl
Nuclear Materinl License No SNM -

NOTICES

1773 issued pursuant to 10 CFR Part
70.to authorize the receipt and storage
of Oconece Nuclear Station spent fuel
at the McGuire Nuclear Station.

_The proposed amendment would au- -

thorize the receipt and storage of
Oconee Nuclear Station spent fuel at
the McGuire facllity fn accordance

with the licensee’s application for -

amendment dated March 9, 1978. Ac-

tivities for which additional authoriza--

tion Is sought involve receipt, posses-
sion, Inspection and storage of spent
nuclear fuel from the °licensee’s
Oconece Nuclear Facility in Oconee
County, - S.C., at the licensee’s
McGuire facility located in Mecklen-
burg County, N.C., including transport
of the Oconce spent fuel by truck be-
tween the two sites. The activities
belng reviewed also include storage of

Oconee irradiated fuel with the spent

fuel to be generated by the operation
of the McGuire faciiity. In-its license

amendment Duke Power Co. also re-

quested certain special arrangements
with respect to Price-Anderson Act in-
demnification. This request is under
consideration by the Commission as a

separate matter, and it will be the sub-

fect of a separate action, fncluding.any

public.notice required. Issuance of an’

operating license for the McGuire Nu-
clear facility is presently under consid-
eration in a separate proceeding pur-
suant to 10 CFR Part 50 in Docket
Nos. 50-369 and 50-370.

The NRC will not Issue the license
amendment for storage of Oconce
spent fuel at the McGuire Nuclear
Station spent fuel pool (1) until the

completion of a sai.iy evaluation on
the licensee's request and the comple- -

tion of environmental evaluations
made pursuant to 10 CFR Part 51; and
(2) unless favorable findings required
by the Atomic Energy Act-of 1854, as

“amended.- (the act), and ‘the NRC's

rules and regulations have been made.

The NRC will complete an environ-
mental evaluation In accordance with
10 CFR Part 51 to determine if.the
preparation. of ‘an environmental
impact statement, or negative declara-
tion and environmental appraisal Is
warranted. This action will be the sub-
ject of a separate notice in the Fep:zR-

., AL REGISTER.

On or before August 28, 1978, the 1I-
censee may file a request for a hearing

.and any. member of the public whose.
interest may be affected by the pro--
-ceeding may file a request for a public

hearing {n the form.of a petition for
leave to intervene with respect to
whether the proposed amendment to
SNM-1773 should be {ssued.

Petitions for leave to intervene must
set forth the interest of the petitioner

fn the proceeding, how that interest.

may be affected by the results of the
proceeding, and the spectfic aspect(s)
of the subject matter of the proceed-

7 K
ing as to which petitioner wishes to in-
tervene. Such petitions must be flled
in accordance with the above-refer-
enced Feperar RecisTER Notice and
must be filed with the Secrefary of
the Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, Attention: Docketing and Serv-
fce Section. by August 28, 1978. A copy
of the petition and/or requgst for

_hearing should be sent to the Execu-
_tive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Reg-

ulatory Commission. Washington, D.C.
20555, and to Duke Power Co., ¢/o W.
L. Porter, Esq., Associate "General
Counsel, Legal Department, 422 South
Church Street, Charlotte, N.C. 28242,
attorney for the applicant. Any ques;
tions or requests for additiondl Intor-
mation regarding the-context of this
notice should be addressed to the
Chlef Hearing Counsel, Office of the
Executive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555. ) .
“The Carolina Environmental Study

_Group was previously admitted as an

Intervenor In the Malter of Duke
Power Company (Willilam B. McGuire
Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2) Docket
Nos. 50-369, §0-370, a separate operat-
{ng license application proceeding. On
May 23, 1978, the Carolina Environ-
mental Study Group filed a motion
(*Motion to Reopen Environmental
Hearing to Add Contentfon (2)*) in

‘the McGuire operating licunse pro-

ceeding that seeks to ralse a conten-
tion relating to the proposed transpor-
tation and storage of Oconee spent
fuel at the McGuire facility pursuant
to the application for amendment of
the Special Nuclear Material License
SNM-1773. The Carolina Environmen-
tal Study Group's motlon Is being
treated as a request for hearing pursu-
ant to 10 CFR §2.105. This notice is
belng issued based on the determina-
tion that an opportunity for hearing
should be afforded pursuant to the
Carolina . Environmental Study
Group's request. Carolina Environ-
mental Study Group’s motion of May
23, 1978, is deemed to be filed pursu-
ant to this notice of application for
amendment to License No. SNM-1773
as of the first day of publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER,
provided, however, that the Carolina
Environmental Study Group may {lle
a statement within the thirty- (30) day
intervention period indicating that it
does not wish to participate in the
SNM-1773 license amendment pro-
ccedings. or it may elect to file any ad-
ditional material with respect to the
specific aspect or aspects of Duke
Power Company's- application to.
amend SNM-1773 on which it wishes
to intervene., - :

‘Not Iater than fifteen (15) days prior
to any prehearing conference sched.
uled in the prucecding, the petitioner
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Accordingly, 8heldon J. Wolfe, Esq.,
whose address {3 Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel, U.8. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, is appointed Chairman of
this Board. Reconstitution of the
Board in this manner is in accordance
with §2.721 of the Commission's Rules
of Practice, as amended.

JAMZS R. YoRE,
Chatrman, Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel.

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 31st
day of July, 1978.

[FR Doc. 78-21646 Filed 8-3-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]

[NUREQG-75/087)
REVISION TO THE STANDARD REVIEW PLAN
Issvance and Avalilablility

As a continuation of the updating
program for the standard review plan
(SRP) previously announced (Frprrat
RecisTIR notice dated Dec. 8, 1977),
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s
(NRC's) Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation has published revision No.
1 to $§3.3.1 (wind loadings) and 3.3.2
(tornado loadings) of the SRP for the
NRC staff's safety review of applica-
tiona to build and operate light-water-
cooled nuclear power reactors. The
purpose of the plan, which is com-
posed of 224 sectlons, is to improve
both the quality and uniformity of the
NRC staff's review of applications to
build new nuclear power plants, and to
make Information about regulatory
matters widely available, including the
improvement of communication and
understanding of the staff review
process by interested members of the
public and the nuclear power industry.
The purpose of the updating program
Is to revise sections of the SRP for
which changes in the review plan have
been developed since the original issu-
ance in September 1875 to reflect cur-
rent practice.

Coples of the standard review plan
for the review of safety analysis re-
ports for nuclear power plants, which
has been identified as NUREG-75/0817,
are avallable from the National Tech-
nical Information Service, Springfield,
Va. 22161, The domestic price is $70,
including  first-year  supplements.
Annual rubscriptions for supplements
alone are $30. Individual sections are
avallable at current prices. The domes-
tic price for revision No. 1 to §§3.3.1 or
3.3.2 is $4. Foreign price Information is
available from NTIS. A copy of the
standard review plan including all revi-
sions published to date is available for
public inspection at the NRC's public
document room at 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20555 (6 U.8.C.
552(a)).

NOTICES

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 27th
day of July 1978.

For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

RocGer J. MaTTSON,
Director, Division of Systems
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reac-
tor Regulation.

{FR Doc. 78-21645 Filed 8-3-78; 8:45 am}

[7590-01]
. [Docket No. 50-410A]

NIAGARA MOWHAWK POWER CORP., LONG
ISLAND LIGHTING CO., NEW YORK STATE
ELECTRIC & GAS CORP., ROCHESTER GAS &
ELECTRIC CORP., CENTRAL HUDSON GAS a
ELECTRIC CORP.

Racelpt of Atterney Generol's Advis end Time
for Filing of Petitiens Te Intervene en Anti-
trvst Meatters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated July 26, 1978, with re-
spect to a construction permit applica-
tion for Nine Mile Point Nuclear Sta-
tion, Unit No. 2:

You have requested our sadvice pursuant
to section 105 of the Atomic Energy Act, aa
amended, in regard to the revised applica-
tion by Niagara Mowhawk Power Corp.,
Long Island Lighting Co., New York State
Electric & QGsas Corp., Rochester Gas &
Electric Corp., and Central Hudson Gas &
Electric Corp. to construct the Nine Mile
Polint Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2.

In 1972 the Department of Justice re-
viewed the original application for the Nine
Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit No. 2, sub-
mitted by Nisgara Mowhawk Power Corp,
(Niagara Mowhawk). On December 19, 1872,
we Iinformed your predecessor Commiszion
that the sactivities proposed under that ap-
plication would not create or maintain a sit-
uation inconsistent with the antitrust laws.
On SBeptember 22, 1975, Niagara Mowhawk
entered into a basic agreement with Long
Island Lighting Co. (LILCO), New York
State Electriz & Gas Corp. (New York
State), Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.
(RG&E), and Central Hudson Gas & Elec-
tric Corp. (Central Hudson), to build, own
and operate the Nine Mile Point Nuclear
Station, Unit No. 2, on a joint basis, Each
participant’s share of the expenses and
energy output is as follows:

Percent
Niagars MOWhaWK e, 41
Ln.co 18
New York State 18
Ro.&E 14
Central Budson []

Nine Mile Point Nuclear Station, Unit No.
3, i3 proposed to be built on a site on the
southeast shore of Lake Ontario, in Oswego
County, N.Y. This location is presently the
site of Niagara Mowhawk'’s existing nuclear
generating facllity, Nine Mile Point Nuclear
Station, Unit No. 1. The latest cost esti-
mates (not including allowances for funds

used during construction) for the comple-
tion of the facility are us follows:

Total nuclear production

PLANL COBLE weevreremirrsoascrearsomsnses $1,018,335,000
Tranamtssion, distribution

and general plant costs......... 7,559,000
Nuclear fuel inventory msts

for tirst core S 71,474,000

—_——
Total estimated costa......... 1.097,368.000

This facility will be capable of generating
1,100 MW of power and 1s scheduled to be in
service In N¢ -‘ember 1982,

Each of tuu ..ew applicants has been the
subject of prior antitrust advice letters writ.
ten by the Department. On April 22, 1978,
we rendered antitrust advice on an applica-
tion by Centural Hudson to participate in the
8terling Power Project. Nuclear Unit No. 1.
On January 7, 1975, we rendered antitrust
advice on an application by LILCO to con-
struct the Jamesport Nuclear Power Sta-
tion, Units 1 and 2. R.G. & E. waz the sub-
Ject of antitrust advice letters of December
27, 1974, and April 22, 1876, on an applica-
tion to construct the Sterling Power Proj-
ect, Nuclear Unit No, 1. Most recently, on
January 26, 1978, we rendered antitrust
advice concerning New York State with re-
spect to Its applications to participate in the
Jamesport Nuclear Power Station, Units 1
and 2. We also rendered antitrust advice on
December 27, 1974, on New York State's ap-
plication to conatruct the Somerset Nuclear
Station, Units 1 and 2.

In each of the above-referenced antitrust
sdvice letters we advised of our conclusion
that the activities under the licenses applied
for would not create or maintain a situation
inconaistent with the antitrust Jaws,

8tnce the last antitrust advice letters were
written for each of the new applicanta only
LILCO has had a change in its operations
which merit notation.

In April 1978, the Greenport New York
Municipal Electric System, which until that
time had been isolated, interconnected with
LILCO. The Greenport system has & peak
of about 3 MW. In addition, Qreenport, as
well a3 Freeport and Rockville Centre, the

.only two other comparatively small munici-
LILCo

pal utilities In ‘s service area, have
obtained commitments from the Power Au.
thority of the State of New York (PASNY)
to supply their bulk power needs. LILCO, as
well as other investor-owned utilities in the
State of New York, have sgreed to transmit
that power from the PASNY transmission
system to the three municipal systems.

After examination of the current applica.
tions and review of the relevant data, we
have concluded that no {ntervening circum-
stances have appeared to warrant a reversal
of the advice given with respect L0 each of
the new applicants {n the above-cited anti-
trust letters.

‘We express no opinion, however, concern.
ing the legality under the antitrust Jaws of
the manner {n which, or any arrangements
pursuant to which, the plants will be oper
ated, should they differ from or extend
beyond those matters specifically disclosed
in the spplication.

Accordingly, from the Information avafla.
ble to us at the present tima we conclude
that no antitrust hearing by the Nuclear

story Commission will be required
with respect to this application.

Any person whose Interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur.
suant to §$2.714 of the Commission's
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“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR part 2,
file a petition for leave to intervene
and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions
for leave to intervene and regquests for
hearing shall be filed by September 3,
1078, elther (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Section at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C., or
(2) by mail or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclcar Regula-
tory Commission. Washington. D.C.
20555, ATTN: Docketing and Service
Section.

For the Nuclear Reguiatory Com-
mission.
ARGIL TOALSTON,
Acling Chief, Antitrust and In-
demnity Group, Office of Nu-
clcar Reactor Regulalion.

{FR Doc. 78-21781 Filed 8-3-78: 8:45 am)

{7590-01]
RISK ASSESSMENT REVIEW GROUP
Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice
is hereby given of an open meeting of
the Risk Assessment Review Group of
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (NRC), to be held at 8:30 a.m..
Avgust 28 through 31, 1978, in Room
1167 of the Matomic Building, 1717 H
Olcet NW., Washington. D.C. The
purposes of this meeting are Lo contin-
ue the review of the final report of the
Reactor Safety Study (WASH-1400)
and the pcer comments thercon and to
discuss subjects that might be includ-
ed in the report of the Review Group.

The Risk Assessment Review Group
{s an independent group established
by the NRC (42 FR 34855) for the pur-
pose of providirg advice and (nforma-
tion to the Commission regarding the
final repor. of the Reactor Safety
Study, WASH-1400 (NUREG-75/014),
and the peer comments on the Study.
advice and recommendations on devel-
opments in the field of risk assessment
methodology and courses of action
which might be taken on future devel-
opment and use of risk assessment
methodology. This advice and infor-
mation will assist the Commission in
establishing pollcy regarding the use
of risk assessment In the regulatory
process. It will also clarify the achieve-
ments and limitations of the Reactor
Safery Study. The Review Group will
submit s report to the Commission on
or before September 30, 1978.

With respect to public participation
fn the meeting, the following require-
ments shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ-
ten statements regarding the agenda
may do so by providing 10 readily re-
producible coples to the Review Group
at the beginning of the meeting. Com-

NOTICES

w -nts should be limited to areas
= thia the Group's purview. Persons
desiring to mail written comments
may do %0 by sending a readily repro-
ducible copy thercof in time for con-
sideration at this meeting. Comments
postmarked no later than August 22,
1978, to Dr. John H. Austin, Office of
Policy Evaluation, NRC, Washington,
D.C. 20555, will normally be received
{n time to be considered at this meet-
ing. Of course. comments not reccived
in time for this meeting will be circu-
lated to the members of the Review
Group for consideration at a future
meeting. Comments should pertain to
the fleld of risk assessment method-
ology or should be based on the {inal
report of the Resactor Safety Study,
coples of which are avaflable for
pubiic Inspection at:

1. The NRC Publie Document Room, 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20558.

2. The NRC's flve Regional Offices of In-
spection and Enforcement:

Rrcion [

631 Park Avenue. King of Prussia, Pa
19408

Raciown 11

Sufte 1217, 230 Peschtree Street. Atlanta,
Ga. 30303

Recrox IIT
799 Rooeevelt Rosd, Glen Ellyn. NI 60137

Rrcton [V

Sulte 1000, 811 Ryan Plaza Drive, Arling-
ton. Tex. 76012

Reston V

Sulte 202, 1990 North Californisa Boule;

vard. Walnut Creek, Calif. 94588.

Coples of the Final Report may be ob-
tained from: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Office of uclear Regulatory Re-
scarch, Probabills < Analysis Staff. Atten-
tion: Melea S. ° ogle (telephone: 301-492-
8377). 7735 Ol. Georgetown Road. Bethes-
da. Md. 20014.

(b) Persons desiring to make an oral
statement at the mecting should make
a request to do so prior to the meeting,
{dentifying the topics and desired pres-
entation time so that appropriate ar-
rangements can be made. The time al-
lotted for such statements will be at
the discretion of the Chairman. The
Review Group wiil receive oral state-
ments on topics relevant to Its purview
at an appropriate time chosen by the
Chairman.

(c) Further information regarding
topics to be discussed, whether the
meeting has been canceled or reache-
duled, the Chairman's ruling on re-
quests for the opportunity to present
oral statements and the time sllotted
therefor can be obtained by a prepald
telephone call on August 28, 1978, to
the Office of Policy Evaluation (tele-
phone 202-634-3209, Attention: John
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Austin) between 8:15 a.m. and 5 p.m.
e.d.t.

(d) Questions may be asked only by
members of the Review Group.

(e) Statements of views or expres-
sions of opinion made by members of
the Review Group at open meetings
are not intendcd to represent final de-
terminations or beliefs.

(f) The use of still. motion picture,
and television cameras, the physical
{nstallation and presence of which will
not interfere with the conduct of the
meeting. will be permitted both before
and after the meeting and during any
recess. The tse of such equipment will
not, however, be allowed while the
meeting is in session.

(g) A copy of the minutes of the
meeting will be available for inspec-
tion on or after September 30, 1978, at
the NRC Publlic Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington. D.C.
Copies may be obtained upon payment
of appropriate charges.

Dated at Washington, D.C.. this 1st
day of August, 1978.

[FR Doc. 78-21782 Piled 8-3-78: 8:45 am)

{7590-01)

[Docket Nos. 50-582A. 50-583A)

SAN DIFGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO., CALUFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES, aTY
OF ANANEIM ET AL, CITIES OF LOS ANGE-
LES AND BURBANK, CALF.

Roceipt of Altemney Genersl’s Advice and Time
ter Filing of Potitiens te Intervens en Ant-
trvst Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated July 26, 1978, with re-
spect to s onnstruction permit applica-
tion for Sundesert Nuclear Plant,
Units 1 and ¢

You have requested our further advice
pursuant to section 105c of thie Atomie
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. In regard
to the above-captioned application. The De-
partment previously rendered advice re-
specting this application on May 12. 1978,
and September 2, 1977. We understand that
the cities of los Angeles and Burbank,
Callf.. propose to participate with the cities
of 8an Diego. Anaheim, Glendale, Pasadena,
and Riverside, Callf. in the Sundesert Nu-
clear Plant, Units 1 and 2. Our review of the
information submitted for the proposed ad-
ditional participants. as well as other rele-
vant information, has disclosed no basis
upon which to change our previous conclu-
slon that no gntitrust hearing will be re-
quired regarding this nuclear facillty.

Any person whose intcrest may be
affccted by this proceeding may. pur-
suant to §2.714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice.” 10 CFR Part 2,
file a petition for leave to intervene
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Therefore, any public comments and
recommendations concerning NRC's
advisory committees should be pro-
vided to the NRC as soon as possible,
and in any event no later than April 7,
1978. Interested persons should direct
their comments in writing to the
Office of the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20855, Attention: Advisory Com-
mittee Management Qfficer.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 20th
day of March, 1978.

Jonw C. HovLr,
Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

(FR Doc. 78-7812 Filed 3-23-78; 8:45 amn)

[7590-01 ]
[Docket No. P-512A)
OHIO EDISON CO. ET AL,

Recelpt of Atorney General's Supplemental
Letter Confirming Setilement

In the matter of Ohio Edison Co.,
Duquesne Light Co., The Cleveland
Electric Illuminating Co. and the
Toledo Edison Co., the Commission
has recefved, pursuant to section 105¢
of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as
amended, a supplemental letter from
the Attorney General of the United
States, dated March 18, 1978. A copy
of which is attached.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

mission.
JEROME SALTZMAN,
Chief, Antitrust and Indemnity
Group Nuclear Reactor Regu-
lation.

Orto Ev1soxn Co., DuQuesxe LicHT Co., Tz
CrLxvzrAND ¢ Iirodinating Co.,
Trx Torzpo Epison Co., Enrx Nucrean
Pmmbm UntTs 1 AND 2. NRC Docxer No.

-51

On August 31, 1978 we rendered advice
concerning the above-cited application. At
that time we advized that the issuance of an
unconditioned license would have adverse
antitrust effects. We also advised that the
need for an antitrust hearing could be
mooted by the results of the then pending
Perry antitrust proceeding involving the
same Applicants. (The Toledo Edison Com-
pany, (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station,
Units 1, 2, and 3; Perry Nuclear Power
Plant, Units 1 and 2) NRC Docket Nos, 50-
346A, 50-500A, 50-501A, 50-440A, 50-441A)).

On Janusary 68, 1977 the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board isgued its Initial Decision in
the Perry proceeding (Toledo Edison Com-
pany (Davis-Besse Nuclear Power Station,
Units 1, 2, and 3), § NRC 133 (1977)). This
decision is now on appeal. .

With respect to the instant application,
Applicants have expressed their willingness
to beubgm‘db.‘ with minor exeeptlons.u?g the
resul Perry proceeding. To end
Applicants have agreed to the inclusion in
the instant llcense of the condition set out
in the February 8, 1978 letter from appli-
cants’ counsel attached hereto. On the
strength of this licenoe condition, and with

NOTICES

the expectation that the Commission will
include it as part of the instant license, we
can now advise that an antitrust hearing
will not be necessary with respect to the
above-cited application.

Froruary 8, 1978.

Onro Epison Co., rr AL, ERiE NUCLZAR
Praxt, Urits 1 axp 2, NRC Docker No. P-
512A

On August 31, 1976, the Attorney General
of the United States Advised the Nuclear
Regulatory Commilssion by letter that “a
recommendation for an antitrust hearing Is
in order” In the above proceeding. Notice of
this advice was published In the Federal
Register on September 13, 1976, and all in-
terested persons were invited to Intervene
on antitrust grounds and request a hearing
within 30 days thereof. No petitions to in-
tervene have been filed.

On January 6, 1977, the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board which had been con-
vened to hear antitrust matters in connec-
tion with the application for a license to op-
erate Davis.-Besse Nuclear Power Station,
Unit 1, and the applications for permits to
construct the Perry Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1 and 2, and the Davis-Besse Nuclear
Power Station, Units 2 and 3, issued {ts Ini-
tial Decision in the Davis.-Besse and Perry
antitrust proceeding. As an element thereof,
the Licensing Board ordered that certain
antitrust conditions be attached to the
aforesaid license and permits at the time of
issuance.

The Applicants involved in the Navis.
Besse and Perry proceeding are the same
electric utilities which are Applicants for
the Erie permits involved in the above NRC
Docket No. P-512A, namely: The Cleveland
Electric Hluminating Co., The Toledo
Edison Co., Ohlo Edison Co., Pennsylvania
Power Co., and Duquesne Light Co. They
have sppealed the aforesaid January 6, 1977
Initial Decision to the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Appeal Board where that matter is
now pending.

Following announcement of the aforesald
Initial Decislon, the Applicants in NRC
Docket No. P-512A, by and through thelr
undersigned counsel, met with the Depart-
ment of Justice and the Staff of the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to determine
whether there remsained any need for anti-
trust review {n the above Erie proceeding.
As a result of these discussions,-a single -
cense condition has been jointly prepared
for attachment to the Erle construction per-
mits which incorporates by reference the es-
sential terms and provisions of the condi-
tions framed in the Davis.Besse and Perry
Initial Decision, subject to whatever modifi-
cations (it any) those conditions undergo
during the administrative and Judicial
appeal process.

That single license condition reads as fol-
lows:

“Except as otherwise expressly provided
herein, the antitrust license conditions con-
tained in the Perry Nuclear Power Plant,
Units 1 and 2 (“Perry”) and Davis-Besse Nu.
clear Power Station, Units 1, 3 & 3, (“Davis.
Besze") Construction Permits and/or Oper-
ating Licenses are hereby incorporated by
reference in this Construction Permit (Op-
erating License). Such incorporation shall
be effective only during the original term of
the Perry and/or Davis-Besse permits and
licenses or untfl they are terminated, and
any mod:ficatfons which may hereinafter be
made in the Perry and Davis-Besse antitrust
license conditions ahall be effective with re.
spect to the instant permit (license:.”

12403

As to the Erie Nuclear Plant, Unita 1 and
2 (“Erie”), conditions 9(a) and 9(b) of the
Perry and Davis-Besse antitrust }icense con-
ditions are replaced herein by the following
condition:

“3. Applicants shall mike available to en-
tittes tn the CCOT access td the Erie units.
Such:scosss, at the option of the requesting!
entity, shall be on-an ownership share, or
unit participation or contractual pre-pur-
chase of power basis. Each requesting entity
(or collective group of entitles) may obtain
up to 15 percent of the capacity of the Erie
units, except that once any entity or entities
has contracted for allocations totaling 15
percent no further participation In any
given unit need be offered. Commitments
for the Erle units must be made by request.
ing entities within one year after February
17, 1978."

Any modlfication of conditions 9(a) or
9(b) of the Perry and Davis-Besse antitrust
license conditions shall be equally effective
with respect to condition 9 above of this
Construction Permit (Operating License) to
the extent covered herein, and condition 9
shall be modified accordingly to reflect such
changes, except that no change shall be
made to the 15 percent Erie allocation.

You both have advised me that, If Apr!l-
cants are willing to have this license condi-
tion Incorporated into the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission permits for the Erie Nucle-
ar Plant, Units 1 and 2, the Department of
Justice and the Staff of the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission no longer see any reason
for antitrust review in NRC Docket No. P-
512A, and the Department will advise the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission that no
antitrust hearing i{s considered necessary
with respect to the Erie application. On
these terms, Applicants are agreeable to
such a resolution of the above referenced
antitrust proceeding.

It Is to be understood, however, that noth-
ing in the aforesaid license condition or in
this letter is intended by Applicants as a
walver of any of Applicanta’ rights (either
Jointly or severally) to pursue their appeal
of the Initial Decision In Davis-Besse and
Perry, both sadministratively and in the
courts. Nor should anything contained
herein be misconstrued as a waiver by any
of the Applicants of their respective rights
to contest the application of any lccnse
condition (whether set out above or incorpo-

Tated therein by reference) to particular

factual situation. Furthermore, none of the
Applicants walves any rights which it may
have (either jointly or severally) to apply to
an appropriate forum to seek such changes
in the license conditions as may at the time
be deemed appropriate in accordance with
the then existing 1aw and sound operating
practice In the electric utility industry.

[FR Doc. 78-7814 Filed 3-23-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]
[Docket No. 50-344)

PORTLAND GENERAL ELECTRIC CO., ET AL
(TROJAN NUCLEAR PLANT)

Order Relating to the Evidentiary MHearing;
Proposed Amendment for Fuet Sterage Pool
Modification

The evidentiary hearing will be re-
sumed on April 17, 1978, at 9:30 a.m.
and will proceed on week days through
April 28th (except as hereinafter

PEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 58—FRIDAY, MARCH 24, 1978
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Federal Register published Monday.
April 12, 1982 (47 FR 15671).

Further information may be obtained
by a prepaid telephone call to the
cognizant Designated Federal Employee,
Mr. Gary Quittschreiber or Mr. Stuart
Beal, Staff Engineer (telephone 202/634~
3267) between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.,
EST.

Dated: April 13, 1982
john C. Hoyle,

Advisory Commiltee Management Officer.
|FR Doc. 55-10857 Piled 4-16-8Z 845 am}
BILLING CODE 7590-01-4

Draft Regulatory Guide; Issuance and
Avallabllity

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued for public comment a draft of
a new guide planned for its Regulatory
Guide Series together with a draft of the
associaled value/impact statement. This
series has been developed to describe
and make available to the public
methods acceptable to the NRC staff of
implementing specific parts of the
Commission's regulations and, in some
cases, to delineate techniques used by
the stail in evaluating specific problems
or postulated accidents and to provide
guidance to applicants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
staff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses.

The draft guide,temporarily identified
by its task number, TM 6084 (which
should be mentioned in all
correspondence concerning this draft
guide), is entitled “Guide for the
Preparation of Applications for Licenses
in Medical Teletherapy Programs” and
is intended for Division 10, “General.” It
is being developed to describe the
information the NRC staff needs to
evaluate an application for a specific
license for the possession of byproduct
material to be used for the treatment of
humans in a teletherapy unit.

This draft guide and the associated
value/impact statement are being issued
to involve the public in the early stages
of the development of a regulatory
position in this area. They have not
received complele staff review and do
not represent an official NRC staff
position.

Public comments are being solicited
on both drafts, the guide (including any
implementation schedule) and the draft
value/impact statement. Comments on
the draft value/impact statement should
be accompanied by supporting data.
Comments on both drafts should be sent
to the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:

Docketing and Service Branch. by June
15, 1982.

Although a time limit is given for
comments on these drafts, comments
and suggestions in connection with (1)
items for inclusion in guides currently
being developed or (2) improverents ir
all published guides are encouraged at
any time.

Regulatory guides are availadle for
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room. 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. Requests for single
copies of draft guides (which may be
renroduced) or for placement on an
automatic distribution list for single
copies of future draft guides in specific
divisions should be made in writing to
the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attentiori Director, Division of
Technical Information and Document
Control. Telephone requests cannot be
accommodated. Regulatory guides are
not copyrighted. and Commission
approval is not required to reproduce
them.

{5 U.S.C. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville. Maryland this 12th day
of April 1982

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Robert M. Bernerc,
Director, Division of Risk Analysis. Office of
Nuclear Regulatory Research.
{FR Doc. 62-10556 Pied 4-18-82 &45 s
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50-443A AND 50-444A)

Public Service Co. of New Hampshire,
et al.; Receipt of Attorney General's
Advice and Time for Flling of Petitions
To intervene on Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received the
following additional advice, pursuant to
Section 105(c) of the amended Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, from the Attorney
Genera) of the United States, dated
March 26, 1982, with respect to the
construction permit application for the
Seabrook Nuclear Station, Units 1 and 2.

You have requested our advice
pursuant to section 105(c), of the Atomic
Energy Act, as amended. 42 U.S.C.
2135(c), in regard to a transfer of
ownership interest in the gabove-
referenced units from the New Bedford
Gas and Edison Light Company (“New
Bedford") to the Canal Electric
Company. Under the proposed transfer,
Canal Electric Company would receive
Ne.. Bedford's 1.34927 percent interest
in the Seabrook units, representing_
approximately 31 megawatts, as well as
its executory rights to an additional
2.1739 percent interest in the Seabrook
units, representing approximately 50

megawatts. Both New Bedford and
Canal Electric Company are wholly-
owned subslidiaries of the.New England
Gas and Electric Association.

The Department advised the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission on December 4.
1973, that New Bedford's participation in
the Seabrook units, along with that of 2
number of other small utilities in the
New England area, would not create or
maintain a situation inconsistent with
the antitrust laws. Our review of the
information submitted in connection
with the current request, as well u3
other relevant information, has
disclosed that the proposed transfer of
ownership interest from New Bedford to
its sister company does not appear to
present any antitrust problems that
would warrant a change in our prior
advice. Accordingly, it is the
Department'’s view that no antitrust
hearing is necessary with respect to the
proposed transfer of ownership.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may.
pursuant to §2.714 of the Commission's
“rules of practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, filed a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions ior
leave to intervene and requasts for
hearing shall be filed on or before May
19, 1982 either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street, NW. Washington, D.C., or (2) by
mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attn.: Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commiasion.
Argil Tualston,
Acting Chief, Antitrust ond Economir:
Analysis Branch, Divis:on of Engineering.
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulction.
[FR Doc. 82-10555 Filed 4-18-8> 8.45 am|
BILLUING COOE 7590-01-

[License No. 45-06363-01 (EA 81-51)]

Met Lab, Inc; Reconstitution ¢  Soard

Pursuant to the authority con:
10 CFR 2.704(4) {1981)}. the Atom
Safety and Licensing Board for M« Lab.
Inc. (Met Lab, Inc.), License No. 45~
09983-01 (EA 81-51) is hereby
reconstituted by appointing
Administrative Law Judge Morton B.
Margulies to serve in place of Judge Ivan
W. Smith. Judge Smith, because of
schedule contflicts, is unavailable to
continue to serve.

All correspondence, documents and
other materials shall be filed with Judge
Margulies in accordance with 10 CFR
2.701 (1980). His address is:
Administrative Law Judge Morton B,

1ed in
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY pursuant to Section 105¢ of the Atomic OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND
COMMISSION Energy Act of 1054, as amended, HEALTH REVIEW COMMISSION
[Docket No. 50-400] additional advice from the Attorney

Carolina Power and Light Co.; Shearon
Harris Nuclear Power Plant; Recelpt of
Petition for Director’s Decislon

Notice is hereby given that by petition
dated July 2, 1908, the Coalition for
Alternatives to Shearon Harrls
requested that the Director for Nuclear
Reactor Regulation issue a show cause
order o require Carolina Power and
Light Co. (CP&L) to address a number of
issues before issuance of the operating
license for the Shearon Harris facility.
The basis for the requested action is the
May 27, 1986 resolution by Chatham
County, North Carolina withdrawing its
approval of the emergency response
plan, the recent events in the Soviet
Union, questions concerning
implementation of the emergency
response plan and allegations
concerning CP&L's radiation protection
program and inadequate welds at the
Shearon Harris facility.

The petition is being considered
pursuant to 10 CFR 2.208 of the
Commission’s egulations and,
accordingly, appropriate action will be
taken on the request within a
reasonable time. A copy of the petition
Is available for inspection in the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, DC
20555 and at the local Public Document
Room of the Shearon Harris facility
located at the Wake County Public
Library, 104 Fayetteville Street, Raleigh,
North Carolina 27801.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 10th day
of July. 1888.
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Harold R. Denton,

Director, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation,
[FR Doc. 86-18123 Filed 7-18-88; 8:45 am])

SILLING CODE 7590-01-M

[Docket Nos. 50-443A, 50-444A)

Pubfic Service Company of New
Hampshire, et al; Receipt of Attormney
General's Advice and Time for Filing of
Petitions to Intervens on Antitrust
Matters

The Commission has received,

General of the United States, dated July
1, 1988, with respect to the proposed
purchase by EUA Power Company of an
ownership interest in the captioned
nuclear plant and subsequent partial
transfer of construction permit Nos.
CPPR-135 and CPPR~136. The Attornsy
General's advice letter reads as follows:

You have requested our advice pursuant to
section 105(c) of the Atomic Energy Act of
1854, as amended, in connection with the
purchase by EUA Power Company of an
ownership interast in the above-captioned
nuclear facility.

EUA Power Company, s wholly-owned
subsidiary of Eastern Utilities Associates will
purchase an interest totalling spproximately
12% of two Seabrook units from Central
Vermont Public Service Corporation, Central
Maine Power Company, Bangor Hydro-
Electric Company, Maine Public Service
Company and Fitchburg Gas and Electric
Light Co.

Our review of the information submitted in
connection with the present application, as
well as other relevant information, has
disclosed no-evidence that the proposed
participation by EUA Power Company in the
Seabrook Units would either create or
maintain a situstion Inconsistent with the
antitrust laws under section 105{c). We do
not, therefore, believe it is necessary for the
Commission to hold an antitrust hearing in
this matter.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to §2.714 of the Commission's
“Rules of Practice", 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed not later than 30
days after initial publication of this
notice in the Federal Register with the
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, Attention:
Director, Planning and Program Analysis
Staff, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

Dated in Bethesda, Maryland, this 11th day
of July 1888,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jesse L. Funches,

Director Plonning and Program Anolysis
Staoff, Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
[FR Doc. 86-16134 Filed 7-16-88; 8:45 am)
SILUNG COUE 7590-01-M

Delegation of Authority to the General
Counsel and the Deputy General
Counsel

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and
Health Review Commission,

AcTioN: Notice of delegated authority.

SUMMARY: This document reviscs a
previous delegation of authority from
the Commission to its General Counsel.
The authority delegated relates to the
filing of Liriefs by the parties in review
proceedings before the Commission.
Since that previous delegation of
authority, the Commission has made
clear that it may rule on issues that have
not been stated in the directions for
review but may have been added by the
Commission in a later order. To
facilitate the briefing of such additional
Issues, the Commissioners authorize the
General Counsel to have-stated in the
briefing notice issued by the Executive
Secretary of the Commission issues that
were not stated in the direction for
review but which a Commission member
wighes to be briefed. The revised
delegation of authority embodies this
authorization,

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 17,-1988,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Earl R. Ohman, Jr. (General Counsel),
202-634-4015.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 19, 1981, the Commission
published notice in the Federal Register
of a delegation of authority to its
General Counsel. 48 FR 13054-055. The
General Counsel was thereby
empowered to instruct the Executive
Secretary to issue requests for briefs in
cases reviewed by the Commission but
was not authorized to add issues. The
Commission has since determined that
certain revisions in that delegation of
authority are necessary.

The new delegation of authority
formalizes a procedure for requesting
parties to brief issues in addition to
those that are stated in a direction for
review. The Commission has recently
made clear that it has jurisdiction, under
section 12(j) of the Occupational Safety
and Health Act of 1970, 29 U.S.C. 861(j),
to consider all issues raized by a Judge’s
report that has been directed for review;



“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR part 2,
file a petition for leave to intervene
and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petltions
for leave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by September 3.
1678, either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Section at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C., or
(2) by mail or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regula
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, ATTN: Docketing and Scrvice
Sectlon.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
ARGIL TOALSTON,
Acling Chief, Antitrust and In-
demnity Group, Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulation.

{FR Doc, 78-21781 Filed 8-3-78; 8:43 am]

{7590-01]
RISK ASSESSMENT REVIEW GROUP
Meeting

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 2-463), notice
is hereby given of an open mieeting of
the Risk Assessment Review Group of
the U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (NRC), to be held at 8:30 a.m.,
August 29 through 31, 1978, in Room
1167 of the Matomic Bullding, 1717 B
Street NW., Washington, D.C. The
purposes of this meeting are to contin-
ue the review of the final report of the
Reactor Safety Study (WASH-1400)
and the peer comments thercon and to
discuss subjects that might be includ-
ed in the report of the Review Group.

The Risk Assessment Review Group
{s an Independent group established
by the NRC (42 FR 34955) for the pur-
pose of providing advice and informa-
tion to the Commission regarding the
{inal report of the Reactor Safety
Study, WASH-1400 (NUREG-75/014),
and the peer comments on the Study,
advice and recommendations on devel-
opments in the field of risk assessment
methodology and courses of action
which might be taken on future devel-
opment and use of risk assessment
methodology. This advice and infor-
mation will assist the Commission in
establishing polley regarding the use
of risk sssessment in the regulatory
process, It will also clarify the achieve-
ments and limitations of the Reactor
Safety Study. The Review Group will
submit a report to the Commission on
or before September 30, 1878.

With respect to public participation
fn the meeting, the following require-
ments shall apply:

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ-
ten statements regarding the agenda
may do 50 by providing 10 readily re-
producible copies to the Review Group
at the beginning of the meeting, Com-

NOTICES

ments should be limited to areas
withi.1 the Group's purview, Persons
desiring to mail written comments
may do 30 by sending & readily repro-
ducible copy thereof in time for con-
s.deration st this meeting. Comunents
postmarked no later than August 22,
1978, to Dr. John H. Austin, Office of
Policy Evaluation, NRC, Washington,
D.C. 20555, will ‘normally be recelved
in time to be considered at this meet-
ing. Of course, coOmmen:s not received
in time for this meeting will be circu-
lated to the members of the Review
Group for consideration at a {future
meeting. Comments should pertain to
the field of risk sssesament method-
ology or should be based on the {inal
report of the Reactor Safety Study,
coples of which are available for
public inspection at:

1. The NRC Public Document Room. 1717
H Street NW., Vashington, D.C. 20558,

2. The NRC's {ive Regional Offices of In-
spection and Enforcement:

Rxotox I

531 Park Avenue, King of Prussia, Pa.
19408

Raatox II

Sulte 1217, 230 Peachtree Street, Atlanta,
QGs. 30303

Rrorox I
799 Roosevelt Road, Glen Ellyn. Nl 60137

Reoion IV

Suite 1000, 611 Ryan Plaza Drive, Arling-
ton, Tex. 76012

Regtox V

Buite 202, 1990 North California Doule-

vard, Walnut Creek, Callf, $4598.

Coples of the Final Report may be ob-
tained from: U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Office of Nuclear Regulatory Re-
search, Probebilistic Analysis 8taff, Atten-
tion: Melea 8. Fogle (telephone: 301-493-
8377, 7735 Old Georgetown Road, Bethes-
da. Md. 20014,

(b) Persons desiring to make an oral
statement st the mecting should make
a request to do so prior to the meeting.
{dentifying the topics and desired pres-
entation time s0 that appropriate ar.
rangements can be made. The time al-
lotted for such statements will be at
the discretion of the Chairman. The
Review Group will receive oral state-
ments on topics relevant to its purview
at an appropriate time chosen by the
Chairman.

(c) Further information regarding
topics to be , whether the
meeting has been canceled or resche-
duled, the Chairman’s ruling on re-
quests for the opportunity to present
oral statements and the time allotted
therefor can be obtained by a prepald
telephone call on August 28, 1978, to
the Office of Policy Evaluation (tele-
phone 202-834-3209, Attention: John

34567

Austin) between C:15 a.m. and 5§ p.m.
e.d.t.

(d) Questions may be asked only by
members of the Review Group.

(e) Statements of vicws or expres-
gions of opinio» made by members of
the Review Group at open meetings
are not intended to represent ‘inal de-
terminations or beliefs.

(f) The use of still, motion picture,
and tele.lsion cameras, the physical
installat.... and presence of which will
not interfere with the conduct of the
meeting, will be permitted both before
and after the meeting and during any
recess. The use of such equipment will
not., however, be allowed while the
meeting iz In session.

(g) A copy of the minutes of the
meeting will be available for inspec-
tion on or after September 30, 1878, at
the NRC Publlc Document Room,
1717 B Street NW., Washington, D.C.
Coples may be obtained upon payment
of appropriate charges.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 1st
day of August, 1978.

{FR Doc. 78-21782 Plled 8-3-78: 8:43 am}

——

[7590-01]

[Docket Nos. 50-582A, 50-583A)

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO., CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES, CITY
OF ANAHEIM ET AL, CITIES OF LOS ANGS-
LES AND BURBANK, CALIF,

wamw.mmm
Mmﬁ?muhtmnhﬂ-
trvst Matters

The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United
States, dated July 26, 1978, with re-
spect to x construction permit applica-
tion for Sundesert Nuclear Plant,
Units 1 and 2¢

You have requested our further advice
pursusnt to section 105¢ of the Atomle
Encrry Act of 1954, a3 amended, In regard
to the sbove-captioned spplication. The De-
partment previously rendered advice re-

this application on May 12, 1978,
and September 2, 1977, We understand that
the cities of los Angeles and Burbank,
Callf., propose to participate with the clties
of 8an Diego, Anshelm, Glendale. Pasadena,
and Riverside, Calif,, In the S8undesert Nu-
clear Plant, Units 1 and 2. Our review of the
informstion submitted for the proposed ad-
ditional participants, as well as other rele-
vant informztion, has disclosed no basis
upon which to change our previous conclu-
slon that no antitrust hearing will be re-
quired regarding this nuclear facility.

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may, pur-
suant to §$2.714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2,
file a petition for leave to Intervene
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and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspe-ts of the application. Petitions
for Jeave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by September 3,
1978, either: (1) By delivery to the
NRC Docketing and Service Section at
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C,,
or (2) by mall or telegram addressed to
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington. D.C.
20555, attention, Docketing and Serv-
fce Section.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
ARGIL TOALSTON,
Acting Chief, Antitrust and In-
demnily Group Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulation.

(FR Doc. 78-21783 Filed 8-3-78; 8:15 am]

[3110-01]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
Lst of Requests

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports Intended for use
in collecting information from the
public received by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget on August 1, 1978
(144 U.S.C. 3508). The purpose of pub-
lishing this list in the FepErAL REcIs-
TER {5 to inform the public.

The list includes the title of ‘each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of
Information; the agency form
number(s), If applicable; the frequency
with which the information Is pro-
posed to be collected; an indication of
who will be the respondents to the
proposed collection; the estimated
number of responses; the estimated
burden In reporting hours; and the
name of the reviewer or reviewing divi-
sion or offlice.

Requests for extension which appear
to ralse no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice through
this release.

Further information about the items
on this dafly list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Man-
agement and Budget, Washington,
D.C. 20503, 202-395-4529, or from the
reviewer listed.

Nrw Forms

IQUAL ENPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY
COMNMISSION

FEPA Contract Proposal, EEOC 344, annu-
ally, 70 State and local fair employment
practices agencles, Laverne V. Collins,
395-3214.

NATIONAL AXRONAUTICS AND SPACT
ADMINISTRATION

NASA Tech Briefs-SBubscription Notice, an-

nually, 40,000 R. & D. firms, Caywood, D.
P., 395-3433.

NOTICES

DXPARTMENT OF XNERGY

Solar Collector Manufacturing Survey, EIA-
63, single time, 800 manufacturers/im.
portcrs of solar collectors, Clearance
Office, 385-3772.

U.8. CIVIL SIRVICE COMMISSION

Relevant Labor Market Studies, single time,
561 license agents, Caywood, D. P., 395~
3443,

Rrvisions

DEPARTMEINT OF AGRICULTURX

Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives
Service, cost of production survey, annual-
1y, 7.800 selected crop producers, 900 re-
sponses, $00 hours, Office of Federal Sta-
tistical Policy and S8tandard, §73-7958.

EXTENSIONS

VETERANS 'ADMINISTRATION

Trafflc Survev Questionnaire 08-9872 on oc-
casion, employees, visitors and others en-
tering VA grounds, 3,000 responses, 150
hours, Office of Federal Statistical Policy
and Standard, 673-7856.

DIPARTMINT OF AGRICULTURK

Food and Nutrition Service, Claim for Reim-
bursement—Child Care Food Program,
FN8-82 monthly Inst, administered by
FNS, 128,800 responses, 21,600 hours,
Ellett. C. A., 395-6133.

DEPARTMINT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

Neighborhood Voluntary Association Con-
sumer Protection, certification page for
settlement statement, EUD-1, on occa-
slon, mortguge lenders, 4.200,000 re-
sponses, 4,200,000 hours, Caywood, D. P.,
395-3443.

DIPARTMINT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federa: Aviation Administration, Notice of
Proposed Construction or Alteration, FAA
7460-1 on occasion, private enterprises,
28,000 responses, 28,000 hours, Strasser,
A., 395-61332,

Davip R. LxuTrOLD,
Budget and Management Officer.

[FR Doc. 78-21796 Filed 8-3-78; 8:45 tm)

[3110-01)
CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
Ust of Requests

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports intended for use
in collecting Information from the
public received by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget on July 31, 1978
(44 U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of pub-
lishing this ilst In the Frorrar Rrcrs-
TER i8 to Inform the public.

The list Includes the title of each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of
information; the agency form
number(s), if applicable; the frequency
with which the information is pro-
posed to be collected; an indication of
who will be the respondents to the
proposed collection; the estimated
number of responses; the estimated
burden in reporting hours; and the

name of the reviewer or reviewing divi-
sion of office.

Requests for extension which appesr
to raise no significant issues are to Le
approved after brief notice through
this release,

Further information about the {tems
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Man-
agement and Budget, Washington,
D.C. 20503, 202-395-4529, or from the
reviewer listed.

Nrw Forus

EQUAL EXPLOYMINT OPPORTUNITY
COMMISSION

Equal Employment Opportunity Employer
Information Report EEO-1, 8P-100, annu.
ally, 200,000 firms with 100 plus and gov-
ernment contractors with 50 plus employ-
ees, Laverne V. Collins, 395-3214.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Grantee Information Form, with Cover
Letter and Industrial User Survey with
Cover Letter, (attachment II), single time,
450 EPA’s grantees and industrial users of
POTW's, Ellett, C. A., 395-8132.

U.%. CIVIL SXRVICE COMMISSION

Alr Traffic Controller Recruitment 8urvey,
C8C-1350, single time, 10,000 alr traffic
gogu-oller applicants, Strasser, A., 395-

132,

DEPARTMINT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Railrosad Administration Opinion
Questionnalre, single time, 150 persons in-
;cl::l’;.ed in rall planning, Strasser, A., 396-

Rrvisions

ENVIRONMEXNTAL PROTICTION AGENCY

Application for Federal Assistance Part v
Narrative Statement (State Pesticide En.
forcement and Applicator Certlfication
and Training Program Grants), EPA 5700
33, on occasion, State agencies, 550 re.
moznm 6.500 hours, Eliett, C. A., 395-
613

DEPARTMXINT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DIVELOPMXNT

Housing Production and Mortgage Credit
Lender’s Application for Commitment on
One-to-Four Family Insured Home Im-.
provement Loan, FHA-2004-1, on occa-
sion, 500 lending Institutions, 500 re-
gxz;mn. 5§00 hours, Caywood, D. P, 395~

ExrTznsions

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Food and Nutrition Service Regulations—
8pecial Milk Program for Children, 7 CFR
218, on occasion, 36,124 State agencies,
school food ruthorizations child care {nstl.
tutes, 36,124 responses, 65,124 hours,
Ellett, C, A., 395-6132,

DXPARTMEXNT OF DEYENSK

Department and Other Industrial Facllity
Survey—Mobillzation Production Plan-
ning Program, DOD 1519-2, on occasion,
The Defense Production Act of 1950,
10,000 responses, 10,000 hours, Office of
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CF.R. § 2714. A number of petitions to
intervene were received by that date.
An’Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board (Board) was designated to rule
upon'intervention petitions and requests
for hearing, and to preside over the
proceeding in the event that a hearing is
otdered. The members of the Board are
Mr. Glenn O. Bright, Dz, Richard F. Gole
and Mr. Herbert Grossman, who will
serve ag Chairman of the Board. 44 Fed.
Reg. 1711 {January 8, 1980). :
Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CF.R.-
§ 2.751a the Board will conduct a special
prehearing conference beginning at 9:30
a.mn. on March 12, 1980 and continuing
through March 13, 1980, if necessary, at
the Public Hearing Room, Porter County
Courthouse Annex, 1401 North Calumet
Strept, Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. All
pr'd?gpectivc parties to this proceeding, or
their respective counsel, are directed'to
attend, At the special prehearing  ~
conference, in addition to discussing all
of the issues raised with regard to the
intervention petitions and the request
for waiver of or exception to CF.R.
§ 50,55{b), the parties should be
prepared 8 discuss specific issues that
might be considered at an evidentiary
hearing and possible further scheduling
" in the proceeding. The petitioners shall
file supplements to their petitions not
later than 15 days prior to the special
prehearing conference which shall
include a hist of specific contentions
sought to be litigated in this proceeding.
The public is invited to attend the |
special prehearing conference. No oral
limited appearance statements will be
permitted at this conference. If a hearing
is granted, opportunity for limited
appearance statements will be afforded
at subsequent evidentiary hearings near
the site of the facility. Written limited
appearance statements may be mailed
to the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
.- Wazhington, D.C. 20555 or submitted at
any subsequent conferences or sessions
of the evidentiary hearing. .
" - Board members Glenn O. Bright and
Richard F. Cole concur in this order.
By Otder of the Board. . .
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 7th of
February, 1080,
For the Atommic Ssfely and Licensing Board.’
Herbert Grossman,
Chalrman,

|FR Doc. 0-4716 Flled 2-13-00. 8 45 0]
BILLIMG CODE 7530-01-M

Y

{Docket No. 110-00495: Appiication NO.
XR-120; Appiication No. XCOM-0013; Order.
CL1-80-2) -
Westinghouse Etectric Corp.

The Commission has reviewed the

" public comments submitted in response -

to its October 18, 1979 order requesting
comment on the Commission’s
jurisdiction to consider the health,
safety and environmental impacts
occurring outside the United States of
proposed nuclear reactor exports.
Further public ccmment specifically
relating to the Philippine applications
before the Commission would be in the
public interest and would assist the -
Commission in making the statutory

- findings required by the Atomic Energy

Act.

The Commission invites comment
upon: (a) the health. safety or -
environmental effects the proposed
exports would have upon the global
commons or the testitory of the United
States. and (b) the relationship of these
effects to the common defense and
gecurity of the United States. For
purposes of these comments, the term
“global commons” rmeans geographical -
areas such as the high seas, Antarctica,

- and the portions of the atmosphere that

are not within the territorial jurisdiction
of a single nation state. The term .
“United Stetes” means territory of the 50
States, as well as U.S. trust territories .
and passessions.

Comments should be sent to the .
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
Attention: Chief, Docketing and Service

" Branch by Febroary 29, 1980. Comments

should also be served upon other
participants in this proceeding pursuant |
10 10 CFR 110.83(b). .

In the near future the Commission will
jssue an opinion seiting forth its

. jurisdiction to consider health, safety.

and environmental effects that may
occur as a result of proposed nuclear .
reaclor exports.

This public proceeding on pending
license applications for nuclear expart
licenses to the Philippines wili be |
completed on February 29, 1980, -

Commissioner Bradford notes that the .

. Commission’s request for comments

suggests that it may structure ils export N
licensing reviews to assess the impact
on the fish in international waters whiile
declining to look into the impacts on the
health 2nd safety of concentrations of
U.S. citizens located near exported
reactors. The law clearly does not
require this outcome, and as a policy
decision, he finds it extraordinary. He

 would examine the potential health,

safety and environmental effects of the
proposed exports on U.S. citizens at

Subic Bay Naval Base and Clatk Air
Force Base. v .
1t is s0 ordered. : ' .

Dated at Washington. DT 1% s 2+ day uf .

February 1980.
For the Commission:

" Samuel ]. Chitk,

Secretary of the Comm ssitiy ’

" [FR Doc 634734 Filed 2-13:60 had L~ 1

BILLING CODE 7590-01-4 )

1Docket Nos. 50-361A ana 50-362A)

- Southern California Edison Co. and

'San Dlego Gas & Electric Co., Receipt

. of Attorney General's Advice and Time
tor Filing of Petitions To Intervene on . .

Antitrust Matters | 7 :
The Commission has 1eceaved, '

- pursuant to.section 105¢ of the Atomic
- Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the

following additiona) advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,

dated January 31, 1980, with sespectto -

the construction permit applhication for

. San Onofre Nuclear Generzting Station.

Units No. 2 and No. 3:

You have requested our £8v:ii ¢ pursuant tn
Section 105{c) of the Atomir Enerpy Act. as
amended, in regatd to a trencfer cf ownership
interest in the above referenced usits to the
cities of Anaheim and Rivess:Ce, Cahifornia
{“the Cities"). Under the proposed transfer,

.the City of Anaheim would azgwire a 1.66%

interest in each of the two 1100 MW’ units. for
a total of 30.52 MW, and the Ci'y of Riversude
would acquire a 1 79% intesest in cach of the

" two units, for a total of 39.38 MW’

The Cities filed applicatiors to participate
in both the San Joaquin and Sunéesent
nuclear plants, and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission was advised by Jetters of
November 24, 1975, and Seplember 2. 19772,
that no antitrust hearings were pecessary in
connection with the pasticipation of the Cities
in those plants: We also advised the
Commission, by lelter of February 22. 1978,
that it was not necessary to condurct »

" hearing with respect to the Citzes’

participation in units 4 and 5 of 1€ Paiu
Verde Nuclear Generaling Siution
Our review of the information sabnutted

. for antitrust review purposes, 85 well s other

information available to the Depastment,

provides no basis at this time to ranedade’ 1

that the participation Ip Ssn Onofre umits 2

- and 3 by the Cities would warrant eny - ° .-
change in our prior advice Accordingly.itis

the Department’s view that 7o envitrust
hearing is necesaury with sespeti to the ™ -
subject transfer of ownersh:p imterest.

Any person whase interest may he

affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to section 2.714 of the

" ‘Commission’s “Rules of Practice,” 10

CFR Part 2, file a petition for lesve to
intervene and request a hearing on the’

- “antitrust aspects of the application.

Petitions for leave to intervene and -
requests for hearing shull be filed by .

[
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March 17, 1980 either (1) by delivery to
the'NRC Docketmg and Service Branch
at 1717 H Street, NW, Washington, DC.
or (2) by mail or telegram addressed to
the Secretagy, USiNuclear Regulatory
Commission,-Washington, DC 20555,
ATTN: Docketingland Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,

Chief. Antitrust and Indemnity Group, Ufﬁce
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

{¥R Doc. 80-463° Filed z-1:t-ao 945 am}
BILUING CODE 7590-01-2

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET ;.

Agency Forms Under Revlew
February 11, 1980,

Background

When executiveldepartments and *
agencies propose public use forms.
teporting, o- recordkeeping
. requirements, the Office of Management

and Budget (OMB)reviews and acts un
those requirements under the Federal
Reports Act (44 USC, Chapter 35). -

- Departments-and agencies use a number
of techniques including public hearings
to consult with thejpublic on significant
reporting requirements before seeking
OMB approval. OMB in carrying out ils
responsibility under the Act also
considers comments on the forms and
recordkeeping requirements that wili
alfect the public.

———

List of Forms Under Review

Every Monday and Thursday (9)51:]

. publishes a list of the agency forms
received for re\neue since the last list
was published. The list has all the

_entries for one agency together and

- grouped into new forms, revisions,
extensicns, or reinstatements. Some
forms listed as revisions may only have
a change in the number-of respundents

. or a reestimate of the time needed to fill.

them our rather than any change to the .
content of the form! The agency .

clearance officer can tell you the nature '

of any pa*txcular reivnsxon youare
_interested in. Each entry contains the
* following information:

The rame and telephone number of the
agency ciearance officer {from whom s copy
of the form and supparting documents 15
aviulable):

The office of the agency issuing this form;

The title of the forny;

The agency form number, if applicable:

How often the form must be filled out:

Who will be required or ashed to report;

An est:mate of the number of forms that
will be Elied out; . s

_An estumate of the total number of hours
wevded to fill our the form; and

The name and telephone number of the

" person or office responsible for OMB review.

Reporting or recordkeeping A
requirements that appear to raise no

significant issues are approved promply. .

Our usual practics is not to take any
action on proposed reporting

requirements until at least ten working
.days after notice in the Federal Register
_but occasionally the public interest

requires more rapid action.

Comments and Questions

-Copies of the proposed forms and
supporting dociuments may be obtained

from the agency clearance officer whose

name and telephone number appear
under the agency name. The agency
clearance officer will send you a copy of

. the proposed form, the request for

clearance (SF83), supporting statement,
instructions, transmittal letters, and

" other documents that are submitted to

OMSB for review, If you experience
difficulty in obtaining the information
you need in reasonable time, please
advise the OMB reviewer to whom the
report is assigned. Comments and
questions about the items on this list
should be directed to the OMB reviewer

or office listed at the end of each entry.

If you anticipate commentingon a
form but find that time to prepare will
prevent you from submitting comments

* promptly, you should advise the

reviewer of your intent as early as
possible. _

The timing and format of this notice
have been changed to make the
pubhcatlon of the notice predictable and
to give a clearer explanation of this
process to the public. If you have
comments and suggestions for further
improvements to this notice, please send
them to Jim J. Tozzi, Assistant Director
for Regulatory and Information Policy,
Office of Management and Budget, 726

"Jackson Place, Northwest. Washington,

D.C. 20503.
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

-Agency Clearance Ofﬁceb—Rlchard }.

Schrimper—417-6201
Revi lslon.s

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
.Service

Insect Survey and Detection .

PPO 391

On Occasion

State Agri. Extension Service Personnel,

5,209 Responses, 5.880 Hours
Charles A, Ellett, 395-5080

" Economics, Statistics, and Cooperutwes

Service
June Enumerative Survey
Annuully
Land operators in sample segments.
125.000 responses, 44,060 hours

Offnce ot’ Federal Statxstlcal Pollcy &
 Standard, 673-7974

, Food Safety and Quality Service
’ Subchapter C Mandatory Poultry

. Products lnspection
9, CFR 381
Other (see SF-83)
Poultry packers, pracessors, etc., 556,205
:responses, 28,011 hours ,
Charles A. Ellett, 395-5080

Food Safety and Quality Service

Shbchapter B Voluntary Inspection end
Cerhf:cation Service

9 CFR 350-362

Othet {see SF-83)

Meat packers, processors, etc., 28
‘responses, 7 hours ‘

Charles A. Ellett, 395-5080

- Food Safety and Quality Service !

Mandatory Meat Inspection, Subchapter
A - ’

9 FFR 301-335 .

Other (see SF-83)

Meat packers, processors, etc., 426,600
responses. 161,835 hours

Charles A. Ellett, 395—5080

DEPAth? OF COMMERCE

Agency Clearance Offi cer——Edward
Mlcbals—-aﬂ-3827 ;

New Forms -

. l\atmnal Oceanic and Atmospheric

lAdmlmstmtlon

Report of transmitting antenna
‘onstruction alteration and/or
removal

NOAA 76-10

On occasion _

aner of transmitting towers license by
FCC 3,200 responses, 800 hours

John A. Caron, 395-3785

Rcf.’l'isions .

Feonomic Developmént Administration

Local public works payroll reporting
form

ED-746 R

Weekly ’ 7

Const. [Sub)—Contr. on Fed -funded
pub works proj. 14,825 responses,
7412hours

]ohn A. Caron, 395-3785 :

Economic Development Admlnlstmtlon

Identification of LPW grantee,
evaluation representative, contractors
and subcontractors

ED-747 . 5

On occasion

State & local government agcncles 165 -
responses, 50 hours -.

John A. Caron, 395-3785
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am., local time, on August 17, 1978 at
the Carliton Inn Baliroom, 1515-A Me-
morial Drive, Two Rivers, Wis, 54241,
to consider pertinent matters in ac-
cordance with 10 CFR 2.751a8

The date and place of the the subse-
quent evidentiary hearing will be set
by the Board, and notice thereof will
be published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
The specific issues to be considered at
the hearing will be determined oy the
Board.

For further detafls with respect to
the matters under consideration, see
the application for amendments dated
March 21, 1878, which {s available for
public inspection at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street
NW.. Washington, D.C., and at the
Manitowoc Public Library, 808 Hamil-
ton Street, Manitowos, Wis. 54220, and
at the University of Wisconsin, Ste-
vens Point Library, Stevens Point,
Wis. 54481,

Any person who wishes to make an
oral or written statement in this pro-
ceeding but who has not filed a peti-
tion for leave to intervene as noted
above may request permission to make
a limited appearance pursuant Lo the
provisions of 10 CFR 2715 of the
Commissfon’s rules of practice. Limit-
ed appearances will be permitted in
this proceeding at the discretion of
the Board, within such limits and on
such conditions as may be determined
by the Board, Persons, desiring to
make & limited appearance are re-
quested to inform the Secretary of the
Commission, United States Nuclear
Regulatory Commisston, Washington,
D.C. 20555, not later than September
8, 1978,

A person permitled to make a limit-
ed appearance docs not become a
party, but may state his or her posi-
tion and raise questions which he or
she would like to have answered to the
extent that the questions are within
the swope of the hearing as specified
above. A member of the public does
not have the right to participate
unless granted the right to intervene
as a party or the right of limited ap-
pearance.

An answer to this notice, pursuant
to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.705 of
the Commission’'s rules of practice,
must be filed by the parties to this
proceeding (other than the regulatory
staff) not later than August 28, '978.

Papers required to be filed in this
proceeding may be filed by mail or
telegram addressed to the Secretary of
the Commission, United States Nucle-
ar Regulatory Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing
and Service Branch, or may be filed by
delivery to the Commission's Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW,,
Washington, D.C.

Pending further order of the Hear-
ing Board designated for this proceed-

NOTICES

ing, parties are required to file, pursu-
ant to the provisions of 10 CFR 2.708
of the Commission's rules of practice,
an original and twenty (20) conformed
coples of each such paper with the
Commission.

It 1s 30 ordered.

Dated at Bethesda, Md. this 31st day
of July 1978.

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board designated to rule on petitions
for leave to intervene.

MARSHALL E. MILLER,
Chairman.

{FR Doc. 78-21784 Filed 8-4-78; 8:45 am)

[7590-01]
{Docket Nos. 59-445A and 50-446A]

TEXAS UTILITIES GENERATING CO., ET AL.

Notice of Recalpt of Attorney Genaral's Advice
and Time for Filing of Petitions Te Intervene
on Antitrust Matters

‘The Commission has received, pur-
suant to section 105c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
following advice from the Attorney
General of the United States, dated
August 1, 1978, with respect to an op-
erating license application for Coman-
che Peak Steam Electric Station, units
No. 1 and No. 2:

This letter responds to your communica.
tion of June 26, 1978, which seeks our advice
on the competitive implications of lssuing
&n operating license in the above-captioned
matter. By order of Junc 21, 1978, the Com-
miss’on found that changed circumstances
in the licensee's® activities had occurred
such as to require that further antitrust
review be undertaken. Under the Atomic
Energy Act? this threshold “significant
changes” detcrmaination by t..» Commis-
slon requires that the Attorney General be
consulted concerning the advisability of
holding an .ititrust proceeding at the oper-
ating licer ¢ stage.

Prior * chis determination of changed cir-
cumstances, the Department rendered anti-
trust advice on the subject nuclear plant as
well ©s on other nuclear units planned
within the State of Texas. In our letter of
January 17. 1974, we had advised that an
antitrust hearing on the Comanche Peak
application would not be necessary provid-
ing the applicant would agree to certain
conditions that would attach to the con-
struction permit. Those conditions basically
provided for: (1) Access to the Comanche
Peak and futurc nuclear units; (2) support.
ing requests for membership in the Texas
Interconnected System (TIS) (3) reserve
sharing: (4) ‘ransmission services; and (5)
emergency and maintenance support. In our
view, based on an analysis of the competi-

'"The licensee or Applicant means Texas
Utilities Co. (TU) and its various operating
and service subsidiary companies including
Dallas Power & Light Co., Tcxas Electric
Service Co., and Texas Power & Light Co.,
each of which is a joint owner of the Texas
Uthlities Generating Co.

*Sectlon 105(cX(2).

tive situation at that time. the implementa-
tion of these conditions would have prevent-
ed the malntenance or creation of s situa-
tion Inconsistent with the antitrust laws, as
specified {n sectlon 105 (eX5), 16 US.C
$2523, which we judged would otherwise
occur,

By letter dated February 21. 1978, the De-
partment presented a detalled analysis of
the considesations which led it to conclude
that in reference to the South Texas Proj-
ect. units 1 and 2, the competitive situation
in the Tecxas electric power markets had
changed significantly subsequent to our ear-
lier advice letter to you.® In our view, the
use by HL&P and TU of thelr dominance to
enforce an “intrastate only’ policy through
the threat of disconnection, could injure
other elecric systems in the area and fore-
close competition from utllities now operat-
ing in interstate commerce, and. thus, consi.
tuted & situation inconsistent with the antl-
trust laws warranting an antitrust hearing.*
In the Department's judgment, those con-
siderations are equally applicable to devel-
opments that pertain to the subject nuclear
plant and have transpired since our January
17, 1974, advice letter.

As noted in our letter of February 21,
1978. the situation in Texas has changed
significantly since the prior letters of
advice. The Licensee of the above-captioned
application. on or about May 4. 1878, [sic}
along with HL&P, opened the electrical in.
terconnections that had historically been
maintained with other Texas electric utill-
ties. For an approximate one year period,
applicant refused to reestablish those inter-
connections except on the condition that
those other systems would refrain from
buying, selling or exchanging power with
systems operating in Interstate commerce.
During this period. other smaller utilitles in
the area experienced significant increases in
the costs of power and decreased ablilty to
compete with applicant and with one an-
other as a direct result of the refusal of ap-
plicant and HL&P to interconnect.

Applicant and HL&P insist that any co-
ordination arrangements into which either
enters will be conditioned specifically on the
“intrastate only” operation of the utllities
participating in those arrangements. This
policy has been employed by TU specifically
{n reference to the Comanche Prak facility
and In its more recent offers to sell capacity
and economy energy with other utilities.

As noted in our letter of Fcbruary 21,
1978, the present situation in Texas renders
participation in nuclear generatlion and in-
creased coordination among utilities both
within and outside the state of critical tn-
portance to the competitive abllity of the
other systems with which TU now competes
or could compete. It was concern about the
potentially adverse effects. upon competl-
tion of the intrastate only policy that jed to
the reservation (in condition 11 of the con-

3The Department had advised by letter
dated May 17, 1974, that an antitrust hear-
Ing on the Allen’s Creek Nuciear Generating
Station would not be nccessary and by
letler dated October 22, 1974 that an antl-
trust hearing on the South Texas Project
would not be necessary.

*The Commiasion subscquently ordered
an antitrust hearing on the operating -
cense application for the South Texas Pro)-
ect. TU's petition to iIntervene as a full
party in that procceding was granted by the
?{ogi;:asuely and Licensing Board on June
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struction permit) of the freedom to reassess
the effects of this policy should subsequent
everts render & reexamlnation necessary.

It is the Department's view that. because
of applicant’s and HL&P's adherence to a
policy of Intrastate only operstions in light
of the present market situation, and consld-
ering the unprecedented disruptive action of
disconnection undertaken by applicant and
HI&P to enforce this policy and agreement,
an antitrust hearing {3 necessary to deter-
mine whether additional conditions should
be attached to the operating license of the
Comanche Peak units in order to eliminate
a situation Inconsistent with the antitrust
laws.

Any person whose interest may be af-
fected by this proceeding may, pursu-
ant to section 2.714 of the Commis-
slon’s “rules of practice,” 10 CFR Part
2, {ile & petition for leave to intervene
and request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions
for leave to Intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by September 8,
1978, either (1) by dellvery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C. or (2)
by mafl or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555,
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission.
ARGt ToaLsTON,
Acting Chief. Antitrust and In-
demnily Group, Office of Nu-
clear Reactor Regulalion.
{FR Doc. 78-27129 Filed 8-4-78; 8:47 am)

[4910-58]

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

[Docket No. S§A-483)

AIRCRAFT INCIDENT—LA GUARDIA AIRPORT,
N.Y.

Public Hearing

Notice is hercby given that the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board
will convene & public hearing at § a.m.
(local time) on August 29, 1978, In the
Starlight Garden Room 1 and 2 of the
International Hotel, John F. Kennedy
International Airport, Jamaica, N.Y.

The public hearing will be held in
connection with the Safety Roard’s In-
vestigation of an incident {nvolving a
North Central Airlines, Inc., DC-9,
NS5TN, and a Cessna Citation,
N51MW, at La Guardia Alrport, N.Y.,
June 21, 1978.

MARTIN SPEISER,
Senior Hearing Officer.

Avucusr 2, 1978.
(FR Doc. 78-21859 Filed 8-4-78; 8:45 am]

NOTICES

[7555-02]

OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY POLICY

SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY AND DEVELOPMENT
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notice of Establishment

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), it is
hereby determined that the establish-
ment of the Sclence, Technoiogy. and
Development Advisory Committee is
necessary, appropriate, and in the
public interest In connection with per-
formance of the duties imposed upon
the Director, Office of Sclence and
Technology Policy (OSTP) by the Na-
tlonal Science and Technology Policy.
Organization and Prioritles Act of
1876. This determination follows con-
sultation with the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB), pursuant to
section 8(a)2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act and OMB Circular A-
83, Revised.

1. Name of group: Science, Technol-
ogy. and Development Advisory Com-
mittee,

2. Purpose and function: In March
1978, the President decided to create a
Foundation for International Techno-
logical Cooperation in the reorganized
foreign ald structure. To develop de-
talled plans for the Foundation. a
planning office has been established
reporting to Governor Gllligan. Chair-
man of the Development Coordination
Committee. OSTP has been instru-
mental In developing the concept of
<he Foundation and the Planning
Office; the Advisory Committee heing
established will advise me on the con-
cept and early planning of *he Foun-
dation. as well as on -elated policy
issues and programs of the U.S. Gov-
ernment. The specific functions of this
Comrr ..tee will be:

Te orovide general guidance for the
OFf . P and the FITC Planning Office;

To make suggestions and review pro-
posals for priorities among program
areas and projects in the injtial phase
of FITC actlvities;

To review proposals for relationships
of the FTI'C and AID and other cur-
rent agencies and departments and to
universities, Federal laboratories,
foundations, corporations. and other
private Institutions that are signifi-
cant participants {n the U.S. develop-
ment efforts;

To assist in the identification of In-
dividuals and Government programs
in developing countries who can work
with the FITC in collaborative efforts
to develop programs and projects: and

To advise on related programs and
pollcles concerned with applying sci-
ence and technology to developing
country needs.

In order to provide a source of
advice and expertise on the issues in-

34851

volved, the Advisory Committee will
be established to draw together ex-
perts from academia, labor, founda-
tions, and industry.

3. Effective date of establishment
and duration: The Advisory Commit-
tee is established to provide advice to
the Director of the Offlce of Science
and Technology Policy and to the Spe-
clal Assistant to the President for
Budget and Organizatlon, and Is estab-
lished for 18 months from the date the
charter s filed with the standing com-
mittees of Congress having legislative
jurisdiction for the Office of Sclence
and Technolory Pollcy.

4. Membership: The Advisory Com-
mittee will be comprised of approxi-
mately 20 individuals from Industry,
academia, labor, and foundations
having quallfications for providing
expert kinowledge in the flelds of agri-
culture, health, forestry, engineering.
energy. economics, sociology., and
other scientific and technological
fields pertinent to development.

S. Advisory Committee operation:
The Advisory Committee =l operate
In accordance with provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92-463), OSTP policy and proce-
dures, OMB Circular No. A-63. Re-
vised, and other directives and instruc-
tions issued In implementation of the
act.

FRANK PRESS,
: Director.

{FR Doc. 78-21833 Filed 8-4-78: 8:45 am)

[8010-01]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

{Rclease No. 15009, File No 4-281)

Americen Stock Exchonge, Inc., and New York
$Tock Exchananse, Inc.

Temporary Order

Notice is hereby given that the Secu-
rittes and Exchange Commission has
issued an order, pursuant to section
11A(aX3XB) of the Securitics Ex-
change Act of 1934 (the Act™), autho-.
rizing certaln self-regulatory organiza.
tions to act jointly, in accordance with
& plan (the “plan”) filed with the
Commission, with respect to matters
as to which they share authority
under the Act in planning, developing,
operating, and regulating a natjonal
market facility consisting of a consoli-
dated quotation system (the ‘quota-
tion system”). The order authorizes
those self-regulatory organizations to
implement that facility on a tempo-
rary basis as a means of facilitating a
national market system in accordance
with the requirements of section 114
of the Act.!

'The temporary authorization granted
hereln includes not only the apecific self-
Footnotes continued on next page
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Evaluation, and (4) Amendment No. 31
and its related Fire Protection Safety
Evaluation dated February 28, 1978. All
of these items are available for public
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Street. NNW.,
Washington, D.C. and at the Hartsville
Memorial Library, Home and Fifth
Avenues., Hartsville, South Carolina
20550, A copy of items {2}, (3) and (4)
ma, be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland. this 4th day
of Sepiember, 1979.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
A. Schwences,
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch %1,
Division of Operatng Reactors.
|FR Doc. 79-230808 Piled 3-13-7%: &4 )
BLLING CODE 7999-01-48

Draft Reguiatory Guide; Notice of
Issuance and Avaliabllity

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has issued for public comment a draft of
a new guide planned for its Regulatory
Guide Series together with a draft of the
associated value/impact statement. This
senes has been developed to describe
and make available to the public
methods acceptable to the NRC staff of
implementing specific parts of the
Commission’s regulations and, in some
cases, to delineate techniques used by
the staff in evaluating specific problems
or postulated accidents and to provide
guidance to applicants concerning
certain of the information needed by the
staff in its review of applications for
permits and licenses.

The draft guide, temporarily identified
by its task number, OH 7144, is entitled
*Applications of Bioassay for Fission
and Activation Products” and is
intended for Divisian 8, “Occupational
Health.” It 1dentifies the bases that will
be used by the NRC staff in evaluating
:he need for incorporating in licenses
provisions to require bioassay programs
in installations where employees may
be subject to internal radiation exposure
from the inhalation or ingestion of fision
or neutron activation products. The
guide also describes methods for
developing such bioassay programs. The
guide will endorse ANSI N343-1978,
“Internal Dosimetry for Mixed Fission
and Activation Products.”

This draft guide and the associated
value/impact statement are being issued
to involve the public in the early stages
of the development of a nﬁatory
position in this area. They have not
received complete staff review and do

not represent cn official NRC stafl
position.

Public comments are being solicited
on both drafts, the guide (including any
implementation schedule) and the draft
value/impact statement. Comments on
the draft value/impact statement should
be accompanied by supporting data.
Comments on both drafts should be sent
to the Secretary of the Commission. US.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Service Branch. by
October 28, 1978.

Although a time limit is given for
comments on these drafts. comments
and suggestions in connection with (1)
items for inclusion in guides currently
being developed or (2) improvements in
all published guides are encouraged at
any time.

Regulatory guides are available for
inspection at the Commission’s Public
Document room, 1717 H Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. Requests for single
copies of draft guldes or the latest
revision of published guides (which may
be reproduced) nr for placement on an
automatic distribution list for single
copies of future guides or draft guides in
specific divisions should be made in
writing to the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20355,
Attention: Director, Division of
Technical Information and Document
Control. Telephone requests cannot be
accommodated. Regulatory guides are
not copyrighted. and Commission
approval is not required to reproduce
them.

{5 US.C. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 5th day
of September 1978,

For e Nudicar Regulatory Commissivn.
Karl R. Goller,
Director. Division of Siting. Health ond
Safeguards Standards, Office of Standards
Development.
[FR Doc. 7533008 Piied 8-13-7% R4S a2}
BRLING CODE 7590-83-48

[Docket Nos. 50-445A and 50-446A]

Téxas Utilities Genersating Co.; Receipt
of Attorney General's Advice and Time
for Filing of Pstitions To Intervene on
Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received,
pursuant to section 105¢c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the
following additional advice from the
Attomey General of the United States,
dated September 5, 1878, with respect to
an operating license application for
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Swation,
Units No.1and 2

You bave requested o i further advics
pursuant to Section 106¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, with regard
to the participation by the Texas Municipal
Powaer Agency (TMPA] in the Comanche
Peak Stsam Elactric Station, Units 1 and 2,
NRC Docket Nos. 50-445A and S0-448A.

The Comanche Peak Steam Elactric Station
will consist of two units, eack rated at 1150
megawatts. The station is being built and will
be operated by Texas Utilities Generating
Company [TUGCOL s subsidiary of Texas
Utilities Company {TU)." By the terms of the
agreement between TUGCO snd TMPA.
TMPA will secure & 8.2 percent ownership
interest, or 72 MW in each unit

TMPA is an agescy established in 1373
pursuant to Texas law. and it consists of four
Texas municipalities engaged in the
generation, tranamission. and distribution of
electric power. TMPA was formed so that
<.unicipal systems with electric generation in

Taxas could join together to build new
generation and to use their existing
generation more effectively. The present
members of TMPA are the Cities of Bryan.
Denton. Gariand and Greenville.

By letter to you dated August 1, 1978, the
Department advised the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission {NRC) that an antitrust heanng
would be necessary in reference to the
operating license application of TUGCO.
That antitrust heanng. currently in the final
stages of discovery. is scheduled to begin in
February of 1980. The basis for the
Depariment’s recommendation that an
antitrust beanng be condacted on the
Comanche Peak operating license was that
TU had combined with other utilities in
Texas and agreed to disconnect from any
other electrical utility that commenced
operation in interstate commerce. In light of
TU's dominant position in Texas, the fact that
it had disconnected from other electnc
utilities in 1978 when those utilities went into
interstate commerce, and in view of changed
circumstances in the electric utility marxets
in Texas. as set forth in my letter to you
dated February 21. 1978, regarding the South
Texas Project, NRC Docket Nos. 50498A and
50-499A. the Department concluded that an
antitrust heering was necessz:y.

Between 1978 and 1978 TMPA  -red into
two agreements with Texas Pow:  nd Light
Company (TP&L). a TU subsidiar  -ereby
TP&L agreed to supply ready econ encrgy

interruptible ofi-penk economy energy to
TMPA. On January 2, 1978, TMPA entered
into two additional contracts with TU
subsidiaries: the Comanche Peak Ownership
Agreemen! and a ransmission agreement. Ali
cf the foregoing contractual agreements
contain restrictions which. in effect. foreclose
TMPA from interconnecting with and
engaging in the buying and selling of power
or energy with electric utilities that operate 1n
interstate commerce. It is TU’s “intrastate
only™ policy and practice which is ihe subject
of the present Comanchs Peak antitrust

'The designation “TU™ compnses the Texas
Uthties Company ead its various operating and
nclading Dallas

Company. and Texas Power and Light Coenpat.y.
each of which is s jolat owner of the Texas Utilities
Cenerating Company (TUGCO)
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hoaring. Resolxtion of the antitrest issues in
that hearing wil ascessarlly resolve any
antitrust questions raised by these
restrictions in the contractal agreements
between TMPA and TU subsidiaries. TMPA
has agreed to be bound by the cutcome of the
present Comanche Pesk antitrust hsaring,
including the resolution of the intrastats only
restrictions in its contracts with TU
subsidiaries (See attached letter).

Our investigation of TMPA's application to
participate in the Comanche Peak Steam
Eleciric Station did, howevet, uncover the
existence of an agreement entered into in
1973 between the City of Garland (Garland)
and TP&L. This agreement effected a
territorial division of retail marketing areas
within Garland. s market jointly served by
Garland and TP&L. In 1978 the Texas Public
Utilities Commission jointly certified this
market area to Garland and TPaL This
agreement continoes to operate at the present
time. and. in fact. an exchange of some of the
allocated marketing areas between Garland
and TP&L occurred in 1977.

The Department believes that a purely
local agreement between a municipality and
an investor-owned electrical utility operating
under a franchise granted by the municipality
to divide retail marketing areas within the
municipality’s limits and whick does not bear
a significant relationship 1o competition in
the generation or trangmission of electric
power at the wholesale level ordinarily does
not form the basis for initiating an antitrust
hearing under Section 105¢. This is not to say.
however. that such agreements should not be
scrutinized by the NRC where relevant to
other antitrust concerns. It is the
Department’s belief that the antitrust
consequences. if any. stemming from such
purely local agreemants on the retail level
wou.d be more appropriately dealt with by
state utility commissions or under state or
federal antitrust legislation than by the NRC.
Indeed. the Department is examining this
agreement to determine whether further
action is appropriate under the federal
antitrust laws.

In light of the attached letter referenced
above. whereby the members of TMPA have
agreed to be bound by the outcome of the
present Comanche Peak antitrust hearing. the
Department believes that an antitrust hearing
on the application of TMPA to participate in
the Comanche Peak units is not necessary.

Attachment
August 29, 1973,

Texas Municipal Power Agency Application
for Amendment of Comanche Peak Steam
Electric Station Construction Permits

The Texas Municipal Power Agency
(TMPA) is a signatory to contracts with
subsidiaries of the Texas Utilities Company
that contain language which the Department
of Justice has construed o preventing or
limiting TMPA from operating in, or
interconnecting with othsr clectric utilities
that are operating in. interstate commerce. In
order 1o avoid the necsssity of an entitrust
bearing on TMPA's participation in the .
Comanche Pesk Steam Electric Station, NRC
docket numbers 50-440LA and 50-448A, TMPA
makes the following repress=tgtions:

{1) While TMPA is a party to coatracts that
contain intrastate only provisions, TMPA did
not request that such provisions be included
in the contracts and would not object to such
provisions being deleted from the contracts
or enjoined. shouid such deletion be ordered
or an injunction be issued in an
admunistrative or judicial proceeding or be
agreed to by the other signatories to the
contracts.

(2) TMPA agrees to be bound by the
outcome of the present operating license
antitrust proceedings involving the Comanche
Peak Steam Electric Station including any
conditions that are attached to the operating

license as & result of that proceeding.
Texas Municipal Power Agency

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2.714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice.” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intevene and
request a hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave 1o intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by October 15,
1979 either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Service Branch at 1717 H
Street. NW, Wg+hington, DC, or {2} by
mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, DC 20555,
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jerome Saltzman,

Chiel. Antitrust and Indemnity Group. Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

{FR Doc. 9-28008 Filed 9-13-7%: 84S am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-4

{Docket No. 50-261)

Carolina Power & Light Co.; Issuance
of Amendment to Facility Operating
License

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 41 to Facility
Operating License No. DPR-23. issued to
the Carolina Power and Light Company.
(the licensee), which revised Technical
Specifications for operation of the H. B.
Robinson Steam Electric Plant Unit No.
2 (the facility} located in Darlington
County, Hartsville, South Carolina. The
amendment is effective as of September
1.1979.

The amendment revises the Technical
Specifications to refiecl curporaie
organization changes and a change to
the audit frequency for the Security
Plan.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
of 1854, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission’s rules and regulations. The
Commission has made appropriate

findings as required by the Act and the
Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter I. which are set forth in the
license emendment. Prior public nolice
of this amendment was not required
since the amendment does not involve a
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment will not
result ir any significant environmental
impact and pursuant to 10 CFR
§ 51.5{d)(4) an environmental impact
statement. or negative declaration and
environmental impact appraisal need
not be prepared in connection with the
issuance of this amendment.

For further details with respect to this
action. see {1) the application {ur
amendment dated July 2. 1979: (2)
Amendment No. 41 to License No. DPR-
23: (3) the Commission’'s letter dated
September 5, 1979. All of these 1tems are
available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, N.-W., Washington, D.C.
and at the Hartsville Memorial Library,
Home and Fifth Avenues. Hartsville,
South Carolina. A copy of items (2} and
{3) may be obtained upon request
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission. Washington.
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director. Division
of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland. this Sth day
of September. 1979.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commussion.
A. Schwencer.

Chief. Operating Reactors Branch =].
Division of Operating Reactors.

{FR Doc. 79-28828 Filed 9-13-79 8.45 am|
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION
SAFETY BOARD

Relocation of Dulies High v Field
Office

The Dulles Highway Field Office
function will be relocated to the New
York Field Office of the National
Transportation Safety Board on October
1. 1979. The area responsibility for the
highway function will remain the same,
i.e.—Maine. Vermont. New Hampshire,
New York, Delaware, Massachusetls,
Rhode Islend. Connecticut. New Jersey.
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia,
Pennsylvania, Ohio. and Michigan,

All agencies and individuals having
business with the Dulles—Highway
Field Office will contact the New York
Field Office after October 1, 1979. The
office is located in the Federal Building.
Room 202, John F. Kennedy International
Alrport, Jamaica, New York 11430.
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inservice inspection requirements with
an inservice inspection prog:am that
meets the requirements of 10 CFR
50.55a(g).

By letter dated Spetember 26, 1979, as
supporied by the related safety
evaluation, the Commission has also
granted relief from certain requirements
of the ASME Code, Section X1, “Rules
for Inservice Inspection of Nuclear
Power Plant Components” to the
licensees. The relief relates to the
inservice inspection program for the
facility, The ASME Code requirements
are incorporated by reference into the
Commission's rules and regulations in 10
CFR Part 50. The relief is effective as of
its date of issuance.

The application for the amendment
and request for relief comply with the
standards and requirements of the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
{the Act). and the Commission’s rules
and regulations. The Cummission has
made appropriate findings as required
by the Act and the Commission’s rules
and regulations in 10 CFR Chupter 1.
which are set forth in the license
amendment and letter and safety
evaluation. granting reiief. Prior public
notice of this amendment was not
required since the amendment does not
involve a significant hazards
consideration.

The Commission has determined that
the issuance of this amendment and the
granting of the relief will not result in
any significant environmental impact
and that pursuant to 10 CFR 51.5(d}(4)
an environmental impact statement or
negative declaration and environmental
impact appraisal need not be prepared
in connection with issuance of these
actions.

For further details with respect to
these actions, see (1) the application for
amendment dated June 24. 1977
(Proposed Change No. 60}, and
supporting information submitted by
letters dated September 28, 1977, May
28, 1978, and September 4, 1979, (2)
Amendment No. 46 to License No. DPR-
13, (3) the Commission’s related Safety
Evaluation, and {4) the Commission's
letter to the licensee dated September
28, 1979. All of these items are available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
and at the Mission Viejo Branch Library,
24851 Chrisanta Drive, Mission Viejo,
California 92676. A single copy of items
(2), (3) and (4) may be obtained upon
request addressed to the U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division
of Operating Reactors.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 26th day
of September, 1973

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Thomas V. Wambach,
Acting Chief. Operating Reactors Bronch #2,
Division of Operating Reactors.
[FR Doc. 7931228 Filed 10-0-7% £45 am|
BULLING CODE 7308-04-4

[Docket Nos. 50-445A mnd 50-446A)

Texas Utilities Generating Co.; Notice
ot Receipt of General's
Advice and Time for Filing of Petitions
To Intervene on Antitrust Matters

The Commission has received.
pursuant to section 105c of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. the
following additional advice from the
Attorney General of the United States,
dated September 25, 1879, with respect
to an operating license application for
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station,
Units No. 1 and No. 2

You have requested our further advice
pursuant to Section 105¢ of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended. with regard
to the participation by the Brazos Electric
Power Cooperaiive, Inc. Brezos) in the
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station, Units
1 and 2. NRC Docket Nos. 50—445A and 50-
44BA.

The Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station
will consist of two units, each rated at 1150
megawatts. The station is being built and will
be operated by Texas Utilities Generating
Company (TUGCO). a subsidiary of Texss
Utilities Company {TU).! By the terms of the
agreement between TUGCO and Brazos,
Brazos will secure a 3.8 percent ownership
interest. or 44 MW in each unit. Brazos is a
generation and transmission cooperative
providing power 10 a number of member
distribution coopesatives in central Texas.

By letter to you dated August 1, 1978, the
Department advised the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) that an antitrust bearing
would be necessary in reference to the
operating license application of TUGCO.
That antitrust hearing, carrently in the final
stages of discovery, is scheduled to begin in
February of 19680. The basis for the
Department's recommendation that an
antitrust hearing be conducted on the
Comanche Peak operating license was that
TU had combined with other utilities in
Texas and agreed to disconnect from any
other electrical utility that commenced
operation in interstate commerce. In light of
TU'a dominant position in Texas, tbe fact that
it had disconnected fro:n other electric
utilities in 1876 when those utilities went into
interstate commerce, and in view of changed
circumstances in the electric utility markets
in Texas, as set forth in my letter to you

! The desigaation “TU™ comprises the Texss
Utilities Cociipany aod its varioas opersting sad
service subsidiary companies inclading Dallas
Power 2nd Light Company. Texas Electric Service
Company, #nd Texas Power and Light Compeny,
euch of of {sic) which {3 a foint owner of the Texas
Utillties Genersting Compasy (TUGCO)

dated Februsry 21. 1978, regarding the South
Texas Project. NRC Docket Nos. 50-498A and
50-499A, the Department concluded that an
antitrust hearing was necessary.

The contractusl agreements between
Brazos and the TU subsidiaries, including the
Comanche Peak Ownership Agreement and
Transmission Agreement, contained
restrictions which. in effect. foreclose Brazos
from interconnecting with and engaging in the
buying and selling of power or energy with
electric utilities that operate in interstate
commerce. It is TU's “intrastate only™ policy
and practice which is the subject of the
present Comanche Peak antitrust hearing.
Resolution of the antitrust issues in that
hearing will necessarily resolve any antitrust
questions raised by these restrictions in the
contractual agreements between Brazos and
TU subsidiaries.

Brazos has agreed to be bound by the
outcome of the present Comanche Peak
anuitrust hearing. including the resolution of
the intrastate only restrictions in its contracts
with TU subsidiaries {See attached letter). In
light of this agreement, and the absence of
other evidence that Brazos' participation in
the Comanche Peak units would create or
maintain a situation |sic) inconsistent with
the antitrust laws. the Department believes
that an antitrust hearing on this application is
no! necessary.

Attachment

September 14, 1973.

Brazos Electric Power Cooperative, Inc,
Comanche Peak Electric Station. NRC Docke*
Nos. 50445A and 50448A, USDO] File No.
DAK:FHP 60-57-0.

This letter is in response to the letter of Mr.
Fred Parmenter to me dated September 19,
1979, concerning the anti-trust review of the
above license applications by the Department
of Justice and is fur1ished o you for the
Department's usz in rendering its anti-trust
advice to the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
for the applications in the above dockets.

The Brazos Electric Power Cooperat.ve,
Inc. (Brazos) is a signatory to contracts with
subsidiaries of the Texas Utilities Company
that contain language which the Justice
Department has construed as ~reventing or

limiting Brazos from operatin 1. or
interconnecting with other ele ¢ utilities
that are operating in interstal:  mmerce. In
order to avoid the necessity o1 inti-trust

hearing on Brazos® participaticn in the
Comanche Peak Steam Electric Station. NRC
Docket No. 50-445A and 50—448A. Brazos
makes the following representations:

(1) While Brazos is a party to contracts that
contain intrastate only provisions. Brazos did
not request that such provisions be included
in the contracts and would not object to such
provisions being deleted from the contracts
or enjoined. should such deletion be ordered
or an unjunction be issaed in an
administrative or judicial proceeding or be
agreed to by the othier aignatories to the
contracts.

(2) Brazos agrees to be bound by the
outcome of the present operating license anti-
trust proceeding involving the Comanche
Peak Steam Electric Station, including any
conditions that are attached.to the operating
license as a result of that proceeding.

o
B

'y
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- If you find that you need further
information concerning this matter, please let
me know.

Brazos Electric Power Cooperative. Inc.

Any person whose interest may te
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant to § 2714 of the Commission’s
“Rules of Practice.” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petitien for leave 1o intervene and
request a hearing an the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave 1o intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by November 9,
1979 either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Docketing and Sesvice Branch at 1717 H
Street NW. Washington, DC, or (2} by
mail or telegram addressed to the
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Washington, DC 20555,
Attn: Docketing and Service Branch.

For the Nuclear Regulatary Commission.

Jerome Saltzman,

Chief. Antitrust and Indemmnity Group. Office
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

IFR Doc. 7931270 Filed 10-6-70: £45 amj

BALLING CODE 7300-03-43

Interim Statement of Policy and
Procedure

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

AcTion: Statement of Policy.

SUMMARY: The March 28, 1979, accident
at Unit No. 2 of the Three Mile Island
nuclear piant is being investigated by
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and
a number of other bodies. These
investigations may result in significant
changes in the Commission’s regulatory
policy and in the procedures it employs
to license nuclear power facilities. The
Commission is currently considering a
range of options dealing with the extent
to which its regulatory structure should
be madified during the pendency of the
investigations. This statemeat is beirg
issued ta clarify the Commission's
previously announced policy decisions
on how licensing proceedings should be
conducted while the Commission
considers changes.in the procedures by
which it exercises supervision over
adjudizatery licensing decisions.

The Commission has determined that
new construction permits, limited work
authorizations, or operating licenses for
any nuclear power reactors shall be
issued only after action of the
Commisaion. itself. The Commissian will
shortly decide the procedures by which
its further actian will be taken. In these
circumstances no. full adjudicatory
decisian which authorizes issnance of
such.a permit, authorization: oz license
shallbe-issued by an Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board except aftes further

order of the Commission itself.
However, all other adjudicatory
proceedings including enforcement and
license amendment proceedings may
cuntinue. Further, the issuance of
appellate decisions and partial initial
decisions may also continue. The
Commission’s staff should continue its
present policy of informing the
Commission, NRC licensees, and NRC
applicants of staff's views cn the
implications of the Three Mile Island
accident in general and on what
corrective or preventive actions are
called for in specific cases as a result of
its analysis of the accident. In particular,
this means the staff is authorized to
proceed with licensing reviews and
present evidence on the implications of
the accident for resolution of
proceedings now before Atomic Safety
and Licensing Boards. Of course, staff is
free to conclude on a case-by-case basis
that further consideration is required
before it is prepared to speak to a
particular issue or in a particular
proceeding, and it may appropriately
communica!2 anv such conclusion to the
Commission’s adjudicatory boards. The
Commission views these measures as
necessary to preserve the status quo
without under disruption to licensing
proceedings now underway.

The Commission has received
petitions from applicants in the Black
Fox and Skagit proceedings requesting
issuance of directives on the future
conduct of those proceedings. This
statement is intended to serve as the
Commission's interim response to those
requests. Final responses must await the
Commission’s generic policy decision on
licensing.

Dated 2¢ Washington, D.C., this 4th day of
October 1979,

For the Commiasion.

Samuel }. Chilk,

Secretary of the Commission.
IFR D&MMW“]
BILLING CODE 7890-01-4¢

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File Mo, 81-571T

American.International Pictures, Inc.,
Application and Opportunity for
Hearing

September 27, 1979,

Notice is heteby given that American
International Pictures, Inc. {"AIP")
("Applicant"),hae filed an application
pursuant to Section. 12(h} of the.
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, as
amended (the 1834 Act”), secking an
exemptian frons the requirement to file

reports pursuant to Sections 13 and
15(d) of the 1934 Act.

The Applicant states in part:

{1) Applicant, as a resuit of the merger
into a eubsidiary of Filmways. Inc.
(“Filmways"), has become a wholly-
owned subsidiary of that company. and
no longer has sheres of ita stack in the
hands of the public.

(2) The former AIP stockhaolders. as a
result of the merger will receive all
communications of Filmways, including
year-end financial and narrative
information in the Filways 16--K and
annual repott to stockholders, and other
periodic reports and notices.

{3} Applicant's common stock is no
longer quoted on NASDAQ.

In the abse=ce of an exemption
Applicant will be required to file certain
periodic reports with the Commission.
The Applicant cantends that no useful
purpose would be served in filing the
required periodic reports because there
are no longer public investors ar trading
interest in its securities.

For a more detailed statement of the
information presented, all persons are
reterred to said application which is on
file in the Office of the Commission at
1100 L Street, NW., Washington. D.C.
20549.

Notice is further given that any
interested, person not later than October
22, 1979, may submit to the Commission
in writing his views or any sabstantial
facts bearing on the application or the
desirability of a hearing thereon. Any
such communication or request should
be addressed: Secretary. Securities and
Exchange Commission. 500 North
Capitol Street, NW., Washington. D.C.
20549, and should state briefly the
nature of the interest of the person
submitting such informatic - or
requesting the hearing, the 2ason for
such request. and the issu:  of fact and
law raised by the appiicati. vhich he
desires to controvert.

Persons who request a hearing or
advice as to whether a hearing is
ordered will receive any notices and
orders issued in this matter. including
the date of the hearing (if ordered) and
any postponements thereof. At any time
after said date, an order granting the
application may be issued upan: request
or upon: the Commission's own motion.

For the:Commission, by the Division
of Corporation Finance pursuant to
delegated authority.

George A. Fitzrsimmons,
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 75-3120-Flled 10-0-2-8.45 am)
BILLING CODE $010-0%-4
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The heartings will be concerned with
(a) What are the causes of the high
les els of youth unemploymenit? What
factors cause young people, purticularly
minorily youth, problema, in the lnhnr
market? {b) Among the young
population, who is in need of servicies
and how should the aervices be
tnegeted? (c) What works best for
whom? Which educational. employment
und training initiatives have been
successful? Which have failed? {d) What
kind of delivery system is necesanry in
ordar to provide the services and
accomplish the youth employment
policy goals and objectives? Are the
present inlergovernmental and
institutional arrangements adequate.
need of redefinition. or will new
institutions and delivery systems be
necessary to respond to the educalional
and employment needs of youth? {e)
How should program performance be
mrasured? Whal are the best short-run
measures? What are the long-term
performance standards thal can be
npplied to youth employment programs?

Members of the generul public or
other interested individuals may attend
these hearings. Because of the
widespread interest in the subject of
vouth unemployment and the limited
time available {or the hearings. the
Youth Task Force has scheduled a
number of witnesses for ench hearing.
An attempt will be made, however, tu
hear from a limited number of addijtiona!}
persons who wish to be heard. Persons
wishing lo appear before the Tusk Force
should apply in writing to the "l{earings
Coordinator,” National Commission for
fmployment Policy. 1522 K Streel, N.\W..
Suite 300, Washington, D.C. 20005 not
later than 30 days hefore the hearing at
which they would like to appear.
Interested parties may submit wrilten
stiutements on any or 8}l of the agenda
itenms; such written statements should be
sent to the "Hearings Coordinator.™ at
the address above, not later than July 10.
1979.

Minutes of the meeting, working
papers, and other documents prepuared
{or the meeting will be available for
public inspection twenty working days
after the hearing at the Commission’s
headquarters located at 1522 K Street,
NW., Suite 300, Washington. D.C.

Signed at Washington. D C.. this twenty.
seventh day of March 1978,
Jaabefl V, Sewhill,

Director Natwonal Commassian lor Employment Mol
[FR f3nr, 781024 Filod 4-3-7% R 4% am]|
S8:LLING COOE 4510-30-M

[

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Commitiee on Reactor
Safeguards, Subcommittes on Waste
Management; Meeting

The ACRS Subcommitten on Waste
Munagement will hald an open menting
on April 18-19, 1979 at the Hanford
House Thunderbird Hotel, 802 George
Washington Way. Richland, WA 09352
Notire of this meeting waa published In
the Fedaral Regisier on March 23, 1074
{44 FR 17837).

In uccordance with the procedures
outlined in the Fedoral Registor on
October 4, 1978 (43 FR 45026), oral or
writlen statements may be presented by
members of the public, recordings will
he permitted only during those portions
of the meeting when a transcript ia bring
keptl. and questions may be asked only
by members of the Subcommitlee, its
consultants, and Stafl. Persons desiring
10 make oral statements should notify
the Designanted Federa! Employee as fur
in advunce as practicable so that
appropriate arrangements can be made
tc allow the necessary time during the
meeting for such statements.

The sgenda for the subject meeling
shall be as follows: Wednesday. April
18. 1979: 1:00 p.m. until the conclusion of
husiness. Thursday, April 19, 1970: 8:30
a.m. until the cornclusion of business.

The Subcommittee will hear
presentations by and hold discuasions
with representatives of the NRC Staf{,
the Department of Energy. the State of
New Mexico, and their consuitants.
pertinent to the following:

{1) Recent developments in
anlidification and vitrification of high
level wastes,

(2) Department of Energy studies of
disposal of high level wastes in both
hedded salt and non-salt media (basalt.
granite. aeabed).

(3) Recent changes in the NRC Waste
Mianagement Program.

(4) Stute of New Mexico activilies in
connection with the proposed Waste
Isolation Pilot Planl (WIPP) site.

Further information regarding tapics
1o be discussed. whether the meeting
has been cancelled or rescheduled, the
Chairman’s ruling on reques!s for the
opportunity to present oral statements
and the timae allotied therefor cun bo .
obtained by a prepcid telephone call to
the Designated Federal Employee for
thir meeting, Mr. Regnwald Muller,
telephone 202/034-1413 between 8:15
a m. and 5:00 p.m.. EST.

Dated March 22, 1979,

Samuel | CAIB,

Sex m-tary of 1he Commission.

{0 Do %9 0A8Y Pllert 4-2-79 A4A am!

fitling Cnae 7100-01-M

Atomic Safoty and Licensing Board;
Conference

In thn matter of Puget Sound Powanr
and Light Compnny, et al. (Skaglt
Nuclenr Power Project. Unlta 1 and 2):
Docket Nos. 50-622 nnd 50-623 Qrdor for
Conferenco.

The bonrd is heraby calling n
conferende of counsel for all of the
parties for Tuesday, Wednesdny and
Thursday, April 24. 25 and 28, 1578,
beginning each day at 9:30 a.m. The
conference will be held at Room 3088.
New Federal Building, 915 Second
Avenue, Seatile, Washington 88174.

The purpose of the conference is to
achedule evidentiary hearings and to
take further steps in moving along the
proceeding.

Briween now and the scheduled
conference. the board s planning to
issue an order setting forth the agenda
for the conference, including co'amenta
of its own on much of the subject malter
of the agendn as guidelines for the
partics, and also to issue its order on the
question of intervention by the Uppaer
Skagil Indian Tribe, the Sauk Suiattle
Indian Tribe and the Swinomish Triba!
Community as remanded by the Appeal
Board und as noted recently by the
Commuassion.

Done on this 27th dey of March 1979 at
Washington. D.C.

Alomic Safety and Licensing Board.
Vainntina A. Daasla.
Charrmon

[thwrb et Nos $-822 and 50-A2Y)

{FR Due. 79-a1A Fllad $-2-.79. A4S ami
BILLING COOE 759%0-01-4

Virginia Electric & Power Co,, North
Carolina Electric Membership Corp.
and Old Dominion Electric
Cooperative; Receipt of Attorney
General's Advice and Time for Filing of
Petitions to intervens on Antitrust
Matiers

The Commission has received.
pursuant to section 105¢ of the Atomic
Fnergy Act of 1864, as amendead, the
following additional adviea from the
Allorney General of the United States,
duted March 22, 1879, with respect 1o the
conatruction parmit application for Surry
Power Station. Units No. 1 and No. 2
and North Anna Power Station. Units
No. 1. No. 2, No. 3. and No. 4:
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“You have requested our advice pursuant
to Section 105(c} of the Alomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended. in connecliorr with the
purchase by North Carolins Electric
Membership Corporation and Old Dominion
Electric Cooperative of an ownership inleres.
In the nbove captioned nuclear units

“North Carolina Electric'a proposed
interest would be lase than 30 MW por unit.
and old Dominion's propossd interest would
be between 20 MW and 80 MW per unit. The
participation of these two entities in the
nuclear units is the culmination of
discussions beginning in 1872. Our earlier
recommendalion that it was a0t necessary for
the Commission lo conduct a hearing on the
application by Virginia Electric and Power
Company to construct cerlamn units at the two
plants was based, in part, on these
discussions.!

“Our review of the information submitted
In connection with the present application. as
well as other relevant information, has
disclosed no evidence that the proposed
participation by Old Dominion and Noarth
Carolina Electric in the North Anna and
Surry Units would elther create or maintain a
situation inconsistent with the sntitrust laws
under section 105(c'. We do not. therelore.
believe it is nocessary for the Commission 1o
hold an antitrust hearing on this matter.”

Any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding may,
pursuant lo § 2.714 of the Commiasion’s
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file a
petition for leave to intervene and
request & hearing on the antitrust
aspects of the application. Petitions for
leave to intervene and requests for
hearing shall be filed by May 3. 1979
either (1) by delivery to the NRC
Dockeling and Service Branch at 1717 11
Street, NW, Waczhington, DC. or (2) by
mall or telegram addreased to the
Secretary, US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555.
ATTN: Docketing and Service Branch.

Far the Nuclear Reguls.ory Commissior.
Jerome Salizman,

CMel Antirist and indeetaily Grsge Office of Nor boe
Reoctor Ragukstson

[Nocket Now 30-200A. 50-3M A W.1MA M-IWA N aHA
and W-WBA|

[FR Doc. 79863 Flled -3-7 R4S am|
FILLING COOE 7500-01-M

NUCLEAR REQULATORY
COMMISSION

Advisory Committee on reactor
Sateguards; Ravised Notice of Mesting

Regarding the previous Federal
Register Notice (published on March 21,
1078, Volumo 44. p. 17237-8, as revised)
for the moeting of the Advisory

' This recommendation was contained in a letter of
August 1, 1972 with regard 1o units 3 and 4 al the
North Anna Power Station and In a letter of
November 14. 1973, with regard 10 unita 3 and ¢ at
the S8urry Power Station.

Commiltee on Resctor Safeguards to be
held on April 5-7, 1979, In Washington,
D.C.. changes in achedule have heen
made us reflected below.

The agenda for the subject meeting
will be as follows;

Thursday, April 5, 1979

8:30 0.m.-9:00 a.m.: Fxecutive Session
{Open)—The Committee will hear and
discuss the report of the ACRS Chalrman
regarding miscellaneous matirrs relating to
ACRS activities.

The Committee will discuss candidales
proposcd [or appointment to thn Commitiee,
as appropriate. Portions of this session will
be closed as necessary to protect information
the release of which would represent a
clearly unwarranted invasion of personal
privacy.

£:00 0.m.~12:00 Noon: Meeting with NRC
Staff (Open}~The Commuttee will hear and
discuss reports by the Stafl regarding the
basis for shulting down five nuclear plants to
resolve piping questions and a recent
incident at the Three Mile Island Nuclear
Station Unit 2 which relensed primary
coolant into the containment.

12:00 a.m.- 100 p.m.: Exocutive Srssion
{Opern)— The Committer will discuss mnatters
proposed for discussion with the
Commissioners including the timing and
scope of the ACRS annual report on the NRC
Sufecty Research Program: combimtion of
dynamic loads. including those generated by
Acismic events. as a design basis {07 nuclear
Iacilibies: and & recent incident al the Three
Mile Isiand Nuclear Station Unit 2 which
released primary conlant into the
containment,

1.30 p.m. <100 p.m.: Mrrting with NHC
Commissionrrs (Open)—The Committee will
meet with the Comminalonors o discuss
itrms noted abave,

300 pm.~4 30 pm.: Mereting with
Drepartment of Energy (Open)=—The
Committes will hear a report and hold
discussions regarding the snlely reiated
aspects of the Tokamak Fucon Test Reactar

1200 M -4 p m: Anticipatrd Trans:ents
Without Scram (Openl—The Commities will
hear reporta from and hald discussions with
members of the NRC Staff and
representatives of the nuclear industry as
appropric.ie regarding altermative nuclear
plant modifications 1o resalve this issve.
Portions of this seasion will be cloand as
nrcevdary to discuss Proprietary Information
related to this matter.

Friday, April &, 1979

&0 a m 80 0. Rxeculive Srssron
{Open}—The Committee will hear and
discuss the report of Ita Subcommittes and
cansullanie who may be precent mgarding
the request for a permit 1o construct the Palo
Verde Nuclear Generating Station Units 4
and 8.

Portions of thin seasion will he clased a4
necesaary to discuss Pruprietary Information
appli~sbie to this facility and provisions for
the physical pratecton of this station,

8:00 0.m.-102:30 a.m.: Pnjo Verde Nuclear
Generoting Station Unils 4 and § {Open)—

The Committee will henr presentations by
and hold discusaions with ropresentotivues of
the NRC Sinlf and tha applicant ragarding the
request for a permit to congtruct this facility.

Portiona of this session will be closed as
neceaanry to discuss Praprintary Information
npplicabln 10 this facilily and provisions for
the physical protaction of this siation.

10:30 0.m.-12:00 Noon: Exacutiva Snaslon
{Open)—The ACRS will discuss its proposed
reports lo NRC regarding the Poalo Verdo
Nuclear Generating Station, and Anticipated
Transients Without Scram. The Commitien
will hear the report of its subcommittee and
consultants who may be present regarding
proposed operation of the Sequoyah Nurlear
Plant. -

Portions of this aession will be closed as
necessary to discucs Proprietary Information
applicable to these facilitics, provisions for
physical protection of the Palo Verde plant
and matters involved in adjudicatory
proceedings.

1:00 p.m.—4.30 p.m.: Sequoyah Nuclrar
Plant (Open)}—The Committoe will hear
presentations by and hold discussions with
representatives of the NRC Staff and the
applicant regarding the request to operate
thia plant.

Portions of this aession will be closed as
necessary to discuss Proprietary Information
applicable 10 this facility and provisions for
the physical protection of this station.

4.0 p.m.—&30 p.m.: Executive Session
[Oprn)—The Commitiee will hear and
discuss the reports of ACRS Subcommittees
and members on items related to nurlesr
power plant safety, including evaluation of
systems Inleractions, design of Integrated
protection systems, the ODYN Code.
regulatory activities, and degradation of
engineered tafety features st a nuclear power
piant.

The Committre will discuss its proposed
reports 1o the Nuclear Regulation
Commisunn regarding the Palo Verde
Nurlear Generating Station, the Sequoyah
Nuclear Plant. and Anticipated Transients
Without Seram

Portions of this sessinn will be closed as
necessary to discuss Proprietary information,
provisions for physical protection of these
stations and matters involved in adjudicatory
procredingn.

Saturday, Aprdl 7, 1973

2300 m —1030 o.m.: Execulive Session
{Oprn)—The Commitiee will discusa its
proposed reports 10 the NRC on the Palo
Verde Nuclear Generaling Station, the
Sequoyah Nuclesr Plant, and the proposed
traoluiion of Anticipated Transients Without
Scram Partions of this session will be closed
as necessary ta dincuss Proprietary
Information, provisions [or physical
protection of (hese stations, and matters
involved in adjudicatory proceedings.

1020 0.m.-12.00 Noon: Meeting with NRC
Stoff {Open)}~The Committee will hold
discussions with members of the NRC Office
of huipection and Enforcement regarding
policies and practicas 1elated to the
imposition of civil penalties, and
consideration of a proposed rule to redoce
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