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MEMORANDUM FOR: Philip Ting, Technical Assistant, Reactor Safety
Division of Systems Integration

FROM: Faust Rosa, Chief, Instrumentation-& Control Systems Branch
¢ Division of Systems Integration .
SUBJECT: OYSTER CREEK DEFERMENT OF MODIFICATIONS

Reference: Your memo to Assistant Directors dated February 4, 1982,
same subject :

Enclosure 3 to GPU's letter of December 24, 1981 provided a safety
sssessment of those modifications which.ave proposed to be deferred
from the 1982 to the 1984 refueling outage for Oyster Creek. In view

s . -"of the larce number of modifications to.be ¢ompleted in 1982 which will

' provide a significant increase in plant safety and the licensee's assess-

ment of the impact for the delay of items until 1984, 1CSB concludes
that requested relief for Protection System Analog Upgrade, Containment
High Range Radiation Monitor, Radiation Signals Purge and Vent Valves,
and Torus Temperature Instrumentation is acceptable.
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Faust Rosa, Chief
Instrumentation ? Control Systems Branch
Division of Systems Integration

Speis
Novak
Rosa
Russell
Dunning

cc:

Ts
¥s
F.
W.
Te

Contact:
T. Dunning, ICSB
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g ' rarisand foel inaccorgance
wiis i7 2 Commission’s regulations in 10
CFR Cherzter 1. and in s man-.er not

inimica! to the common defenge and
security, or to the health and « +fety of
the public. In accordance with i0 CFR.
the Commission has determinea that the
issuznce of this termination Order will
have no siznificant impact. The Fiading
of No Significant Environmental Lmpact
was sublishad in the Federal Register.
Far Sorther datails with respect to this
aclion see (1) the application for
authcrization to dismantle the facility
and Aispose of comporent parts and for
terr~inztion of facility operating license
cated September 27,1979, as
supplemeanted. (2) the Commission’s
Order Authorizing Dismantling of
Facility and Disposition of Component
Parts, dated January 22, 1980. and (3) the

Commission's related Safety Evaluation. ~

Each of these items are available for
public inzpzction at the Commission’s .
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street,
NW., Washington. D.C. A copy cf items
(2) and (3) may be obtained upon. .
request addressed to the U.5. Nuclear
Regulztery Commission, Washington.
D.C. 205535, Attention: Director, Division
of Licensing.

This termination Order is effective as
of its date of issuance.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland. this 7th day

of September 1984,
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

" Darrell G. Eisenhut, . .

Director, Division of Licensing.
[FK Doc. $4-24548 Flied 5-14-84: R4S am|
BILLING COOE 7590-01-M

{Docket No. 50-483]

Union Eleztric Co.; Environmental
Assessment and Fincing ot No
Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of partial
exemption from the requirements of
Appendix ] to 10 CFR Part 50 to the
Union Electric Company (the licensee)
for the Callaway Flant, Unit 1 located at
the license2's site in Callaway County,
Misscuri.

Environmental Assessment

Identification of Proposed Action

The exemption would elimin:te the
full pr-ssure test required by paragraph
I11.D.2(b)(ii) of Appendix ] normal air
lock opening and substitute a seal
leakaze test to be conducted at 3
pressure specified in the Technical
Specifications. The proposed exemption
is in accordance with the licersee's
request dated [uly 31, 1984.

The Need for tne Preposea Aclion

The proposed exemption is required to
provide the licensee with grea:.t plant

" availability over the lifetime of the

plant. -

Envirenmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The proposed exemption grants the
substitution of an airleck seal test for an
airlock pressure test while the reactor is
in a shutdown cor refueling mode. With
respect to this exemption from
Appendix J. the increment of -
environmental impact is related scley to
the potential increased probability of
containment leakage duriag an accident.
This could Jead to higher offsite and
control room doses. However, this

' .otential increase is very small, due to

‘he sdded seal leakage tests and the
protection against excessive leakage
afforded by the other tests required by
Appendix J.

Alternaiive to the Proposed Action

Becayn-e the staif has concluded that
there ‘s oo measurable environmental
impact associated with the proposed
exempiion, any aliwrnative to these
exomptions will have either no
environme-.ta) impact or greater
environmental impact. T .

The principal alternative would be to
deny the requested exemption. This
would not reduce environmental
iropacts of plant operations and would
result in reduced operational flexibility
and unv. arranted delays in power
ascension.

Alternctive Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use of
esources not previously considered in
connection with the “FLS related te the
operation of Callawey Plant Units 1 and
2" dated January 1982.

Agencies ar:d Persons Consulted

The NRC staff reviewed the licensee’s
request that supports the proposed
exemption. The NRC staff did not

_consult other agencies or persons.

Finding of No Sigpificant Impact

The Commission has determined not
to prepare an emvironmental impact
statement {or the ropocsd eve=2. o

- 3 e Y

bdased upoa -2 oregong T =
environmental assessment. we conciuce
that the proposed action wiil not have a
significant effect on the quality of the
human environment.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the requests for the
exemption dated July 31, 1984. which is
available for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Rocm,
1717 H Street, NW., Washington. D.C.,

and at e Foiion Gy Liztany, 709
Market Street, Fulion, Missouri.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 11th day
of September 1984.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Darrell G. Eisenhat,
Director. Division of Lice;.sing. Office of
Nucieor Reacior Regulotion.
[FR Doc. 84-24547 Filed 91434 845 a)
BILLING CODE 7£90-01-M

[Docket No. 50-219)

GPU Nuclear Corp. and Jersey Central
Power and Light Co, lesuance of
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Provisional Operating License No.
DPR-16 to GPU Nuclear Corporation
and Jersey Central Power and Light
Company {the licensees) for the Oyster
Creek Nuclear Generating Station
located in Ocean County, New Jersey.

Identification of Proposed Action

The amendment would consist of
changes to the operating license and
Technical Specifications (TS) and would
authorize an increase of the storage
capacity of the spent fuel pool (SFP)

~ from 1800 fuel assemblies to 2600 fuel

assemblies with average enrichments no
greater than 3.01 weight percent U-235.
The amenidment to the TS is
responsive to the licensees’ application
dated August 20, 1982. as supplemented
September 2, and December 20, 1883.
The NRC staff has prepared an
Environmental Assessment of the -
Proposed Action, “Environmental
A.ssessment By the Office of Nuclear

- Reactor Regulation Relating to the

Second Modification of the Spent Fuel
Storage Pool, Provisionsal Operating
License No. DPR-16, GPU Nuclear
Corporation and Jersey Central Power
and Light Company, Oyster Creek
Nuclear Generating Station, Docket No
50-219" dated September 13, 1634.

Summary of Environmental Assessment

The r~al Generic Environmental

. Statement (FGE!S) on Handling
and Storags of Spent Lignt Water Power
Reactor F.-: * "_REG-05735) cercluded
that the environmenta! imgact of interim
storage of spent fuel was negligible and
the cost of the various aiternatives
reflects the advantage of continued
generation of nuclear power with the
accompanying spent fuel storage.
Because of the difievences in SFP
designs, the FGEIS ;ecommended

. A -9 78
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case Lasis
For Oyster Creck the expansion of the

torege capaciiy of the SFP will noi
create any sign.ficant additional
radiological effects or measurable non-
radiological environment=l impacts. The
edditional whole bodv dose that might
be received by an inciviauz’ at the site
boundzry is less than 0.1 millire pe:
vearn the esu~zted dose to the

DAnS.CL ON @ CRsE-ON -

populetion wainin g 50-mile radius is
estimated to be less than 0.1 person-rem
per year. These doses are small
compared to the fluctuations in the
annuz! dose tnis population receives
{rom exposure to background radiation.
The occupational raciation dose to
workers during the modification of the
storage racks is estimated by the
licensees to be 25 person-rems. This is a
small fraction of the total person-rems
from occupational dose at the plant. The
small increzse in radiation dose should
not alTect the licensees’ ability to
maintein individual occupational dose
within the limits of 10 CFR Part 20, and
as low as reasonably achievable.

Finding of No Significant Impact

The staff has reviewed this proposed
facility mociSication relative to the
requiremexts set forth in 10 CFR Part 51.
Based upon the environmental
assessment, the staff concluded that
there are oo significant radiological or
non-radiological impacts associated
with the proposed action and that the
proposed license amendment will not
have a sigaificant effect on the quality
of the buman environment. Therefore,
the Commission has determined,
pursuant to 10 CFR 51.31, not to prepare
an envircnmental impact statement for
the proposed emendment. -

For further details with respect to this
action. see: (1) The application for
amendment to the TS dated August 20,
1982, as supplemented September 2, and
December 20, 1933, (2) the FGE!S on
Hand!izz and Sicrage of Spent Light
Vwater Power Reactor Fuel (NUREG-
0573). (3) the Final Environmental
Statement for Ovster Creek issued
December 1974, 2nd (4) the
Environmenta! Assessment dated
September 13, 1954. These documents
are avaiiabie for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room.,
1717 H Street. NW.. Washington, D.C.,
20355 and at the Ovster Creek Local
Public Document Room. 101 Washington
Street Toms River, New Jersey 08753

Dated at Lettesda Marvland. this 13th cay
of September 1848

SosbL

rorine Nuclear Regilatory Commiss . n
Darrell G. Eisenhut,

Di.recto~. Dvision of Licensing O*ice of
ANucjear Reactor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 5620600 Fried B-14-84 848 o}

BILUNG CODE 7590-0)-4

———

OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT

o NEATION

Agency Repert Forms Under OL'3
Review

AGENCY: Overseas Private Investment
Corperation.

ACTION: Request for Comments.

SUMMARY: Under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
Chapter 35), agencies are required to
submit information collection requests
to OMB {or review and approval. and to
publish a notice in the Federal Register
notifying the public that the Agency has
made such a submission. The proposed
form under review is summarized below.
DATE: Comments must be rereived
within 14 calendar days of this notice. If
you anticipate commentingwon the form
but find that time to prepare will prevent
you from submitting comments
promptly, you should advise the OMB
Reviewer and the Agency Submitting
Officer of your intent as early as
possible.

ADDRESS: Copies of the subject form and
the request for review submitted to
OMB may be obtained from the Agency
Submitting Officer. Comments on the
form should be submitted to the Agency
Submitting Officer and the OMB
Reviewer,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
OPIC Agency Submitting Officer: L.
Jacqueline Brent, Office of Personnel
and Administration, Overseas Private
Investment Corporation. Suite 405, 1129
Twentieth Street, NW., Washingtor.,
D.C 20527; Telephone (202) 653-2818.
OMBE Reviewer: Francine Picoult,
Office of Information and Regultory
Affairs. Office of Management and
Budget!, New Executive Office Building.
Washizgton, D.C. 20303 Telephone (202)
355-7231.
Summary of Form Under Review:
Type of Request: Revision
Title: Investment Missions Application
Form
Form Number OPIC—78
Frequency of Use: Other—once per
investor per project
Type of Respondent Business or other
institutions (except farms)
Standard Industricl Classification
Codes: All

escristiorn of A%ccies Pebliz
and other instiiutions

Number of Resporses: 60 per vear

Reporting Houss: 1 hr per application

Authority for Informstion Collection:
Section 234(d) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, as amended.

Abstract (Needs cnd Uses): The
Investment Missions Application form is
completed by US. ccmpanies interesied
in pearucizating i @n CPIC sponsored
investment mission. The form provices
the necessary information for internal
evaluation of a US. firm's capability
and resources to undertake an overseas
project.

Dated: September 4, 1984.

Leo H. Phillips, Jr.,
Office of the General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 64-24452 Filed 51444 545 am)
BILLING CODE 321004
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C;FFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

Information Coliection for OMB
Review

AGENCY: US. Office of Personnel
Management

ACTION: Notice of information collection
from the public submitted to OMB for
clearance.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
“Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980"
(Title 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35), this notice
announces a collection of information
from the public which has been
submitted to OMB for clearance. It
establishes a new OPM Form 1495,
Financial Eligibility Statement for
Student and Surcmer Aid Progrars,
which will be completed by students
applying for Federal positions m the
Stay-in-School, Summer Aid and Federal
Juntor Fellowship Programs. Federal
agencies will use the information to
determine if applicants meet the
financial needs criteria required by
these programs. For cories of this
proposal. call joha P. Weld. Agency
Cleerance Officer. on (202) 632-7720.
OATES: Comments on this proposal
should be received within 10 working
days from date of this publication.
ADDRESSES: Send or deliver commen:s
to:

John P. Weld. Agency Clearance Officer,
U.S. Office of Personnel Management,
1900 E Street, NW., Room 6410.
Washington, D.C. 2641% and

Katie Lewin. Informaticn Desk Officer,
Oifice of Information and Regulatory
Alfuirs, Office of Minagement and
Budge!. Waushingtorn. D.C. 20303

b A e e
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«endiment which is available for public
inspection gt the Commiszion's Public
Document Room, 1717 5 Streel, NW..
Waskington, D.C.. 2nd et the Crystal
River Public Library, 668 N.W. First
Avenue, Crystal River, Florida.

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 15t day
of October 1964

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Jebe F. Stolz,
Ciief, Opercling Reoctors Branch No. 4
Division of Licensing.
"R Doc. 828635 Fuec 10-5-64. 345 am]
BULLING CODE 7590-03-M

[Docket Nos. 50-250 and £0-251)

Florida Power and Light Co. (Turkey
Point Plant, Unit Nos. 3 and 4y
Exemption

Florida Power and Light Company
(the licensee) is the holder of Facility
Operating License Nos. DPR-31 and
DPR-41 which suthorize tle operation of
the Turkey Point Plent, Unit Nos. 3 and 4
(the facilities) at steady-state power
ievel not i~ excess of 2200 megawatts
tiermal. The facilities are pressurized
water reactors [PWRs) located at the
licensee's site in Dade County, Florida.

n

10 CFR 50.54{g) requires a licensee
authrriced i ~perate a nuclear power
rcactor to foliow and maintain in effect
emergency plans which meet the
standards of 50.47(%) and the
requirements of Appendix E to 10 CFR
Part 50. Secticn IV.F of Appendix E

requires each licensee to conduct "
cmergency preparedness exercises at”
eack site at least annually. ;

The licensee’s letter of July 26, 1984,
reguested that an sxemption be granted
‘0 the requirements of 19 CFR Pert 50,
Appendix E. Section IV.F, es applied to
*he annual exercise requirement,
bezause the proposed scheduled
vxescise date would exceed the existing
2nnua! date. The lest exerrise at the
Turkey Peint Plant was on June 8, 1983
and the requested date for the 1984
exercise and subsequent annual
exercises is November 7.

The licensee bases this reques: for
exemption on g desire to shift the
Annual exercise to the late fall period of
the year on a continuing basis. No only
would an annual exercise for the Turhey
Poirt Plant izter in the yenr benefit the
£iaie amergency preparedness program
by providing a more even distribution of
exercises, but would also avoid conflict
with the summer hurricane season and
toe recurring demands this period
cntails annuzlly.

/
/

’

M

A review of exercise schedules for
past years shows that the Turkey Point
exercise dates have consistently fallen
within the prescribed limits and that
there is no specific pattern showing
either intentional or inadvertent
exceeding of the intended annual
requirement. The proposed date falls
within the calendar year 1984, however,
an exemption is needed to exceed the °
existing established date of june 9.

The 1982 exercise was held on March
14-15, 1982, while the 1983 exercise was
beld on June 9, 1983. Both exercises
showed the licensee could effectively
implement the emergency plan and
implementing procedures. In addition,
the corporate emergency response
capability was extensively exercised
during the Federal Field Emergency
Exercise at Si. Lucie in March 1084. The
fact that the licensee and State d
committed extensive resources to
planning, implementation, and followup
activities for the Federa! Field Exercise
had bearing on the request to schedule
the Turkey Point Exercise for the
November 1984 time frame. The NRC
staff has also discussed shifting the
Turkey Point Exercise to the late fall
period on & continual basis with the
State of Florida. The State -
shifting the Turkey Point Exercise to this
time frame for 1984 and on a continuing
basis. The requested date does not
corflict with other scheduled exercises
within NRC Region II and thus, the
schedule does not work any hardship on
the regional staff.

The rationale provided by the licensee
to justify the requested exemption is: (1)
To more equitably distribute the
emergency exercises for the State's
benefit since the State must plan for and
provide emergency support for two other
nuclear power facilities, and (2) to avoid
the summer hurricane season which
could curtail the local counties' ability
to participate.

v

Based on the above, the staff
concludes that scheduling the Turkey
Point Plant emergency preparedness
exercise for November 7, 1984, wil! not
adversely affect the overall etate of
emergency preparedness at the Turkey
Point site. In addition, the permanent
shift of the annual exercises to
November on a continuing basis will
benefit all parties concerned and will
avoid conflicts with the summer
hurricane season. Therefore. the
requested exemption from the schedular
requirements of 10 CFR Part 50,
Appendix E. Section iV.F, for the 1984
exercise and establishing November for

the annual exercises on a contin
basis is appropriate and should be
granted.

Accordingly, the Commission has
determined that, pursuant to 10 CFR
50.12(a), the exemption ed by the
licensee's July 26, 1984 letter is
authorized by law and will not endanger
life or property or the common defense
and security and is otherwise in the
public interest. Therefore, the requested
exemption which authorizes the licensee
to conduct the 1984 annual Turkey Point
Plant emergency exercise and related
drills in November 1984 and subseyuent
annual exercises in November is hereby
granted.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.32. the

-Commission has determined that the
~ issuance of the exemption will have no

significant impact on the environment
(48 FR 38211).

For further details with respect to lhis
ection. see the epplication for exemption
dated July 28, 1884, which is available
for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room.
1717 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C.,
and at the Enviro.imental and Urban
Affairs Library, Florida International
University, Miami, Florida 33199. _

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 20th day
of September 1984.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Darrell G. Eisenhut,

Director. Divisioh of Licensing. Office of
Nuclear Reactor Reguiotion.

[FR Doc. 84-20054 Filed 10-5-84 845 am|

BILLING CODE 7580-01-M

[Docket No. 50-218)

_ The U.S. Nrclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) has
issued Amendment No. 76 to Provisipnal
Operating Licensing No. DPR-16, issued
to GPU Nuclear Corporation and Jersey
Central Power and Light Company (the
licensees), which revised the Techn:cal
Specifications and the license for
operation of the Oyster Creek Nuclear
Generating Station (the facility) located
in Ocean County, New Jersey. The
amendment was effective as of the date
of its issuance.

The amendment authorized increased
storage capacity of the spent fuel puol
from 1800 fuel assemblies to 2609 fuel
assemblies with average enrichments no
greater than 3.01 weight percent U-235.

The application for the amendment
complies with the standards and

A-ez
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reguirements of the Atomic Energy Act PRESIDENT'S ADVISORY COUNCIL ON

0f 1954, as amended (the Act). and the PRIVATE SECTOR INITIATIVES
Commission's rules and regulations. The \

Commission has made appropriate L

findings as required by the Act and the Pununn\to the Federal Advisory

Commission’s rules and regulations in 10
CFR Chapter . which are set forth in the
license amendment.

Committee Act. notice is hereby given of
& meeting sponsored by the President’s

Advisory Council on Private Sector
Notice of Consideration of Issuance of Initiatives which 'will be held on
Amerdment and Opportunity for Prior October 18, 1984 a1 8:30 a.m. at the Hyatt
Hearing in connection with this action Regency in Dallas, Texas.

was published in the Federal Register on
October 8 1982 (47 FR 44647). No
request for & hearing or petition for
leave to intervene was filed following

The Council was established on June
27,1983 by Executive Qrder No. 12427 to
advise the President-with respect to the
objectives and conduct of private sector

this notice. initiative policies, including lncfnhoch of
The staff bas reviewed this proposed increasing public awareness o the _

facility modification relative to the imporlmgo of puh!iclwiv-l‘&; ‘

requirements set forth in 10 CFR Part 51.  Partnerships: removing barriers to

development of effective socialeervice
programs which are administered by
privaie organizations; and strengthening
the professional resources of the private
social services sector. :

Based upon the environmental
assessment, the staff concluded that
there are no significant radiological or
non-radiological impacts associated
with the proposed action snd that the

. : The purpose and agenda of the
proposed license amendment will not e . el
have a signficant effect on the quality of :‘?cet‘:‘ff:"] to discuss :‘:::l S:tl;nmc:li:s
the human environment. Therefore, the work for the remainder of the year
Commission has determined. pursuant The meeting will be open to the N

to 10 CFR 51.31, not to prepare an
environmental impact statement for the
proposed amendment. A Notice of
Issuance of Environmental Assessment
and Finding of No Significant Impact
was published in the Federal Register on
September 17, 1984 (49 FR 36460).

ror furthe: details with respect 1o the
action see: (1) The application for
amendment dated August 20, 1982, as
supplemented September 2 and
December 20, 1983, (2) Amendmer. No.

public. It is suggested that any member
of the public who would like to file an
oral or written statement or desires any
further informaion regarding the N
meeting or the Council, please contact

Communications of the White House /
Office of Private Sector Initiatives at
202/456-6676, or Executive Office
Building. Room 134, Washington, D.C.

’

/

- ted: Octo \
76 to License No. DPR-16, (3) the ; - :c”:""'“_ /
Commission’s related Safety Evaluation . - ' .
dated September 17, 1984, and (4) the mzxzﬁgzmtmh@t/fm

Environmental Assessment dated §
September 13, 1984. All of these items = ! -
ot s s X BILLING CODE 3195014 /
are availabie for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,

1717 H Street, NW., and at the Oyster

ECURITI CHAN
Creek Local Public Document Room, 101 goimssfos“”‘o EX/ -
Washington Street, Toms River, New
jersey 08753. A copy of items {2), (3)., [Raiease No. 23442, 7/°'7°’"
and (4) may be obtained upon request .
addressed to the U.S. Nuclear mmmmxﬁ;; .
Regulatory Commission. Washington, Subsidiary Companies
D.C. 20555, Attention: Director, Division /
of Licensing. ‘ October 3, 1884.

In the Matter of the Columbia Gas System,
Inc., 20 Mootchanin Road. Wilmington,
Delaware 19807; Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp., 1700 MacCorkle Avenue, SE..
Charleston, West Virginia 25314; Columbia
Gas of New York. Inc., 200 Civic Center
Drive, Columbus, Ohio 43218,

The Columbia Gas System. Inc.
(“Columbia™), a registered bolding
company, and two of its subsidiary
companies, Columbia Gas Tansmissior,

Dated ot Bethesda, Maryland, this 1st day
of Ociober, 1984,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Waller A. Paulson,
Acting Chief. Operating Reoctors Branch No.
3. Division of Licensing
IFR Doc. 84- 20852 Fuled 10-5-84. 845 ani]
BLLING COOE 7580-01-4

Ms. Patricia Kearney, Director of /

Corporation ("Columbia Transmission™)
and Columbia Gas of New York, Inc.
("Columbia New York"), have filed &
proposal with this Commission pursuant
to Sections 8, 7, 9(a), 10, and 12(c) ul:--
Public Utility Holding Company Act of .
1835 (“Act”) and Rule 42 thereunder.

The companies are seeking’
authorization for proposed
recapitalizations by Columbia -
Tranmmission and Columbia New Yark
pursuant to which Columbia
Transmission will exchange 1,623.275
shares of its $25 par value common -
stock for $40,£81,864.22 principal amount
of its 6% Demand Notes the (“Notes™)
and Columbia New York will exchange
75,285 shares of its $25 par value 3
common stock for $1,882.108.31 principal
amount of its similar Notes. Both
Columbia Transmission's and Columbia
of New York's Notes were issued during
the period 1833 to 1941 by seversl
predecessor companies and are held by
Columbia. The purpose of the issnance
of the Notes was to provide funds for
general corporate purposes of the
respective predecessor companies, the
most important purpose of which was to
finance a part of the annual construction
program. Columbia has not requested
principal payments on the Notes for
over thirty years with the result that the
Notes have been effectively treated as
part of the permanent capital stracture
of their respective issuing and successar
companies. Columbia, Columbia
Transmission, and Columbia New York
are now desirous of exchanging the
Notes for a like amount of common
stock at par value in order to
the change in the characteristic of this
capital investment.

The proposal and any amendments
thereto are available for public
inspection through the Commission's
Office of Public Reference. Interested
persons wishing to comment or request
a nearing should submit their views in
writing by October 30, 1984, to the
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20548,
and serve a copy on the applicants at
the addresses specified above. Proof of
service (by affidavit or, in case of an
atlorney at law, by certificate) should be
filed with the request. Any request for a
hearing shall identify specifically the
issues of fact or law that are dispuled A
person who so requests will be notified
of any hearing, if ordered, and will
receive a copy of any notice or order
issued in this matter. After said date, the
proposal. as filed or as it may be
amended, may be suthorized.
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For the Commission. by the Office of Public
Utility Regulaticn. pursuant to delegated
authonty.

Shirley E H

Acting Secretary.

|FR Doc. 8420638 Filed 1
BILLING COOE 8010-01-

845 am)

[Release No. 23443; 70-6306)

Consolidated Natural Gas.Co.;
Proposed Extension of P To
Issue Commen Stock U ividend
Reinvestment Plan and Excep

From Competitive Bidding

October 3. 1984.

Ccensolidated Natural Gas Compa
("Consclidated”), 100 Broadway, Ne
Tork, New York 10008, (70-6306) a
registered holding company, has filed
with this Commission a further post-
effective amendment to its proposal in
this proceeding pursuant to section 6, 7,
and 12(c) of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1835 ("Act”) and Rules
42 and 50(a)(5) promulgated thereunder.

By pricr orcers in this proceeding
dated June 7, 1979, February 12. 1982,
and November 10, 1983 (HCAR Nos.
21089, 22388, and 23114), Consolidated
was authorized to issue and sell shares
of its common stock, $4 par value, from
time to time through December 31, 1984,
to Morgan Guaranty Trust Company of
New York. agent for participants in
Consolidated's Dividend Reinvestment
Plan. As of September 28, 1984, 220,391
shares of common stock allocated to the
dividend reinvestment plan remained
unissued.

By post-effective amendment,
Consolidated now requests that the
period for the common stock issuance
be extended to December 31, 1985, for
the remaining 220,391 shares.
Consolidated seeks an exception from
the competitive bidding requirements of

®.ila

Rale 30 pursuant to subsection (a)(5)
thereof.

The proposal and any amendmer
thereto are available for public
inspection through the Commissién's
Office of Public Reference. Intefested

persons wishing to comment gr request
a hearing shou!d submit theff views 1n

* writing by October 30, 1984, to the
Secretary. Securities ang Exchange
Commission, Washingién, D.C. 20549,
and serve a copy on jhe applicant at the
address epecified atfove. Proof of
service (by affidayit or, in case of an
attorney at law, Bv certificate) should be
filed with the request. Any request for a
hearing shall identify specificeily the
issues of fact or law that are d:sputed. A
person who so requests will be notified
of any hearing, if ordered and will
receive a copy of any nu'ice or order

issued in this matter. After said date, the
proposal. as filed or as it may be
amended, may be authorized.

For the Commission, by the Office of Public

Utility Regulation. pursuant to delegated
authority.

Shirley E. Hollis, -

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 54-28637 Filed 10-5-84: 8:45 am)
BILLING COOE 8010-01-8

[Release No. 23441; 70-7015)

New England Power Co.; Proposed
Issuance and Sale of Preferred Stock
and of General and Refunding
Mortgage Bonds, Issuance and Pledge
of First Mortgage Bonds, and
Financing of Pollution Control
Facilities, and Exception From
Competitive Bidding

Ogtober 2,
ew and Power Company
("NEP"), 25 Research Drive,
Westbprough, Massachusetts, ap
electric\gtility subsidiary of Ng
England Electric System, a rgfistered
holding colypany, has filed4 proposal
with this Coximission pupéuant to
sections 8, 7, 8(a), and 10 of the Public
Utility Holding'Compghy Act of 1935
(“Act”) and Rule\§0 gromulgated
thereunder. =
NEP has requegteN authorization to
implement a gederal Kpancing plan
during the pegfod ending December 31,
1686, calling/for one or migre issues of
securities /h an aggregate Wmount not
exceedip® $100 million (not\pcluding the
issue of Pledged Bonds pursuat to (iv)
beloy), including: (i) the issuance and
salg’of one or more series of add\tional
ppéferred stock in an aggregate pd
alue not exceeding $50 million; (ii\he
execution of one or more loan
agreements with issuing authorities in
an aggregate principal amount not
exceeding $50 millioy: in connection with
the issue of pollution control revenue
bonds on behalf of NEP; [iii) the
issuance and sale of one 0. more series
of General and Refunding M rigage
Bonds ("C&R Bonds”) in an a gregate
principal amount that. when aggregated
with the par value of any additicnal
preferred stock issued, will not exceed
$100 million (all or a portion of which
may be issued in connection with the
issuance of pollution control revenue
bonds): and (iv) the issuance and pledge
of one or more series of First Mortgage
Bonds agzregating not in excess of the
amount of additional G&R Bonds issued.
The capital stock of NEP includes a
Dividend Series Preferred {S100 par
valuej and a Preferred Stock—
Cumuiative (825 par value). NEP -

proposes to issue ard se!l one or more
issues of either class of preferred stock
not to exceed an aggregate par value of
$50 million [hereinafter, the “Additional
Preferred Stock™). The Additior
Preferred Stock may be sold at
competitive bidding throdgh the public
invitation of sealed. written bids, or NEP
may also employ alydmative competitive
bidding proced in accordance with
the Commission4 staterent of policy
(HCAR No. 22823 (September 2, 1982))
authorizing the use of such procedures
in lieu of (e procedures prescribed by
Rule 50()]. However, NEP indicates that
if marlgét conditions make competitive
biddfg impractical or undesirable, NEP
ma¥ seek an order authorizing either a
private placement or regotiation with
nderwrniters. )

NEP also proposes to issue and sell -
one or more new series of its General
and Refunding Mortgage Bonds in an
aggregate principal amount that, when
aggregated with the par value of any
preferred stock issued. waald not
exceed $100 million (the “Additional
C&R Bonds™). All or a portion of the
Additional G&R Bonds may be issued in
connection with the issuance of
pollution control reverue bonds. The
Additional G&R Bonds will mature in
not more than 30 years and will be
issued under NEP's General and
Refunding Mortgage Inderture and Deed
of Trust dated as of January 1, 1377, as
amended and supplemented (the “G&R
Indentures™). All bonds keretofore and
hereafter issued under the G&R
Indenture are secured by a mortgage
lien on substantially all the properties
then owned and, to the extent permitted
by law, thereafter acquired by NEP,
subject to the lien of its First Mortgage
Indenture, Yiens permitted by the G&R
Indenture, and property excepted in the
GA&R Indenture. All bonds 1ssued under
the G&P Indenture are further secured
by First Mortgage Bonds which NEP is
obligated to issue and piedge with the

stee under the G&R Indenture as
dégcribed below. Except with respect to
borNds issued in connection with
finarkging pollution control facilities, the
Additignal G&R Bonds wil! be sold at
competiyjve bidding in the szme manner
and subjdct to the same qualifications
and alternitives as previously specified
for the AddNjonal Preferred Stock.

Not in exceys of $30 millicn aggregate
principal amouyt of the Additicral G&R
Bonds would beNssued to finance NEP's
share of pclivtion\gentral fucilities at the
Seabrock and MillNeona nuclear
projects. These Londg would be izsued
in connection with thAissuznce ¢f long-
term poliution control lgverue bonds by
the Industrial Develcpmagt Authority of
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Operating License No. R-88. whick
renews the licanse for the operation of
the pool-type resctor (the Tacility)
located on the campus of the Univessity
of Virginia (the Sicenses) ki
Charicttesville. Vieginia. The facllity s o
resenrch rescior tha! has been operating
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smendment extends the duswtion
of Pacility Licenss No. R-88 for twenty
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