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INTRODUCTION

oursuant to an otder of the Atomic Safety and Licensing

Appeal %o0ard (“Appeal 8p0ard®) dated January 29, 1988 and served

/
on Fepruaty 1, 1988,3' James M. Shannon, Attorney General of

i/ In that otder, the Appeal 3oa:rd allowed three intervenotrs
In this proceeding thirty days from the service of the order in
which to amend their original petitions or to file a new
petition seeking waivet of the Commission's financial
qualification tule., 1In addition, the Appeal Board stated:

any other patty seeking a waiver of the Commission's
financial qualification tule with respect to low=power
operation based in whole ot in part upon the cutrent fiscal
~ircumstances of the lead applicant must join those
intervenors' petition or file its own petition with us
Jithin the same time period.

Publiec Service Company of ew Hampsnite (Seabtook Station,
fnits | and 2), Memorandum and Stdet at 3 (January 29, 1933).
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the Commonwealtn of “Massachusetts ("the Attorney Seneral®)
heteby petitions under Section 2.758(b) of the Commission's
tegulations for a waiver of or an exception from the pudlie
utility exemption from the Commission's tegquitement that a
jemonstration of financial qualification be made prior to the
{ssuance of a commatcial nuclear powetr 2lant opetating

license., In particula:, the Attorney General taguests a waive:
of or axception from Sections 2.104(c)(4), 50.33(£f), and
50.57(a)(4) of the Commission's regulations, The waiver is
taquested Lo requitre that the Applicants establish, stior to
low power operat.un, financial qualification to cover the costs
sf Seabrook nit 1's opetation for the period of the license ,
and the costs to permanently shit it down and maintain it in a
safe condition should it not teceive a full-power license, The
magnitude of the present and potential future costs associated
4ith low power operation and testing of the Seabtook plant, the
constiaints on the availability of funds to PSNH in danktuptey
vt cover those costs and the present inability or unwillingness
of the temaining joint owners to cover PSNH's share of those
oresent and future costs demonsttate that it is motre likely
t4an not that adequate funding for the costs of safe low-power
sseration, the permanent shut down of the Seahrook plant and

the safe maintenance of the plant will not be available duting

3

|9

the paidency of the PSMH nanktuptey.

Ir support of this Petition, the Attorney Genetral states:




3 1. On January 28, 1988, PSNH sought protection from its
creditors under Chapter 1l of the nited States 3ankiuptey Tode,
2, Tae hankruptey filing by PSNH is without precedent in |
3 the petiod since the Sreat Deptession., It is the first
investot-owWned public utility to make suon a filing in more
than fifry yvears.
‘] 3. A3 measured 5y first mortgage bead ratings, the
financial community's evaluation of the financial security of
PSNY is and has teen considetably lower than the avaluations of
v the following othet electric utilities at the peak of theit
financial difficulties arising from the construction/operation
n€ the following nuclear power facilities: General Public
¢ Utilities (Three Mile Island Nuclear Power Station); Long
Island Lighting Company (Shoreham Nuclear Power Station):
Cincinnati Gas §& Electtic Company (Zimmer Nuclea:r Power
Station); Public Setvice Company of Indiana (Matdle 9ill

Nucl2ar Power Station); and Consumers Power Company of “ichigan

(Midland Yuclear Power Station):

I . 2

Jeility Lowest Bond Ratings Pariod

PSNH Caa 19387 tn date
eneral Public Utilities 32 1982-33
consumers Powetr Co, of Michigan 8l 1934

Long Island Lighting Co. 3al 1984 %o date
Public Service Co, of Indiana Ba3 198%
cincinnati Cas & Electiic To. 3aal 1931

(Appandix Iy Affidavit of Timothy Newhard, Taoles 1 and 21.




SUATEMENTS/PINANCIAL CONYITION OF JTHER APPLICANTS
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€ plant costs of the Various Joint 2wnars at2 as follows:

public 3ervice Comoany of Vew Hamosnhite 35.5695%2

nited Illuminating Company 17.50000
Fastern Utilities Associates Powet RO D 12.13249
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale Blectric Co. 11.99340
Jew England Power Co. 9.95764
fonanecticut Light § Power Co. 4.05985
Canal Slectiic Co. 3.52317

Montaup Electric Co.(Eastern Utilities Associates) 2.89989

Nes "ampshire Electiic Cooperative, Inc. 2.17391
Jermont Electric Cooparative, ine, 0.4125%
~aunton Municipal Lighting Plant 0.10034
qyudson Light and Powetr Department N.07737

(Appendix I: Affidavit af Timothy Newhard, ¥5).

5, The Seabtook Jaint Ywnership Agreement does not include

provisions concerning the assumption of the cost obligzations ot
swnetship shate of defaulting joint owners. At least one Joint

yyne: has stated it will not assume PSNH's Seabrook obligations

5t owWwnetship share., Transcript of December 8, 1937 Oral

Argqument befotre Appeal 3nard at 37 (statement of Thomas Dignan,

connsel to the Joint Owners); Appendix II: Letter dated
Fenruaty 5, 1988 from Thomas =. MeHduagh, Acting seneral Manaaat
2§ MMWEC to Massachusells Attorney General James M. shannon.
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&. MNone of the Joint Jwnets have indicated that they will
assume 2SNH's shate of the costs of opetatinn in the avent that
PSNH is unadole to pay its sharte of such costs, not have any of
the Joint Owners, ot any other entities expressed an intention
£ ouy Oout PSNH's Jwnership shate, Cf. Appendix IV: February
13, 1983, Response of United Illuminating Cotpotation to
Jyestion EL-4 8, in COPUC Doc, No. 34-06-17 ("To the Dest of
sur knowladge, 710 Seaotook ownetrs have made any commitment to
meet payment short-lalls, if any, which may tesult from PSNH's
sankruptey £iling.*).

7. New Sngland Electtric System (°*NEES"), a public

Jtility holding company which is the patent of New England .

flectric Powet Co., the entity with the fifth largest ownership

share of the Seabrook plant (9,95766 percent), has annocunced
Lmat it has pbegun preliminary discussions with PSNH concetrninag
acquisition of PSNH's operating assets, It has specifically
disclaimed any intention to acqui:e PSNH's ownership share of
the Seabrook plant., Appendix III: NEES February 23, 1988
Press Relaase,

3. Jnited Illuminating Company, the entity with the
second largest ownership shate of the plant (17.%5 vercent), is
3 ~onnecticut investor-owned utility subject to the
jurisdietion of the Connecticut Depatrtment of Pudlic Utility
Ccontiol (*CDPUC®). In response tO an intertogatory ptopounded
in a matte: pending pefore the CDPUC, United Illuminating has

stated Lthat it *would not increase its shate of [Seadbrook)



payments without [C]DPUC approval.® Apoendix IV: Febiuary 13,
1988, Response of United Illuminating Cotporation to Question
gL-4 3, in CDRUC Doc. No., 34-06-17.

9., rEastetn Utilities Associates Power Corporation (®EUA
Power Cotp.*), the antity with the thitd largest shara of tne
olant (12.1324 percent), is a sinjle asset company with no
aszsets other than its Seadbrook investment and no snurce nf
funds other than secutity issuances, capital conttibutions, ot
Lax telated payments from affiliated companies., It was created
in 198% in response to an 2atliet financial ctisis of the
3aabrook owners and now holds the ownetshi» shates of five
former joint applicants, Appendix V: Prepated Ditect
restimony of Donald G. Pardus, President of EUA Power Corp,
pefare New Hampshite Public Utilities Commission in NHPUC
nocket Mo, 87-234 at 5-6,

17, On November 24, 1987, EUA Power CJO1p. nrovosaed
t5> issue securities in the amount of $170 million to funé
interest obligations on its sutstanding securities, intetest on
its to be issyed secutities, and its shate of monthly costs of
the Seabtook plant through Januatry, 1989, On January 1%, 1983,

sawave:, EUA Powetr Corp. teguested leave O amend its proposal
ts issuye an additional $25 million in securitiss hHecause *its
23sh tequirements may de 3:reatet than otiginally thought.* To
jate, tre ‘ew Hampshite publiec Jrilities Commission has not

tuled on EUA Power's motion, aAppendix VI: EUA Power cotro,

Mot ion To Amend Petition, quPIC Docket No. 37-234.




11. On Febtuaty 4, 1988, the Chairman of EUA Powe:
announced Lnat the company will not he aAbla Lo meet the
interest payments due in May of tnis year on its outstanding
sonds, Appendix VII: 30ston Globe Article: “Seabrnok Woes
*hreaten Subsidiaty of Mass, Utility® (Pebruacy 5, 1988).

12. The Massachusetts Municipal Wholesals Flectric
Commany (MMWEC), the entity with the Jourth largest shate of
the plant (11.9934 percent), has stated publicly that it ig not
requited to and has no intention of assuming any of PSNH's
srate of plant costs not will it purchase PSNH's ownership
shate, Appendix II: ‘Letter dated February 5, 1988 from Thomas
T, McHugh, Acting General vanager of MMWEC, to Massachusetts,
Attorney General James M. Shannon,

13, Three of the MMWEC participants, tepresenting 12,7562
pertcent of the total MMWEC ownership interest, have withheid
payment to MMWEC of theit shara of the costs of the plant:
Wasaington Electiic Cooperative (1.9562 percent), Vermont
glectiic Cooperative (7.2 percent), and Eastern Majine Electric
Tooperative (3.6 percent)., Eastern Maine Electtic Cooperative
itgself nas filed for protection from its creditors ynder the
sanktuptcy code, Appendix VIII: Boston Globe Articie: *24
Ve, Utility Stops Paying For Seabrook® (Februatry 15, 1388).
14. Vermont Electric Cooperative owns a separate N.412%9
percent dwnership shate in the Seadbiook plant in addition to
its 7.2 petcent shate of the MMWEC shate and it has not made
its monthly nayment of the costs of the plant since February,

1936,




~ye INCREMEINTAL GURRENT CUSTS OF LOW POWER OPSRATION

18, Low nower operation of the Seabrook plant will
r2sult in an immediate inctease in the costs Lo the Applicants
Avet taa 203Ls they presently beat in operation of the plant
ander a zeto-power license,

15, OCurtant costs will increase DY $3,6%8,000 for
yperational, testing and caiibration activities during low
poset opetation, $1,565,000 for an additional insurance premium
Lo be paid upon receipt of a low power license anid $1,220,0090
fot an addizional premium to be paid upon completion of low
power testing. Appendix IX: PSNH Response to NRC Request for
Pinancial Information, Response to NRC Question la (Sentember,
3, 1987).

17, Low power dpetation will result in the {rradiation and
contamination of the teactor fuel and other plant components,
including the :reactotr pressure vessel and internals, the steam
jenerators, the conttol tods, incore nuclea: instrymentation,
and reactotr auxiliary system components, equipment, and

a2iping. (Appendix X: Affidavit of Dale G. B8ridenbausgh, %10)

13. The irtadiation and contamination of the teactol fuel

-

and other Seabtook plant componants from low power operation
;i1]1 reduce immediately and substantially the salvage valie >t

5
WL s

the plant and its components and thereby result in substantial

and immediate economic costs to the Applicants:




a., The loss of all of the apptoximately $5°0-30
millisn estimated salvage value of the aucleat fuel
otesently loaded into the S52adiook core (compatre
Anpandix IX: PSNH Response to NRC Request for

financial Information, Reésponse Lo NRC Question lb:

tne salvage value of the fuel would
approximately offset the costs of handling
and transportation of the fuel to a thitd
party tesulting in no net cost to the Joint
Awnets for the disposal of the fuel

Jith Appendix X: Affidavit of Dale G.

3t idenbaugh, %13:

3ased on present day nucleat fuel costs, the
value of the Seabrook fuel is approximately
$50-30 million. Salvage value apptoximately
equal to this amount could be realized from
the fuel in its present condition,. Yhile it
is technically possidsle that irradiated fuel
could pe transferred to a different teactot
5f the same design and subsequently used,

v nere would be significant penalties
associated with such an action., . . .
consequently, I conclude that the fuel nhas
1ittle or no value if used fot testing up to

SV powet:

. *he loss of all of the apptoximately $25-30
million salvage value of the irradiated non~-fuel
plant components (Appendix x: Affidavit o€ Dale
5. Bridenbaugh, %14).

19, ©OSNH's pro tata shate of the incremental zosts of

ow power operation would be appotoximately $2,291,607:

e

$1,301,000 in incremental opetating, maintenance, and
testing costs nlus $990,6207 in inctemental insutance

premium COStS.



20, ©PSNH's pto rata share of the approximately

$75=-110 mnillion redyction ia the salvage valuye 2¢ Seadrook

slant asset:z will be approximately $26.7-39.1 million.
a4z 2387 LAW POWER DESTING COSTS OF PEIMANENTLY SHUTTING
DL MATN . v

21. 1f low power testing is conducted, but Seabrook ioes
not teceive a full-powet opetating license, the Applicants must
f§und the following opetating and maintenance costs for a neriosd

in axcess of two years:

a. secording Lo the Applicants, nersonnel and

toJram costLs issociated with the cleaning and

“3

. decontaminating of vatious plant compon2nts and
locations would not exceed the cutrent operating
audget ($10-11 million pet month) (Appendix IX:

. 2esponse of PSNH to NRC Request for Financial
*hfarmation, Response Lo HRC Auestisn 1), but would
=ontinue for an andetermined numpet of months

. (Appendix X: Affidavit of Dale 5. 3ridenbaugh, ¥12);
0. post cleaning and decontamination personnel and
ntogram costs fot on-site storage of the irradiated

¢ nuclear fuel would be in the range of apptoximately
$700,000 per month. That cost would continue for 2
minimum of two to three yeats until the fuel was

. iisposed of, either tO 3 suyet Ot Lo a nresently
aon=axistent nigh-level nuslear waste disposal

NRT

facility appendix IX: Response af PSNH to

- .



Request for Financial Information, Resoonse to 4B~

LR

quasLion 1o Appendix X: Affidavit of Nale 0.
Btidendaugh, 19

&, Nucl2ar liability and propetty insutance costs

n

associated with on-site storage of high level nusl

B

at
waste would be in the tange of §$2.5 million per year.

Appendix IX: Response of PSNY to NRC Request for

[ ] Financial Information, Response to NRC Question 1b;
4, Miscellaneous costs (taxes, legal, accounting and
other administrative expenses) related to the
® maintenance of the facility, but not included in the
$700,000 £igure noted in b, above, would he in the
tange of $2.2 million per month, 14, ,
L) 22, It is highly unlikely that Seabrook Station will ever
teceive a full-powe; operating license, As a tesult of a
temand to the on-site Licensing Boa:d otdered 5y the Apoeal

- 30ard, issuance of a low-power license cannot take place until

e

he Applicants develop and implement means to provide early
notification and cleatr instruction to the populace within the
* Massachusetts EPZ in accordance with 10 C.F.R, §50.47(n)(5),

Public Service Co, of New Hampshite (Seabrook Station, Units 1

and 2), ALAB-883 (February 3, 1983)., The Applicants have
* submitted theitr own emergency tesponse nlan ia lieu 2f plans
from Massachusetts State and local governments, They must

demonstrate under 10 C.P. R, §350.47(a)(1) that their olan

‘ ptovides "reasonadle assutance that adeguate protective




M2asJires can and will be Laken® in the event of a radislogical

emaergency, tility plans cannot provide taar level n¢
protection, as demonst:ated by the recent £inding of the

3hotenhan Licensiag Board in its evaluation of the exercise of
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ong Island Lighting Cn, (Shoreham

Nuclear Powet Station, "nit 1), L3P-88-2, slip. ob. (Febdruary

TAE CONSEQUINCES OF 23NH'S BANXRIPTOY FILING

23, AL present, a trustee has not been acpoiated and PSNY
continues 1o Ooperate its busin2ss, but with the same duties as
A ttustee would nave., 11 7.8.7, §1107. A trustee or debtor in
possession has a fiduciary duty to maintain the value of the )
Jedtor's estate.

24. A tprustee in Danktuptey ot debtor in possession may
sell, use, ot lease estate ptopetty (including cash proceeds
from ope:ations) in cartying on the otdinaty course of the
Jebtor's business, 11 7.8.C., $1108,

25, Priot notice, a hearing and court approval are
tequiced for sales, uses, or leases of estate propetrty outside
of tne otdinaty coutse of the dedbtor's business. 11 n.8.7,
$3613(b).,

26, Whethet ot not a particula:r use ot transaction is
Ain the ordinaty coutrse of a dedbtor's business is tesolved
Oy appiication of a standard that focuses on the teasonable

expectations of the creditors,

27, ‘he Official Insecuted Creditors Commitree
t2CO9Niies ana PSNH admits that the 4isposition of the Saanron



plant is the central matter to be tesolved iy the danktuntey
pitocesding. Appendix XI: “otion 3y Dfficial Insecuted
Cteditors Committee TO Continue Heating On Regquest For ayls
2904 For (si2) ESxamination, %4 (February 11, 1983); Apoendix
KIT: Affidavit of Robett J, Hatrison, €5 (Febtuaty 10, 19383),
23, The jJuestion of whether PSNHY's continuing nayments of
the costs of z2t0 power operations at Seadbtook is "in the
ordinaty coutse® and "in the best interest of the Nebtotr, the
@state, Dedtor's creditors or the effective teorganization of
Debtor® nas alteady been raised nefore the Sankruntey court.

Appendix XIII: Motion For Examination Of Debtot Undet

3ankiuptey Rule 2004, €7, Attached Requestt for Documents Yos.

s 3, 10 (February 3, 1933). 2iscovery on this issue has been
daferted pursuant to an otal otde: of the bankruptecy court,

29, Itrespective of whether zero power operation of the
Seadtoock plant and the payment of the costs thereof is ot is
not found to be in the ordinatry course of PSNH's business, it
is beyond cavil that low power operation and testing renresents
a sudstantial aiteration of the status quo. Low=powe:
operation and testing will entail substantial additisnal costs,
#ill frreversioly impaitr the salvage value of an asset
comprising approximately sixty nine percent of the haok value

of PSNH's estate (Cowans, 2 B8ankruptcy Law and Practic

11.901) », 366 (1987 24.) (*Any substantial use that would
consume assets or decrease their value palpably should e
piteceded by coutr, permission.®)), and, through the creation of

nuclear waste, will tesult in an obligation to fund enormous




futite costs., Those costs would be accorded first priotity in

any teoranization ot ligquidation of PSNH, Midlantic Matisnal

Jank v. New Jersey Jept. of Envitonmental Resources, 474 U,S,

434 (1988)3 In te Sterns, 68 3 .R, 774 (D.Me. 1987), Thetefore,

intriation of low power odperation of the Seabirook nlant would
ast be *in the otdinary coutrse of® PSNH's business, The
availapility of funds for any payment by PSNH of the
incremental costs of low power opetation would tequite priot
anotice, a hearing and approval dy the dankpupt court.

19, Low powetr operation of the Seabtook plant would,
tarough the i{rradiation and contamination nf the nuclear fuel

and plant components, impermissibly preempt the reorganizatian

oy 3Je facto tesolving the guestion of the disposition and

fitute use, if any, of the plant, See In te Continental Ai:

tines, lnc., 780 F,2d 1223, 1228 (24 Cit. 1983)(%if a dedto:

Jare allowsed Lo rteoganize the estate in some fundanental
fashion nursuant to 363(o), creditors' rights . . . might
hecame meaningless.®)., Therefore and because of the
jncertainties of full-pows: opetration, it is extremely unlikely
that the bankruptey cou t will authorize PSNH toO expend funds
sn low-powetr testing Prior to the approval of a olan of
tentganization,

*HE PUBLIC UTILITY EXEMPTION PFPROM THE
D & 'JE = .¢A - )]

COMMIS

£ & Pl

31, The Atomic Energy Act of 1954 reguires that *each
application for a license nereynder . . . linclude] such

information as the Commission, OY rule or regulation, may

-



detairmine L0 be necessary to determine such of the technical

b and financial gualifications of the applicant . . as tre
commission may deem apptopriate for the license. 42 U.5.0,
§2232(a). The “ommission has implemented that statutory

. stovision oy tequiting that an applicant for an operating
license:

submit information that demonstrates the applicant
| possesses Or has teasonadle assurance of obtaining the
. funds necessaty Lo cover estimated opetation costs for
the period of the license, plus the estimated costs of
permanently shutting the facility down and maintaining
it in a safe condition, 10 C.F.R. §50.33(f)(2).
312. The Commission has stated tnat the *sole objective cf

.. vhe financial gualification rule is to obtain assutance "that
funds needed for safe opetation will ne made available.,® 49
Fed, Reg, 35747, 1315750 (September 12, 1984).

P 33. 8y tulemaking dated September 12, 1384, the Commission
sxampted publicly tegulated utilities, including the Joint
ddnets of the Seabrook plant, from demonstrating financial

L] qualification priot to teceipt of an operating license., The
~ommission stated the 2ffect of and taticnale for the exemption:

The tule will, in nortmal citcumstances, teduce the
time and 2ffort which the applicants, licensees, the

& NRC staff and NRC adjudicatory boards devote to

reviewing the applicant's ot licensee's financial
gqualifications in compatison to the rule which existed
nefore Match 31, 1982, The tule eliminates staff

teview at the operating license stage in cases where
the applicant is an electric utility prtesumed to bhe

L J anie to finance activities authotized under the

| ticense. . . . The tatinnale for the tule is in effect

| a genetric determination that tegulated ot
gelf-regulating nudblic utilities ate financially
jualified to operate nuclear powet plants.

L 43 Fed. Reg. 35751.



34, In wnat rulemaking the Commission stated that:

the rtecotd of this tulemaking demonsttiates genetically
that Lhe tate process assutes that funds needed for
gafe operation will oe made available to regulated
electiic utilities.

4' Fedu =e'?c 35‘5‘6.
ee Long !sland Lighting Co, (Shoreham Nuclear Powet 3tation,

Tnit 1), L3P=34<30, 20 NRC 426, 432 (1984). (°The putpose of

the financial jualifications tegulations, applicable ro
glectric utilities, is to 2liminate Staff review of the issu2
in operating license praceedings on a case-by-case basis.").

35, tNotwithstanding the jenetic finding upon which the
public utility examption was vased, the Commission tecognized
Lthat citcumstances "in exceptional cases® may requite a wsive:
of ot exception from the a2xemption, for example, *whera2 a
thieshold showing is made that, in a particulat case, the local
public utility commission will not allow the total cost of
aparating the facility to be tecoveted thtough rates," 49 Ped,
Reg. 35747.

36, In neither the Sepntember, 1934 trulemaking nor in any
sybsequent ptonouncement has the Commission addressed the
question of the availability of adequate funds for safe
speration during the pendency of the banktuptcy of a pudlic
atility licensee.

APPLICATION TO PSNH HF THE COMMISSION'S PUSLIC USILITY

YEMPTION FROM ;Uf FINAUCIAL AUALTPICATION FULE
WOJLD WOT SESVE T1E PTRIOSE qE_SXEu!

37, The purpose of the “ommission's pubdlic itility

axemption is to eliminate unnecessary staff and licensee raviaw




in light of the generic finding that the tate process will
sssure that sufficient funds are available for the costs of
safe operation, maintenance and permanent shut down of licensed
plants,

318, 1In light of the exttaotdinarty ptesent citcumstances of
P3NH, the lead owner and operatol of the Seabrook plant, the
genetic finding with respect to the tate process is inaccurate
with tespect to the question of the availanility of funds fo:
the safe operation of Seabtook undert a low-power license, \New
dampshire law fornids tecovery from tatepayers before
commetcial operation of any of the costs associated with the

§2abtook plant. NHRSA 378:30-a., See In te Public Service Co.,

of New Hampshi:e, N.H,  8lip. op. (January 26, 1988)

(upholding constitutionality of NHRSA 378:30-a), Moreover, the
availability of funds to PSNH for expenditure on low powet
operatisn and testing is presently within the control of the
hanktuptecy coutt, not the New Yampshite Public NUtilities
Commission,

39, The putpose of the public utility exemption from the
rommission's financial gualification tule == the elimination of
unnecessaty expenditure of Commission and litigant tesources on
an issue presumptively tesolved on 2 genetric basis -- would not
ne served by its application here, A review of the financial
qualifications of the ownets of the Seadbtook plant (s necessatry
hacjuse their particular citcumstances ate Jell peyond the

scope of tne Commission's 1934 jeneric finding. Moreover,

gubstantial uncertainty exists shether the bankiuptcy coutrt




will apptove the expenditutre of sufficient funds to conduct

low=powe: cesting safely at Seabtook and to shut down the olant

in a safe condition after its contamination,
CONCLUSION
WHEREFORE, Attorney General James M, Shannon respetfully
teguests that the Appeal 3ocatd:

(1) €ind that a orima facie case has been made that the

application here of the public utility exemption from the
tequitement of a demonstration of financial qualification would
not serve the putpose for which the exemption was adopted and
that application of the exemption should be waived ot an
excention granted; .

(2) ecertify ditectly to the Commission for a determination
whethetr the public utility exemption from the requitement of a
demonstration of financial gualification should be waived ot an
exception Jtanted with respect to the licensing of the Seabronk
plant;

(3) stay the issuance of a license authorizing low power
opetration and testing pending the tesolution by the Commission
of the certified issue and, if the Commission determines that
in the circumstances of the Seabrook plant a waiver of ot
exception from the public utility exemption from the financial

qualification rule should be jranted, a determination of

financial gualification; and




(4) issue such other orders and grant such other relief as
may be equitable and necessary to insure the public health and

safety,.

Respectfully submitted

JAMES M, SHANNON
ATTORNEY GENERAL

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

/

'/“.w

8y: 774 ’{*?é‘”__-
ephen “A., Jonas

George B, Dean

Assistant Attornevs General
One Ashburton Place

Boston, Massachusetts 02108
(617) 727-1083

DATED: March 7, 1988
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APPENDIX I

AFFIDAVIT OF TIMOTHY NEWHARD

I, Timothy Newhard, depose and say as follows:

1. 1 am a financial analyst with the Utilities Division of
the Departmert of the Attorney General of Massachusetts,

2., 1In 1981, ! received a Master's degree in Business
Administration with concentrations in finance and economics
from the Northeastern University. From 1981 to the present, I
have worked for the Department of the Attorney General 1
analyzing finance, economic, and accounting issues. 1 have also
presented before the Massachusetts Department of Public

vtilities expert testimony on the cost of capital for publice

3., Table 1 and Table 2 attached to this affidavit present a
history of the bond ratings of investor-owned utilities that
have shares in the Seabrook nuclear power station and certain
other utilities that have built nuclear power plants, I have

compiled this history from available issues of Moody's Bond

Record,
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y TABLE |

.b Cuce, 1987 1986 1985 1984 1983 1982 1981 19%0
| Canal Electric
18t A2 A2 A2 A2 Aal Aal Aajl Aa Aa
13t & Gen. A2 A2 A2 A2 Aal Aal Aal ha Aa
. Conn., L&P
13t Ref. Baal B8aal Baal Raa? Baa2 Baa2 Baaz naa Saa
EUA
Eastern Edison A3 Al Al Baa2 Baa2 Baa2 Baal BSaa Baa
3lackstone Baal Baa Baa
v Brockton Baa2 Baa2 A3l Baa2 Baa2 Baa2 Baal) Baa Baa
| Fall River Baal Baa2 Baa2 Baa2 Baa2 Baa2 Baal Baa Baa
New England Power
18t Aal Aal Aal Aa3l Aal Aa3l Aal Aa Aa
Gen. & Ref, Aal Aal Aal Al Al Al Al A A
* 2:8.8:9,
lst Caa Caa 8l 33 B3 Bal Bal Baa Raa
Gen, Ref, Caa Caa B2 Caa Caa Ba3l Ba3l Ba 2a
Deb. C C Caa Caa Caa 8a3l Ba3
3onds Ca Ca 83
¢ U.3.
Deb. Baal Baal Baal Ba2 Ba2 Baal Baald Baa Saa
Cincinnati Baal Baal Baal Baal Baa2 Baal Al i Aa
. Conaumers
i1st Baal B8aal Ba2 Ba3l Bl Bal Baal Baa 3aa
S.F. Deb. Bal Bal Ba3l Bl 82 Ba2 Bal Ba Ba
GPU
b Jersey lst Baal Baal Baal B3aa2 Bal Bal a3l Ba Ba
| Deb Baa2 Baa2 Baal Baal Ba2 Bl 81 B n
Metre 13t Baal Baal BRBaal Bal Ba2 B2 32 3 Bl
| Deb Baa2 Baa2 Baal Ba2 Ba3l B3 33 3 a
| Penn 1st A2 A2 Al Baa2 Bal Bal Bal 33 EF
‘ Ded Al Al Baal Baal Ba2 Bl Bl 3 3
’. GsSu
| 1st Ba3l Ba3l Ba2 B8aal Baal Baa. Baaz A A
‘ Euro Deb, B8l Bl Bal 3aal
| Debd. Haa
| Lileo
ist 8al Bal Ba3l Bal Bal Ral 3aal A A
sen, Ref, Bl i B8l 3l Bl Ba2 Baa2 Baa Raa
beb, Bl Bl Bl
MSU
Ark Baal 2aal Baal Baal Baal) Baal Baal) Baa Baa
Louis Baal Baa2 Baal Bazl Baa) Baal Baal) Baa Baa
Miss Baal Baal B8aal B8aa2 BSaa’ Baa2 Baa2 A A
N.O, Baal Baal Baal B8a2 Baal MNaa) Haal A A

M.8. Energy Baal Baal) Baal Ba2 Bal

Y PSC! Baa2 Baa2 Bal Bal Ba2 Baa2 A3l A Aa
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February 5, 1988

Honorable James M. Shannon
Attorney General

Commonwealth of Massachusetts
Department of the Attornmey General
One Ashburton Place

Boston, MA. 02108~1695

Dear Attorney General Shannon;
The purpose of this letter is to acknowledge receipt of your February 3,

1988 letter on the Seabrook Nuclear Power Plant and provide an i{nterim
response.

Your request, as outliced {n your letter, will be presented to the
MMWEC's Seabrook Participants at a wsmeeting scheduled to be on
February 10, 1388, A copy of your letter has been furnished to each
MMWEC Seabrook Participant,

< { would, at chis time, like to advise you that MMWEC i{s not required
under the Seabrook Joint Cwmership agreezent, nor is it MMWEC's inteat,
to meet any financial obligations or shortfalls of the Seabrook Joint
Owners, including Public Service of New Hampshire. Neither i{s {t ouc
intent to purchase any of PSNH's share of ownership in Seabrook.
® Following the MMWEC Seabrook Participant's meeting on February 10, 1988
it is our desire to meet with you personally in your office at a zutually
convenient time to provide you a wmore complete response to your
February 3, 1988 letter. We look forward to discussing this {ssue with
you,
i Sincerely,
/ ~ ’ /
/-7A‘,o-* */:{’__J* ’,V"};pﬂ\ﬁ—
Thomas E. McHugh
® Acting General Manager
TEM/ i}
. — - e ———— o oy s N
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: February 23, 1988

CONTACT: Jeff Dennard 617-366-9011 (days) 401-885-6278 (evenings

NEES and PSNH

hold discussions

New England Electric System (NEES) and Public Service Coﬁpany of
New Hampshire (PSNH) announced today that they have begun
preliminary discussions about the NEES system acquiring PSNH's
operating assets. The contemplated purchase would not include
PSNH's share of the Seabrook nuclear power plant, Any transaction
resulting from these discussions would require various approvals,
including the bankruptcy court and regulatory agencies, as well as
the Boards of Directors of both companies.

dn January 28, 1988, PSNH filed a voluntary petition under

Chapter 11 in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court in Manchester, New Hampshire,

Samuel Huntington, president and chief executive officer of

NEES, said, "We believe that a consolidation would be in tne best
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long-term interests of customers, employees, investors of the NEZS
system and PSNH, and of New England in general., A natural fit
exists betwsen PSNH and NEES due to our geographic closeness and a
shared commitment to provide our customers with reliable, low-cost
electricity. New England Power Company (NEP) and Granite State
Electric Company are two NEES companies that have a long history of
serving the people of New Hampshire weli. OQur transmission lines,
in some cases, traverse PSNH service territory, and our distribution
company abuts PSNH in southeastern and western New Hampshire,
Additionally, the two companies share a common norder at the
boundary between Massachusetts and New Hampshire."

Robert J. Harrison, president and chief executive officer of
PSNH, said today that he "“welcomes NEES' interest in PSNH. It
should offer an opportunity to solve PSNH's financial prabdlems in a
way that will alsy bring stability to New Hampshire's future power
supply, which would otherwise face continued uncertainty, Despite
these benefits, it's clear that consummation of any plan will not
come overnight, It will take substantial time and effort, and will
also require the involvement of our creditors, regulators, and other
parties in interest."”

PSNH owns 35.6 percent of the Seabrook nuclear power plant,
NEP, NEES' wholesale electric generation and transmission
subsidiary, owns 10 percent, Construction of Seabrook fs complete,
but a Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) operating license must De
obtained for operation of the plant., Contested licensing
proceedings are pending before the NRC,

~-Moreée-
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Huntington safd he envisions that any NEES acquisition of 23

Q non-Seabrodk assets would leave PSNH with its existing Seabrook
ownership and able to meet its share of ongoing project costs.
Huntington reaffirmed NEES' support for prompt operation of Seabrook.

@ =33
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EXEC!TIVE €2

Department of Public Utility Control
One Central Park Plaza
New Britain, Connecticut 06501

Attn: Mr. Robert J. Muphy
Executive Secretary

Re: Docket No. 84-06-17 = DRUC Review of Seabrook Unit 1 -

United
Illummatmg

\ - {e § ] ; PO Box 1564 New
General Offices BO Temple St m ~ Y: ‘ “7 - 3
bW &U =l

FEB 4 R 1988
DEPT. OF PUBLIC u1| o cou'x..

February 18,

1988

ACTION BY

COMM'S
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Establishment of Limit on Construction —
Costs Pursuant to Public Act 84-201,--

EA __ €3 £
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Sect:ion 2 M
Gantlemen: 50
’.‘.‘::‘.osedwa.e an criginal and 28 copies of Ul’s responses to Questions EL~1
swough El-8.
Very truly yours,
THE UNTTED ILIUMINATING COMPANY

,9/ /
BY 4

</ Rert deR. Stein
Manager, Revenue Requirements

RdeRS:cst:ell-8
Enclosures

cC:  84-06-17 Service List

The United Illummatmg Companv
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Q~EL~4 A.

A-E1~4 A.

DOCKET NO. 84-06-17
QUESTION El~4
Page 1 of 1

What, if any, contingency plans are available to address the
bankruptcy of one of the joint owners?

Are any joint owners prepared to cover any short-falls in
payments for Seabrock 1 resulting fraom the PSNH default?
Bglain and give UI’s position.

Starting in September 1987, Ul and several other
investor-owned utility participants in the Seabrook project
took action to engage special bankruptcy counsel in
anticipation of a possible bankruptcy filing by PSNH. All
of the investor-owned Seabrook participants other than PSNH
(mincrity participants) have since joined in this effort.
The purpose of this effort is to protect the value of the
minority particpants’ investment in the Seabrook project.
In this context, the effort was initially focused upon
taking steps prior to a bankruptcy filing that were
considered necessary to minimize potential impacts of a
filing if and whe' it ccourred. Since the filing, counsel
for the minority participants has been working in concert
with counsel for PSNH, which has a cammon interest in
protecting the value of its Seabrook investment. The
minority participants plan to contimue to work with PSNH in
this regard and alsc intend to participate in all relevant
proceedings and other matters to the fullest extent

permissible and necessary to protect the value of the
Seabrock investment.

To the best of our knowledge, no Seabrook owners have made
any camitment to meet payment short-falls, if any, which
may result from PSNH’s bankxuptcy filing, Ul’s publicity
announced position is that it expects that PSNH will
continue to meet its cbligations to the project or, failing
that, PSNH's cbligations will be met by same other entity.
Ul would consider increasing its share of payments to the
project anly as a last resort to protect the value of its
investment and would not increase its share of payments
without DRUC approval.
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EVA Power Carperaticn
Cocket No. 87-2134

PREPARED DIRECT TESTIMONY
OF
DONALD G. PARDUS

Please state your name and business address’

My name is Donald G. Pardus and my business
address 1s One Liberty Square, Boston, Massachusetts
02107.
Mr. Pardus, will you please statae your present posi-
ticns with Eastern Utilities Asscciates and its sub-
sidiaries?
I am Pres.ident and a Trustee of Eastern Utilities Assz-
ciates ("EUA"). EUA has six subsidiary companies, Mon-
taup Electric Company (“Montaup”), Blackstcone Valley
lectric Company (*Blackstcone Valley”), Eastern Ediscn
Company ("Eastern Edison”), EUA Service Corporation
("EUA Service”), EUA Cogene:x Corperation (“Cogenex”)
and EUA Power Corporaticn ("EUA Power”), the applicant
herein. I am President and member of che Bcard of
Directors of Montaup, EUA Service and EUA Power. I an
Vice Chairman and a menmber of the Board of Directors cf
Blackstone, Eastern Edison and Cogenex.

What is the business of EUA and .ts subsidiaries?




=~ PARDUS -

e
2
m

VA, which has =g office in 20sts ; Massac:use:ts, 2B
holding Company registered under the Publia Veilisy
ding Company Acs Sf 1938, Two of ‘%5 subsidiariss.

.

~
L W

[
4}
-

4 alacxst:ne and Zastern Ediscon are retail electr:i- Cex=-
s Panies whcse serrice adreas are in Rhode Island ang
[ Massachusetts, respectively, Eastern Edison owns al
? of the steck and long-tern debt of Mentaup, a genera-
3 ticn and transns tission company, which Supplies e. s8cIriz-
) ity to Bl ackstone, to EFast ern Ediscn and =» .hrec
10 unaffiliaced utilities far resale. Montaup cwns aor nas
11 interests in various Fenerating facilities, ang Swns a
2 2.89983% interest in the Sesrbr=sk Auclear preodecs, ECA
13 Service is a direce subsidiary of EUA and renders var:-
b OuUS services to IUA and other subsidiaries. Cogenex ::
i85 invelved in the conservaticn, ;cad~aanaqo_on: and
15 cegeneratisn business. These five ccmpanies, tsgether
17 with EUVA Power, the Petiticner herein + Are referred =-
L3 s the "EUA System.”
29 Q. Will you describe 7ouUr educaticn and Susiness back-
20 ground?
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befcre the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission in
rata preceedings. I have alsc appeared tefore the
Massachuse'.ts Departnment of Public Utilities, the
Connecticut Public Utilities Control Authority and the
Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission in numerous
proceedings inveolvirg financing authorizations, as
well as testifying previously before this Commissicn
in DF-85-238; 85-351; and 86~-150. I have testified on
financial nmatters in rate prcceedings for Blackgtone
Valley before the Rhode Island Public Utilities
Comaissicn. I have also testified on financial
matters in rate proceedings before the Massachusetts
Depar<ment of Public Utilities on behalf of Eastern
Edisen.

A. Yes. I have appeared as a financial witness
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
\

Q. Mr. Pardus, will you please briefly descritbe EUA
Power.
A. EUA Power Corporation was crganized in February o3

1985 as a New Hampshire corporaticn with bread
corporate powers. It has an address of P.0. Bex 709,
One Eagle Square, Concord, New Hampshire 03301. It s
authorized by this Commission pursuant to RSA 374:22
and 26, to engage in business as a public utility
solely for the purpose of participating as a jeint



(3
. - ~ - Lol -
1 owner in the construction of the Seabrock Power Pro-ecs
2 and, upeon completion of construction, fo he purpcse
3 of selling its share of the output of the plant f2or
4 resale, which authorizati.n is set forth in th
e s Commission’s Order No. 18,058 in DF 8S5-338 and DOF 85-
8 351 dated January 15, 1986. 0On November 285, 1986, EvA
? Power acguired the cwnership interest in the Seabrsck
3 Power Froject of Central Maine Power Company, Banger
® 2 Hydre-ElectricConpany, Maine Public Service Company,
19 Central Verment Public Service Ccmpany, and F::fnbu:;
11 Gas & Electric Company. The original capitalizatien c@
L2 EUA Power was as follows:
@
id tong-Tern Borrowings:
L4 Secured Notes
® % Series A-l, 17-1/2%, due
.8 11/18/1991 $149,4580,003
17 Series A-2, 17-1/2%,
-3 que 11/:5/1991 30,550,¢00
® .3
e Total Long-Term
sl Borrewings: $180,C00,200
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January 15, 1988
Magy N Wieng

TRCiA M Lucas

HAND-DELIVERED

Mr. Wynn E. Arnold

Executive Director

Public Utilities Commission

8 0ld Suncook Road - Building 1 $
Concord, New Hampshire 03301-5185%

Re: EUA Power Corporation
Docket No, 87-234

Dear Mr. Arnold:

Enclosed herewith for filing are the original and nine
copies of EUA Power Corporation's motion to amend its November

24, 1987 petition. Company will file supplemental testimony and
revised schedules as soon as possible.

Very truly yours, '
e 100
{Lﬂ.’—)

David W. Marshall

DWM/nc
Enclosures

c¢c: Richard B. Couser, Esquire (w/encs.)
Alan F. Lefkowitz, Esquire (w/encs.)
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EUA POWER CORPORATION
DF 87-234

MOTION TO AMEND PETITION

NCW COMES EUA Power Corporation, Petiticner in the above-
entitled matter (”"Petitioner”), and hereby moves to amend its
Petition dated November 24, 1987 (the “Petition”) by increasing
the amount of the financing proposed in said Petition, and in
support thereof says the following:

1. As set forth in Paragraphs 3 and 6 of the Petition, the
amount of the financing originally propeosed, i.e., $80 million of
Series B Notes and $20 Million of additional Class A preferred
stock, was selected based upon anticipated cash requirements that
in turn were based upon Petitioner’s estimate of the date of the
commencement of commercial operation of Seabrook Unit 1.
Petitioner assumed in its Petition that Seabrook Unit 1 would

commence commercial operation in January, 1989 (See Petition,
Attachment E).

2. As a result of Petitioner’s latest evaluation of the
progress of proceed.ngs for licensing oparation of Seabrook,
Petitiocner believes it prudent to assume a commercial operation
date for Unit 1 during the third or fourth quarter of 1989. In
light of this anticipated delay, Petitioner believes its cash
requirements may be greater than originally thought, and that the
amount of the proposed financing should thereforc be increased.

J. Specifically, Petitioner now proposes tc issue and sell
at private sale for cash equal to the pPrincipal amount thereof,
(1) additional Class A 25% cumulative preferred shares, $100 par
value, to Eastern Utility Associates, at one time or from time to
time, in an aggregate amount up to but not exceeding $25 million:
and (ii) Series B Notes secured under and pursuant to the First
Mortgage Indenture, as modified by the First Supplemental
Indenture and, if required, a Second Supplemental Indenture to be
issued, in an aggregate principal face amount up to but not
exceeding $100 million, the total additional capital not to
exceed $125 million so as to maintain the equity component of the
capitalizaticn of Petitioner at 25% of its debt component,
exclusive of any consideration of unappropriated retaincd
earnings.

un



4. Petitioner will submit as soon as pessible supplemental
testimony and revised exhibits to reflect the changes occasicned
by the increase in amount of the proposed financing.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Commission:

A. Allow Petitioner to amend its Petition of November 24,
1987, as aforesaid;

B. Make a finding, pursuant to RSA 369:1-4, that (i) the
issuance and sale, at one time or from time to time, by
Petitioner to Eastern Utilities Associates of up to but not more
than 250,000 shares of Class A 25% cumulative convertible
preferred shares, $100 par value, in an aggregate amount not
exceeding $25,000,000, the amount %o be sufficient to maintain
the equity component of its capitalization at 25% of the debt
component; and (ii) the issuance and sale to institutional or
other accredited private investors of Series B Notes for cash
secured by the First Mortgage Indenture, as supplemented by the
First Supplemental Indenture and, if required, a Second
Supplemental Indenture to be issued, of up to but not more than
the aggregate face principal amount of $100,000,000; and (iii)
the mortgaging of Petitioner’s property to secure the payment of
said Series B Notes and issuance, if required, of a Second g
Supplemental Indenture in connection therewith; is consistent
with the public good, and that the Commission approve and
authorize the same, and approve the terms thereof and proposed
application of proceeds; and

C. Gran%t such other or further relief and make such other
or further findings or orders as shall be lawful and necessary or
desirable i1n the premises.

Respectfully submitted,
EUA POWER CORPORATION
By Its Attorneys:

ORR AND RENO, PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION
One Eagle Square, P.0. Box 709
Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0709
(603) 224-2381

. / 4 ;/”
L3es - LT i

Pavid W, Marshall

Nat+ 3 T 1 1 19
Lvated: January 15, 19838
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poc Sarvce Of New CrroerTe

United States Nuclear
Requlatory Commission K Septemver 3, 13

o

campmission (NHPUC) for an emercency rate celief increase of approximately
$71,000,000 anm.al‘j The NHEPUC has set hearings on that pezition f$of
Octaper 5=3, 1587, ,the earliest tes possible after complian ieh 4%

ce
requlatery procedures. Second, pursuant to a PSNH request sumittied wiil the
petiticn, ..'w NHPUC on August 11, 1987, transferred a questicn ot

New sul;sm:o Snz'e.u cs ", cencerning the application of NE Statue

RSA 378: ‘O—a. the so-called anti~CWIP law, %0 the Company’s investaent in W0
Seabrock Sta under tLhe ex ::em 2-..- neial ciroumstances currently deing
experl .‘-ed 'y PNH. On Se ;:om: 2, 1987, that Court issued an crder
dizecsin c NHPUC =0 maxe, an expedited basis, certain findings cf fact
regacding the Company's cash :eﬂ"'emn.s 1o meet LS interest payments, sec:
maTucities, a.".d customer servise expansicn needs for the remainder of 1587,
T™he Court in 'a.ed that upen receipt of the NHPUC findings it would >

8

o €

promptly o consider the constituticnal lssues ef applicabilicy ::
ant.-CWlP law :s PONH. Thicd, PSNH has instituted a croqram of
~anservazicn wnizh 15 designed 2 substantially reduce 1if :a',::.:al a:-
cperating expenditures, therely er.a..‘.'.n:,' PSNH %o extend its current availacle
cash :es:-.;::es. Foursh, PSNH will, in the near future, formally flee wild
wre Securities and ExZnange Commission and wizh the NHPUC a detailed procgraa
far cmgrrusTuring certain of is indebtedness, This program is designed T2
sus '-s.a:'.:; L1y reduce PSNH's need for extermal financing and lessen e busden
2f incerest and marturLty pavments In Lts cest, Wniin NS Deccme gifsisuls and
cogtly due ro the lenguny Seabrcck Station licensing delays.

O
™~
"
ﬂ- o I

Pureher, the ocermanent shusdcun sceparic Zescribed in your letter s
sonsidered tQ De & ..‘,:x:.:z:;:a; SitUATIOon that wi.l Never OCCUL, ifrespeciive
ci PNE's flaacsial ssany Dezailed respenses TI YTUD JUESTICNS, Wnilin al2
set Soreh int Whe attach mn- %3 wnis letter, nave Deen prepared o tne Dest I

- asilicy Sased on Lhe assumpticns indicated.

1f you need any fSurtner informaticn or slarifizaticn, p.ease Iontact
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] TASLE |

NEW HAMPSHIRE YANKEEZ
SEABROOK STATION - UNIT

] INCREMENTAL COSTS FOR L2W POWER OZERATION®
i
= Activity
| | '
! Mebilization & ‘ Lov Pover | Total
& | Cost Area Heatup Preparation | Heatup | Testing (B8y Cost Area)
| | | |
; .
3 | Manpover | 1,000,550 $72,000 567,500 2,260,1%0
| |
| Material ‘ 45,3900 69,700 157,800 273,400
| |
® | Eleceein - $72,100 $72,i%0 | 1,164,200
| Pove v | '
- ] » :
| . ;
| Total 3y | 1,966,450 1,613,800 .. 397,500 3,837,730
. . | Agsivigy) J ;. ssmesesew
*The curven: syudge: for Seabrook Station averages S.U aillica per zonth.
*eflectTizal power service o Seadrook 3tatics during che test progran
&® will all Se purzchased from PSNR.
®
-
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) My name is Dale G. Bridenbaugh. I am President

of MHB Technical Associates {("MHB"), a technical consulting
firm specializing in nuclear power plant safety, licensing,
and regulatory matters, located at 1723 Hamilton Avenus,
Suite K, San Jose, California 95125, 1I received a Bachelor
of Science degree in mechanical ergineering from South
Dakota Schocl of Mines and Technology in 1953 and am a
licensed professional nuclear engineer. I have more than
30 years experience in the engineering field, primarily in
power plant analysis, construction, maintenance, and
operations. Since 1976, I have baeen employed by MHB ana
have acted as a consultant to domestic ana foreign
government agencies and other groups on nuclear power plant
safety and licensing matters. Between 1966 and 1976, I was
employed by the Nuclear Energy Division of General Electric
Company ("GE") in various managerial capacities relating to
the sale, service, and product improvement of nuclear power
reactors manufactured by that company. Between 1955 and
1966, I was employed in various encineering capacities
working with gas and steam turbines for GE. 1Included in ny
duties at GE was supervision of startup testing of
equipment in fifteen to twenty fossil and nuclear power
plants. I also was responsible for various nuclear fuel

projects ranging from the remote disassembly of irradiated




fuel to the supply of reload fuel for operating nuclear
plants. I have authored technical papers and articles on
the subject of nuclear power equipment and nuclear power
plant safety and have given testimony on those subjects.
Other details of my experience and qualifications are

contained in Attachment $#1.

2. My direct experience with the Seawroox plant
began in September 1983 when my firm was vetained by the
Massachusetts Attorney General to evaluate the prudence of
expenditures by Fitchburg Gas and Electric Company on
Seabrook Unit 2. Including that initial assignment, I have
evaluated various phases of the Seabrook project in si
different engagements. In my work as consultant on the
Seabrook plant, I have perforued diverse assignments,
fucusing primarily on technical reviews and anralysis of
safety and cost issues. I have viiited the plant en
ceveral occasions and have participated in a number of
interviews and/or depositions of Key Seabrock management

perscnnel.

3. The purpese of this Affidavit is to explain the
technical reasons why low power testing to 5 percent power
at Seabrook is of no value if subsequent power operation at
or near full power is not authorized. Xt will further
explain that there are, in fact, several irreversible

changes which would result from testing at the 5% level




while no significant electrical power would be produced.

These changes would limit the options available for the
plant and plant site in the event that full power cperatiocn
is not subsequently authorized, and would cause addi+*irial

financial cost with no apparent off-setting benefit.

SEQUENCE QF TESTING AND POWER OPERATION

4. Every nuclear plant needs to have fuel loaded and
systems trsted before it is permitted to operate at power
levels sufficient to turn the turbine and generate electric
powar. The typical test sequence is to perform non-nuclear
zero-power tests first, then proceed to "zero-power" .
nuciear tests and subsaguently to low-power nuclear
cperation with no electrical production. Electrical
production is vsually deferred until the test program
achieves a power level of 10-i5%. Permission to proceed to
a higher power level is in general predicated on
fulfillment of the test objectives at the lover levels.
when the testing is completed satisfantorily at the lower
levels and other reguirements are satisfied, the plant is
then permitted to cperate at a power level at which
sufficient steam is generated to allew production of
electricity. Power levels are increased in steps and tests
are conducted at the steps until full power operation has

beer achieved. Most power ascension programs include a




demonstration run at full power for 100 hours after which

the unit is ‘aclared %9 be in commercial ocperation. The
minimum lenyth of time in which this process can be
completed 1s about three months. At Seabrook, the _wst
progran «5 spe~ified in the Final Safety Analysis Report
was scheduled for four mon.hs. A more recent nd uetailed
Power Ascens,on tlow chart dazed 1/20/8€ shows a 90 day
schedule fu: Seabrook (furuished by PSNH in response to

NHPUC Staff Set $l1, Feoiest 48, Docket DR 87-151).

5. All other factors lheing equal, the initial
operati:¢ phase at a new nuclear unit can r2 most
efficient.y performed if a smooth transitior is made from
fuel loadinj to low power operation and on t» the power
testing areve %%, If a siynificant delay between the
testing steps occurs, it is most burdensuome for that delay
to take place after power cperation has begun. The reason
for this is because the power te.: program is designed so
as to be able to preceed from the :ompleted tests at a
lower authorized power level to tasts at the next power
step. .f lengthy delays are introduced, it then becomes
neceisary to repeat certain activities such as instrument
calibrations, water chemistry adjustments, thermal
expansion measurements, radiation surveys, control systenm
realignments a;d feat balance calculations to assure safe
and srooth %.ansition to the next 2uthorized level. An

additional complicating factor can be the need to conduct

wde



surveillance tests that are required at certain freguencies
specified by the plant Technical Specifications. If the
schedule is known ahead of time, such required activities
can be programmed into the Power Ascension program. A
delay prior to initial nuclear cperation minimizes the need

for duplication of such operations.

6. In the case of Seabrcok Unit 1, the loading of
fuel into the reactor has now been completed and the
Company has completed the tests intended to be performed
prior to nuclear cperation of the unit. This work was
authorized by the granting of a "zero" power license by the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission ("NRC") on October 17, 1986,
and fuel lcading was begun on October 22, 1986. William B.
Derrickson's L1/ September 26, 1986 presentation to the
NRC's Advisory Committee of Reactor Safeguards ("ACRS")
indicatea that the scheduled time for completion of the
non-nuclear tests following fuel locading was 4 to 6 weeks:

Qur regquest is to be able to load fuel and
do the hot testing with the coolant systenm
at operating temperature and pressure.

We have several tests to run, from tests
from the original hot tunction tests. This
whole effort from the day we¢ receive the
license to completion of the hc® functicnal

tests will take about a month Or s.x weeks.
(ACRS Transcript, pp. 14-15)

1/ Mr. Derrickson is a Senior Vice-President of Public
Service of New Hampshire and has primary
responsibility for the Seabrook project.

—5-
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This estimate is in general agreement with the 1/20/86

Power Ascension schedule which shows a 34 day period of

time between fuel locad and initial criticality, which is

the first time that nuclear operation begins.

Ts In the case of Seabrocok, the operating license
has now been requested in not one, Lut three separate
phases. The first phase which consists of fuel locading and
hot functional tests (but no criticality and no irradiatiocn
of the fuel) has now been completed. The second phase, now
under review, would permit low power testing and subseqguent
heatups involving operation at up to 5% of full power. The
third phase, if authorized, will permit operation between

5% and 100% power.

8. The NRC action to permit low power operation at
Seabrook, if granted at this time is a deviation from
coumon past practice. The traditional licensing practice
was in the past to grant an cperating license as a result
of a single licensing action. In those cases, fuel loading
and low power test activities were then performed and
integrated with ascension to full power. Shortly after the
Three Mile Island accident, the NRC began to issue licenses
in a two-step (low power-full pcwer) process. This two-
step process was implemented to help ease the licensing

review backlog which resulted from the licensing hiatus

following the 1979 accident. Initially, this two-step
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process workcé reasonably well. Plants that were granted a
low power license generally completed the fuel locading and
low power testing by the time the full powver license was
issued, with the low power testing and the full power
licensing relatively close together in time. 2/ Since

1984, however, there have been several cases of lengthy

delay between the low power license and the approval for

operation abecve 5%. Examples of these delayed cases

include:

1) Diablo Canyen 1, where a three year delay was
experienced between the initial low power license
(September 1981) and full power approval
(November 1984).

2) Shoreham, where a low power license was awarded
in July 1985 and full power authorization is yet
to be issued.

3) Perry, which received low power authorization in
March 1986, did not receive full power approval
until December 1986.

These delays illustrate clearly that NRC approval of low
power cperation gives no assurance that timely

authorization of power operation is forthcoming. This

2/ Of the 15 plants licensed for low power operation
between March 1979 and June 1984 which also received a
full power license during that period, the average
time between the low power and full power licenses was
iess than 5 months. The average time from initial
criticality to award of the full power license was
only 1/2 month (excluding Grand Gulf which was delayed
for approximately two years because of improperly
drafted Technical Specifications). See Attachment =2,
portions of letter from NRC Chairman Palladino to

Congressman Edward Markey, June 15, 1984.
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would appear to be particularly relevant for Seabrook which
is now heavily engaged in the resolution of complex

emergency planning issues.

1BBE1EBSI3LE_QHAH%ES_éE_SIAIQE_Q!Q

9. Before a reactor "goes critical" as it does for
the first time during Jow power testing, neither the
nuclear fuel nor the reactor or its components, are
irradiated or contaminated by radiation. (The uranium
contained in the fuel is of course naturally radiocactive,
but this material is at a very low level and is fully -
contained within the fuel rods.) Low power testing,
however, necessarily causes irreversible changes to the

nuclear fuel and to portions of the nuclear reactor.

10. There is necessarily irradiation of the nuclear
fuel as a result of low power testing. This irradiation
results in the build-up of quantities of fission products
within the fuel which requires that the fuel subsequently
be handled, transported, and treated as irradiated fuel.
Once these fission products have been produced, they cannot
pe removed from the fuel by any usual means. Thus, the
irradiation from low power testing is irreversible. 1In
addition to this, low power testing would result in some

components of the Seabrook plant becoming irreversibly
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irradiated while other components will become contaminated
with activated corrosion products and fission products if
fuel rod leaks or perforations are present. The level of
irradiation and/or contamination would depend both con the
length of time and the power level of operation, on the
performance of the fuel, and on the purity and chemical
conditions of the reactor coolant. Potentially affected
components include portions of the reactor pressure vessel
and internals, the steam generators, the control rods,
incore nuclear instrumentation, and reactor auxiliary
system components, equipment, and piping. If contaminated
by substantial gquantities of radicactive fission products,

special care would ke required in handling these items.

11. The irreversible changes to the plant resulting
from power operation as described above makes a significant
change in the way in which the Seabrock plant must be
considered. Prior to power operation, the plant equipment
and compconents are radiation free (with the exception of
readily removable nuclear fuel and some sensors), and there
is no limitation as to what future option for the plant and
the plant site may be selected. It is possible in this
condition that the plant could be abandoned, converted to
non-nuclear use, or ultimately operated as a nuclear unit
as planned. Once radiocactive, the options are reduced.

Both the plant and plant site become nearly irreversibly

committed to a nuclear facility. This is because some of
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the plant equipment will be made radicactive and because
the site itself becomes (de-facto) a long-term radiocative
waste storage facility since there is no approved storage

facility available to receive the irradiated nuclear fuel.

12. Because of the unavoidable irradiation and
contamination described above, the conduct of low power
testing of necessity requires some worker exposure to
potentially harmful radiation during the course of the
testing as well as after the testing is completed. The
amount of exposure may not be large arid unless errors are
made, probably would not excued allowable limits. However,
it is an additional unavoidable impact which results from
low power testing. The necessity of performing the
associated health physics protection requirements further
complicates maintenance and coperation steps and makes plant

security a more critical and time consuming function.

13. In its non-irradiated condition, the fuel loaded
into the Seabrook core probably has a recovery (or salvage)
value that is likely egqual to or a major fraction of the
original purchase value of that fuel. This fuel, if not
irradiated, likely coculd be sold to other nuclear plants to
use as is, or, if necessary, to be reconfigured for a
different reactor. (For example, some bundles might

require manual disassembly and rod rearrangement or

O
L2 )

reconfiguration of the pellets for the necessary pattern

«10=




enrichment.) Once the fuel is irradiated and there is a

build-up of fission products as would occur during the
propesed 5% power operation, it makes fuel shipment and
reconfiguration, and therefore most opportunities for reuse

of the fuel, more complicated and costly and therefore far

|
|
|
|
\
less likely to be imr inted, Based on present day
nuclear fuel costs, value of the Seabrook fuel is
approximately $50-80 million. 3}/ Galvage value

approximiately egqual to this amount could be realized from

the fuel in its present condition. While it is technically
possible that irradiated fuel could be transferred to a

different reactor of the same design and subsequently used,

there would be significant penalties associated with suéh

an action. It would be necessary to ship the fuel in

shielded casks which may or may not be readily available.

The fuel itself would not be of optimum design for

equilibrium operation. Such a transfer has, to my

knowledge, never been done in U.S. power reactors and would
probably require lengthy review by the NRC and/or other

regulatory bodies. Consequently, I conclude that the fuel

has little or no value if used for testing up to 5% power.

My conclusion is supported by recent letter from Mr.

Harrison, President and CEOQ <f PSNH to the NRC (NYN-87104

dated September 3, 1987) transmitting the following

sta* ment!:

3/ See Attachment 3 for derivation of the fuel value.
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In order to determine the actual salvage
value of the fuel after the low power
testing program, a market analysis would
have to be undertaken at that time together
with a study of special cnsts for handling
and shipping the fuel. Although the Joint
Owners have not performed a rigorous study
of these costs, a review was performed in
late 1986 which indicated that the salvage
value of the fuel would approximately offset
the costs of handling and transportation of
the fuel to a third party resulting in no
net cost to the Joint Owners for the
disposal of the fuel.

14, The proposed 5% power operation would also result
in the loss of potential salvage value for other plant
components that would be substantially irradiated or
contaminated (i.e., steam generators, reactor components
such as control rods and other internals, cooclant pumps and
seals, valves, piping and instrumentation senscrs). I
estimate the salvage value of these components to be at
least $20-30 million., These components are virtually
identical in all Westinghouse Fressurized Water Reactors,
many are periodically replaced, and others are useful for
replacerent in the event of component failures. A resale
market for them should exist but it would be severely
limited or negated if they are irradiated. 1In an interview
conducted in conjunction with a Vermont proceeding (Vermont
Public Service Board, Docket 5132), William B. Derrickson,
Vice-President of PSNH stated his estimate of the salvage

value of the cancelled Seabrook Unit 2 to be approximately

§25 million. (See November 12, 1986 Interview, Willi:cs B,




Derrickson, p. 74.) It is likely, however, that if these
same components were irradiated and/or contaminated by
power cperation, they would have little or no or perhaps

negative salvage value.

15. Additional costs resulting from a decision to
perform low power testing are the costs of decontaminating,
deccmmissioning, and dispocsal of the fuel and portions of
the reactor system following a low power testing pericd in
the event that a full power license is not obtained. The
cost of necessary removal/disposal/decontamination efforts
could be tens of millions of dollars, depending on the
specific disposal requirements. Mr. Harrison's September
3, 1987 letter states the belief that the decontamination
following low power operation could be accomplished within
the "normal budget" of $10-11 million per month. He does
not speculate on the number of months that might be
required nor whether the "normal" budget could be reduced
quickly if that effort were not necessary. Such efforts
also carry with them the potential for additional weorker
radiation exposure. If PSNH is not successful in selling
the irradiated fuel to another user, it will also need to
be treated as high level radiocactive material and would
likely ultirately be disposed of as spent fuel. Because of
the lengthy time periods during which spent fuel must be

isolated from the environment, Federal law has assigned the

responsibility fc~ its ultimate disposition to the U.S.







of 20,000 MWD (t)/ton. For such fuel, this collection rate
is equivalent to approximately $150,000 per ton. DCE has
not established a rate for fuel exposed to the lower level
associated with the 5% power test operation, but there is
no reason to expect that the cost per ton could be
negotiated to much below DOE's published rates as DOE is
required by law to obtain fu.l cost recovery and the same
disposal care would likely be required. Accordingly, the
potential cost for disposal by DOE of the 90 tons at
Seabrook could be as much as $13,000,000, not counting
transportation or possible cost increases. In addition, no
disposal facility is planned or expected until after the
year 2000, at least 15 years in the future. It would .
therefore be necessary to store and safeguard the spent
fuel on site until that time. Mr. Harrison's September 3,
1987 letter gives an estimate for the onsite storage of the
fuel of approximately $700,000 per month. If this estimate
is correct, the cost of spent fuel storage and disposal
becomes nearly a $140 million cbligation. Reactor
components removal, handling and disposal would ke
additionally required. I do not believe the :costs would
actually be that high, but it is clear they could total

tens of millions of dollars.
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16. The essential purpose of a low power license is
to test reactor systems which cannot be effectively tested
in noncritical conditions. It is necessary to conduct such
testing prior to cperating the plant at higher power levels
(i.e., greater than 5% power). At 5% power, the reactor
would barely produce enough steam to spin the turbine and
synchronize the generator. Taking into account the station
auxiliary power needs, it is not likely that net electric
power would be supplied to the grid as a result of the
testing, and there would be no displaced oil or fuel cost
savings. Instead, power from the grid would be required to
run the plant during the tests. Mr. Harrison's September
3, 1987 letter contains as an enclosure Table 1, showin}
PSNH's estimated incremental costs for low power operation.
This Table shows a total cost for electric power for the
low power testing of $1.144 million. This seems to verify
that no positive electrical power will be produced. Thus,
none of the benefits assumed in the NRC's Environmental
Impact Statement for Seabrook would be achieved by low
power testing: however, as noted, low power operation would
result in environmental impacts, such as plant
contamination with radicactive material, the likely loss of
the resale value of the fuel and other components once they
become irradiated, the cost of decontamination,

decommissioning and disposal, worker exposure, and last but

-16~




1: not least, the potential commitment of the site to lengthy
QE radicactive waste storage use.
3 .
t 17. Because low power testing standing alcne produces
‘i no net benefits but does have potential adverse effects, it
5‘ is my opinion that there is no reason to conduct low power
6 testing just for its sake alone. Rather, low power testing
7 can be rationally justified only in circumstances where
8, there is no substantial doubt that the plant subsequently
9 will operate at higher power levels so that its benefits
:?i; (i.e., generation of electricity) will be available to

l! offset the adverse effects (fuel irradiation, radiocactive
12; contamination, potential worker exposure) which cannot be
13 avoided. In my technical opinion, the optimum time for
141 performing low-power testing of any nuclear reactor is

15 shortly before full-power operational approval is reliably ‘

{
16a anticipated to be cbtained.

. 2o bl i

DALE G. BRIDENBAUGH

20

21 Subscribed and sworn §o before nme

2 on this Q9™ day of >, 1987,
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DALE G BFIDENBAUGH
MMB Technical Associates
1723 Hamilton Avenue

Sute K

San Jose, Calfornia 95128
(408) 286-2716

EXPERIENCE
1976 - PRESENT

Presigent . MHE Technical A i nJ Iiforni

Co-founder and panner of technical consulting firm.  Speciaiists in energy consyiting ¢
governmental and other groups interested in evaluation of nuclear piant safety and licensing.
Consultant in this capacity to state agencies in California, New York, lliinois, New Jersey.
Pennsyivania, Oklahoma and Minnesota and to the Norwegian Nuclear Power Commmee.
Sweadish Nuclear Inspectorate, and vanous other organizations and environmental, groups
Performed extensive safety analysis for Swedish Energy Commission ana contributed to the Union
of Concerned Scientists's Review of WASH-1400. Consultant 1o the U.S. NRC - LWR Safery
Improvement Program, performed Cost Analysis of Spent Fuel Disposal for the Natural Resources
Oetense Council. and contributed to the Cepoartment of Energy LWR Safety Improvement Program
for Sandia Laboratories. Served as expern witness in NRC and state utility commission hearings

1976 - (FEBRUARY - AUGUST)

-~

nsyitant Broiect Survival P Harni

Volunteer work on Nuciear Safeguards Intiative campaigns in Calforna. Oregon, Wasnhingion
Arzona. ang Colorado. Numerous presentations on nuclear power and aiternative energy options
10 civic, government, and college groups. Also resource person for public service presentatons
on ragio and television,

1973 - 1978

Managed seventeen technical and seven clerical personnel with responsibility for estadlishiment
and management of systems to montor and measure Boiling Water Reactor equiprment ang
system operational performance. Integratec General Electric resources in customer pant
modafications. coordingted correction of causes of forced outages and of eorts to improve
relapiity and performance of BWR systems  Also responsible for aevelopment of Division Master
Ferformance improvement Plan as well as for numerous Staff special assignments on iong-range
studies Was on special assignment for the management of two different ag hoc projects formea
10 resoive urnique technical probiems.




1972 - 1973

Managed groud of twenty-one technical and four clercal personnral. Prime responsidility was 1o
crect interface and liaison personnel involved in corrective actions required unger contract
warranties. Aiso in charge of refueling and service planning, performance analysis. and service
communication functions supponing all compieted commercial nuciear power reactors supplied
by General Electric, both domestic and overseas (Spain, Germany, italy, Japan, india. ana
Switzenand).

1968 - 1972

Managed sixteen technical and six clerical personnel with the responsibility for all customer
contact, planning and execution of work required after the customer acceptance of depanment.
supplied plants and /or equipment. This incluced quotation, sale and deiivery of spare and renewal
pans. Sales volume of parts increased from $1,000.000 in 1968 to over $3.000,000 in 1972

1968 - 1968

Managed group of sx persons with the responsibiity for customer contacts, planning and
execution of work required aftter customer acceptance of department-supplied piants and or
eqQuipment-poth domestic and overseas.

1963 - 1966
Zeg Sngineering Supervisor General Electnc Company. Instalation and Service Engneenng
Repanment Los Angeles, Calformig

Supervised approximately eight field representatives with responsibility for Generz. Eleatric steam
ana gas turbine nstallation and maintenance work in Southern California, Arizona, anag Southern
Nevaca. During this penod was responsbie for the installation of eight different central staton
steam turbine-generator units, plus MUCh maintenance activity Work included customer contac
preparation of quotations, and contract negotiations.

1986 - 1963

F | r Gen mpany | I rvi neern mant
fal 1! .
* —

S.pervised installation and maintenance of steam turbines of all sizes. Supervised crews of from
ten 10 More than one hundred men. depenaing on the |ob. Worked primarily with large utiities but
haa signficant work with steel, petroleum ang other process industries. Magd four years of



experence at construction, stantup, troudle-shooting and refueling of the first large-scaie
commercial nuciear power unit.

1958 - 1958

Training assignments in plant facilities design and in steam turbine testing at two General Eiectric
factory iocations.

1653 - 1985
n ' Army . Or A
Instructor - Heavy Artillery Repair. Taught classroom and shop disasse:ndy of antillery pieces
1953
ngingering Training Pr m _General Electn n ngdal hi

Training assignment with Aircraft Gas Turbine Department

E\'\! "‘AT"\ﬁ ﬁ Altr’ |AT"’*3§‘

BSME - 1953, South Dakota School of Mines and Technoiogy, Rapid City, Soutn Dakota, Upser
1/4 of class.

Professional Nuciear Engineer - California. Certificate No. 0873,
Member - Amercan Nuciear Society

Various Company Training Courses during career including Protfessional Business Management,
Kepner Tregoe Decision Making, EXective Presentation, and numerous technical seminars.

HONQRS § AWARDS.
Sigma Tau - Honorary Engineering Fraternity.
General Managers Award, General Electric Company.

PESSONAL DATA:

Born November 20, 1831, Miller, South Dakota

Married, three chigren

€2° 190 Ibs.. health - excellent

Honorabie aischarge from United States Army . ’
Hobries: Skung, Miking
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Testimony of D. G. Bridenbaugh and G. C. Minor before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. on
benalt of Surtoik County, in the matter of Long Isiang Lighting Company, Shoreham Muciear Bower
Station, Unt 1, regarding Sutfolk County Contention 11, Passive Mecrancal Vaive Faiures. Docket
No. SD-322-0L April 13, 1982,

Testimony of D. G. Bridenbaugh and R B mubbard. in the Matter of Jersey Central Power ang
Lgnt Company For an Increase in Rates for Electrical Service, on benall of New Jersey
Department of the Public Advocate, Division of Rate Counsel. Three \ie igignd Units 1 § 2

Sleanup ang Mogificauon Programg, OF U Docket Nos. 818-728. 816-736, May, 1982,

Testmony of 0. G Bridentaugh and G. C. Minor on behalt of Suttolk County, before the Atomc
Safety ang Licensing Boara. in tne maner of Long Isiand Lighting Company, Shorenam Nuciear
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Power Station, Unit 1, regarding {k Coum ntention RY Tgst Oraaram Docket No 80-
322-0L May 28, 1982

Testmony of D. G. Biidenbaugh and G. C. Minor on behalf of SuMoik County, before the Atomia
Safery and Licensing Board. in the maner of Long Isiand Lighting Company. Shorenam Nuciear

Power Station, Unit 1, regarding n ntention vi) and C Contentinn A2
Reayction of SRY O , Docket No. 50-322-OL. June 14, 1982.

Testimonv of D. G. Bridenbaugh before the (llinois Commerce Commission, on benaif of the [llina:s
Anorney General's Office, Expected Lfetmes and Performance of Nuciear Prwer Plants A tre
maner of Commonweaith Edison (Proposed general increass in electric rates), ICC Docxet No. 82-
0026. June 18, 18982,

Testimony of D. G. Bridenbaugh and R. B. Hubbard an behaif of the Ohio Consumers Counsel
before the Public Ltiities Commission of Ohio, regarding ion of P Sigar Garerat ~o
LOLNO 1 in the matter of the applicauon of the Cleveiana Electric liuminating Company ‘o
authority 1o amend and increase cenain of its filed schedules fing rates and charges for eiectrc
service, Case No. 81-1378-EL-AIR, Qctoner 7, 1882

lssues AMectng the Vigbility and Acceptadilty of Nuciear Power Usage in the Unted Stares
prepared by MHB Technical Associates for Congress of the United States. O¥ice of Technoiogy
Assessment for use in conjunction with Workshop on Technological and Reguiatory Changes in
Nuciear Power, December 8 & 9, 1982, ]

Testimony of D. G. Bridenbaugh on benalt of Rocktord League of Women Voters. before the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, in the matter of Commonweaith Edison Company B,ren

Station, Units 1 and 2. regarding Contention 22, Steam Genemtors Docket Nos. 50484, 20433

March 1, 1883,

Testimony of G. C. Minor and D. G. Bridentaugh before the Pennsyivana Pudiic Utlity

Commission, on benalf of the Office of Consumer Agvocate. Regargding the Cost of Constryatna

the Susquenanna Steam Electric Station Unit |, Re: Pennsyivania Power and Lignt, Docket No. A-
822163, March 18, 1983

Surrebunal Testimony of D G. Sridenbaugh before the Pennsyivania Public Vtility Commussion. on
benalf of the Office of Consumer Advocate, Regarding the Cost of constructing the Susauehar=a

Steam Secing Station Unit | Re: Pennsyivania Power and Lignt, Docket No. R-822169, April 20,
1983

Testimony of 0. G. Bridenbaugh In the Matter of Pubiic Service Gas & Electric, Sase Bare Cass
I8 on behalf of New Jersey Department of the Pubiic Aavocae,
Oivision of Rate Counsel, Docket No. 836620, QAL Docket No. PUC-04830-83, October 13, 1323

Afficavit of D. G. Bridenbaugh, in the Matter of Jersey Central Powsr and Light, on benaif of New
~ersey Depanment of the Public Advocate. Division of Rate Counsel, TM! Fault In tion, CPY
Qocket No 836-500. November 23, 1983,

Testimony of D G. Bridenbaugh. in the Matter of Public Service Electric & Gas, on behaif of New
Jersey Depanment of the Publiic Advocate. Division of Rate Counsel, LEAC Iny
Qutages OPU Docket No 83125, December 1, 1983,
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Rebuttai Testimony ot D. G. Bridenbaugh in the Matter of Public Service Eiectric & Gas. on ceral
of New Jersey Depanment of the Public Advocate. Division of Rate Counsel, WEAC ovesticares
Salem-' Qutages OPU Docket No. 831-25, January 18, 1984

Testimony of D. G. Bridenbaugh, L M. Danieison, R. B. Mubhard and G. C. Minor before the Siate
of New York Public Service Commission, PSC Case No. 27563, in the maner of Long Isiang
Lgnting Company Proceeding to Investigate the Cost of the Shoreham Nuclear Generating Facity
- Phase ||, on benalf of County of Sutfolk, February 10, 1984,

Testimeny of O. G. Bridenbaugn, in the Matter of Jersey Central Power & Light Company. on bena !
of New Jersey Depantment of the Public Advocate, Division of Rate Counsel. Base Rate Case
Quster Creex 1983:84 Outage and OAM and Capital Expenditures, OAL Docket No. PULL0737.84
BPU Docket No. 841-55, May 23, 1984,

Oirect Testimony of Cale C. Bridenbaugh and Richard B. Mubbard, Before the lilinois Commerce
Commission. lliinois Power Company, Clinton Nuciear Station, on its own motion. an Investigaton
10 consider a plan for moderating the intial rate increase associated with placing lllinois Power
Company's Clinton Unit No. 1 generating station in service, Docket No. 840055, available fram
liinois Governor s Office of Consumer Services. July 30, 1984,

Joint Direct Testimony of Or. Robert N. Anderson, Professor Staniey G. Christensen, G. Dennis
Eley. Dale G. Bridentaugh and Richard B HMubbard Regaraing Suttoik County's Emergercy D esel
Generator Contentiors, Before the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board. in the marter of Long isiang
Lighting Company, Shoreham Nuciear Plant Unt 1, NRC Docket No. 50-322-OL. July 31, 1984

Surrebuntal Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh. Lynn M. Danielson. Richard B Mubhard ang
Gregory C. Minor, Before the New York State Public Service Commission. PSC Cass No. 27243
Shorenam Nuciear Station, Long Isiand Lighting Company, on behali of Sufoik County ang New
York State Consumer Protection Board, in the matter of Lorg Isiand Lighting Company Proces ng
10 Investigate the cost of the Shorenam Nuciear Generating Faciity - Phase ||, October 4, 1884

Oirect Testimony of Cale G. Bridentaugh. Lynn M. Danieison and Gragery C Minor on Beralt o
Massachusetts Attorney General, DPU 84-145, Before the Massachusens Department of Puoic
\ltilities. regaraing the nrudency of expenditures by Fitchburg Gas and Electric Lignt Company on
Seaorook Unit 2, November 23, 1984, 84 pgs.

Cirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh. Richard B. Mubbard and Lynn K Price on Bena!t of
Massachusetts Antorney General, OPU 84.152, Before the M :ssacnusens Depanment of Pucie
Utilities. regaraing the investigation 2y the Department cf the Cost and Schecule of Seaborok Lnt
1, December 2, 1984,

2irect Testimony of Qale G. Bridenbaugh. Lynn M. Danelson and Gregory C. Minar on Benalf of
Maine Public Ltilities Commission Staf regaraing Seabrook Unit 2, Docket No. 84-113 Decemzer
21,1584

Oirect Testmony of Dale G. Brdenbaugh and Gregery C. Minor Regarding Suttolk County's
Emergency Dinsel Generator Load Contention, Docket No. 50-322-OL. January 2§, 1988,

Direct Testimony of Dale G. Brigendaugh. in the Matter of the Motion of Public Service Electre &
Gas. on behalt of New Jersey Depantment of the Public Agvocate, Division of Rate Counsel. Matan




.

7

73

74

78

-
77

78

73

&0

T Iner Th f th {i npr lugtmant ™ , Docket No. ER 8501166 ars
Cocxet No 837620, April 24, 1985

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh on behalf of the Anorney General of the Commonweaith
of Massachusents, in the Matter of Boston Edison Company DPU 85-18. A Heanng to Determine
Whether Fuel and Purchased Power Costs Associated with the Outage at Piigrnm Nuciear Power
Staton Which Began on December 10, 1983 and Ended on December 30. 1984 Were Reasonaty
and Prydentiy Incurred. May 13, 1988,

Direct Testimony of Qaie G. Bridenbaugh on benalf of the Residental Ratepayer Consortium in tre
Matter of the Application of Consumers Power Company for a Power Supply Cost Reconciatan
proceecing for the 12:month period enced December 13, 1984, regaraing Paiisaces Owtage Re-
view Case No U-7783-R, August 28, 1985

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh. Lynn M. Danielson, and Gregory C. Minor on benalf of
the Depanment of Public Service. Stats of Vermont Public Service Boars Docket No £330 Certral
Vermont Public Service Corporation, November 11, 19885,

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh on benalf of New Jersey Depanment of the Pubiie
Agvocate. in the matter of JCPAL for an increase in ra‘es. Base Rate Case. Oyster Creex Q&M ana
Capial Expenaitures, QAL Docket No. 4529-85, BPU Docket No. 8507698, November 25, 1385

Qirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh on behal! of New Jersey Depanment of the Pubi e
Agvocate. in the mater of JCPAL TMI-Restan - LEAC, Re: TMI-Restan Commercial Operation
Stancarcs & Reladility of Service, January 31, 1586,

Sirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh, Gregory C. Minor. Lynn K. Price. and fleven C Sholy
on penait of State of Connecticut Depaniment of the Public Vtiity Control Prosecutoral Ovision
ang Division of Consumer Counsel in the matner of Connecticut Light and Power Company
Retrospectve Audit of the Prugence of the Management and Financing of the Construction of
Milistone Unt 3, February 18, 1986.

Direct Testimony of Dale G. Bridendbaugn and Gregory C. Minor on bemalf of Massachusens
Anorney General regarding the prucence of expenditures by New England Power Co. on Seanrook
Unt2 Docket Nos. ER 85648000, ER 85647000, February 21, 1986,

Oirect Testmony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh and Gregory C. Minor on behalt of Massachusens
Anorney General regarding WMECc Construction Prugence for Millstone Untt 3, in the maner of
nvestigation Dy the department on it own MOtion as to the prority of the rates and charges set
forth in schedules filed with the cepartment Dec. 17, 1985 by Western Massacnusens Eectric 0o
10 become effective Jan. 1, 1986, Docket No. 85-270, March 19, 1838

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh and Gregory G Minor on behalf of Massachusens
Anorney General regarding WMECo's Commercial Operating Cates and Deferred Capital Acations
on Miistone Untt 3, Docket No. 85-270. March 19, 1986,

Retunal Testmony of Dale G Bridendaugh and Gregory C. Minor on benalt of Massachusens
Anorney General regaraing New England Power Company's Seabrook 2 Rebuntal, Cocket Neos ER
85646001 ER 85647001, April 2, 1986
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Direct Testimony of Daie G. 8ricentaugh ana Gregory C. Minor on benalf of State of Maine Sia™ =/
Pubiic Ltities Commission regaraing Construction Prudence of Miistone Unit 3, in the maner of
Maine Power Company Proposed Increase in Rates, Docket No. 85.212. Apri 21, 1988

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridendaugh and Peter M. Strauss on behal of New Jersey
Cepanment of the Public Advocate, Drvision of Rate Counsel, reQaraing Base Nate Case In-
Service Criteria for Hope Creek. Mope Creek D&M and Cecommissioning Costs. ang Coerating
Plant O&M Costs, QAL Docket No. PUL 023186, BPU Docket No. ER 85121 163, May 19, 15288
107 ep.

Oirect Testimony of Daie G. Brcenbaugh on behaif of New Jersey Decanmen of the Pup =
Acvocate. Civision of Rate Counsel. regarding Base Rate Case Hoce Creek Commercai
Coerating Oate ana Criteria. Mope Creex O8M Costs, Operating Life, Captal Agdtions. ang
Decommissioning Costs, in the matter of Atiantic City Electric Company INCreasing ts rates far
eieciric service - Phase I, QAL Docke' No. PUL 3290-85. BPU Docket No. ER 8504434, May 27
1986, 85 pp.

Orect Testimony of Cale G. Bridenbaugh, Richarc B Hubbard. and Lynn K Price on bena! of
State of llinois Office of the Atorney General and Office of Pudiic Counsel. in the matter of liinois
Cotnmerce Commision on ts own moLan. an IvEstigation to consider a pian for moderaung the
intial rate increase associated with placing llinois Power Company's Clinten Unit 1 geneatng
station in service. Docket No. 840058, July 9, 1986,

Direct Testmony of Dale G. Bridendaugn and Gregery C. Minor on beralf of the Vermort
Oepartment of Pubiic Sernce. regaraing Tard Fiing of Central Vermont Pubdiic Service Corporation
Requesting a 12% Increase in Rates. Docxet No. §132, Aygust 25, 1586

Oiract Testmony of Daie G Bridenbaugh and Richard B. Mubbard on beralt of the Pennsyivara
O ce of Consumer Aavocate. regarsing Pennsytvana Pubiic Vtility Commugsion vs. Duguesne
Lgnt Company and Pennsyivania Power Company, Docket Nos. R880378 and R.880287,
Septemoer 22, 1988

Oirect Testmony of Dale G. Brigenbaugh and Richard B. ubbard on benalf of The Pubdlic Paries
Committes, Pubiic Wtity Commission of Texas, regarcing the Evaluation of Costs of River Bena
Nuciear Generating Station, in the matter of apoiication of Guit States Utiiities for authorty to change
rates, Docket Nos 7195 and 6755, February 23, 1987,

Cirect Testmony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh on behalf of Maryiand People's Counsel in the marner of
the Apziication of the Baitimore Gas ana Electric Company 1o Agjust Its Eiectnie Fuel Rate Chrarges.
Pursuant 1o Section 54F of Article 78 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, Case No 8520-D April 23,
1987

Cirect Testimony of Cale G. Brigenbaugh on behalf of Florida O¥ice of Public Counsel, in regars 10
Fuel and Pyurchased Power Cost Recovery Clause with Generating Performance Incentive Factor
(Florda Power Corporation - Crystal River 3), Docket No. 860001-E1-B. June 12, 1687

Direct Tastimony of Dale G Brigenbaugh on behalf of the Residental Ratepayer Consortium. betcre
the Mictigan Pubiic Service Commission, in the matter of the Application of Cansumers Power
Company for a Reconciiation of Power Supply Cost Recovery Costs and Revenues for Calenaar
Year 1985, Paisace . nuciear Power Plant, Case No U-8286-R, July 13, 1987
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Cirect Testmony of Dale G. Brigendaugh on danalf of the City of El Pase. before the Pusice Lt 1,
Bcard. in the matter of the Application of the E! Paso Electric Company for a Rate Increase n tre
City of El Pasc. Evaluation of Costs of Palo Verce Unas 1 and 2, July 15, 1987

Cirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridenbaugh on benalf of the City of E! Paso. before the Putlic Lt/ ty
Commission of Texas. in the maner of the Appiication of the €l Paso Electric Company for Autnar:y
to Increase E'ectric Rates, Evaiuation o: Qoerational and Decommissioning Costs of Palo Verse
Units 1 ana 2. Docket No. 74680, July 29, 197

Oirect Testimony of Dale G. Bridencaugh and Gregon C. Minor on behalf of Massachusens Ararnay
General. before the Feceral Energy Peguiatory Commission, regaraing Canal Electric Comeary
Prugence Reiated to Seadrook Unit 2 . onstruction Expenditures. Docket No. ER86-704001. Jul y 31,
1987,

Direct Testmony of Cale G. Bridenbaugh on behy of Maryiard Pecple s Counsel. before the Pun =
Senvice Commission of Manvand. in the matter of the Appiication o! Deimarva Power & Lignt
Company for Electric Fuel Rate Adiustmant, Pursuant to Section 84F of Articie 78, of the Annc:ates
Coce of Maryiand. Case No 8521, Phasa |1, Auguet 10, 1987, PROPRIETARY.
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LEITER, NUNZIO J. PALLADINO, NRC, TO
THE HONORABLE EDWARD J. MARKEY
2.3
DAIED JUNE 15, 1984



CHAIRMAN

AL 4. ..___ UNITEDSTATES .
-f‘-‘-?ﬁocz'un REGUCATORY COMMISSION
- 'T.‘x -h:.' VIASNINGTON D. C 200

- ¢ gt -

vl-'n! l-o 1984 '

le Edward | l'arkey, Chairman

te on Dvaridght and [nvestigations
ge -1 Interfor ard Insular Affuirs
States Mouse of Representasives

ton, L'sCo 20818

Qear Congr2ssman Markey:

Yeur letter of Mirch 30, 1984 rciuested an 2xnlanation of the risks
sesociated «f8) low power ope=2tion at comrarsial nuzlesr power reacicrs,
in acditien, you raised f1ve ':eﬁ.‘ic questions whicn we have responded ¢
fr Aizschment 1 to this lest

With resard $5 the risks assc:1 ted with low power coeraticn, Attazhment 2
is a Cemmission oaper cdeveloped by the staff addrassing this issue, As
ircicated by this picer, the overall conclusion that Lhe staff muse reach
for fuel loading cnd low powes testing up 45 § psrcest power, is that trers
fs no undue risk t0 the nealth and safety of the putlic for the limites
coemations authbrized, In prazcice, the staff has caveloped analyses thas
irzizare that the riskt of § percent power cp2ration can be expacted to be
dc.rec atly less ihan the rizke of 100 perzens power cceration. e
Cemigsioner G11‘rsky ¢id not particizate in the preparation of this renly,

ust that tnis informaticn is responsive $2 your cencerrs,
Sincerely,
" { ]/ » .
L D A
i Bty

Nunzio J. Pzlladinre

Attachnents:
A5 stated

cz: Rep. Ron Marlsmes

—— . - -
—————————— ey
- -

. m——— &
e e — ———— —



csident 3% Three Mi'le
1sland, p\ease provide the fonumrg (A) the dete of fssuan
ef the low power licensec; (B) thre cate ¢f initia}
criticality; (C) the date of 5 percent jower cperation; (C)
the dase of {ssuance of the full pewam licemse: (£) tne dit
® tha% power Yevels of 25 serzent or higner were first
ettainec; (F) the cate that oower leve's cf €0 2erlent cor
highe= were first astaired; (G) exem2.icns grented by tne
to the low power lice~se2 and, (H) exe~sticns grantes by <
RS to ths Tull power licensee,
& .
£uswER,
. E————TE—
The €2t e:ws o4 {s provided in the attacted Teble 5.1, Va {nterpreted
s c2%2 ¢f 5§ perzent pawer coar2ticon to be the cate h2t this power leve
& wig exceese?, wherg tne plant has nrot achieves tnhd event listed the syTad
LA Ras beecn usSe & i
‘ '
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*
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'M.H.,B. Technical Associates

! Gregery C. Mincr, Vice President ard

‘ Judith R, Lieberman, Associate Consu!

1723 Eamilten Avenue, Suite K
San Jcse, Califcrmia 95125

)

(”]

en & Reirnde

O
[
i
'.‘

1, Gozre
| (by Themas R. uc“es, Esguire)
80 Pine Street
New York, New Yecrk 10005;
for Putlic Service Cexpany of
‘Dewns, Rachlin & Marsis
| (by Elizabeth B, Mullikin, Es
! CO Dorse: Street, Suite 1
| P.C. Box 180
f Burlingten, Vermecnt 08402-01¢
| fcr Central Verment Public Se
Department cf Public Service
(by Christcpher Micciche,
| 120 State Street
Mcntgelier, Verment 085602
S~wicler & Berlin (by Ancdrew Weissn
1000 Thomas Jeiferscn S:treet,
Washingten, D.C., 20007
gez C.V:0.8.C.

Interview with:

William B, Derricksen
(by Mr. Miner)
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This is not a dezositicn. 1T guess I shculd sczr-
By saying that, Jus: for the usual pat:em of

these tyre of things, I will intrcivce vy

LN
-
L)

({1

an Greg Minecr c¢f M.=2.2. To my Tight is

udy Lieberman, also of M.E.B.; Chris Miccicre ¢

the Department of Public Services in Verzent.,

#nd we are here, Mr. Derricksca, to ask you

[0}
or
»
e
0

Scre questicns about the [rcject; and I i-der

You have schedule restraints; and I appreciace

tr

eing here tcday.

I would like to just go back ané stars, {2 ycu

would, by telling me your first associaticn with

o

this project and whesrer that was 2as & censultarn
Lo Florida Power and Light or direct invelvesmen:

With the pcsiticn at New

x

ampshire Yankese.

Chay. We did have an involvement at Florida Bcwes
and Light Company with respect to Public Service to
send some pecple up here to provide some assistince

to Pblic Service in 1983, I believe, and we ¢éid
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APPENDIX XI

UNITED STATES BANKRTUPCY COURT . !
FOR THE TR, |
DISTRICT OF NEW HAMPSHIRE o

In re;

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
a/k/a

PUBLIC SERVICE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, PSNH,
NEW HAMPSHIRE YANKEE,

Chapter 11
No. BK-88-043

DEBTOR
MOTION BY OFFICIAL UNSECURED CREDITORS COMMITTEE

NOW COMES, the Official Unsecured Creditors Committee (the
"Committee"), by its attorneys pro tempore, Deasy & Dwyer P.A.,
and hereby moves that the hearing on the "Motion for Examinatiocn
of Debtor under Bankruptcy Rule 2004" filed by First Fidelity
Bank, National Association (the "Motion"), scheduled for Friday,
February 12, 1988 at 10:00 a.m. be continued to a date no earlier
than Thursday, February 18, 1988 at 2:00 p.m. In support of this
Motion, the Committee alleges and represents as follows:

& The Committee was appointed by and held its first
meeting with Virginia Greiman, United States Trustee, on
Wednesday afternoon, February 10, 1988. At that time, the United
States Trustee advised the Committee of hearings currently

scheduled before the Court, including the hearing which is the

subject of this Motion.



2

2. Subsequent to this meeting with the United States
Trustee, the Committee elected co-chairmen, appointed Deasy &
Dwyer P.A. as counsel pro tempore and scheduled an organizational
meeting for Tuesday, February 16, 1988 at which time the
Committee intends jinter alia, to interview and select ccunsel for
the Committee, subject to approval of this Court.

3. The Motion is an attempt to commence discovery from the
debtor regarding its ownership interest in Seabrook Station and
its continuing financial obligations with respect to that
cownership interest.

4. Since the debtor's investment in Seabrook station may
represent a majority of the debtor's assets, the conduct of any
such investigation, its impact on the debtor in the early stages
of this proceeding, as well as its impact on the ability of the
Committee to meet its responsibilities under Section 1103(c) of
the Bankruptcy Code, are matters of concern to the Committee.

§. The Committee cannot properly appear and be represented
at the hearing scheduled for .ebruary 12, 1988.

WHEREFORE, the Committee respectfully requests that this
court:

A. Continue the hearing on the Motion, currently scheduled
for 10:00 a.m. on February 12, 1988, for a reasonable pericd of
time in order to allow the Committee to organize and obtain
counsel, so that it may properly appear and be represented at any
such hearing, with such hearing being scheduled no earlier than

Thursday, February 18, 1988 at 2:00 p.m.: and



3
B. For such other and further relief as may be eguitable
and just.
Respectfully submitted,

Official Unsecured Credz:or s
Committee

By Its Attorneys., pro hg;p,xg
Deasy & Dwyer P.A.

DATED: February 11, 19€8 ;:21*1;721D/;;;i2////

J< Michael Deasy, Esqui;g__——~
ichard C. Gagliuso, Esquire

Deasy & Dwyer P.A.

60 Main Street

Nashua, New Hampshire 03060
(603) 595-9700

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion has

this date been forwarded to the parties on the attached service
list.

DATED: February 11, 1988 By~ //fl///y/

J. MicRael Deasy, Esquizg___B

- of

/_.

Lo191
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APPENDIX XII

UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE
DISTRICT OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

In re:

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF
NEW HAMPSHIRE a/k/a PUBLIC
SERVICE OF NEW MAMPSHIRE,
PSNMN, NEW HAMPSHIRE YANXEE,

Chapter 11
Case No, BK-88-04)-7EY

Debtor

B L LI -

AFPIDAVIT OF ROFERT ], HARRISON

ROBERT J. HARRISON, being duly swvorn, depcses and says:
1. 1 have been exployed by Public Service of New

Hacpshire, Debtour-in-Possession ("Debtor”), eince 19%7 ard

have beer (tsPresident and Chief Executive Officer since
19813.

2. I =make this affidavit in opposition %0 the moticrn 2f
First Fidelity Bank, National Association, Newv Jersey ("Firss
Fildelity") to conduct discovery pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule
2004.

J. I am informed and helieve that First Fidelity seexs
Leave to depuse me, along with Debtor's Chief Financial
Qfficer, Charles . Bayless, and other of Debtor's officers
and employees generally concerning Debtor's investment (n
Seabrock Station, Unit 1, an 1li00-pegavatt nuclear povered

slactric generating facility in Seabrook, Nev Yampshira



at

effore o of these u

nave been devoted sinca Debtor's Chapter 11

Lo organizing Debtor %o continue dellv
\Ce8 O Our consumers, as vell as select.in
g with professionals concerning the complaex
issues Debtor faces in this reorgani-
aking time out of our hectic schedule
Fidelity's Qquestions at this time wou

'

inpede Debtor's recrganization effores.
ver the coning veeks and months, we antic
forts on developing & plan of reorganriza

. - o~ \ 19 X
satisfactiory to all parties in interast

r other representat.ves
tors, 4s vell as equity holders, i
a consensual plan. I would expect that
'8 wi them would (nclude Questicons concerning Debtor's
vestaent in Seabrook, an {(ssue Debtor recognizes is central
these procead.irgs.
Debtor (s the .2ad owner of Seabrook, holding a

£% share. 4 \nvestoent is carried at $2..1 dillien or




and represerts Approx.mately
Assats. Debtor's New Hampshire Yankee
reen vested with the responsibility
maintenance and upkeep of Seabrcook.
approxisately 800 full-tise wvorkers.
8. The rights and duties of Seabrook's
with respect to the project are govarmed by a
Agreanment, as agended, which among other things provides
owners to make regular sonthly payments
cperaticnal and other expenses
maintenance and upkeap of the plant, proportioned

cwnership interests. Debtor has been making these

payments since construction wvas coapleted

Seabrocok is awaiting receipt of applicable
the United States Nuclear Regulato
Debtor's regqular monthly pay=
1987 and have totale
and February, 1988. Debtor has no presen:
future sonthly payments. The funds previded
moathly basis for the joint owners are used to zeet
payroll, miscellaneous materials and fuel purchases
enargency planning expendes, taxes (whan due),
jovernsental and regulatory fees. No cons

baing or are to te funded.







and each of its directors under cover of an Octcber &, .53
letter from CUC's Chairzan. A copy of the letter and
Pesrzanization Plan is attached heretc as Exhidit A,
Moreover, it should be noted that Debtor and CUC are
currently engaged in litigation in the United States Distr.ct
~aurt for the District of New Hampshire commenced by Cebtor
seeking injunctive relief and damages for CUC's alleged
violation of federal securities laws in connection with
solicitatisn of prexies relating to competing reorganizaticn
plans proposed by Debtor and CUC. A preliminary injunction
was entered cn December 11, 1987 barring CUC from continuing
ts sslicit proxies w. thout first complying with the
reg.irerents cf the federal proxy lawve. Irn that litigatlion,
U~ is seeking to take my deposition, as vell as that of Mr.
Bayless. It also has sought dircovery of documenta.

12. CUC's Recrganizaticn Plan would place Debtor's
Sea-rack investzent in a separate corporation, to be 8C%
cwned by Debter's unsecured creditors and 20% by holders cf
Pettar's preferred and comaon shares. The entity holding
Debtor's non-Seabrook assets wvould be owned approxizately 30%
by owners of the Third Mortgage Bonds, and approximately 10%
by all Debtor's unsecured creditors combined, a group that
includes holders cf $700 aillion principal amount of
debentures, in additicn to certain unsecured short term and

sradn dabt. CUC's plan would eliminate all existing debt



o
1

cblisaticns o%ther trhan $48%% mililion principal asount se~.
3, or on a par with, the Third Mortjage Bonds.

13. The Seabrock project, which dates to 1972, has
generated massive documentation. I am informed that =zuch, !
not all, of this dccumentation appears to be called for >y
First Fidelity's document regquest, and that the regques: seers
all docuzents "relating %o the Debtcr's financial affairs,”
which literally interpreted could cover financial reccrds
dating to the company's founding {n 1926. It would require
an encrmous effort by Debtor's employees and attormneys %o
locate ard review the documents apparently within the score
of First Fidelity's regquest. This effort would take away
resources that could otherwise be devoted to Debtor's

recrganization effort at this time.

" -
.-

Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury “his __°
day of February, 1988,

4
/ -
A./ )‘J yye
Robe g arrison
Procadon' and Chief Executive Officecs

Public Service Company of New
Happshire, Debtor-in-Possess.con

Tounty of Filleborough
State of Nev Hampshire ss,

Sworn to Sefore =8 thie 10th day of Fedruary, 1988,
~ suuLuO;p&_

Notary Puslid,
vy Commiselon expires June 25, 1990
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CONSOLIDATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS (NG

Ociober 5, 1537

Roben ] Hamison

Presdent

Publc Service Company of New Hampshure
000 Elm Soeet

PO Bex 130

Manchrester, New Hampshire 03108

Dew Bob:

Enclosed 15 & copy of the CUC Reorganuzauon Plan for Public Servce Comparny of
New Hampshire Since 1t is our tlrm delief that it is che only reorganizatson scenano hat
has any prospect of being consummated «- aside from an unconmolied Chapter 1] -« we are
d30 sending 4 copy of the CUC Reorganization Plan 1o each member of the PSNH Board
of Durectors for Ris or her study and consideranon. This plan has 10 be the Basis for tre
negousuoe of a conseasual plan of reorganizanion if the draconian consequences of an
.nconzoued Chapter || proceeding are 1 de avoided.

CUC conzols apprezumately $175 million pracis il smount of PSNH secwed ¢abt
CUC representauves would like to mee: with the PSNH Board of Directers 1o discass e
swrent sitvauen in PSNH and e CUC Reorganizanca Pisa. [ would appreciate it if you
could make Arangements so Lhat we Ca anend 0 meecag of te Bsard (0 e heid anytime
danng te nuath of Ocwober.

-

[l phone you early next week.

Sincerely vours,
y ‘.

Mama J Whionan
Chalrman of the Board
VUW mkc
Eacls
. Hilaey P. Clevelasd Wiliam | Scharffenberger
G‘a&o A. Dorr, It John T. Schuffoua
John C. Duffen William M Sernwe
Pmugs Dunlap Edward M Shapuo
Freda R Roedel Willam C Tallman
Philp B Ryan Hugh C. Tutle

00 WAD SCN AVENLE NEW TOAK Niw TOAR 1023 ¢ TRLEMONGE 9142 30153



CONSOLICATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS, INC

octoder §, '33°

s

SUC REORGANIZIATICN PLAN

Consolidated UR{lities and Comminicetions, Ilne. (*
scontrols approrisately 8175 stllilon principel esount of P2udl
Service oF New Nampehire ("PSNH") mor.gege ded%t consisting o
Zenerasl and Refunding Mortgage Debt ("C & R's") and PSNH Twntirg
Mortgage Oedt (*TRird®), Im light of PSNM'e dire finenctial strol‘ts
as erticulatcted in the New Hampshire Public Utility Comaisstan ("2.7
nearings neld (n Septeader and Qotoder of 1987, and upon review of
PSNM'y proposed salution to (ts problema, as set rforth (A an S-u [|.e~
with the SEC cn Septemder '8, 1587, CUC nas adopted the follawing
sesittens: (u) The Exchange Offer set forth LA the Se«d la, for my~iad
regsong, unworkable and will e vigarously reststed by CUC (= every
avalladle forue and (D) %ne CUC Reorganigzatioen Plen ("The Plan®") as
set forth 2elow, provides a persanent solution to the PSNH prod.ems
while addressing the Broad range of concernes of PSNH's sany
eongtitiencies.

Ay
- e
‘'
L
-,

PN~

'
- .
/

', Structure of the Plan,
 IE Base Mate Freeze. PINM «ill enter (nto an agreessnt
withr thne PUC providing for no Dase rate changes through

December 1990, Rates would De sdjusted, where appropriate,
far fuel edjusteenty and purchesed power agreements.

1,2. Seadraex Inc. The Plan calls for the PSNNW (nteres’
{n 2ealreox %20 D@ 3eparated (rog PSNN ({n%0 8 new corpzraticn
("3gadrsen Ine. %)

I ¥ Sghematiec Structure.
KEW PSKM SEAZROOK INC.
' a) '3t Mortgagee
‘ relnststed !
($18% willtion) —- |
Cedt | ,tj Financing ,
$44538 (%) QR's relnstated Covmitment | (4) Unsecured
(later to De ——— ‘ Creditars
refinanced) » 34QQea
(3260 eilltlon) .
| Lauity l
(a) Third Mortgeges (1008) | (p) Pref/Coma
: $312%m » < : $§10C082
| Purehsesad ! '
fauity | (D) Umsecured Credi- <3: Power “‘C:>
$11%%32 ters « $30an Afreeament r-q
L \ - s )
VALUATION $8Q00MM VALUATLION $§8c2v
—————  ————
S0 WA CUSON AVENUE W TORK NEW FOAN (0T3¢« TRLEMSONE (217) 31082



CONSOLIDATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS, IN

antgr

LA pureresed Power Agree:c*:, PINN Wil

@ .ong-term purchased agreesent witn Seadro
Prices for such Dower tatttally reflect the

rate [(reeze until C 11, 1990 and thRereal:

ierived froa o percentage retyrn on the reduced v
Teadrook or market prices for long=ters anergy 93
tadey %o De approxisately §«1/2 cents per kilowet
year L0 end DecemIer 31, 19%1,

sing :blx'at:an/Rt’nto Qffering. Tre New
TR o position to [und all (ts necessary anc
sepltel expencditure and to provide Pinancing %
Seedrook lmc. to the extent required under the agreezent
<ith the Jolat cwners of Seadrook (*Jotnt Owners Agresaer:®
(n srder to compiete tne licensing end operation of Seadrz
as scon a8 possidle., The [inancing obligetions will 2e 2¢
{n part Dy access o sapltal sarxets and in part Ly 4@ X1 |
nation of (a) P3AH cash flows (encyabered now By 3&4 ei{ll
S dent service down from tne current 32330 stllien) and
ad (B) @ $100 atilton Rignts Offering (tme "Rights Offering”
sffering whnich will De availadtle to Third Mortgage
4 unsecured crediters will offer sudecriters 3 strip
new ‘38ue of Third Mortgege dedt in PSNH and a ssrip of
t9sue of comeon stock in PINH. Cut will agree %3 stande
tme entire $1CQ etlilon,

O » v O

The New PSNH. Upon consueaation of the Plan,
sow FENN emerges with 8 ressonad.e capitalizeticn
sillten), o Y.2::1 deBt/equlty ratio, annual operatic~g
nefare (ncoee taxes Delveen $129 and 83150 sillion,
pyice of $44 militen, 3Jeadroox obligations of 8«38
in 1988 (declining tmereaftar) and approzimste.ly
1ton ennuslly (A non-Jeadrook copitsl expencditures.
cogpetitor (n the New Englangd
Jtilittien market ang, the nistoria PSNN
areblems are not postponed Dut ended,

)
'
.

| P segdrook Inc, Under the plen, Seadrook L3

aouttol!toa 2t 3550 sillion and nas llabdilitlies lisited

te future Dorrowings fros PINH, Jnce Jeadrook ccees

sn line, Sestrook Ine.'s Purchased Powar Agreessent w«iin

PANN Deooees a valuadle and financadle asset, Further,

Seadroak Inc. 13 positioned to De fleridle enough %o sell

2 significant portion of Lt8 power %t sarket prices and

va diversify a3 1ts eanagenent ay 4iregt. With Seadroox
.~ationel, :ne nolders of the Seadraex Ine, ¢ o

mg o an spportunity %o reallte subestantial gain end Qwn

'me ~o@80n 3tock of 8 2cepany with substantial

paying adtlity

- 2 -
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CONSOLIDATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS. INC

of the Plan.,

-

A Persanert srdtion g Ristorticaily
100l with the spiraling Seabr ook % DY evAr Larger i~
ever @orae frequent tripe %2 N ZarKets. 8.t
23 248ts have contilnued to escalate ;in the Seedrcsx
service date has continued %0 slip, eech crisis has
spavned only s temporary solution, The current S-<s cnly
pastpones the next fi=~ancial erigls to 1390 or 153! (n tne
nest >f scenarics. The Plan {3 cesigned to alford a one
(3¢ pergsanant solytion.
2.2, Reduced Capitalization, At the Reert of the Plar
{9 8 reducticn (n thne PINW/Seadroox capitaiizetion to
‘evels ccmaensurate with econcmic reality, 1A essence ™o
2134 de-leverages PINK,

t@portance of Seanrcok., Both PSNN and CUC have
scknowledge ot under s 3-4 or tne Plan unles:
Seabrock comes i{n%o servige the interests of the unsecured
credltore togetrer with the preferred and cORECA 3RAre~
hnalders will De wortnless, The Plan e designed to dlvorce
Sasbroox frce PSNM'g finenclial prodleas,

Viedle Cogpenies. Tre Plan creates
eadrook, Ire., each
pltalized and nave the adtility,
ly priced power, to take advantaie
that New Neaapsnire and New
in the years ahead,

olo

A
b4
®
0
2

-

.
Falrneos %0 ALl Security Holders. The Plan g.ves

reat %0 the princlpiLes tnat govern the Federsl Benkrupticy
t, scot Aotadly the "Rule of Adsolute Priority”. However,

’

e Planm contemplates thet the recrganization can take

lace through & voluntary reorganization rather Lhan seexirg
elilef through the Federal Sankruptey Act. The Plan

espects the renk of each class of security and allocare

5 e8eh thet to whieh Lt would De entitled in @ Chapter
anKkruptey, escept that valyues are preserved for each

clase of security holder, even PSNH come@on stock,

2
>
o
r
t
]

2.5, Aehievadility, Seceuse of i(ts droad tase of
constituenmcies, N8 Plan, (I ecdopted Dy manageary
{@plemented on an aggressive tigeteble wnich A
with PSNN's caen [Low demands,

Avoldance of an Urcontrolled Chapter !
UAAORtraLled and prolonged ZRapter | Danxkruptly

devastate “re unsecured crediters and uynguestion

devastete tre prefsrred and common stogxholders,

¢« J o
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CONSOLIDATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS, INC

al90 would create 9o Zeredle yncertalinties (or g gri’i-ans
sonstituenctles, tnel NOw Hemposhire ratetayars gr+ t=e
lolnt Awners. 0.90 Jeopardize the futire ol “esbrzi«
2.8, R{sk #nd Reward. The Plan Dlaces the risk af furiter
1alays 1n the operation &f 3eadrock on those who Rave Zeen
rew@rded By Rign lnterest rates on thelr finencings, nasely
she unsecured creditors, The Plan also alilccates the

nenefits of o fully cperational Jeadrook %o that groue
Shifting the riaxs of Seadrook %o the New Hagpshire c!

By ever-qscalating rates deflles tne risx/reward princ!

Jpon whieh a free aarcet econcay (48 Dased {n addition

veing fundesentally wrong.

2.9, No Disruptiocn of Service. The Plan, In contrest *
recent PSNN puDLLC statements, czcontemplates no disruptien of
gervice Lo any ratepayer,

2.10. Continuation of None-Sesdrook Capltal Expenditures.
*“me Plan provices far the centinued flnancing of alil
nan-%aadraok capital projects as well as [inancing foar Sea~
srook itsell.

solegentatien of the Plan,

3.1, ditrdraval of the 3=4, PSNH should lemediately
withdraw tne 5-4¢ wni,ch 1t Pnas (lled with the SEC.

Sals ditrarawal of tne Statutory Challenge. PINK nay
sppenled to the TLuorese .ourt of ovw ReppoaRhire to declare
the State's Anti-CWlFP statute ynconstituttional., This law-
sult should De (meecdiately dlscontinued os @ rate {nerease

(s Ao longer necessary.

$: 35 Adoption of the Plan, PINM, its principel
officers aN {fectors, and (s rinanclal advisors
(Merrill Lynen and Drexel Suranam) should (emediately
adspt the Plan as thelr own and sgsressively promote
Lts consummation,

3.5, tettattion of Conmsents. At the same time a9

(et 1e 980 A voLuntary exchanges, PSNH will sle0
selielt conpents to tne Plan as a reorganization Plan
Jnder Chapter '! of the Banxruptoy Code. If the requisite
supe” mejorities are not o0tained on tne voluntary
exanenge dut sufficlent nuaders are recelved to sonfira a
hapter 11 reorgantization plan (2/3 in escunt end @
gajority (n Auader) then the volyuatary exczhenge will de
anandoned and & Cnapter ! petition will De flled, The
~onsents to the recrganization plan are tnen lmmediately
Piled and PONN will move toward confirmation and an el
frem Chapter ',

- 4 =
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CONSOLIDATED UTILITIES AND COMMUNICATIONS, INC

‘, *mne Plon sng (%8 Yerlsus csnastitjencies,

8. 15 New Hampanire Ratepayers, Trne Plan (3
squarely within tRe (nterest of ratepayers

4ue %5 la) the proposed leyear rate freete and

‘n) tme rationsltizetion of tne capitalization of
PSNH wniceh reduces the likellnood of sutetantial
Laerenses {n the future, The Plan she¢w.d eliminate
further defections of mejor customers sy P3NH nas
srperienced tnls pest year,

8.3 Joint Owners. The Plan divorecwy tne licensing
process froe the [imencial proBless of FINM, The interests
af the Joint Cwners are [ rther served By PSNN honoring

(ty odligetions under the Jaint Qwners Agreeaent to praovize
finaneling %o Seadroex Ine, for all expenses pricr to tne
achieveaent of ccaszerclial service,

8.5 New Haapshire Pullic Qfficiales. By protecting

tne (nterests o he New Yaaps ® ciltizens, end Dy providing
8 Longeters soluticn to the PSNH prodless, CUC '3 hepelul
smgt the Plan will ecoes. %0th to elected officlals 2nd to

the 3es>ers of the PUC,

6, ., Teolatian of Nuclear [seves., There i3 8 long
nistory of LRI T Sy ANt l AucLear Eroups to tne
Seadbrook imstallaticn, The separation of PONH &nd
Seadrook Lsolates the focus of aueh chaellenges 3 the
slant (tself and elisinetes the abl ity of entisnucleasr
farces to (ntervene (n rate-2aking 4nd other rnon-
Seabroox PSNM matters. As such, the adility of cthe
sourts erpeditiously %o rescolva specific lssuen

related to Seatroox should Be ennanced,

8.9, Seeurity Molders., Finally, the Plan presants
each class of SOBt and equity security nolders with
0% opportunity to survive and prospe~.

3.6, The State of New Haspsnire. “or the past 10 years
the State of New Hampshire nas Deen Orlesguered Dy tne
ever worpening condition of (ts principal Jtility. feple-
sentation of tne Plan ends one cRapter and Beging snother.

- § o

S8 MADISON AVENUL NEW YORK & fw rOax 022 . TILAM=ONG (' 1) 357
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE
DISTRICT OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

R e R R R i Sk A A A
In re:

PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF NFW HAMPSHIRE
a/ks/a/

PUBLIC SERVICE OF NEW HAMFSHIRE,

PSNH, NEW HI2MPSHKIRE

YANKEE,

Chapter 11
Case No. BK~88-043-JEY

LR R N N R IR IR O R N

LA I I I I R I T T IR I T S TR T T

MOTION FOR EXAMINATION OF DEBTOR UNDER
BANRKRUPTCY RULE 2004

NOW COMES, First Fidelity Bank, National Associativon,
New Jersey (”"Movant”), by its attorneys, WIGGIN & NOURIE, and
hereby moves that an order be entered compelling the Debkter,

Public Service Corpany of New Hampshire, to appear for an

examination by the Movant, pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 2004, on

1. On Thursday, January 28, 1988, P.olic Service
Company of New Hampshire (the ”Debtor® filed a voluntary
petition rfour relief usnder Chapter 11 ¢f the Bankruptcy Code. The
Debtor is acting as Debtor in Possession of Debtur’s estate.

2 No creditors committee has been formed in this case
as of the date of this Mction and a reeting of creditors pursuant

~

to 11 U.s.C.

m

ection 341 has not yet been held.

3. The Debtor has not vet filed complete schedules or
Y

statements of affairs.
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4. The Debtcr has annocunced that it intend:s *o rake a

$2,000,5%20.00 payment (the “Seabrook Pay=ma:nt”) on or about
Wednesday, February 3, 1988 to Yankee Atomic or other persons or

entities in control of, ranaging, or otherwvise operating the
nuclear power plant known as Seabrook Station in Seabrook, New
Hampshire. The Debtor has stated that the afcresaid
§1,000,000.00 nayment is a "paintenance” payment reiative to the
Dertor’s 35.6% ownership interest in Seabrook Station (the

“Szakreck Investrant”).

S. 0On information and belief, the Debtor has asserted

ot
b 3
v
ot
"
.’
w
e,
0
"

esaid Seanrook Payment is a payment in the erdinary

course 9f Debter’y busirass.

€. On information and belief, the Debter’s investrens
in Seabrook Statioan is a major contributing factor to the
Papior’s bankruptey.

7. ©n information and bel.¢f, the Debtor’s continued
snvestment in and payment to or or 2ccount of the Scabrook

Investment and Seabrook $“ation may n.t e in the erdinary course

o

©f Debtor’s business and may net be in “he best interest of the
Debtor, the estate, Dedbtor’s creditors or the effective

rec

"
]

. 3 ry
anization of Debtror.

8. The Movant seek: ‘.~ examine the Debtcr under cath,

and to transcribe its testimeny by means of stcnographic receord
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relative to the proposed Seabrook Payment and continuing payments

due on account of the Seabrook Investment.

9. The Movant also wishes to examine all deocuments in
the Debtor’s possession or control containing information related
to the Debtor’s financial affairs, specifically but not limited
to, the Debtor’s continuing investment in Seabrook Station, the
schedule of future payments on account of the Seabrook
Investment, the effect of the Seabrook Payment and future
payments on the Debtor’s cash flow, Debtor’s assets and Debtor’s
ability to conduct its business and ability to reorganize; the
effect of ncn-~payment of the Seabrook Payment and non-payaent of
future scheduled payments on the Seabrook Investment: and the
efrect of the existing and further investment by the Debtor in

Seabrook Station.

i0. On information and belief, the next scheduled
Seabrook Payment is due from the Debtor within thire (3C) days

cf the February 3 Seabrook Payment.

1l. On information and belief, some portion of the
Seabrook Payment may be on account of pre-petition expenses and

pre-petition claixs.

12. 1In crder to review and examine the details of the
Seabrook Payment and the effect of the Seabrook Payment and the
Seabrook Investment on Debtor and the Debtor’s estate, without

delaying or jeopardizing the intended Seabrook Payment prior to a
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full examination of or determination of its effect on the Debtor,
the estate and the recorganization of the Debtor’s business, it is

in the best interest of the Debtor, the estate and the creditor

to exam the Debtor as requested herein as soon as possible.

WHEREFORE, First Fidelity Bank, National Association,
New Jersey, your Movant, respectfully requests that this Cours

grant the following relief:

A. Direct the Destor, including its Chief Executive
Officer, Chief Financial Officer, and such other officers,
employees, representatives and agents as have knowledge of ‘the
Seabrook Payment and Seabrook Investment, to appear cne (1) week
after production of documents before a notary or some other
perscen qualified to administer an ocath at the law offices ¢f
Movant’s cocunsel, Wiggin & Neourie, in Manchester, New Hampshire,
and to submit teo an examination by the Movant’s, pursuant %o

Bankruptcy Rule 2004:

B. Authorize the Movant to transcribe the Debtor'’s

testimony at said examinations by means of stenographic records:

C. Direct the Debtor, its Chief Executive Officer,
Chief Financial Officer and other cfficers, ermployees
fepresentatives and agents as have knowledge of the Seabrook
Payment and Seabrook Investment, to produce within ten (10) days
for examination and copying by the Movant all documents in their

PCSsession containing information relating to the Debtor'’s
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financial affairs, the Seabrook Payment and the Seabrook
Investment

» including but not limited to the documents set for

in the attached schedule of documents to be produced:

D. Grant such other and further relief as this Cour+

deems just and equitable.

Respectfully submitted,
FIRST FIDELITY BANK,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION,
NEW JERSEY

By its
WIGGI

-

-

o]
“h

Franklin'§& Market Streets
P.0. Box 808

Manchester, NH 03108
(603) 66%=-2211

i hereby certify that a Copy ©of the within Moti
Examination of Debtor Under Bankruptcy Rule 2004 has ¢
been forwarded to Debtor’s counsel,
Trustee, and the attached Service

Date: ;'-"_’-l 2B R By:/ ///
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Mcvant, First Fidelity Bank, National ASSOcliation, New

-

By this Court at the oflices of the undersigned, and permis
Movant ang it teTrneys or cother persons acting on their benal”

Te inspect and copy said documents.
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Dr. Jertry Hatrbout

Atomic Safety & Licensing Board

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Sast West Towers Building

4350 East West Highway

Thitd Floor Mailroom

3ethesda, MD 20814

4. Joseph Flynn, £sq.

Assistant General Counsel

diEfice of General Counsel

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

500 C Street, S.W,.

washington, DC 20472

Docketing and Service
7.8, Nuclear Regulatory

Commission
washington, DC. 20555%
EXPRESS MAIL

Roberta C., Pevea:

State Representative
Town of Hampton Falls
Drinkwater Roaid

Hampton Falls, NH 03844

Atomic Safety & Licensing
Appeal B8oard Panel

J.8., Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

Washington, DC 208%§

Atomic Safety & Licensing
8oard Panel

7.5, Nuclear Regulatory
commission

washington, DC 2055$S

Paul McEachern, Esg.
Matthew T. Btrock, Esg.
Shaines & McEachern

25 Maplewood Avenue
P.0., Box 360
Portsmouth, NH 03801

Ms. Sandra Gavutis, Thaitperson
Boatd of Selectmen

RFD 1, Box 1154

Route 107

2., Kingston, NH 03827

Shetwin B, Tutk, ®sq.

C€€ice of the Executive Lezal
Ditector '
D.8. Nuclear Regulatory “ommiss |
7735 014 Georgetown Rnad :

Tenth Floot
Sethesda, MD 20814

Stephen , Merrill

Attorney General

Geotrge Dana 3ishee

Assistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney Senersl
25 Capitol Street

Concord, NH 03301

Paul A, Fritzsche, Esg.
Dffice of the Public Advocate
State House Station 112
Augusta, ME 04333

Ms. Diana P, PRandall .
70 Collins Street
Seabrook, NH 03874

Robetrt A, Backus, ®sq.
Backus, Meyer & Solomon
116 Lowell Street

P.O. Box 516
Manchester, NH 013176

Jane Doughty

Seacoast Anti-Pollution League
5 Market Street

Portsmouth, NH 023301

J. P. Nadeau

Board of Selectmen
10 Central Road
Rye, NH 013870

M. Calvin A, Canney
City Manage:

City Hall

126 Daniel Street
Portsmouth, NH 01380]



senatot Gordon J. Humphrey
7.5, Senate

Wwashington, DC 20510
Attention: Tom Butack

Senatot Gotdon J., Humphrey
1 Eagle Square, Suite 507
Concotd, NN 03301
Attention., Herdb Boynton

Mr. Donald E. Chick
Town Managet

Town of Exetetr

10 Front Street
Txeter, NH 038133

Brentwood B8o0ard of Selectmen
RFD Dalton Road
Brentwood, NH 03833

Philip Ahtens, Esq.

Assistant Attorney General

Department of the Attorney
Genetral

State House Station #6

Aungusta, ME 04333

Thomas G. Dignan, %sq.
George H, Lewald
Ropes & Gray

225 Franklin Street
3oston, MA 02110

Beverly Hollingworth
209 wWinnacunnet Road

Hampton, NH 03842

William Armstrong
Civil Defense Ditector
Town of Exeter

10 Front Street
Exeter, NH 038133

Robett Cattigg, Chairman
Board of Selectmen

Town Office

Atlantic Avenue

Hotth Hampton, NH 03862

Mt. Angelo ™Machitos, "hairman
Board of Selectmen

25 4igh Road

Newbury, MA 10950

Mt. Peter J, Matthews
Mayor

City Hall

Newbutypotrt, MA 01950

Mr, William Lotd
8oard of Selectmen
Town Hall

Friend Street
Amesbury, MA 01913

Gaty W, Holmes, Esqg.
Holmes & Ellis

47 ‘iinnacunnet Road
Hampton, NH 03841

Digne Cutrtan, Esg.
Harmon & Weiss

2001 S Street, N.W.
Suite 430
washington, DC 20009

Richatd A, Hampe, %s817.
Hampe & McNicholas
35 Pleasant Street
Concord, NH 013301

EAward A. Thomas

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

442 J.W, McCormack (POCH)

Boston, MA 02109

Michael Santosuosso, Chaitman
30atrd of Selectmen

Jewell Street, RFD 2

South Hampton, NH 03827

Mrs, Anne £, Goodman, Thairpersc
Board of Selectmen

13=15 Newmatrket Road

Durham, NH 03824




Allen Lampert

Civil Defense Ditectot
Town of 3tentwood

20 Franklin Street
Txeter, NH 03833

Chatles P, Graham, Esqg.
Mckay, Mutehy & Graham
A14 Post Office Square
100 Main Street
Amesbutry, MA 01913

Rep. Sdward J. Markey, Chairman

7.5, House of Representatives

Suscommittee on Zneryy
Conservation and Powe:

2o0om H2-316

House QJffice Building

Annex No. 2

wasnington, DC 20518

Attention: Linda Correia

Howatd A, Wilber

Atomic Safety & Licensing
Appeal Board

7.3, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission

4350 East West Highway

Fast West Towers Building

Thitd Floor Mailioom

3ethesda, MD 20814

Sheldon J, Wolfe, Thairverson

Atomic Safety and Liceneing
30card Panel

7.8. Nuclear Regulatotry Commiss.

Washington, D.C., 2088%8§

Judith ¥, Miznet, Esqg.

Silvergate, GCertner, Baker,
Fine, Good & Yizne:

83 3road Streect

Boston, MA 02110

Alan S, Rosethal, Chairman
Atomic Safety & Lic, Appeal 84,
7.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commissi
4350 East West Highway

East West Towers Building

Thitd Floor Mailroom

Bethesda, MD 20814

Thomas Moore

Atomic Safety & Lic. Appeal 84.
7.8, Nuclear Regulatory Commissi
Wwashington, DC 20885 °*

Assistant Attorney Cenetal
(617) 727-4878

DATED: March 7, 1988




