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Reference Branch, 888 First Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426.
Lois D. Cashell,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–27910 Filed 10–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

[Docket No. OR97–2–000]

appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection. Answers
to this complaint shall be due on or
before November 25, 1996.

Ultramar Inc. v. SFPP, L.P.; Notice of
Complaint

Lois D. Cashell,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–27914 Filed 10–30–96; 8:45 am]

October 25, 1996.

BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

Take notice that on October 21, 1996,
pursuant to sections 9, 13(1), and 15(1)
of the Interstate Commerce Act of 1887
(49 U.S.C. §§ 9, 13(1), 15(1), Rule 206 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.206), and the
Commission’s Procedural Rules
Applicable to Oil Pipeline Proceedings
(18 CFR 343.1(c)), Ultramar Inc.
(Ultramar) tendered for filing a
complaint against charges collected by
SFPP, L.P. (SFPP) for the pipeline
transportation of petroleum products.
Ultramar complains against charges
collected under Tariffs Nos. 15, 16, 17,
and 18 (and their successor tariffs) for
transportation over SFPP’s West Line
system from Watson Station in
California to destination points in
Arizona and to an intermediate point in
California.
Ultramar complains that as a result of
changed economic circumstances, the
foregoing charges have been and are
unjust, unreasonable, and unduly
discriminatory and preferential in
violation of sections 1(5), 8, and 15(1) of
the Act. 49 U.S.C. §§ 1(5), (8), 15(1).
Ultramar seeks the refund of all such
unlawful charges collected by SFPP and
the establishment of rates that are just,
reasonable, and non-discriminatory.
Ultramar requests that the
Commission (1) investigate the rates
collected by SFPP for transportation
through the West Line, (2) order refunds
to Ultramar to the extent that the
Commission finds that the rates are
unlawful, (3) determine and prescribe
just, reasonable, and non-discriminatory
rates for the West Line, and (4) award
Ultramar reasonable attorney’s fees and
costs.
Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said complaint should file a
motion to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Rules 214
and 211 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure 18 CFR 385.214,
385.211. All such motions or protests
should be filed on or before November
25, 1996. Protests will be considered by
the Commission in determining the

[Docket No. MT97–1–000]

Williams Natural Gas Company; Notice
of Proposed Changes in FERC Gas
Tariff
October 25, 1996.

Take notice that on October 18, 1996,
Williams Natural Gas Company (WNG)
tendered for filing to become part of its
FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1, the following tariff sheets
with the proposed effective date of
November 18, 1996:
Second Revised Sheet No. 222

WNG states that this filing is being
made pursuant to Order Nos. 566, et
seq. and 18 CFR 250.16 and 284.10.
References to the Commission’s
regulations contained on Sheet No. 222
are being updated to reflect changes
made in Order No. 566.
WNG states that a copy of its filing
was served on all jurisdictional
customers and interested state
commissions.
Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
All such motions or protests must be
filed as provided in Section 154.210 of
the Commission’s Regulations. Protests
will be considered by the Commission
in determing the appropriate action to
be taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room.
Lois D. Cashell,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96–27913 Filed 10–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–M

56225

[Docket No. EG97–4–000, et al.]

Brooklyn Navy Yard Cogeneration
Partners, L.P., et al.; Electric Rate and
Corporate Regulation Filings
October 25, 1996.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:
1. Brooklyn Navy Yard Cogeneration
Partners, L.P.
[Docket No. EG97–4–000]

On October 18, 1996, Brooklyn Navy
Yard Cogeneration Partners, L.P., 366
Madison Avenue, Suite 1103, New
York, New York 10017, filed with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
an application for determination of
exempt wholesale generator status
pursuant to Section 32(a)(1) of the
Public Utility Holding Company Act of
1935, as amended by Section 711 of the
Energy Policy Act of 1992.
The applicant is a corporation that
will be engaged directly and exclusively
in owning and operating an eligible
facility under construction in Brooklyn,
New York. The facility consists of a 315
MW (net) topping-cycle cogeneration
facility fueled primarily by natural gas.
The facility includes such
interconnection components as are
necessary to interconnect the facility
with the facilities of the applicant’s
wholesale customers. Applicant has
previously been found to be an exempt
wholesale generator. This filing requests
a new determination of status, in light
of the intent of one of applicant’s
wholesale power customers to use
electricity purchased from applicant for
two other uses.
Comment date: November 14, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.
2. Milford Power Limited Partnership
[Docket No. ER93–493–006]

Take notice that on October 1, 1996,
Milford Power Limited Partnership
tendered for filing notice of utility
affiliate pursuant to the Commission’s
September 17, 1993, order in this
proceeding.
Comment date: November 7, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.
3. Vermont Electric Transmission
Company, Inc.
[Docket Nos. ER96–76–000 and ER96–77–
000]

Take notice that on October 7, 1996,
Vermont Electric Transmission
Company, Inc. tendered for filing an

