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under consideration. The contention
must be one which, if proven, would
entitle the petitioner to relief. A
petitioner/requestor who fails to satisfy
these requirements with respect to at
least one contention will not be
permitted to participate as a party.

Each contention shall be given a
separate numeric or alpha designation
within one of the following groups:

1. Technical—primarily concerns/
issues relating to technical and/or
health and safety matters discussed or
referenced in the applications.

2. Environmental—primarily
concerns/issues relating to matters
discussed or referenced in the
environmental analysis for the
applications.

3. Miscellaneous—does not fall into
one of the categories outlined above.

As specified in 10 CFR 2.309, if two
or more petitioners/requestors seek to
co-sponsor a contention, the petitioners/
requestors shall jointly designate a
representative who shall have the
authority to act for the petitioners/
requestors with respect to that
contention. If a petitioner/requestor
seeks to adopt the contention of another
sponsoring petitioner/requestor, the
petitioner/requestor who seeks to adopt
the contention must either agree that the
sponsoring petitioner/requestor shall act
as the representative with respect to that
contention, or jointly designate with the
sponsoring petitioner/requestor a
representative who shall have the
authority to act for the petitioners/
requestors with respect to that
contention.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing. Since the Commission has
made a final determination that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration, if a hearing is
requested, it will not stay the
effectiveness of the amendment. Any
hearing held would take place while the
amendment is in effect.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed by:
(1) First class mail addressed to the
Office of the Secretary of the
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555—
0001, Attention: Rulemaking and
Adjudications Staff; (2) courier, express
mail, and expedited delivery services:
Office of the Secretary, Sixteenth Floor,
One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, 20852,
Attention: Rulemaking and
Adjudications Staff; (3) E-mail
addressed to the Office of the Secretary,

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
HearingDocket@nrc.gov; or (4) facsimile
transmission addressed to the Office of
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC,
Attention: Rulemakings and
Adjudications Staff at (301) 415-1101,
verification number is (301) 415—1966.
A copy of the request for hearing and
petition for leave to intervene should
also be sent to the Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555—
0001, and it is requested that copies be
transmitted either by means of facsimile
transmission to (301) 415-3725 or by e-
mail to OGCMailCenter@nrc.gov. A copy
of the request for hearing and petition
for leave to intervene should also be
sent to the attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely requests and/or petitions
and contentions will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission or the presiding officer or
the Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
that the petition, request and/or the
contentions should be granted based on
a balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.309(a)(1)(D)—(viii).

Exelon Generation Company, LLC,
Docket Nos. STN 50-456 and STN 50-
457, Braidwood Station, Unit Nos. 1 and
2, Will County, Illinois

Date of amendment request: April 11,
2005, as supplemented on April 14,
2005.

Description of amendment request:
The amendments revise Technical
Specification (TS) 5.5.9, “Steam
Generator (SG) Tube Surveillance
Program,” to incorporate changes in the
SG inspection scope for Braidwood
Station, Unit 2 only, during refueling
outage 11.

Date of issuance: April 25, 2005.

Effective date: April 25, 2005.

Amendment Nos.: 135, 135.

Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-
72 and NPF-77: Amendment revises the
Technical Specifications.

Public comments requested as to
proposed no significant hazards
consideration (NSHC): Yes. Joliet Herald
News, April 15 and 18, 2005, and
Morris Daily Herald, April 19, 2005. The
announcement provided an opportunity
to submit comments on the
Commission’s proposed NSHC
determination. No comments have been
received. The Commission’s related
evaluation of the amendment, finding of
exigent circumstances, state
consultation, and final NSHC
determination are contained in a safety
evaluation dated April 25, 2005.

Attorney for licensee: Thomas S.
O’Neil.

NRC Section Chief: Gene Y Suh.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 2nd day
of May 2005.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Ledyard B. Marsh,
Director, Division of Licensing Project
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation.

[FR Doc. E5—2207 Filed 5-9-05; 8:45 am]
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Issuer Delisting; Notice of Application
of Centrue Financial Corporation To
Withdraw Its Common Stock, $.01 Par
Value, and Preferred Share Purchase
Rights, From Listing and Registration
on the American Stock Exchange LLC
File No. 1-15025

May 4, 2005.

On April 14, 2005, Centrue Financial
Corporation, a Delaware corporation
(“Issuer”), filed an application with the
Securities and Exchange Commission
(“Commission”), pursuant to Section
12(d) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934 (“Act’’) 1 and Rule 12d2-2(d)
thereunder,? to withdraw its common
stock, $.01 par value, and preferred
share purchase rights (collectively
“Securities”), from listing and
registration on the American Stock
Exchange LLC (“Amex”).

On October 19, 2004, the Board of
Directors (“Board”’) of the Issuer
approved a resolution to withdraw the
Securities from listing and registration
on Amex and to list the Securities on
the Nasdaq National Market Systems
(“Nasdaq’). The Board stated in its
application that it believes that it is in
the best interest of the Issuer and its
shareholders to withdraw the Securities
from Amex and to list on Nasdaq. The
Issuer stated that the Securities began
trading on Nasdaq on February 25, 2005.

The Issuer stated in its application
that it has met the requirements of
Amex Rule 18 by complying with all
applicable laws in Delaware, in which
it is incorporated, and with the Amex’s
rules governing an issuer’s voluntary
withdrawal of a security from listing
and registration.

The Issuer’s application relates solely
to withdrawal of the Securities from
listing on the Amex and from
registration under Section 12(b) of the
Act,? and shall not affect its obligation
to be registered under Section 12(g) of
the Act.2

115 U.S.C. 781(d).
217 CFR 240.12d2-2(d).
315 U.S.C. 78I(b).
415 U.S.C. 78I(g).
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Any interested person may, on or
before May 31, 2005, comment on the
facts bearing upon whether the
application has been made in
accordance with the rules of the Amex,
and what terms, if any, should be
imposed by the Commission for the
protection of investors. All comment
letters may be submitted by either of the
following methods:

Electronic Comments

e Use the Commission’s Internet
comment form (http://www.sec.gov/
rules/delist.shtml); or

e Send an e-mail to rule-
comments@sec.gov. Please include the
File Number 1-15025 or;

Paper Comments

e Send paper comments in triplicate
to Jonathan G. Katz, Secretary,
Securities and Exchange Commission,
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington, DC
20549-0609.

All submissions should refer to File
Number 1-15025. This file number
should be included on the subject line
if e-mail is used. To help us process and
review your comments more efficiently,
please use only one method. The
Commission will post all comments on
the Commission’s Internet Web site
(http://www.sec.gov/rules/delist.shtml).
Comments are also available for public
inspection and copying in the
Commission’s Public Reference Room.
All comments received will be posted
without change; we do not edit personal
identifying information from
submissions. You should submit only
information that you wish to make
available publicly.

The Commission, based on the
information submitted to it, will issue
an order granting the application after
the date mentioned above, unless the
Commission determines to order a
hearing5 on the matter.

For the Commission, by the Division
of Market Regulation, pursuant to
delegated authority.?

Jonathan G. Katz,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. E5—-2269 Filed 5-9-05; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010-01-P

517 CFR 200.30-3(a)(1).

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-51650; File No. SR—-CBOE-
2005-34]

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Notice
of Filing and Immediate Effectiveness
of Proposed Rule Change and
Amendment No. 1 Thereto by the
Chicago Board Options Exchange, Inc.
Amending Its Marketing Fee Relating
to Remote Market-Makers

May 3, 2005.

Pursuant to Section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934
(“Act”),! and Rule 19b—4 thereunder,2
notice is hereby given that on April 25,
2005, the Chicago Board Options
Exchange, Inc. (“CBOE” or ‘“‘Exchange”)
filed with the Securities and Exchange
Commission (“Commission’’) the
proposed rule change as described in
Items I, II and III below, which Items
have been prepared by the CBOE. On
April 26, 2005, the CBOE submitted
Amendment No. 1 to the proposed rule
change.? The CBOE has designated this
proposal as one establishing or changing
a due, fee, or other charge imposed by
the CBOE under Section 19(b)(3)(A)(ii)
of the Act,4 and Rule 19b—4(f)(2)
thereunder,®> which renders the proposal
effective upon filing with the
Commission. The Commission is
publishing this notice to solicit
comments on the proposed rule change,
as amended, from interested persons.

I. Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Change

The Exchange proposes to amend its
marketing fee to impose the fee on
transactions of Remote Market-Makers
(“RMMs”’). The marketing fee will be
assessed at the rate of $.22 per contract
on all classes of equity options, options
on HOLDRs®, and options on SPDRs®.
The fee will not apply to Market-Maker-
to-Market-Maker transactions. Below is
the text of the proposed rule change, as
amended. Proposed new language is
italicized.

CHICAGO BOARD OPTIONS
EXCHANGE, INC.

FEE SCHEDULE

1. No change.
2. MARKET-MAKER, RMM, e-DPM &
DPM MARKETING FEE (in option

115 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1).

217 CFR 240.19b—4.

3In Amendment No. 1, the CBOE made technical
corrections to the rule text of the proposed rule
change.

415 U.S.C. 78s(b)(3)(A)(ii).

517 CFR 240.19b—4(f)(2).

classes in which a DPM has been
appointed)(6).....cc.ceeveerveenne $.22

3.—4. No change.

NOTES:

(1)-(5) No change.

(6) The Marketing Fee will be
assessed only on transactions of Market-
Makers, RMMs, e-DPMs and DPMs at
the rate of $.22 per contract on all
classes of equity options, options on
HOLDRs®, and options on SPDRs®. The
fee will not apply to Market-Maker-to-
Market-Maker transactions. This fee
shall not apply to index options and
options on ETFs (other than options on
SPDRs). Should any surplus of the
marketing fees at the end of each month
occur, the Exchange would then refund
such surplus at the end of the month if
any, on a pro rata basis based upon
contributions made by the Market-
Makers, RMMs, e-DPMs and DPMs.

(7)-(15) No change.

* * * * *

II. Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Purpose of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

In its filing with the Commission, the
CBOE included statements concerning
the purpose of and basis for its proposal
and discussed any comments it had
received regarding the proposal. The
text of these statements may be
examined at the places specified in Item
IV below. The CBOE has prepared
summaries, set forth in Sections A, B
and C below, of the most significant
aspects of such statements.

A. Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Purpose of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

1. Purpose

On October 29, 2004, the CBOE
amended its marketing fee program.®
The current marketing fee is assessed
upon Designated Primary Market-
Makers (“DPMs”), electronic Designated
Primary Market-Makers (“‘e-DPMs”’),
and Market-Makers at a rate of $.22 for
every contract they enter into on the
Exchange other than Market-Maker-to-
Market-Maker transactions (which
includes all transactions between any
combination of DPMs, e-DPMs, and
Market-Makers). The marketing fee is
assessed in all equity option classes,
options on HOLDRs®,? and options on

6For a description of the CBOE’s marketing fee
program, see Securities Exchange Act Release No.
50736 (Nov. 24, 2004), 69 FR 69966 (Dec. 1, 2004)
(SR-CBOE—-2004-68).
7HOLDRs are trust-issued receipts that represent
an investor’s beneficial ownership of a specified
Continued
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