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The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No. 119to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-31 and Amendment No. 113 to Facility Operating 
License No. DPR-41 for the Turkey Point Plant Units Nos. 3 and 4, 
respectively. The amendments consist of changes to the Technical 
Specifications in response to your application transmitted by letter 
dated April 2, 1984, and supplemented on April 18, 1984, October 11, 1985, 
and February 21, 1986.  

These amendments revise the Technical Specifications relating to the Inservice 
Inspection (ISI) program to assure conformance with the requirements of 
10 CFR 50.55a, "Codes and Standards." The amendments will assure the revised 
ISI program is in conformance with the regulations and up to date with 
periodic changes in the codes specified in 10 CFR 50.55a.  

A copy of the related Safety Evaluation is enclosed. A Notice of 
•. Issuance will be included in the Commission's next regular bi-weekly 

Federal Register notice.  

Sincerely, 

/s/ 

Daniel G. McDonald, Jr., Project Manager 
PWR Project Directorate #2 
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-250 

TURKEY POINT PLANT UNIT NO. 3 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 119 
License No. DPR-31 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that: 

A. The application for amendment by Florida Power and Light Company 
(the licensee) dated April 2, 1984, and supplemented on April 18, 1984, 
October 11, 1985, and February 21, 1986, complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the 
Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, 
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the 
Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized 
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health 
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be 
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations; 

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements 
have been satisfied.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 
amendment, and paragraph 3.B of Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-31 is hereby amended to read as follows:
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(B) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix 
A and B, as revised through Amendment No.119, are 
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall 
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical 
Specifications.  

3. This license amendment is effective as of the date of issuance and 
shall be implemented within 60 days of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Lester S. Rubenstein, Director 
PWR Project Directorate #2 
Division of PWR Licensing-A 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: October 27, 1986
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FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

DOCKET NO. 50-251 

TURKEY POINT PLANT UNIT NO. 4 

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE 

Amendment No. 113 
License No. DPR-4l 

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that: 

A. the application for amendment by Florida Power and Light Company 
(the licensee) dated April 2, 1984, and supplemented on April 18, 1984, 
October 11, 1985, and February 21, 1986, complies with the standards 
and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the 
Act) and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10 CFR 
Chapter I; 

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, 
the provisions of the Act, and the rules and regulations of the 
Commission; 

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized 
by this amendment can be conducted without endangering the health 
and safety of the public, and (ii) that such activities will be 
conducted in compliance with the Commission's regulations; 

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common 
defense and security or to the health and safety of the public; 
and 

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 
51 of the Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements 
have been satisfied.  

2. Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical 
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license 
amendment, and paragraph 3.B of Facility Operating License 
No. DPR-41 is hereby amended to read as follows:
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(B) Technical Specifications 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendix 
A and B, as revised through Amendment No.113 , are 
hereby incorporated in the license. The licensee shall 
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical 
Specifications.  

3. This license amendment is effective immediately and shall be 
implemented within 60 days of issuance.  

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Lester S. Rbenstein, Director 
PWR Project Directorate #2 
Division of PWR Licensing-A 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 

Attachment: 
Changes to the Technical 

Specifications

Date of Issuance: October 27, 1986



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT

AMENDMENT NO. 119 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-31

AMENDMENT NO. 113 FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-41

DOCKET NO. 50-250 AND 50-251
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4.0 SURVEILLANCE REOUIRERMENTS

4.0.1 Specified intervals may be adjusted plus or minus 25% to accommodate 

normal test schedules.  

4.0.2 When the reactor is in a shutdown condition, some of the surveillance 

requirements discussed in this section are not required to be satisfied 

provided that the safety limits or limiting conditions for omeration for the 

shutdown status are satisfied. When a surveillance activity is not 

completed because the reactor is shutdown and the surveillance is not 

required, the surveillance requirement shall be met prior to the time 

indicated in the applicable footnote.  

4.0.3 Surveillance Requirements for inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 

2, and 3 components shall be applicable as follows: 

a) Inservice inspection of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 components shall 

be performed in accordance with Section XI of the ASME Boiler and 

Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda as required by 10 CFR 

50, Section 50.55a(g), except where specific written relief has been 

granted by the Commission pursuant to 10 CFR 50, Section 

50.5Sa(gX6)(i).  

b) Surveillance intervals specified in Section Xl of the ASME Boiler and 

Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda for the inservice 

inspection activities required by the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel 

Code and applicable Addenda shall be applicable as follows in these 

Technical Specifications: 

AS ME Boiler and Pressure Vessel 

Code and applicable Addenda Required frequencies for 

terminology for inservice performing inservice 

inspection activities inspection activities 

Weekly At least once per 7 days 

Monthly At least once per 31 days 

Quarterly or every 3 months At least once per 92 days 

Semiannually or every 6 months At least once per 1S4 days 

Every 9 months At least once per 276 days 

Yearly or annually At least once per 366 days 

c) The provisions of Specification 4.0.1 are applicable to the above 

required frequencies for performing inservice inspection activities.  

d) Performance of the above inservice inspection activities shall be in 

addition to other specified Surveillance Requirements.  

e) Nothing in the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code shall be 

construed to supersede the requirements of any Technical 

Specification.

Amendment Nos. I and 1*-



4.1 OPERATIONAL SAFETY REVIEW 

a.;. : Applies to items directly related to safety limits and limiting conditions 

for operation.  

bject•ive: To specify the minimum frequency and type of surveillance to be applied 

to equipment and conditions.  

Soecification: Calibration, testing, and checking of analog channels and testing of logic 

channels shall be performed as specified in Table 4.1-1.  

Equipment and sampling tests shall be conducted as specified in Table 

4.1-2.  

4.1-1 Armendment NO5.2119 and 11 3



4.2 REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM IN-SERVICE INSPECTION 

Applicability: Applies to pre-operational and in-service structural surveillance of the 
reactor coolant system boundary.  

Obiective: To assure the continued integrity of the reactor coolant system boundary.  

Specification: 4.2.1 Except as listed below, there are no additional surveillance 
requirements other than those required by Specification 4.0.3.  

4.2.2 The inspection interval shall be 10 years.  

4.2.3 Deleted 

4.2.4 Deleted

Amendment Nos.1 19 and 11_3

I

4.1.-1



4.2.5 STEAM GENERATOR INSPECTION

4.2.5.1 Steam Generator Sample Selection and Inspection - Each 
steam generator shall be determined OPERABLE during 
shutdown by selecting and inspecting at least the 
minimum number of steam generators specified in Table 
4.2-2.  

4.2.5.? Steam Generator Tube Sample Selection and Insoection 
The steam generator tube minimum sample size, 

inspection result classification, and the corresponding 
action required shall be as specified in Table 4.2-3. The 
inservice inspection of steam generator tubes shall be 
performed at the frequencies specified In Specification 
4.2.5.3 and the inspected tubes shall be verified 
acceptable per the acceptance criteria of Specification 
4.2.5.4. The tubes selected for each inservice inspection 
shall include at least 3% of the total number of tubes in 

all steam generators; the tubes selected for these 
inspections shall be selected on a random basis except: 

a. Where experience in similar plants with similar water 

chemistry indicates critical areas to be inspected, 
then at least 50% of the tubes inspected shall be from 
these critical areas.  

b. The sample of tubes selected for each Inservice 
inspection (subsequent to the preservice inspection) of 

each steam generator shall include: 

I. All nonplugged tubes that previously had 
detectable wall penetrations (greater than 20%), 
and 

2. Tubes in those areas where experience has 

indicated potential problems.  

3. A tube inspection (pursuant to Specification 
4.2.5.4.8) shall be performed on each selected tube.  

If any selected tube does not permit the passage of 
the eddy current probe for a tube inspection, this 
shall be recorded and an adjacent tube shall be 
selected and subjected to a tube inspection.

Amendment Nos. 119 and 1134.2-2



c. The tubes selected as the second and third samples in 
the inservice inspection may be less than a full tube 
inspection by concentrating (selecting at least 50% of 
the tubes to be inspected) the inspection on those 
areas of the tube sheet array and on those portions of 
tubes where tubes with imperfections were previously 
found..  

The results of each sample inspection shall be classified into one of the 
following three categories: 

Category Inspection Results 

C-I Less than 5% of the total tubes inspected are 
degraded tubes and none of the inspected tubes are 
defective.  

C-2 One or more tubes but not more than 1% of the 
total tubes inspected are defective, or between 5% 
and 10% of the total tubes inspected are degraded 
tubes.  

C-3 More than 10% of the total tubes inspected are 
degraded tubes or more than 1% of the inspected 
tubes are defective.  

NOTE: In all inspections, previously degraded tubes must exhibit 

significant (greater than 10%) further wall penetrations to be 
included in the above percentage calculations.  

4.7.5.3 Inspection Frequencies - The above required inservice 

inspections of steam generator tubes shall be performed 
at the following frequencies: 

a. The first inservice inspection shall be performed after 
six effective full power months of operation but within 
24 calendar months following replacement of steam 
generators. Subsequent inservice inspections shall be 
performed at intervals of not less than 12 nor more 
than 24 calendar months after the previous inspection.  
If two consecutive inspections following service under 
AVT conditions, not including the preservice 
inspection, result in all insoection results falling into 
the C-I category or if two consecutive inspections 
demonstrate that previously observed degradation has 
not continued and no additional degradation has 

occurred, the inspection Interval may be extended to a 
maximum of once per 40 months.

Amendment Nos. 119 and 1134.2-3



b. If the inservice inspection of a steam generator 
conducted in accordance with Table 4.2-3 requires a 
third sample inspection whose results fall in Category 
C-3, the inspection frequency shall be reduced to at 
least once per 20 months. The reduction in inspection 
frequency shall apply until a subsequent inspection 
demonstrates that a third sample inspection is not 
required.  

c. Additional, unscheduled Inservice inspections shall be 
performed on each steam generator in accordance 
with the first sample inspection specified in Table 4.2

3 during the shutdown subsequent to any of the 

following conditions: 

1. Primary-to-secondary tube leaks (not including 
leaks originating from tube-to-tube sheet welds) in 

excess of the limits of Specification 3.1.3.g.  

2. A seismic occurrence greater than the operating 
Basis Earthquake (OBE).  

3. A loss-of-coolant accident resulting in rapid 

depressurization of the primary system, or 

4. A main steam line or feedwater line break 
resulting in rapid depressurization of the affected 
steam generator.  

4.2.5.4 Acceptance Criteria* 

a. As used in this Specification: 

1. Imperfection means an exception to the 
dimensions, finish or contour of a tube from that 

required by fabrication drawings or specifications.  
Eddy-current testing, indications below 20% of the 

nominal tube wall thickness, if detectable may be 
considered as imperfections.  

2. OteRradation means a service-induced cracking, 
wastage, wear or general corrosion occurring on 
either inside or outside of a tube.  

3. Olraded Tube means a tube containing 
imperfections greater than or equal to 20% of the 
nominal wall thickness caused by degradation.

Amendment Nos. 119 and 1134.2-4



4. % Degradation means the percentage of the tube 
wall thickness affected or removed by degradation.  

5. Defect means an imperfection or such severity 

that it exceeds the plugging limit. A tube 

containing a defect is defective. Any tube which 

does not permit the passage of the eddy-current 

inspection probe shall be deemed a defective tube.  

6. Pluning Limit means the imperfection depth at or 

beyond which the tube shall be removed fro-n 

service because It may become unserviceable prior 

to the next inspection and is equal to 40% of the 

nominal tube wall thickness.  

7. Unserviceable described the condition of a tube if 

it leaks or contains a defect large enough to affect 

its structural integrity in the event of OBE, a loss

of-coolant accident, or a steam line or feedwater 

line break as specified in 4.2.5.3.c, above.  

S. Tube Inspection means an inspection of the steam 

generator tube from the point of entry (hot leg 

side) completely around the U-bend to the top 

support of the cold leg.  

9. Preservice Inspection means an Inspection of the 

full length of each tube in each steam generator 

performed by eddy current techniques prior to 

service to establish a baseline condition of the 
tubing.  

b. The steam generator shall be determined OPERABLE 

after completing the corresponding actions (plug all 

tubes exceeding the plugging limit and all tubes 

containing through-wall cracks) required by Table 

4.2-3.

Amendment Nos. 119 and 113
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TABLE 4.2-1 WAS DELETED PN ITS ENTIRETY

Amendment Nos. i19 and 113



4.4.2 LOCAL PENETRATION TESTS

Test Procedure and Frequency 

Local leak detection tests of the following components shall be 
performed at a pressure not less than 50 psig using pressure 
decay, soap bubble, halogen detection or equivalent methods at 
the frequency listed, unless otherwise noted: 

1. Containment purge valves (pressure applied in connecting 

duct) - each refueling.  

2. Personnel and Emergency Airlocks 

a. *Within 3 days of every first of a series of openings when 
containment integrity is required, verify that door seals 
have not been damaged or seated improperly by vacuum 
testing the volume between the door seals in accordance 
with approved Plant procedures.  

b. At least once per 6 months, conduct an overall airlock 
leakage test to verify that the overall airlock leakage rate 
is within its limit.  

3. Equipment access opening (pressure applied between gaskets) 
annually and after use.  

4. Fuel transfer tube flange (pressure applied between gaskets) 
each ref uleing.  

5. Electrical penetrations (pressure applied to canister) - each 
refueling.  

Acceptance Criteria: 

Repairs and tests shall be made whenever the sum of the local 
leak rate tests, including the isolation valves discussed in 4.4.3, 
exceeds sixty percent of the total containment allowable leak 
rate.

Amendment Nos.119 and 1134.4-2



4.4.3 ISOLATION VALVES 

Containment isolation valves shall be tested in accordance with 
10 CF.R 50, Appendix 3, (type C tests).  

4.4.4 RESPrUAL HEAT REMOVAL SYSTEM 

No additional surveillance requirements other than those required 
by Specification 4.0.3.

Amendment Nos. 11 9 and1 13
4.4,-3



;34.0 BASES FOR SURVEILLANCE REOUIEMENTS 

4.0.1 This specification provides a grace period so that intervals may be adjusted to 

accommodate normal test schedules.  

4.0.2 This specification provides guidance for surveillance requirements when the 

reactor is in a shutdown condition.  

4.0.3 This specification ensures that inservice inspection of ASME Code Class l, 2, 

and 3 components will be performed in accordance with a periodically updated 

version of Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and 

Addenda as required by 10 CFR 50.55a. Relief from any of the above 

requirements has been provided in writing by the Commission and is not a part 

of these Technical Specifications.  

This soecification includes a clarification of the frequencies for performing 

the inservice inspection and .testing activities required by Section X1 of the 

AS ME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable Addenda. This 

clarification is provided to ensure consistency in surveillance intervals 

throughout these Technical Specifications and to remove any ambiguities 

relative to the frequencies for performing the required inservice inspection 

activities.  

Under the terms of this specification, the more restrictive requirements of the 

Technical Specifications take precedence over the ASME Boiler and Pressure 

Code and applicable Addenda.  

54.0-! Amendment Nos. 119 and 113



B4.2 BASES FOR REACTOR COOLANT SYSTEM IN-SERVICE INSPECTION 

This specification ensures that inservice insvee-ion of ASME Code Class 1, 2, and 3 

components will be performed in accordance th a periodically updated version of 

Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and Addenda as required by 

10 CFR 50.55a. This is accomplished by referencing the inspections required by 

Specification 4.0.3.  

MISCELL ANEOUS INSPECTIONS 

Steam Generator Tube Inspection 

The Surveillance Requirements for Inspection of the steam generator tubes ensure 

that the structural integrity of this portion of the RCS will be maintained. The 

program for inservice inspection of steam generator tubes is based on a modification 

of Regulatory Guide 1.83, Revision I. Inservice inspection of steam generator tubing 

is essential in order to maintain surveillance of the conditions of the tubes in the 

event that there is evidence of mechanical damage or progressive degradation due to 

design, manufacturing errors, or inservice conditions that lead to corrosion. In 

service inspection of steam generator tubing also provides a means of characterizing 

the nature and cause of any tube degradation so that corrective measures can be 

taken.  

The plant is expected to be operated in a manner such that the secondary coolant will 

be maintained within those parameter limits found to result In negligible corrosion of 

the steam genera tor tubes. If the secondary coolant chemistry is not maintained 

within these parameter limits, localized corrosion may likely result in stress 

corrosion racking. The extent of cracking during plant operation would be limited by 

the limitation of steam generator tube leakage between the primary coolant system 

and the secondary coolant system (primary-to-secondary leakage = I gallon per 

minute, total). Cracks having a primary-to-secondary leakage less than this limit 

during operation will have an adequate margin of safety to withstand the loads 

imposed during normal operation and by postulated accidents. Operating plants have 

demonstrated that primary-to-secondary leakage of I gallon per minute can readily 

be detected by radiation monitors of steam generator blowdown. Leakage in excess 

of this limit will require plant shutdown and an unscheduled inspection, during which 

the leaking tubes will be located and plugged.  

Wastage-type defects are unlikely with the all volatile treatment (AVT) of secondary 

coolant. 4owever, even if a defect of similar type should develop in service, it will 

be found during scheduled inservice steam generator tube examinations. Plugging 

will be required of all tubes with Imperfections exceeding the plugging limit which, 

by the definition of Soecification 4.2.5.4.a is 40% of the tube nominal wall thickness.  

Steam generator tube inspections of operating plants have demonstrated the 

capability to reliably detect degradation that has penetrated 20% of the original tube 

wall thickness.  

Whenever the results of any steam generator tubing in-service inspection fail into 

Category C-3, these results will be promptly reported to the Commission pursuant to 

Specification 6.9.?.a orior to resumption of plant operation. Such cases will be 

considered by the Commission on a case-by-case basis and may result In a 

requirement for analysis, laboratory examinations, tests, additional eddy-current 

inspection, and revision of the Technical Specifications, If necessary.

Amendment Nos. 119 and 113
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UNITED STATES 
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555 

SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION 

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO. lag TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-31 

AND AMENDMENT NO. 113TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-41 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY 

TURKEY POINT UNIT NOS. 3 AND 4 

DOCKET NOS. 50-?50 AND 50-251 

Introduction 

By letters dated April 2, 1984, as supplemented on April 18, 1984, October 11, 
1985, and February 21, 1986, Florida Power and Light Company (the licensee), 
requested changes to the Technical Specifications for Turkey Point Nuclear 
Plant Units 3 and 4 to reflect revised Inservice Inspection (ISI) programs for 
these two units.  

Background 

Technical Specification 4.2.1 for the Turkey Point Nuclear Plant describes 
the post-operational nondestructive inspections that were required of the 
licensee during the initial ten years of plant operation. By letter dated 
March 30, 1984, the licensee submitted the ISI Second Ten-Year Summary Program 
to the NRC staff for review per the requirements of 10 CFR Part 50.55.a(g).  
The program for the second ten-year interval references the 1980 Edition and 
Addenda through Winter 1981 and differs in requirements from those listed in 
Table 4.2-1 of the Technical Specifications. The NRC regulations (10 CFR 
Part 50.55.a(g)(5)(ii)) state that "If a revised inservice inspection program 
for a facility conflicts with the Technical Specification for the facility, the 
licensee shall apply to the Commission for amendment of the Technical Specifications 
to conform the Technical Specification to the revised program." 

Evaluation 

The licensee proposes to revise the wording of Technical Specification 4.0.3 
to incorporate the language that is used in Standard Technical Specifications 
for Westinghouse plants. The proposed wording will reference the requirements 
of Section XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code and applicable 
Addenda as required by 10 CFR Part 50.55.a(g). Consequently, future licensing 
amendments will not be required when revisions of the ASME Boiler Pressure 
Vessel Code are made because such changes are covered by the requirements of 
10 CFR Part 50.55.a(g)(4)(ii). This section states that "Inservice examinations 
of components, inservice tests to verify operational readiness of pumps and 
valves whose function is required for safety, and system pressure tests, 
conducted during successive 120-month inspection intervals shall comply with 
the requirements of the latest edition and addenda of the Code incorporated by 
reference in paragraph (b) of this section..."
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Inasmuch as the ASME Code provides guidance for all aspects of the Second 
Ten-Year Summary Program (and successive programs in the future), the detailed 
requirements in Technical Specifications 4.2.2, 4.2.3, and 4.2.4 and Table 4.2-1 
are no longer needed and will be deleted. The other proposed revisions to the 
Technical Specifications are editorial only.  

Finding 

The staff has determined that the actions proposed by the licensee are 
consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR 50 Section 50.55.a and 
Sections III and XI of the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code that are 
referenced in Section 50.55.a. The proposed revisions to the Technical 
Specifications are consistent with the requirements of 10 CFR 50, Section 
50.55.a(g)(5)(ii). Therefore, the staff has determined that the proposed 
changes to the Technical Specifications of Turkey Point Nuclear Plant Units 3 
and 4 are acceptable.  

Environmental Consideration 

These amendments involve changes in the installation or use of the facilities 
components located within the restricted areas as defined in 10 CFR 20 and changes 
in surveillance requirements. The staff has determined that these amendments 
involve no significant increase in the amounts, and no significant change in 
the types, of any effluents that may be released offsite and that there is no 
significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.  
The Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that these amendments 
involve no significant hazards consideration and there has been no public 
comment on such finding. Accordingly, these amendments meet the eligibility 
criteria for categorical exclusion set forth in 10 CFP Sec 51.22(c)(9).  
Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no environmental impact statement or environmental 
assessment need be prepared in connection with the issuance of these amendments.  

Conclusion 

We have concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that: 
(1) there is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the 
public will not be endangered by operation in the proposed manner, 
and (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the 
Commission's regulations and the issuance of these amendments will not 
be inimical to the common defense and security or to the health and 
safety of the public.  

Dated: October 27, 1986 

Principal Contributors:

W. P. Kleinsorge


