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Dear Mr. Bauer:

SUBJECT: TECHNTCAL SPECIFTCATION AMENDMENTS TO PERMJIT MODJFJCATIONS OF
%ERTA{N PARTS OF THE RADJOLOGTCAL EFFLUENT TECHNJCAL SPECIFJCATTONS
RETS

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendments Nos. 115 and 119, to
Facility Operating Licenses Nos. DPR-44 and DPR-56 for the Peach Bottom
Atomic Power Station, Units Nos. 2 and 3. These amendments consist of
changes to the Technical Specifications (TSs) in response to your application
dated February 19, 1985, as amended by letter dated August 22, 1985.

The changes to the TSs permit certain modifications of the Radiological
Effluent Technical Specifications (RETS) which were issued August 3, 1984, as
Amendments Nos. 102 and 104 to Peach Bottom Units Nos. 2 and 3, respectively.

A copy of our Safety Evaluation is also enclosed. Notice of Tssuance will be
included in the Commission's next biweekly Federal Register notice.

Sincerely,
Origiral signedby

Gerald E. Gears, Project Manager
BWR Project Directorate #2
Division of BWR Licensing

Enclosures:

1. Amendment No. 115 to DPR-44
2. Amendment No. 119 to DPR-56
3. Safety Evaluation
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Mr. E. G. Bauer, dr.
Philadelphia Electric Company

cc:
Mr. Eugene J. Bradley

Assistant General Counsel
Philadelphia Electric Company
2301 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101

Troy B. Conner, Jr., Esq.
1747 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Thomas A. Deming, Esq.
Assistant Attorney General
Department of Natural Resources
Annapolis, Maryland 21401

Philadelphia Electric Company
ATTN: Mr. R, Fleishmann
Peach Bottom Atomic

Power Station

Delta, Pennsylvania 17314

Mr. M. J. Cooney, Superintendent
Generation Division - Nuclear
Philadelphia Electric Company
2301 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101

Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station,
Units 2 and 3

Mr. R, A, Heiss, Coordinator

Pennsylvania State Clearinghouse
Governor's Office of State Planning

and Development
P.0. Box 1323

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Mr. Thomas M. Gerusky, Director

Bureau of Radiation Protection
Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Resources

P.0. Box 2063

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Mr. Albert R. Steel, Chairman
Board of Supervisors

Peach Bottom Township

R. D. #1

Delta, Pennsylvania 17314

Mr. Anthony J. Pietrofitta, General Manager

Power Production Engineering
Atlantic Electric

P. 0. Box 1500

1199 Black Horse Pike
Pleasantville, New Jersey 08232

Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Peach Bottom Atomic Power Station
P.0. Box 399

Delta, Pennsylvania 17314

Regional Administrator, Region 7
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
631 Park Avenue

King of Prussia, Pennsylvania 19406
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PHTLADELPHJA ELECTRIC COMPANY
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY
DELMARVA_ POWER AND LJGHT COMPANY
ATLANTIC CJTY ELECTRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-277

PEACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION, UNJT NO. 2

AMENDMENT TO FACJLJTY OPERATING LTCENSE

Amendment No. 115
License No. DPR-44

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

A. The application for amendment by Philadelphia Electric Company, et
al. (the licensee) dated February 19, 1985, as amended by letter
dated August 22, 1985, 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 2.C.{2) of Facility Operating License No. DPR-44 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices -
A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 115, are

hereby incorporated in the 1icense. PECO shall operate

the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULAT?;j{2§29]SSION
/ ‘ -

Daniel R. Muller, Director
BWR Project Directorate #2
Division of BWR Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Jssuance: December 10, 1985



ATTACHMENT TO LTCENSE AMENDMENT NO. 115

FACILJTY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-44

DOCKET NO. 50-277

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment
number and contain a vertical line indicating the area of change.

Remove Tnsert
206 206
211 211

214 214
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~—LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

PBAPS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3.8.B.3.4 and 3.8.B.3.e,
below.

c. .The effluent control
monitor shall be set in
accordance with the
methodology and parameters
in the ODCM to alarm and
automatically close the
waste discharge valve
prior to exceeding the
limits specified in
3.8.B.1 above,

From and after the date

that the gross activity

monitor on the waste
effluent line is made

or found to be inoperable

for any reason, effluent

releases may continue

only if best efforts

are taken to make such

monitor operable,

provided that prior

to initiating a

release:

1. At least two independent
samples of the tank's
contents are analyzed, an

-2, At least two technically

qualified members of
the Facility Staff
independently verify
the release rate cal-
culation and discharge
line valving.

From and after the date that

the flow monitor on the

waste effluent line is made
or found to be inoperable

- for any reason, effluent
releases via this pathway
may continue only if best
efforts are taken to make
such monitor operable,
provided that the flow
rate is estimated at
least once per 4 hours
during actual releases.
Pump performance curves

Amendment Mo. 28, 2192, 115

3b.

d

=206~

month and an instrument
check shall be performed
every day during release.
Functional test shall
demonstrate operability
of the radwaste discharge
automatic isolation valve,
and control room an-
nunciation if any of the
following conditions exist:
1. Instrument indicates
measured levels above
the alarm/trip set
point. :
2. Instrument indicates
an INOP failure.
The liquid effluent flow
monitor shall be cali-
brated every 12 months.
Additionally, an instru~
ment check shall be
performed every day
during release.



PBAPS

YIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

and one main stack

noble gas monitor

shall be operable and set
to alarm in accordance
with the methodology

and parameters in the
ODCM. From and after the
date that both reactor
building exhaust vent
monitors or both main
stack noble gas monitors
are made or found to be
inoperable for any reason,
effluent releases via
their respective pathway
may continue provided at
least two independent
grab samples are taken
at least once per 8 hrs.
and these samples are
analyzed for gross
activity within 24

hours, and at least two
technically qualified
members of the facility
staff independently
verify the release

rate calculations.

c. One reactor building
exhaust vent iodine
filter and one main
stack iodine filter

and one reactor build-
ing exhaust vent
particulate filter

and one main stack
particulate filter with
their respective flow
rate monitors shall be
operable. From and after
the date that all iodine
filters or all particulate
filters for either the
reactor building exhaust
vent monitor or the main
stack monitor are made or
found to be inoperable for
any reason, effluent
releases via their
respective pathway may

Amendment No. 192, 115

44. The main stack sample

-211-~

shall also demonstrate that
control room alarm an-
nunciation occurs if any of
the following conditions exigt:
1. Instrument indicates
measured levels
above the alarm
setpoint.
2. Instrument indicates
a downscale failure.
Additionally, an instrument
check shall be performed
every day.

4b. The reactor building

exhaust vent and the
main stack flow rate
monitors shall be
calibrated every 12
months. Additionally, an
instrument check shall
be performed every day.

4c. The reactor building

exhaust vent and the main
stack iodine and particulate
sample flow rate monitors
shall be calibrated every
12 months. Additionally,
an instrument check shall
be performed every day
for the reactor building
exhaust vent sample flow
rate monitors, and every
week for the main stack
sample flow rate monitor.

flow line Hi/Lo pressure
switches shall be
functionally tested every
6 months and calibrated
every 18 months.




PBAPS

“IMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

N

pursuant to Specification

6.9.3 a Special Report which

includes the following

information:

a. Explanation of why gaseocus
radwaste was being dis-
charged without treatment,
identification of any
inoperable equipment or
subsystems and the reason
for its inoperability.

b. Action taken to restore
the inoperable eguipment
to operable status.

c. Summary description of
action taken to prevent
a recurrence.

Reactor shutdown is not
required.

The concentration of hydrogen
downstream of the recombiners
shall be limited to less

than or equal to 2% by

volunme.

a. With the concentration
of hydrogen downstream
of the recombiner greater
than 2% but less than or
equal to 4% by volume,
restore the concentration
to within the limit within
48 hours.

b. With the concentration of
hydrogen downstream of the
recombiner greater than 4%
by volume, an orderly
reduction of power shall be
initiated within one hour
to bring the hydrogen down-
stream of the recombiner
to less than or equal to
2% by volume.

c. Except as specified in
3.8.C.6.4, two hydrogen
monitors downstream of the
recombiners shall be
operable during power
operation.

Amendment No. 102, 115

-214-~

6a. An instrument check of the
operation of the hydrogen
monitors shall be performed
once per day..

6b. The hydrogen monitors and
associated alarms downstream
of the recombiner shall
be calibrated once per
month using standard gas
containing 0-4% hydrogen,
balance nitrogen or air
by volume as specified
in the ODCM.
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20555

PHTLADELPHJA ELECTRIC COMPANY
PUBLJC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY
DELMARVA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY -
ATCANTIC CTTY ELECTRIC COMPANY

DOCKET NO. 50-278

PEACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATJON, UNJT NO. 3

AMENDMENT TO FACJLITY OPERATING LJCENSE

Amendment No. 119
License No. DPR-56

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

A. The application for amendment by Philadelphia Electric Company, et
al. (the licensee) dated February 19, 1985, as amended by letter
dated August 22, 1985, 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 T;

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.

Accordingly, the license is amended by changes to the Technical
Specifications as indicated in the attachment to this license amendment,
and paragraph 2.C.(2) of Facility Operating License No. DPR-56 is hereby
amended to read as follows:



Technical Specifications

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices

A and B, as revised through Amendment No. 119, are

hereby incorporated in the license. PECO shall operate

the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

3. This license amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.

FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSTON

S i £ 77 /7,'44/&

Daniel R. Mulier, Director
BWR Project Directorate #2
Division of BWR Licensing

Attachment:
Changes to the Technical
Specifications

Date of Jssuance: December 10, 1985



ATTACHMENT TO LTCENSE AMENDMENT No, 119

FACTLITY OPERATING LJCENSE NO. DPR-56

DOCKET NO. 50-278

Replace the following pages of the Appendix "A" Technical Specifications
with the enclosed pages. The revised pages are identified by Amendment
number and contain a vertical line indicating the area of change.

Remove Insert
206 206
211 211
214 214



PBAPS

~_- LIMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

3.8.B.3.4 and 3.8.B.3.e,
below.

“The effluent control

monitor shall be set in

accordance with the

methodology and parameters

in the ODCM to alarm and

automatically close the

waste discharge valve

prior to exceeding the

limits specified in

3.8.B.1 above.

From and after the date

that the gross activity

monitor on the waste

effluent line is made

or found to be inoperable

for any reason, effluent

releases may continue

only if best efforts

are taken to make such

monitor operable,

provided that prior

to initiating a

release:

l. At least two independent
samples of the tank's
contents are analyzed, and

. 2. At least two technically

gualified members of
the Facility Staff
independently verify
the release rate cal-
culation and discharge
line valving.
From and after the date that
the flow monitor on the
waste effluent line is made
or found to be inoperable

- for any reason, effluent

releases via this pathway
may continue only if best
efforts are taken to make
such monitor operable,
provided that the flow
rate is estimated at
least once per 4 hours
during actual releases.
Pump performance curves

Amendment No. 28, 194, 119

-206-

month and an instrument
check shall be performed
every day during release.
Functional test shall
demonstrate operability
of the radwaste discharge
automatic isolation valve,
and control room an-
nunciation if any of the
following conditions exist:
l. Instrument indicates
measured levels above
the alarm/trip set
point. :
2. Instrument indicates
an INOP failure.
The liquid effluent flow
monitor shall be cali-
brated every 12 months.
Additionally, an instru-
ment check shall be
performed every day
during release.

3b.



T-IMITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

N

PBAPS

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

and one main stack
noble gas monitor

- shall be operable and set

to alarm in accordance
with the methodology

and parameters in the
ODCM. From and after the
date that both reactor
building exhaust vent
monitors or both main
stack noble gas monitors
are made or found to be
inoperable for any reason,
effluent releases via
their respective pathway
may continue provided at
least two independent
grab samples are taken
at least once per 8 hrs.
and these samples are
analyzed for gross
activity within 24
hours, and at least two
technically qualified
members of the facility
staff independently
verify the release

rate calculations.

One reactor building
exhaust vent iodine
filter and one main
stack iodine filter

and one reactor build-
ing exhaust vent
particulate filter

and one main stack
particulate filter with
their respective flow
rate monitors shall be
operable. From and after
the date that all iodine
filters or all particulate
filters for either the
reactor building exhaust
vent monitor or the main
stack monitor are made or
found to be inoperable for
any reason, effluent
releases via their
respective pathway may

Amendment No. @4, 119

4b.

4c.

44.

-211-

shall also demonstrate that

control room alarm an-

nunciation occurs if any of
the following conditions exigt:

Instrument indicates
measured levels
above the alarm
setpoint.

Instrument indicates
a downscale failure.

l.

2.

Additionally, an instrument

check shall be performed
every day.

The reactor building
exhaust vent and the
main stack flow rate
monitors shall be
calibrated every 12
months. Additionally, an
instrument check shall
be performed every day.
The reactor building
exhaust vent and the main

stack iodine and particulate

sample flow rate monitors
shall be calibrated every
12 months. Additionally,
an instrument check shall
be performed every day
for the reactor building
exhaust vent sample flow
rate monitors, and every
week for the main stack
sample flow rate monitor.
The main stack sample
flow line Hi/Lo pressure
switches shall be
functionally tested every
6 months and calibrated
every 18 months.




PBAPS

"MITING CONDITIONS FOR OPERATION

SURVEILLANCE REQUIREMENTS

pursuant to Specification

6.9.3 a Special Report which

includes the following

information: .

a. Explanation of why gaseous
radwaste was being dis-
charged without treatment,
identification of any
inoperable equipment or
subsystems and the reason
for its inoperability.

b. Action taken to restore
the inoperable equipment
to operable status.

c. Summary description of
action taken to prevent
a recurrence.

Reactor shutdown is not
required.

The concentration of hydrogen
downstream of the recombiners
shall be limited to less

than or egual to 2% by

volume.

a. With the concentration
of hydrogen downstream
of the recombiner greater
than 2% but less than or
egqual to 4% by volume,
restore the concentration
to within the limit within
48 hours.

b. With the concentration of
hydrogen downstream of the
recombiner greater than 4%
by volume, an orderly '
reduction of power shall be
initiated within one hour
to bring the hydrogen down-
stream of the recombiner
to less than or equal to
2% by volume.

c. Except as specified in
3.8.C.6.4, two hydrogen
monitors downstream of the
recombiners shall be
operable during power
operation.

Amendment No. 7@4, 119

-214-

-

6a. An instrument check of the
operation of the hydrogen
monitors shall be performed
once per day..

6b. The hydrogen monitors and
associated alarms downstream
of the recombiner shall
be calibrated once per
month using standard gas
containing 0-4% hydrogen,
balance nitrogen or air
by volume as specified
in the ODCM,
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SAFETY EVALUATTON BY THE QFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION SUPPORTING

AMENDMENTS NOS. 115 AND 119 TO FACJLITY OPERATING LJCENSES NOS. DPR-44 AND DPR-56

PHJLADELPHJA ELECTRIC COMPANY
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS COMPANY
DELMARVA POWER AND LJGHT COMPANY
ATLANTIC C1TY ELECTRIC COMPANY

PEACH BOTTOM ATOMIC POWER STATION, UNITS NOS. 2 AND 3

DOCKETS NOS. 50-277 AND 50-278

1.0 TNTRODUCTION

The licensee, Philadelphia Electric Company, in its submittal dated February
19, 1985, as amended by letter dated August 22, 1985, has proposed certain
modifications to the Technical Specifications (TSs). The proposed changes
are to eliminate an error in present TS requirements relating to radicactive
liquid effluent monitoring instrumentation and to modify gaseous effluent
monitoring TSs to optimize operation of certain equipment. The proposed
changes implement technical changes and clarifications that reflect current
plant configuration in line with NUREG-0473, "Standard Radiological Technical
Specifications for BWRs," Revision 2, February 1, 1980.

2.0 EVALUATION

Three changes to the Radiological Effluent Technical Specifications (RETSY,
jssued August 3, 1984, as Amendments Nos. 102 and 104 to Facility Operating
Licenses Nos. DPR-44 and DPR-56, respectively, are proposed in this submittal.

(1) The current wording of TS Section 4.8.B.3.a.2 (Liquid Radwaste Effluents
-Surveillance Requirements) requires, in part, that a functional test be
performed once/month to demonstrate that a downscale failure of the
radwaste 1iquid effluent radiation monitor will automatically isolate
the radwaste discharge valve and actuate the downscale failure alarm in
the control room. The licensee has stated that the radwaste liquid
effluent rad monitor has two failure modes as follows: a downscale
failure and a INOP (JNOPERABLE) failure. A downscale failure occurs
when the gross activity detected by the monitor decreases beiow a pre-set
value. The INOP failure occurs when any one of the following conditions
exists: (1) low voltage to the radwaste liquid effluent rad monitor
exists, (2) radwaste liquid effluent rad monitor mode switch is not in
the "operate" position, or (3) removal of any one of the plug-in modules
in the radwaste liquid effluent rad monitor. Either failure mode
(downscale or INOP) would actuate a common downscale/TNOP alarm in the
control room.

However, the 1icensee has indicated that the design of the radwaste
liquid effluent rad monitor does not permit the automatic isolation on a
downscale failure of the radwaste discharge valve. Upon actuation of

- -



the common downscale/JINOP alarm in the control room, the radwaste liquid
effluent rad monitor front panel lights are checked to determine which
failure mode (downscale or- INOP) actuated the alarm. Jf the INOP light
on the monitor front panel is 1it, the radwaste discharge valve is
verified to be closed and an investigation is initiated to determine the
cause of the INOP failure. Tf the downscale light on the monitor front
panel is 1it, an investigation is initiated to determine the cause of the
downscale failure. The radwaste discharge valve is not verified to be
closed because the Peach Bottom design does not permit the automatic
jsolation of this valve on a downscale failure. The licensee has
requested that the current 7Ss be revised o reflect these current
design features. The word "downscale" in TS Section 4.8.B.3a.2 would be
changed to "INOP",

The licensee has further stated that the proposed change is Jjustified
because a downscale alarm is provided to alert the operator to the
downscale condition and TS Section 3.8.B.3.d permits liquid radwaste
releases to continue when the 1iquid rad monitor experiences a failure
provided that prior to each release, two independent liquid effluent
samples are analyzed and two technically qualified members of the
facility staff independently verify release rate calculations and
discharge line valving. '

The staff has reviewed the proposed wording change and finds that this
substitution of wording is appropriate and conforms to the current plant
configuration as well as conforming to the quidance provided by the
staff in NUREG-0473. Therefore, we find that the above described change
is acceptable.

The 1icensee proposes to delete Section 4.8.C.6.c (Gaseous Effluents -
Hydrogen Analyzers) which references, by error, only the older type
recombiner hydrogen analyzers which were supplemented by newer
helium-immune hydrogen analyzers prior to the effective date of the
RETS. In place of Section 4.8.C.6.c, the licensee proposes to modify
Section 4.8.C.6.b to include a range of gas concentrations required for
calibrating both the older type recombiner hydrogen analyzers as well as
the newer helium-immune analyzers. The specific gas concentrations for
each instrument type would be placed in The Offsite Dose Calculation
Manual (ODCM) by reference.

The surveillance calibration requirements currently addressed in Section
4.8.C.6.c would be placed in the revised Section 4.8.C.6.b by the
proposed change. In addition, the newer helium-immune hydrogen
analyzers calibration requirements, which by error, are not referenced
in the current TSs, would now be referenced also in the revised Section
4,8.C.6.c. The specific gas concentrations needed for the calibration of
each instrument type would be contained in the ODCM by reference. The
staff in its quidance (NUREG-0473) permitted the placement of certain
specific technical data in the ODCM by reference. The licensee's
proposed placement of the specific gas calibration concentrations in the
ODCM is in accordance with the staff's quidance. Therefore, we conclude



that the proposed change is acceptable because it does not affect
existing TS requirements, and would add additional surveillance
requirements, inadvertently omitted in a previous amendment.

(3) Upon implementation of the RETS, the licensee found that the daily
instrument check of the main stack flow rate monitor was difficult
because of the relative inaccessibility of the base of the main stack.
The licensee proposes to replace this daily "physical” instrument check
with a pressure-sensitive sample-system-operability monitor that would
alarm in the main control room in the event of main stack sample flow
trouble. Tn turn, the "physical" instrument check would be reduced to
once a week. These proposed changes provide increased conservatism for
this instrument surveillance, and we therefore find these changes
acceptable.

Tn conclusion, we find that the above changes, as proposed, meet the intent
of the NRC staff's model RETS for BWRs (NUREG-0473, Revision 2, February 1,
1980) and are, therefore, acceptable.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

These amendments involve changes in surveillance requirements. We have
determined that the 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 CFR 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.

4,0 CONCLUSTON

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: December 10, 1985

Principal Contributor: W. Meinke



