Commonwealth Edison

One Fust National Piaza, Chicago. il wors
Address Reply to Post Office Box 767
Chicago. lllinois 60690

February 1lC, 1984

Mr. James G. Keppler

Regional Administrator

U.S. Nuclear fRegulatory Commission
Region III

799 Roosevelt Road

Glen Ellyn, IL 60137

Subject: LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2
Response to Inspection Report Nos.
50-373/83-51 and 50-374/83-50
NRC Docket Nos. 50-373 and 50-374

h>ference (a): J. F. Streeter letter to Cordell Reed
dated January 13, 1984.

Dear Mr. Keppler:

This letter is in response to the inspection conducted by
Messrs. R. D. Lanksbury and L. A. Reyes on November 2 through December
15, 1983, of activities at LaSalle County Station. Reference (a)
indicated that certain activities appeared to be in noncompliance with
NRC requirements. The Commonwealth Edison Company response to the Notice
of vViolation is provided in the enclosure.

To the best of my knowledge and belief the statements contained
herein and in the attachment are true and correct. 1In some respects

these statements are no*t based upon my personal knowledge but upon
information furnished by other Commonwealth Edison employees. Such

information has been reviewed in accordance with Company practice and I
believe it toc be reliable.

If you have any further questions on this matter, please direct
them to this office.

Very truly yours,

8402220270 840215 C&)M«;«J-\ |
PDR-ADOCK 09000373 2 Jio/e%
D. L. Farrar
Director of iWuclear Licensing
CWS/1m
Attachment

cc: NRC Resident Inspéctor - LSCS FEB 13 1984
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Noncompliance
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the inspection conducted on Novembe 2 throut

3
and in accordance with the C \forcement Policy, 4
the following violation was identified.
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Contrary to the above, during the conduct of secondary
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