October 7, 1988

Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation
Attnt Paul Shemanski

U.8. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Washington, DC 20858

Subject: LaSalle County Station Units 1 and 2
Application for Amendment to Facllity
Operating Licenses NPF-11 and NPF-18
Appendix A, Technical Specifications
NRC Pocket Nos. 50-37) and 50-374

Reference: Letter dated Octobsr 7, 1988 Transmitting Request
License Amendment to Increase,

Mr. Shemanski:

Pursuant to 10 CFR 50.90, Commonwealth Edison applied for an amendment
to Facility Operating Licenses NPF-11 and NPF-18, Appendix A, Technical
Specifications in the above referenced letter. This amendment wi'l allow
operation of both units with suppression pool temperatures of up to 105°F,
Attachmen'. C of that document is GE Proprietary Information and is enclosed,
Also enclosed is the General Electric Affidavit designating Attachment C as
proprietary information,

Please direct any questions you may have regarding this matter to

this office.
ﬂ g; truly yours,

C., M, Allen
Nuclear Licensing Administrator
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GENERAL ELecTric Company
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In designating meterial as PTOpTIetary, General Electric ut1T1zes the
definition of proprietary nformation and trade secrets set fort
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with the standards enumerated above. Disclosures outside Genera)
Clectric are generally limited to regulatory bodies, customers and
potentia) customers and their agents, suppliers and licensess t. an
only with appropriate protection by applicadble regulatory provisions
or propristary agreements.

8. The document mentioned in paragraph 2 above has been evaivaced in
dccordance with the above criteria and procedures and has been found
to contain information which 15 proprietary and which s customarily
held in confidence by General Electric,

§.  The Information to the best of my knowledge and belief has consig.ant.
1y been neld 1n confidence by the Genera) Electric Company, no pub)ic
disclosure has been made, and 1t 15 not available {n public sources.
R11 disclosures to third parties have been aade pursuant to regulatory
provisions of proprietary agreements which provide for maintenance of
the information in confidence.

1. The document mentioned n paragraph 2 above 18 2lassified as proprie-
tary because ft contairs results token directly or derived from G
protriotasy Information regarding BWR containment dcst’no developed
with the expenditure of substantial resources exceeding $500,000.
Furthermore, the report fdent!fies potentially limiting design and
Ticensing fssucs of commercia) value to GE. The information 15 of

type customarily hald in onfidence by GE since 1t reveals valuable
information obtained at considerable expense to GF.

AR

David J. Robare, being du'y sworn, deposes wnd says:

That he has read the foregoing affidavit and the matters stated therein are
true and correct to the bost of his knowledge, nformation, and delief,

bracuted at Ssn Jose, Fa)tfornia, this 13th day of September, 1988.

v .
General Electric Company

Subscribed and sworn bafore me this 13t day of September 1988.

Ao T .

Notary Public - Californta
Santa Clar . County
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Mr. Robert W. Tomala
Commonwealth Edison Co.
P.0. Box 767

Chicago, IL 606%0

Subject: LA SALLE 1 AND 2 INCREASED SUPPRESSION POOL TEMPERATURE JCO

Dear Mr. Tomala:

Attached are 10 copies of the subject report (EAS-49-0888, Revision 1, August
1988) for the La Salle 1 and 2 Justification of Continued Operation (JCO).

Please call me if you have any questions, and thank you for calling GE.

Very truly yours,

zf. i?. JJaL \£~1:{

A.F. De Vita
Project Engineer
GE Customer Service
(31" §72-3964

€ KL Massin
JA M

L
A, Miller - GE




