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BRUNSWICK STEAM ELECTRIC PLANT NITS 1 ANI
NRC DOCKET NOS. 50-325 & 50-324
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OMMM.-003, Corrective Maintenance (Automated Maintenance Management System), will be revisad to
raquire 1S! review of WRJOs initiated against 15| Class 1, 2, 3 or § (Special - encompasses 1S
augmented inspection items) equipment 10 ensure technical accuracy. This revision will also provide
clearer expectations of planner actions associated with work instruction preparation and directions for
planning and testing of temporary changes, including blind flange instaliations.

The PMTR plant procedure is expected to be completed by November 30, 1992. The revision to OMMM-
003 Is expected to be completec by July 31, 1992



