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MIDLAND NUCLEAR PLANT J.0. NO. 74509
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CONDITION DETAILS

During a review of specification M-326, obtained from Station 1, CIO found
discrepancies in the document contro! methods. Further investigation resulted
in the following observations: F

1) In some cases, un-untrolled specifications contained controlled
copies of FCRs, FCNs and SCNs. All of these controlled attach-
ments were stamped "controlled", but some had the "“contrnlled"
lined out in black.

2) Apparently there is no procedure which allows ilie "decontrol" of a
controlled document by lining out the “"controlled" stamp.
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Response is as follows:

1. Evaluation

Specifications were maintainud as an uncontrclled reference copy. However,
since these were the only design documents which we received uncontrolled

from Ann Arbor, changes were inadvertently stamped controlled upon receipt. f
With some of the attachments the mistake was realized and corrected (stamp
| lined out), with others the error was not caught.

Action to prevent recurrence

This copy of uncontrolled specifications have been eliminated and a set
maintained in a controlled area will be used.
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NDITION DETAILS (continued)

According to Bechtel Ann
from Ann Arbor to the site
or uncontrolled on the tran
this identification and
from Ann Arbor are control

Please provide CIO with plans f addressinrg and correcting these observations.

Resp.nse Cont.

Evaluation

See Number 1 above. This was not & ituation where a controlled document

was '""decontrolled". It was a clerical error which was corrected.

Action to prevent recurrence

It would not be appropriate to proceduralize

'decontrcl" of controlled
y

since this could cause confusion and inaccurac
distribution :ist.

in maintenance of the

Evaluation

due to the fact that the transmittal method which Ann Arbor uses differs from
the method used on site.

CPCo DCC personnel were inadequately trained in this situation, "cqca?lv

Action to RfP\’(?r‘.t recurrence

istribution from Ann Arbor is being discontinued. All contrclled distri
ill be issued from Field Document Control Center.




