
























































3. Routine licensee efforts, such as normal surveillance or @Aquality assurance
activities, were not likely to have previously identified the violation.

4. The violation was not willful.

The NRC may take enforcement action when the licensee has not met these conditions
are-netmet or when a violation that is associated with a finding of high safety
significance is identified.

\WhileAlthough the NRC may exercise discretion for violations meeting the required
criteria-where, if the licensee failed to make a required report to the NRG;agency, then it
will normally issue a separate enforcement action will-nermally-be-issued-for the
licensee’s failure to make athe required report.

Existing Identified Noncompliances

In addition, feenseesthe licensee may have existing identified noncompliances that
could reasonably be corrected under 10 CFR 50.48(c). For these noncompliances, the
NRC is providing enforcement discretion for the implementation of corrective actions
until the licensee has made the transition to 10 CFR 50.48(c), provided that the
noncompliances meet all of the following criteria:

)% The licensee has entered the noncompliance into its corrective action program
and implemented appropriate compensatory measures.

2 The noncompliance is not associated with a finding that the Re2-SBRPReactor
Oversight Process significance determination process would evaluate as red, or
otherwise it would not be categorized at Severity Level |.

3. The noncompliance was not willful.

4. The licensee submitted a letter of intent by December 31, 2005, stating its intent
to transition to 10 CFR 50.48(c).
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