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General Comment
I am a licensed Reactor Operator, license OP-21179, at a commercial nuclear generating facility in the
Southeast. I am submitting these comments as an individual and not on behalf of the utility that I work for, or
any other organization.
I am generally opposed to NEI's proposal to relax the Part 26 fatigue rules.
My experience is that the MDO rule works as it is intended and achieves the desired results.
The "unintended" consequences that NEI describes should be weighed carefully.
The additional duties that NEI describes in the supporting document are still items that are performed as work
that require focus and mental sharpness to accomplish. These tasks, while not directly safety related work, still
exact a component of fatigue on the worker that accumulates over time.
Having time off is very important in this industry because of the rigor and detail that it demands. Time off is
required to unwind from the constant vigilance to safety that nuclear power requires.
Changing the rule to be less prescriptive than the current MDO requirements would be a step backwards such
that it allows the industry to again encroach on the employee's free time, time that is necessary to relieve the
accumulated stress and fatigue of work in the industry.
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Van,

Attached for docketing is a comment from Hobart Simons on PRM-26-5 that I received via the regulations.gov
website on 12/30/10.

Thanks,
Carol
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