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On January 28, 2009 MHI submitted predecessor design information for the Japanese 
APWR.  The following documents describing historical practices were submitted by MHI: 
  
Selection of Event Scenario for Task Analysis, January 2009, (UAP-HF-09020- 
Enclosure 5) 
Task Analysis (GOMS) Summary Report, January 2009, (UAP-HF-09020- Enclosure 6) 
  
The cover letter (UAP-HF-090920) for these enclosures stated that they were intended 
to present the HFE bases used for the design of the US-APWR.   
  
The enclosures to MHI document UAP-HF-09020 provide information that indicates a 
methodology was used but the documents don't sufficiently demonstrate how that 
methodology incorporated guidance from NUREG-0711.  Nor was the case made that 
the predecessor plant design could stand on its own as the starting point for the 
development of the US-APWR design.  From the informaiton the staff has recieved, 
there does not appear to be a good basis for making such a case. 
  
The enclosures of MHI document UAP-HF-09020 were particularly difficult to evaluate 
for the following reasons: 
  1. No overall structure was provided.  It was difficult to understand the basis and 
methodology for conducting the task analysis for the APWR design.   
  2. There was a significant amount of atypical word usage.  The staff had to make 
assumptions about intended meaning in many places. 
  3.  Criteria and methods used to reach results were not sufficiently described 
  4.  The use of these documents is uncertain.  They do not appear to be documents 
which would be included by reference in the US APWR DCD. 
  5.  The task analysis that was conducted used single-operator operation scenarios.  It 
is not clear how this will be implemented for the US-APWR design which requires at 
least two operators at all time.  This issue has been described in RAI-2526. 
  
Please provide a description of the methodology used to complete the task analysis for 
the APWR, and ensure that the level of detail is sufficient to demnostrate the structure of 
the approach.   
  

 
 


