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ABSTRACT

This study investigated human error characteristics of the 42 fatal industrial accidents re-
ported by staff members of Korea Industrial Safety Corporation. Various types of human error
were judged to be primary contributing factors in about 74 percent of the cases. Most of
human error made by involved industrial operators resulted from two types of mistakes: (1)
mistake in judgement of work situation, and (2) omission in daily check. It was concluded that
preparation/observance for work procedure manuals, danger predication training and enforce-
ment/education of daily check routine would be effective preventive tools for these types of
human error attributable to fatal industrial accidents.
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Table 1 Current data fields of fatal industrial accident
records
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Table 2 Data composition for human error analysis for
fatal industrial accidents
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Table 3 Human error classification applied to fatal in-
dustrial accidents
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Fig. 1 Percentage of fatal industrial accidents attribu-
table to human error by industry type

BHER (3.2%)

WA B {3.2%) MRE (3.5%)

MR 3.2%) ! BT (9.7%)

AT 8.5%)

B2 {6 5%
HRB(3.2%)

bl 8 (3.2%) SHE (32%)

M TR (32%)

NAB (9.7%)

BIW(3.2%)
Dex R (19.4%)

JIEL(6.5%)

IR 13.2%)
OB {9.7%)

Fig. 2 Percentage of fatal industrial accidents attribu-
table to human error by occupational type
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Fig. 3 Histogram of fatal industrial accidents attributable

to human error by job experience
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table to human error by academic career
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{able to human error by accident type
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