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Abstract

The chemical factory deals with dangerous element and more advance,
human-error analyzes and becomes effective research for the country and region.

This paper analysis the form of work-miss on human-error according to a safety
accident for domestic chemical factory from 1999-2002.

It include the present contents and raise issues human knowledge, behavior,
judgment, sensibility as an important counter plan that makes the safety solution
of work miss.

For the point of view of human knowledge, it takes color standard for works to be
effective in work place. For behavior, the test has been for risk point of work place
and infra worker movement, also the workers performed professional work as classify
according to work. For judgement, the valuation sheet is reflected to minimize the
human-error and the 3rd supervisor does a cross—check audit beforehand. For
sensibility, it is applicable for human relations, information, communication by
program to the consciousness and an attitude of worker-supervisor.
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