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ABSTRACT

While human error has been one of the main technical issues from the early era of human factors engineering, it still

remains hot and somewhat vague due to the various types of the concepts and words on human errors in practice. There

may be some technical limitations hindering human error prevention activities. This paper introduces the human error

activities described in the papers if this issue of ESK Journal according to a few criteria proposed for more effective technical

review. And two basic technical issues are discussed on the concepts, perspectives, and classifications about human errors.

Each activity shows its own artifacts associated with the safety purpose and the nature of the industry. This paper also

provides a set of new technical bases proposed for a more effective management of human errors by considering the

dependability, representativeness, and structuredness of human errors. Additionally, this paper includes some new challenges

over the current prevention-oriented activities; positive utilizations of human errors to training/education, advertisements,

fun and entertainments, and nudges.
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2. Current Activities on Human Error

2.1 Categories of current activities on human error
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2.2 A Brief introduction of the papers within this issue
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3. A Brief Review on the Basic Issues of
Current Human Error Studies

3.1 Concepts and definitions of human errors
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3.2 Classifications of human errors and their causes
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Table 3. Types of human errors by reason
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4. Topics on Human Error Study
4.1 Common bases for effective human error studies
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4.2 New challenges of human error studies
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sled ardolt. dxES dFE 3y, AL 5 1AlE
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9l CBT (computer—based training) Z&713E 73}
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5. Conclusion
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