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ABSTRACT

This study set up hierarchies and indices of manmade disasters and determined weighted values and
priorities of the evaluation indices for each hierarchy. It found that the relative importance of the pre-
vention sphere is the most essential in measuring the weighted values and priorities, followed by that
of the countermeasure sphere. The reason is that manmade disasters are sure to lead to damages,
against which countermeasures should be taken by all means to search and save the injured persons.

Keywords : Disaster management systems, AHP (analytic hierarchy process), Manmade disaster, Natural
disaster, Civil defense situation
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Table 1. Preceding study of disaster management systems
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Table 3. Composition of measures of the questionnaires for AHP analysis
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