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A development of the integrated model for the disaster field
response and situation information management
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ABSTRACT KEYWORDS
Most of the disaster situation management system is focusing in the providing the disaster response,
situational information to support the decision of the commander. The information SOP,
includes the sensing, CCTV, and weather data. Additionally, the reporting from the field situation
agents is an axle of the data. These systems has weak in the field response capacities information,
about the detail mission management to field agents. In this study, we focus in the monitoring
development of the integrated model for SOP(Standard Operation Procedures) and

situation information management.
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1. M E

A A A 2148 A7 S Fotete A2 F88 ol A3 A% Ao wE v 22 (macro) & oA AR S
28 o A7) WEolth, 28y @4 43S aFoR of W] AT 4 &= vlo] A E (micro) 3 th-S AA =
Sastth 2] Ad 4 B /\]i‘%ﬂ% 223 Aol 7|9sta glow, d4 A3 aRHoR e F e
o] AR23 AAlE A2HIS Hoe @4 24 W5 vlwdd 2 Fol -Erﬂ 7Rk g2 #Estal e Aol

Aok 2 o] NDMS (National Disaster Management System; S&Adebd g Al =) (MOIA, 2017) Y ZZH Aot
AATY4 2] SBB(Smart Big Board) (NDMI, 2015) T3+ sjZ 23k oA} 7@% 3t A& ARE FHSS A sk Jok
u]=r2] EOC (Emergency Office Center; $-#lugl A dtA ) AR o) ) o] 2 A 2Eo 2 AFHe e A&
AN2EHE Ad A8 JElod 2-4E B33 glon, d4 #e Ve @8A oy, JF e, Ad B 231 wF
AA B Fddare] AR JF #E 7)ol F53 otk (ChangYeol Lee, 2013).
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Table. 1 Detail data in the situation management functions of NDMS
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Fig 1. The situation management functions of NDMS
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Table 2. Disaster Management functions of Busan City
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el )Ee] Bae 4% Hee] 4L T Yok Lol ol @ AR FFIAE FRHOE ATHL A
B AAA0R ARARE, ANEEE SR A2, F9FE SHE A28, CCTVE B Axdo] & 5o
Fgs o} BolAE Aol ohjet MEe] AxgoE PEE itk JHBE 43w mde o|F shiel SBBAY shiel
seio] =& slolof & Zlolth(Fig 3-1).

o)

A Bel BA AGAIAARAREY ug AT MO THY ATYY @Y 4TS Belshe mdoln
(Okju Kim, 2016). & 4% 5 vrdS Beste 89 Aotk dRxA g5 vlwvd (MOIA |, 2016-a,

2016-b) FALAR7E 201610 E£F AAE NEstaL 2 AAA ANAM HFD 5 A B2 AAE Ao, A

- e
| SRR =/ 2
b T ) = A}E} T A2 i
AUNTAEA 7Y & BT TETE - 5 |
. 2] 2% (SOP)
ccTv |
A @7 #e AlA
4 o]
Fig 3-1. Situation Management Model Fig. 3-2 Field Management Model

Fig 3. Two kinds of Disaster Mangement Models
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Fig 4 Integrated model for the disaster management
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Fig 5. sample monitoring screen
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