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In the analysis of local disaster management plan revision situation, the revised situation tended to
differ by region, so the main factors were analyzed in this research. As a result, it was mentioned that
the review policy and the revision system differ from region to region. Although the effectiveness is not
improved by the revision of local disaster management plan, we will review the business continuity
plan, disaster response activity manual, etc. to enhance effectiveness based on the matters specified in
the regional disaster management plan etc. Therefore, by making PDCA function in the local disaster
management plan, it is important to lead to revisions of other plans, etc. and to raise the disaster
prevention capability of local governments.

Keywords: Local disaster management plan, Disaster countermeasures besic law, Revision of local
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