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Not only the National disaster management basic plan but also the Disaster countermeasures basic
law were revised every year after the 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake. These revisions request for
revising of prefectural and municipal local disaster management plans. On the otherhand, the local
disaster management plans have to be revised in order to cope with new problems and to reflect the
lessons from disasters. However, all of prefectures and munisipalities have not revised ther plans
every times. It is clearized that prefectures and municipalities located in the region along the Nankai
Trouph have revised plans many times, and that prefectures and municipalities located in the
Capital region have revised plans a few times, in spite of bothe resions shall be affected by a great
earthquake in high probability of 70 percent in next three decades. In addition, it is clearized that the
revision of prefectual plan is able to lead municipalities to revise plans, and that the big municipalites
tend to revise repeatedly.

Keywords: Local disaster management plan, Disaster countermeasures besic law, Revision of local
disaster management plan, the Great East Japan Earthquake, Prefecture, Manicipality.
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