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ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this study is to introduce a new method of evaluation, and to suggest how to
apply geographic information system for optimum public facility site selection. For this purpose, a new
evaluation model for the site selection is developed. The model provides a simple and easy method of
evaluation. It also allows differences among location factors through two step weighting procedures.
For a better understanding of the model, solution procedures and visual figures are illustrated with the
case of Dalseong-Gun’s city hall location example.
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FIGURE 1. Evaluation method for site candidates and suitability analysis model using GIS
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TABLE 2. Example of evaluation of a site candidate
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FIGURE 9. Score of socio—economic factor
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