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Abstract : This paper suggests an evaluation of risk level for damage of marine accidents in SIRRs. Qualitative analyses in words is
sometimes priorior to quantative analyses in numeric symbols. This paper introduces a concept of fuzzy theory with the plenty of related
literature riview and AHP in the Korean SRKEs of RCC and RSC . The methodology of this paper is max - min composition of fuzzy
extensive principle, defuzzifiation is centroid of gravity methods. At the result, the evaluation of risk level is especially over Serious for
marine accident of Busan SRRs.. This paper recommends that many Rescue Vessels and Equipments need to the reduction of risk level .
about those.

Key words : RC({ Rescue Co-ordination centers), RSC{Rescue Sub centers), SRR(Search and Rescue Region), AHP(analytic hierarchy
processing), fuzzy extensive principle, max - min composition, centroid of gravity method
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