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Abstract  Korea performance tourism is becoming important role as a Korea tourism contents UNWTO
emphasize 10 categories alternative tourism Culutural, Urban Tourism. In 2012, Foreign performance tourist
surpassed 1.62 million. At this point government policy support is needed for qualitative development. To
establish this support policy standard, evaluation scale is imperative. Delphi is designed as a performance expert
group communication process which aim to achieve a convergence of opinion on Korea performance evaluation
measures The AHP converts these evaluations to numerical values that can be processed and compared over the
entire range of the problem. Evaluation Scale for Korea Performance is consist of 4 Main Category Division.
This scale can suggest ways to improve Korea performances.
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