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ABSTRACT

The objective of this study is to explore the prioritizing process in decision making for
assisting the flood victims. There were many factors which could be taken into a consideration in
prioritizing process. If there were any mistakes or time delay during the decision making for providing
assistances, it could mean the loss of life and assets of those victims. A methodology adopted for this
research was the Analysis Hierarchy Process, which analyzed from interviews, given by five
specialists, through the Expert Choice program. This examination would come out with the
Inconsistency Index, which was set to no higher than 0.1 or 10%. From the interviews of five
specialists, importance of relating factors could be prioritized accordingly, 1) number of flood victims
average degree of importance is 0.568 or 57%, 2) volume of flood average degree of importance is
0.2336 or 23%, 3) geographical location average degree of importance is 0.1166 or 12%, and 4)
drainage average degree of importance is 0.0818 or 8%. There are also additional components needed
to consider and priorities in each major factor. The most important component for flood level is the
height of the flood level, for drainage is the ability to drain out water, for number of flood victims is
the number to children, elders and handicaps, for geographical location is the number of government
offices and agencies. In addition, the result of district options could be prioritized as,
1) Don Muang district average degree of importance is 0.5626 or 56%, 2) Bang Khen district average
degree of importance is 0.2282 or 23%, and 3) Lak Si district average degree of importance is 0.2092

or 21%.



