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ABSTRACT

Future defense systems cannot maintain the large-scale military force they currently have owing to
population decline. Accordingly, the paradigm of military force construction and operation must change
from being quantity-to quality-oriented. These changes render the effects of existing defense policies
ineffective and highlight that the policies need to be updated. This study analyzes the preferred defense
policy in the future defense environment using AHP. This is because efficient allocation and utilization of
limited resources and rational decision-making according to policy priorities and in accordance with the
paradigm shift in the construction and operation of future defense systems are necessary. The results
reveal that the most important policy priority is utilizing science and technology effectively in the future
defense. In addition, the policy priorities should be given to policies that focus on the development of
weapons systems and acquisition of skilled manpower.

Keywords : high-tech science and technology armed force, defense policy, AHP analysis, priority of policy, weapon
power required, excellent manpower acquisition

* (First Author) Korea Institute for Defense Analyses, Center for Defense Human Resource Management, Active Duty Officer,
Research fellow, 64kdm(@kida.re.kr, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9207-7464.

** (Corresponding Author) Chungnam National University, Graduate School of National Public Policy, Professor,
kwanpyo@gmail.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5121-0225.



k=

I=tol M6 A1

ME
—_

00

1

!

o] wste] thnjsto] W 5ol A

e

[l
o

ES IR P

AN & F)

m#/a

g

20 48 S EQE

&
&

&t

JtHWon et al., 2021). ©]¥

20253704 a1 = (R 605t

of

Gl
THo

HA = Zloltk. TgiA 1EA

He o s WRs

st7]zol tAlstAY w71 eHA tiAls

3}

AFAA A ok A2

ks

e 50 B

s

A

A
N
9

e
__,cl

dekdel whet

i

w1

of

A

(resource :

B
FtHe.g., Kim, Kang, & Kang, 2022). ©]¥ 9]

5]

SR

g

[e]
ar

ap

I

of
Q2

!

9

o

Al F71AA L vlwshd a7f el R A E Y] wite] #b
(Kang, Y., 2022). =4, 42 A4 2 S

!

= a4

B34

< WellA A

=il
g

<

7 400
Fat Sl 2jo} oA

0.
S

1) T3

o] 5 50% S 5] 0% %

H
H

e

9]

]

A

=l 1 5(2019. 09. 04.).

ot}

i e

STk

3 QAo 2o ¢ ek 749} u)

]

=2 o
= T

ox o] Wizt ol

= 53

ollA] 7]

<R

Ko

e

4.

2) 7]

917} obd A o] @ 4= ek, o]7l eulelq A F R}

, Al H(military capability)S

[e)

9]gk 4= 2Jti(Sean C. Sullivan.

“Defense Resource Allocation: The Formal Process in U.S. Defense Planning.” Naval War College faculty paper 8, (April

2009), p. 1.).

15

[e)
H

Tl g8l Al Q)

H o
FLE .

3) A )



Defense policy and priority / Kim, Dongmin - Bae, Kwanpyo 101

(03
H
4
e
g
4
30
e ®

=]

n

(Analytic Hierarchy Process) "<& 2-&3tt) o] F3f & A

sl QQlel thek v s F3l FAEE E=E3F(Choi, 2009) =X
2

A $A592 ANSGATHE AelA &7 ooy

50
T
Mg
e
o
50
o

S YA Tt FARR g AR, sl We Sl Ba e
wpel AN Qo] B ek Wakd 5 oIrks e B AT g Ael dd 98 ofs

2 93 B Ada 59 SAHoR nAFNA Bt
SN TP Aol Feld §7 APORNE The FU Y, Fue) 4Pt A
2 TAHOR NESHE A AvlETh AR, TR AY 249 U Pao) chaskgel u
Q oulelA] Fpel e Qs e Reha olrke 1o BRT BES 4%

=
o
=2
i
;g
.
)l
=
Ao,
o,
ke
£ 3
X
B
S,
ol

e

o A o o
ﬁ

0 & /Y
X

:?L_',
4l
=

fol %ole] REE A ek Z, TSl T
A QEA £l WS Bl HPL “HrlLARAN o]0} uB]
2R 2AE 9 AR 92 Alshe AAle) S7bgel BErow Felst

« H|TARE

=
kg

ATk YA LB E P Y ofe A A, T, B, FH B Sol wHAw
o WASHES P - wA - A%lo] volzk wilolut Aok & WL evisteh. LA ol
A9 B4 248 F4 EE 0AS FAA S99 BANAL A% B2 B P Aoleke
Aol el 917 AAlo] Q. oleldt SuelA] WA Yol AL P w: BT
Twe] 34 BEE B 93 S 7149 BF AP0z Folsn Yvky £, T
3 Zwod P2 19E 3R] AR E Slate] AREE AAFE, FANIAE S5
of sk WA EE AOE AT FE UTHYAA 5, 2020). 379 A9 FF Sl
chaket thel FolA ot S Uere Auet A9 Fol olF Psels Fye) 2

4) 4797(1989). A= M2 tIEIPE He(2012). Sk v HEAR

5) 9AA S5(2020). =Y ThE AR =g

6) AFF - FEH(2002). YA o] AAL Mg EMEE 2F.

7) FEFEEE G - AT DA, AEr IR, 2014, p. 66.

8) 78k AP, http://terms.naver.com/entry.naver?docld=1140838&cid=40942&categoryld=31645(7 4 <: 2022. 5. 16.).



102 MTI=HAT M6 M1z

2.2 AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) %4 71 = Ax}
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. . Building-up to the high-tech science
Objective and technology armed force
| | ;
Defense Defense Improvement
Human Power for forces
Levell Resource operation
conditions
Maintaining and building military Operatjion of
\_ power / military|power
Manpower Defense Improvement
iciti ] power — f branch
acquisition o
demand system
—‘ Training
Defense Development
Level2 Pe— L power — of military
__ acquisition strategy
Comvselr;sation, Development
elrare ods
Operation and —1 of military
— Maintenance structure
Discharge of power
Improvement
— of military
culture
Class | Category Defense policy
Defense human Improvement for forces
1 Large Defense power . .
resource operation conditions
Improvement of branch
. Defense power demand,
Manpower acquisition, system, development of
. . defense power .
training, position, .. military strategy,
2 Small . acquisition, o
compensation and . development of military
. operation and
welfare, discharge . structure, Improvement of
maintenance of power o
military culture

<Figure 1> AHP analytic model for classification of defense policy
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