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A study on the role of water facilities in regional disaster prevention plan
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Abstract: The Great East Japan Earthquake, more damage came out by transportation infrastructure were affected.

Keep or how the sea transport, it is important not only immediately after the earthquake, even in the stage of reconstruction.

The selection Ise Bay, Tokyo Bay, Osaka Bay, the Seto Inland Sea whether you are taking whatever cooperation framework for the

Toward the earthquake that would happen in future, how each municipality also, whether capitalize on the harbor and marina will

continue to research from regional disaster prevention plan with.

Had been described in terms of waterfront facilities in Ise Bay coastal results of the study were 7 organizations.That the description

of the seismic strengthening quay in many cases, development is underway in conjunction with the related organizations is known

but has become a 66% on a national basis, as soon as possible maintenance is required.
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Table 1. Described the presence or absence of water facilities
of regional disaster prevention plan in
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Figure 3. Development status of seismic strengthening quay
nationwide
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