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Abstract Based on the concept of emergency management of " Scientific prevention is better than disaster relief" this paper is committed
to construct the index system of meteorological disaster emergency capability from monitoring and predicting capability pre—warning and
publishing capability preventing and preparing capability. By using coefficient of variation to improve the CRITIC method it establishes
a comprehensive evaluation model based on the improved CRITIC method and then it forms the evaluation system of regional meteorologi—
cal disasters emergency capability based on the "three pre=" perspective. This system shows that predicting pre—warning and preventing
play an important role in disaster defense. And then this paper also conducts empirical analysis for China’s 31 provinces (municipalities and
autonomous regions) based on the proposed system. The results show that the meteorological disaster emergency defense capability of each
region has significant difference. The regional pattern also shows the decreasing trend among the eastern central and western region and
it has a high degree of positive correlation with the level of economic development. The evaluation results are basically consistent with real—
ity so the proposed system is proved to be strongly operational and practical.
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