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(Procedure for Rolling Plan of Stockpile via Value Assessment)
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Abstract

This paper proposes a procedure for solving a multi-stage stockpile probiem with budget constant. To
establish the stockpile importance index, value assessment procedure is employed with two attributes;
item’s essentiality and Unsatisfactoriness rate of requirements. Then we propose the balancing of stock-

pile importance index among stockpile items as a reasonable cbjective for stockpile problem,
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