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ABSTRACT

As information threats to information systems diffuse, the information security becomes a major concern. Information
security manpower who produce and implement information security products, and who are in charge of information
security in organizations, has been important. Korean government has implemented various policies to promote the
information security manpower. Those policies have been successful to supply enough number of information security
manpower, but not successful to supply information security manpower to meet the various requirements of the
manpower demand. In this study we adopt analytic hierarchy process(AHP) to analyze the priorities of information
security technology categories to meet the demand. Results of the study suggest that the government should concentrate
on promotion of manpower for the field of the ‘System and Network Security Technology’.
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