Session No. 1

________________________________________________________________________

Course Title: Public Administration and Emergency Management

Session Title: Course Orientation


Time: 1 hour

________________________________________________________________________

Objectives

At the conclusion of this session, the students should be able to:

1.1 Understand the course objectives 

1.2 Understand the course requirements

1.3 Understand the course assignments 

________________________________________________________________________

Scope

Introduction of professor and students; review of course objectives and content; discussion of student assignments and course requirements (Objectives 1.1–1.3). 


The historical evolution of emergency management as a function of government will be outlined and discussed. The relationship between the emergency management function in government and the professional field of public administration will be discussed in general terms, as a means of introducing students to some of the basic issues that will be addressed in depth later in the course. 

________________________________________________________________________

Requirements:

1. Professor

a) Course syllabus, including: an outline of topics with dates; required and suggested readings on each topic; a list of relevant journals available in the library; student assignments and course requirements (such as examinations, quizzes, and papers); instructor’s office hours, telephone number, and e-mail address; and policies regarding late papers, paper formats, and plagiarism.

b) Instructor guide

c) Required readings for course: 

Richard T. Sylves and William L. Waugh, Jr., eds., Disaster Management in the U.S. and Canada: The Politics, Policymaking, Administration, and Analysis of Emergency Management, 2nd edition (Springfield, IL: Charles C Thomas Publisher, Ltd., 1996). 

William L. Waugh, Jr., Living with Hazards, Dealing with Disasters: An Introduction to Emergency Management (Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe Publishers, 2000).

Thomas E. Drabek and Gerard J. Hoetmer, eds., Emergency Management: Principles and Practice for Local Government (Washington, DC: International City/County Management Association, 1991).

2.
Students

a) Course syllabus

b) Required course readings:

Richard T. Sylves and William L. Waugh, Jr., eds., Disaster Management in the U.S. and Canada: The Politics, Policymaking, Administration, and Analysis of Emergency Management, 2nd ed. (Springfield, IL: Charles C Thomas Publisher, Ltd., 1996). 

William L. Waugh, Jr., Living with Hazards, Dealing with Disasters: An Introduction to Emergency Management (Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe Publishers, 2000).

c) Recommended resource: Claire B. Rubin and Associates, Disaster Time Line: Selected Milestone Events & U.S. Outcomes (1965-2000) (Arlington, VA: Claire B. Rubin and Associates, 1999).

d) Course bibliography

________________________________________________________________________

Requirements

The professor will describe his or her interest in emergency management and personal experience in the field. The course syllabus, bibliography, and readings will be used to outline course content and requirements.

________________________________________________________________________

Remarks


1.
Be specific about course objectives so that students understand what they are supposed to be looking for in the readings, discussions, presentations, and other materials.

2. Use the syllabus to identify the major topics covered in the course and go over all the course assignments outlined in the syllabus.

3. Outline the course requirements in terms of specific tasks that students have to complete. Emphasize expectations concerning student participation in class discussions and independent research.

4. Identify major stages in the historical development of emergency management and why they occurred. Encourage students to speculate about future milestones in such areas as disaster insurance, land-use planning, building regulation, etc.

5. Discuss the evolution of emergency management as a government function and the increasing professionalization of the field. Encourage students to think about the perceived importance of emergency management to federal, state, and local officials and who might be attracted to positions in the profession.
________________________________________________________________________

Supplemental Considerations

Professor and Student Introductions

Explain why you are interested in emergency management as a professional field and as a research topic. Identify your specific research interests and your personal experience with emergency management research and disasters in general. Ask students to describe their own interests and experiences to find out whether any of them have special information to contribute to class discussions and special topics that they would like to see covered in the course. Outline course requirements, office hours, office location, telephone and fax numbers, e-mail addresses, and appointment policy and encourage them to seek advice and assistance.

Emergency management courses are excellent vehicles for teaching students about intergovernmental relations and how the public, nonprofit, and private sectors interrelate. Fundamental political issues arise in discussions and students should be encouraged to discuss the role of government in American society, the relationship between government and the people, and social values such as individual and collective responsibility.

Emergency management courses are also excellent vehicles for introducing students to interdisciplinary research. Public administration courses normally incorporate material from political science, economics, sociology, and other social sciences and from business management. Emergency management research also may draw from engineering, geophysical sciences, meteorological sciences, and other technical and scientific fields, and students should be encouraged to consider the policy and administrative implications of scientific knowledge.

The discussions of the professionalization of emergency management and the operations of specific public, nonprofit, and private organizations should also be used to introduce students to the employment opportunities in the field and how one might prepare for entry-level positions. If the students have experience in the field or in related fields, they might also be asked to bring in resumes describing their education, training, and professional experience and compare their preparation for emergency management with the preparation of other students. The diversity of backgrounds common in emergency management offices is remarkable and illustrates the technical aspects of the field as well as the need for common frameworks to help the diverse staff work together. The ethnic, gender, racial, and other demographic characteristics of the group may also be used to generate discussion of diversity issues, especially if there is little diversity in the class.

Disaster Time Line: Selected Milestone Events & U.S. Outcomes (1965-2000) (Claire B. Rubin and Associates) graphically connects major disaster legislation and other actions to the disasters that encouraged them. The impacts of the disasters provide a clear lesson in public policy, demonstrating the effects of crises on public decisions.

________________________________________________________________________

Objective 1.1 

Understand the course objectives 

Consider these objectives as the primary purpose of this course:

1. Students will develop an understanding of the complexity of the American federal system and how it affects policy making, fiscal relations, and policy management.

2. Students will develop an understanding of the complexity of government programs in terms of the participation of agencies and actors from all three levels of government, the nonprofit sector, and the private sector. 

3. Students will develop an understanding of bureaucratic politics and how politics affects policy design, decision making, program implementation, and administration.

4. Students will develop an understanding of the current debate over the role of government in American society and the importance of individual responsibility.

5. Students will develop an understanding of the administrative processes involved in managing major environmental hazards and disasters.

In addition to the general objectives, consider more specific objectives related to the management of major disasters and hazards and emergency management policy making.

1. Students will understand the concept of “all-hazards” emergency management and the difference between “emergencies” and “disasters.”

2. Students will understand the intergovernmental system in terms of fiscal relations and program administration.

3. Students will understand the importance of local government agencies and officials as “first responders” to disaster.

4. Students will be able to identify the major administrative and political issues that may arise in a major disaster.

5. Students will understand the process and impact of the professionalization of emergency management.

6. Students will understand the major issues concerning the potential liability of local officials for failing to prepare for or respond to a disaster adequately. 

7. Students will understand at least some of the major issues involved in managing response and recovery to a major disaster.

8. Students will understand the relationship between policy making and policy implementation.

9. Students will understand the impact of new technologies on emergency management.

10. Students will understand the motivations and needs of individuals involved in disaster operations.

11. Students will understand the conflicts among individuals, groups, and organizations involved in disaster operations.

Consider stressing the following objectives:

1. Students will gain a broad understanding of the policy making, policy implementation, and program administration processes in the American federal system.

2. Students will gain a broad understanding of the relationships among the public, nonprofit, and for-profit sectors in American society.

3. Students will develop problem-solving skills in the analysis of disaster events.

4. Students will develop a better understanding of the role of government in American society and how government officials relate to their constituents.

5. Students will learn how to analyze policy problems and formulate solutions.

________________________________________________________________________

Course Overview

Objective 1.2

Understand the course requirements

Modes of Evaluation 

While professors may choose a variety of evaluation modes, this instructor guide was designed with the following in mind:

1. Take-home mid-term examination: 30% (see “Questions to ask students” in each session for sample questions)

2. Disaster case analysis: 10% (see Session No. 2 for suggested topics)

3. Disaster organization analysis: 10% (see Session Nos. 3-7 for suggested topics)

4. Disaster-policy position paper: 10% (see Session Nos. 8-13 for suggested topics)

5. Final examination: 30% (see “Questions to ask students” in each session for sample questions)

6. Class participation: 10% (participation points will reflect the quality of student contributions to class discussions, as well as attendance, and the presentation of research papers).

Instructors should evaluate student learning periodically to ensure that course materials are being understood and the learning objectives are being met. The mid-term and final exams will provide some outcome measures. However, instructors may find it useful to evaluate outcomes more frequently in order to adjust their pedagogical approaches and the course material. One way of doing that is to ask students to spend one minute at the end of each class to write down the three major points made in the lecture/discussion and turn in their lists. If students are learning the material as expected, the points identified by the students and the instructor should be essentially the same (although not necessarily exactly the same). If students do not agree on the major points, some clarification may be necessary in the next class session. If students leave out a major point, it can be discussed again in the next session. If too many points are being made without the instructor indicating which are the most important, greater effort needs to be made to help students understand the relative importance of the information being covered in class.

Notes:

The discussion questions in the first several sessions of this instructor guide tend to be very general in order to encourage students to think about the major issues. In later sessions, as students learn more about the subject matter, the questions become more specific in order to test their knowledge and to encourage sensitivity to the ethical, political, and policy issues that may arise in emergency management. 


If the class is too large for individual presentations, students may be asked to do poster display sessions, illustrating their findings for the class and answering questions about their research methods and findings. Critiques by emergency management practitioners may also be useful if students lack work experience and/or are seeking employment in the field. Poster sessions are increasingly being used in academic and professional conferences and the exercise can be a very useful experience for students in all areas of public and nonprofit administration. 


Exercises involving international events or cross-national studies of disaster organizations or operations can also be expanded to include analyses of the cultural factors affecting expectations about government, humanitarian efforts, resistance to mitigation efforts, and so on.

________________________________________________________________________

Objective 1.3 

Understand the course assignments

Disaster Case Analyses

1.
Each student will select a major U.S. or international disaster and prepare a written analysis not to exceed 12 double-spaced, typed pages, including bibliography.

2. The analyses should include

a) a brief (1-2 page) description of the disaster and the emergency management effort;

b) the nature of the disaster (i.e., natural or technological/man-made);

c) the number of human casualties and amount of property loss;

d) the government(s) having jurisdictional responsibility and involved in the disaster response and recovery effort;

e) the involvement of nonprofit and for-profit actors in the response and recovery effort;

f) the major policy issues raised—e.g., lack of mitigation effort, inadequacy of preparedness, response failure, recovery problems; and

g) what disaster planning the community had done prior to the incident.

3. Professor approval of topics is required.

________________________________________________________________________

Organizational Case Analyses


1.
Each student will select a government, nonprofit, or for-profit organization involved in disaster mitigation, preparedness, response, and/or recovery and prepare a written analysis not to exceed 12 double-spaced, typed pages in length.

2. The analyses should include

a) The overall mission of the organization;

b) The nature and extent of the organization’s involvement in recent disasters;

c) How the organization fits into the regional and national emergency management systems;

d) The sources of the organization’s funding;

e) An evaluation of the historical preparedness, mitigation, response, and recovery roles of the organization; and

f) An assessment of possible relationships between how the organization’s activities are funded and the roles it serves or policy positions it takes.

3. Professor approval of topics is required.

________________________________________________________________________

Disaster Policy Position Papers 

1.
Each student will select a significant policy issue in emergency management, such as risk communication, disaster insurance, or evacuation of special populations, and prepare a position paper not to exceed 12 double-spaced, typed pages in length.

2. The position paper must include

a) A concise description of the policy issue (no more than two pages in length);

b) An overview of the policy debate, including the major actors and their positions on the issue and/or the technical issues involved;

c) A statement concerning the significance of the issue for emergency managers and/or the public; and

d) The student’s own position on the issue specifying why he or she supports that position.

3. Professor approval of topics is required.

________________________________________________________________________

Define “emergency management” and “disaster”

“Emergency management” is actions taken to (1) minimize the effects of or prevent disasters, (2) prepare for potential disasters, (3) respond to disasters that do occur, and (4) recover from the effects of disasters. 

Emergency management may involve actions made by public, nonprofit, and private organizations; communities or collectives; and individuals.

Increasingly, emergency management involves quantitative and qualitative analysis, formal planning, structured decisionmaking, and the application of state-of-the-art information technologies to assure effective communication, decisionmaking, and record-keeping.

Emergency management agencies normally do not have a direct role in “emergencies” that may be dealt with by one of the community’s emergency response or public safety agencies or when one agency has a clear lead role in the emergency response. They do have a role in “disasters” or larger emergencies that require an action to coordinate the efforts of two or more governments or many agencies within the same government.

“Disasters” are any events or conditions that cause significant property damage and/or injury to or death of people. Disasters may also be events or conditions that cause significant damage to the environment with or without harming people or their property.

In emergency management terms, disasters are those events or conditions that cause enough property damage to necessitate assistance from government agencies and other nonprofit agencies in order for individuals, families, communities, or businesses to recover economically; enough psychological and social disruption to necessitate assistance from government and other nonprofit agencies; and/or sufficient numbers of injuries or deaths to require an extraordinary response. 

According to the Stafford Act, 

“Major disaster means any natural catastrophe (including any hurricane, tornado, storm, high water, wind-driven water, tidal wave, tsunami, earthquake, volcanic eruption, landslide, mudslide, snowstorm, or drought), or, regardless of cause, any fire, flood, or explosion, in any part of the United States, which in the determination of the President causes damage of sufficient severity and magnitude to warrant major disaster assistance under this chapter to supplement the efforts and available resources of States, local governments, and disaster relief organizations in alleviating the damage, loss, hardship, or suffering caused thereby” (emphasis added).

________________________________________________________________________

Describe the historical evolution of emergency management as a function of government

Stages in the Historical Development of Emergency Management

While emergency management is a relatively new field and profession, it is a function that is as old as government itself. 

Early in human history, hazards and disasters were handled by communities as a whole.

One of the primary reasons for families to gather into communities was to provide assistance to one another when disasters struck, as well as to reduce the hazards posed by hostile men and beasts. 

Over the centuries, most societies developed procedures for responding to disasters, although initially the responses generally were ad hoc and voluntary. 

Churches, civic organizations, social clubs, trade unions, and other groups often assumed responsibility for disaster response. 

Floods and fires were the most common disasters and communities were generally forced to take care of themselves without support from regional and national authorities. 

Communities that were poor, with populations lacking sufficient education and other social resources, were ill-equipped to prevent or reduce property losses and human casualties. Some communities suffered frequent devastating disasters and their residents were unable to protect themselves.

Today, communities still rely on support from family, friends, and neighbors, rather than government agencies, when minor disasters occur. But larger and increasingly complex disasters require the technical capabilities and the administrative and financial capacities of government agencies.

The idea of managing environmental hazards likely evolved from the experience of dealing with common threats such as flooding. 

As communities clustered along waterways to take advantage of fertile farmlands and transportation links, dams, levees, and other barriers were constructed to protect the members of the community and their property. 

As communities got larger and wooden structures were built closer together, the risk and potential costs of fire increased. 

During the 18th and early 19th centuries, often in the immediate aftermath of a major fire, it became increasingly common for officials to issue orders requiring residents to build with brick or stone, rather than wood, to lessen the likelihood of catastrophic fires. 

As structures were built larger and taller, the danger increased. Hotels, theaters, hospitals, stores, factories, and schools were particularly vulnerable to fire, and they put large numbers of occupants at risk. 

During the 1800s, for example, there were major fires in New York City, Canton (China), Chicago, St. John (Nova Scotia, Canada), New Brunswick (Nova Scotia, Canada), Vienna (Austria), Paris (France), and Exeter (England). Hundreds died in the fires and, in some cases, thousands of buildings were destroyed. 

The Great Chicago Fire and the fire that followed the Great Earthquake of 1906 in San Francisco have become legendary events in U.S. history and have encouraged the regulation of building standards and the professionalization of firefighters. 

Similarly, concerns about public health increased as cities grew. The potential for diseases to spread rapidly among urban residents presented special problems. 

Pestilence associated with war and diseases commonly carried by troops became even more hazardous as the size and mobility of armies grew. 

Frequent outbreaks of smallpox, cholera, yellow fever, and other diseases served to increase concern. Cities like Memphis, Tennessee, were plagued by yellow fever. Major outbreaks of influenza killed thousands in the U.S. and still pose significant health risks for the very young and the elderly. 

Public health regulations, particularly relating to clean water supplies and sewage treatment, have greatly reduced the risk of the more common health risks. Medical advances have virtually wiped out some threats, such as small pox, but other threats remain.

Meanwhile, the potential for natural and technological disasters is growing due to increased population—particularly in more hazardous coastal areas and along waterways—and increased reliance upon technology. Society is more complex and more fragile, and disasters have greater effect. 

Government capacities have expanded in response to the increased risk of disaster and the resources of government agencies have been brought to bear to reduce the risk, prepare for possible disasters, address the effects of disasters that do occur, and help communities recover. 

In summary, the evolution of emergency management has been characterized by the

· development of communities to reduce risk from natural and man-made hazards, including war and other forms of violent conflict;

· application of known techniques and practices, such as levee-building, to reduce risk;

· development of ad hoc and voluntary associations, such as volunteer fire brigades, to deal with hazards and to respond to disasters;

· increased government role in regulating risky behavior, such as establishing standards for building materials and designs;

· increasing professionalization of disaster responders; 

· increasing scientific knowledge about cause-effect relationships—i.e., what causes disasters and how they may be prevented or reduced; 

· increasing prohibitions against building in hazardous areas and public buyouts of hazardous property to prevent private development; and

· increasing development of legislation that promotes effective hazard reduction, preparedness, response, and recovery initiatives.

Those examples certainly do not include all the major milestones in the development of emergency management, but they do illustrate the evolution in terms of the connection between environmental and health crises and community efforts to reduce the risks of future disasters. 

________________________________________________________________________

Describe the general relationship between emergency management and the professional field of public administration

The profession of emergency management has evolved as the threats to human society have grown and the capacities of voluntary and other nongovernmental agencies have proven inadequate to respond to catastrophic disasters. 

When the potential for casualties and property damage surpasses the capacities of community groups, more technically trained and experienced responders are required. Trained responders may be found in public safety and emergency response agencies, disaster relief organizations, private firms dealing with disasters and related phenomena, and even among individual volunteers to offer their services during disaster.

Typically, communities develop specialized offices to handle such problems, albeit often without standard criteria for the education and training of the officers or responders. 

Initially, positions tend to be filled through election or appointment without specifying minimum education and experience requirements. 

As risk increases or communities experience poor disaster responses, there is greater demand for professionally trained responders, whether the community employs volunteer or full-time, paid responders.

As risk further increases and budgets expand, there is greater demand for full-time, paid fire departments, emergency medical services, and other emergency response agencies. 

To deal with major disasters, however, communities still require the integration of public, nonprofit, and private resources. 

The professionalization of emergency management is a response to the need for more collaborative, integrated disaster operations. Emergency managers have to be able to integrate the technical skills and operations of the first responders (i.e., firefighters, police, emergency medical personnel, etc.).

Increasingly, local government officials are finding themselves legally liable for poor performance during emergencies and therefore feel compelled to seek out competent administrators to assume responsibility for emergency management and related functions. 

First, however, local officials have to understand what kinds of skills and competencies are required. 

The professionalization process begins with the definition of job duties and responsibilities, the identification of appropriate educational and training requirements, the determination of necessary work experience, the setting of performance standards, and the development of a code of ethics. 

Professional organizations, such as the National Emergency Management Association (NEMA), which largely represents state-level emergency managers, and the International Association of Emergency Managers (IAEM), which largely represents local emergency managers, develop standards and encourage the adoption of professional credentialing programs. 

The Certified Emergency Manager (CEM) program is just such a program. It is administered by IAEM and requires years of practical disaster experience, emergency management training, and general management training (see the session on professionalization for more information on the CEM program). 

Certified emergency managers are replacing politically appointed emergency management personnel and, increasingly, are developing and encouraging the adoption of professional credentials.

The Association of State Flood Plain Managers (ASFPM) has also created a professional certification program for flood plain managers.

The National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) has proposed the adoption of NPFA 1600, a national standard for emergency management agencies.

Increased professionalization also encourages the development of state and regional associations of emergency managers and other disaster professionals. State and regional associations provide forums for professional interaction, encourage training and education, and support emergency management programs. 

The professionalization process should eventually result in strict standards for all seeking employment in the field and requirements that certified emergency managers update their skills and competencies through continuing education and training programs. 

National standards may evolve into international standards and professional organizations will become strong advocates for even stricter education and training requirements. 

Increasing risk or a major catastrophe also can encourage efforts to reduce risks. Scientific knowledge relating to cause-effect relationships, as well as historical experience, may offer ways to reduce risks. 

Levees and dams for flood control and fire walls to contain building fires are common structural mitigation techniques. 

Some techniques are less commonly recognized and are not as widely accepted. Indeed, sometimes science offers little guidance for reducing hazards and the best strategy may be simply to avoid high-risk areas, such as barrier islands or floodplains. 

Land-use regulation and building codes are common nonstructural techniques for reducing risk, and they are generally local government responsibilities in the U.S. 

However, such hazard reduction techniques are often in conflict with the preferences of homeowners, developers, businesspersons, and others and often (but not always) entail some increased cost for building or some loss of value for particular properties in the hazard area. 

Americans often exhibit great distrust, even hostility, toward regulatory efforts. 

The politics of hazard reduction can be intense and the debates raise basic questions about the role of government in American society and conflicts between individual rights and community needs. 

The politics of emergency management raises fundamental issues in American society concerning individual and societal responsibilities for managing risk and the distribution of responsibility among federal, state, and local governments and individuals (businesses and persons).

Emergency management policies and programs also should reflect the state of scientific knowledge about environmental hazards and human behavior. 

Emergency management is a rich field that brings together researchers in disciplines as disparate as social psychology and geophysics, policymakers in agencies as diverse as the U.S. Department of Defense and Catholic Relief, and practitioners in professions as different as geology and mental health. 

The effective implementation and administration of emergency management programs is a critical role of government and cannot be accomplished without the involvement of nonprofit organizations, private firms, and individual volunteers.

__________________________________________________________________

Student Exercise:

Require students to visit emergency management agencies in their communities and report on the agency size (e.g., number of personnel and size of budget), the location of its emergency operations center, the emergency operations plan and when it was last updated, and the agency’s history.
__________________________________________________________________

Questions to ask students:

1. Does your community have a volunteer fire department or any other volunteer organizations and what problems would you anticipate in recruiting, training, and maintaining an adequate volunteer force?

2. What kinds of community organizations in your town or county respond to disasters and assist victims of small fires, floods, and other kinds of relatively minor disasters that may affect one or a few homes or businesses? 

3. Does your community have an emergency management office and one or more full-time, paid emergency managers?

4. Does your community have a building code? Was it adopted locally or mandated by the state? Is the code one of the nationally recognized building standards? (If you decide to build a garage or a pool or an addition to your home, do you have to get approval from the city or county government and will they inspect the new construction?)

5. To what extent should local officials regulate building, land-use, development, and other activities that may cause hazards and/or increase risk to other members of the community?

6. Should people be permitted to build homes or businesses in hazardous areas such as on floodplains that have frequent flooding, exposed beach areas that may suffer frequent flooding during hurricanes and lessor storms, or areas prone to wildfires or mudslides?

7. Should governments be responsible for helping people recover from disaster when they have knowingly put themselves in danger? 

________________________________________________________________________
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