Session No. 10





Course Title: Sociology of Disaster


Session Title: Community Warning and Evacuation				Time: 1 hour
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Objectives:


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





				10.1	Describe how long it typically takes to warn a community





				10.2	Discuss how many people leave





				10.3	Describe when people leave





				10.4	Discuss when people evacuate unnecessarily





				10.5	Describe where people seek shelter





				10.6	Describe how disaster events with different analytical qualities reflect different evacuation responses
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Scope


				The session enables students to gain an overview of research on community evacuations and the types of questions sociologists have tried to answer.
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Requirements


				The professor should write the five questions posed by Sorensen and Mileti (1988) on the chalkboard. Each question should be discussed with the class with two objectives: (1) clearly identify the answer given by the authors, and (2) describe the factors that may cause variability in response. Illustrate each of the five general topics with news information about recent disasters.





Remarks


				The article by Sorensen and Mileti (1988) illustrates an effort to aggregate and integrate findings from numerous studies on common topics. Discuss with the class the cautions they offer and relate the range of events they studied back to the analytic criteria proposed in Session No. 2, e.g., length of forewarning, etc.





Supplemental


Considerations





Warning Time


				How long does it take to warn a community? 3�4 hours, 90�100% can be warned; mix of message sources (emergency officials, informal contacts, mass media)





Proportion


 Leaving


				How many people leave? 32%�98% evacuation rates reported; high risk versus low risk areas.





When?


				When do people leave? Relationship between urgency and departure time, e.g., Mississauga, “. . . close to 90% of the first group of evacuees left within 60 minutes, with nearly 60% departing in 10 minutes or less.” (Sorensen and Mileti 1988, p. 203). Review Figure 5 to highlight event variation. (Sorensen and Mileti 1988, p. 204).





Unnecessary


 Evacuations


				When do people evacuate unnecessarily?





				1.	May believe they are in an area specified for evacuation





				2.	May believe area is risky





				3.	May have friends or relatives who left





				4.	May have information from nonofficial source





				5.	May believe they will have to be evacuated later





Refuge Sites


				Where do people go? Refer students to Figure 6 (Sorensen and Mileti 1988, p. 206). The percentages going to an official shelter range from 6% to 36%. Allowing for 10�20% classified as “other”; it is clear that most people seek shelter in the homes of friends or relatives (60�88%).





Analytic Criteria


				What analytic criteria differentiate among disaster events? This is not a question to be answered in precise terms since that research base does not exist. By raising this question, you permit students the opportunity to think critically about the limits of generalization (external validity). For example, should only studies involving toxic materials be aggregated or were Sorensen and Mileti correct to group them with floods with short periods of forewarning? What other analytic criteria might be relevant to issues raised in this article? Refer students back to the ideas presented in Session No. 2.





Teaching Tip


				Ask for student responses to questions 1 and 2 and cover the material rather quickly. When you examine question 3, begin to question the limits of generalization. Proceed to be certain that everyone understands the “short answer” to the remaining questions but push the discussion to highlight the issues involved in comparative studies of disasters and issues of external validity.
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