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Objectives:


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





				21.1	Describe the types of activities that occurred in three post�disaster sectors, i.e., impact zone, filter area, and the broader community





				21.2	Discuss the consistencies between post�explosion behavior and the fire response assessed by Norris





				21.3	Describe the emergent organizational patterns among SAR units





				21.4	Discuss four implications of this case study for disaster research
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Scope


				This session introduces students to the concept of emergent multiorganizational networks and provides a case illustration.
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Requirements


				The professor should write on the chalkboard the four key points that comprise this session. The conclusions from the Norris study should be reviewed (see Session No. 16). One of the social maps from Drabek et al. 1981 should be duplicated for a handout, e.g., “Lake Pomona SAR EOM: Organizational Diagram of Communication” (p. 42).





Remarks


				Throughout this session, the professor should emphasize the similarities in group emergence reported after the technological disasters and the prior case illustration, i.e., Topeka tornado.
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Supplemental


Considerations





Zones of Activity


				Three zones of activity:





				1.	Impact zone





				2.	Filter area





				3.	Broader community





				Ask students to identify the agencies and groups who functioned in each of these areas after the gas explosion (see Aguirre et al. 1995, pp. 71�73).





Norris Study


				Remind students of the analysis by Norris (1988) covered in Session No. 16 and ask them to identify consistencies in the behavior following the gas explosion (see Aguirre et al. 1995, p. 75). Key point to emphasize: “. . . the behavior of the victims was marked by the continuation of preexisting motivational, normative, and value orientations. Victims, under the very difficult conditions of being buried alive after an imminent danger of death, continued to be social beings.” (Aguirre et al. 1995, p. 75).





Patterns Among


 SAR Units


				Discuss handout from Drabek et al. 1981 study regarding the SAR response at Lake Pomona, Kansas. Emphasize the number and diversity of responding units. Point out the absence of an authority structure to lace all of these units together. Then ask students to describe the structure the SAR response reflected initially (i.e., neighbors, friends, etc.), the patterns of cooperation and division of labor, and the gradual arrival of supplemental resources from formal organizations who began to both organize the civilians and initiate their own teams. Discuss the conclusion regarding victim survival, i.e., “The chances of people surviving the blast were directly proportional to the presence among the searchers of a person or persons who cared for the victim and knew the victim’s likely location at the time of the blast . . .” (Aguirre et al. 1995, p. 81).





Research


 Implications


				See Aguirre et al. 1995, pp. 84�86.





				1.	Preexisting social organization constrains the pattern of emergence.





				2.	Debunk the myth of “breakdown” models of social organization under stress conditions.





				3.	Role of individual imagination in survival, i.e., prayer, innovative use of tools, etc.





				4.	Comparison to natural disasters, e.g., 1985 Mexico City earthquake, i.e., parallel patterns in emergent SAR responses.





Teaching Tip


				Press students to project into these types of SAR responses, e.g., “How do you think you would behave if a victim?” “If you were near the scene of an explosion like this and not injured, what would you do?” Link these cases to others students have read about or seen through TV coverage, e.g., the Oklahoma City federal building bombing. Push students to consider parallels to mine, aircraft, ship, and train disasters.
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