Table 1 Program Preparedness

Table 1 Program Preparedness®

Non-impacted programs Impacted programs
Action Taken (n=52) (n=25)
Structural protection like
earthquake bracing or
hurricane shutters? 8 (15%) 4 (16%)
Stockpiled emergency food,
water, batteries, radios? 13 (25%) 10 (40%)
Emergency drills with staff? 17 (33%) 5 (20%)
Evacuation plans for shelter
residents? 23 (44%) 11 (44%)
Disaster training for staff? 6 (12%) 5 (20%)

* Includes programs with and without shelters, and coalition offices.
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Table 2 Potential Program Preparedness

Table 2 Potential Program Prepar edness*
Non-impacted programs I mpacted programs

Action Considered (n=52) (n=25)
Attending area meetings on
disaster preparedness 25 (48%) 16 (64%)
Ensuring that facility is
included in existing
evacuation and emergency
response plans 33 (63%) 18 (72%)
Requesting technical
evaluation of facility
security 14 (27%) 7 (28%)
Providing staff training on
preparedness and response 27 (52%) 17 (68%)
Establishing protocols for
emergency response with
other relevant agenciesin
our area 28 (54%) 15 (60%)
Developing an emergency
plan for our organization 33 (63%) 15 (60%)

* Includes programs with and without shelters, and coalition offices.
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