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As Emergency Management matures as an academic field, relationships between intersecting specialties develop. Though these relationships may be innocent and promising, they are subdued by the need for labels and practice conformities. The topic of debate is whether individuals involved in the Emergency Management field should be labeled as such or as Homeland Security and if and where these two specialties intersect.  


To begin, without getting lost in the rhetoric of individuals personal definitions of Emergency Management or Homeland Security it would only be appropriate to define both. According to the Department of Homeland Security Strategic Plan, “This Department of Homeland Security’s overriding and urgent mission is to lead the unified national effort to secure the country and preserve our freedoms. While the Department was created to secure our country against those who seek to disrupt the American way of life, our charter also includes preparation for and response to all hazards and disasters.” According to FEMA, “Emergency management is the process of preparing for, mitigating, responding to and recovering from an emergency.”

The discussion basically includes arguments either for, against, or neutral regarding whether Emergency Management is a part of Homeland Security. Arguments for Emergency Management and Homeland Security as being one include: (a) the ability to create partnerships easily throughout government agencies. (b) Both Emergency Management and Homeland Security have a primary duty to protect people, property, and the way of life in the United States. (c) Previous disasters have involved both the local and federal government working together. Those for the relationship seem to have wanted a more structural form of Emergency Management within Homeland Security. The arguments against the relationship include: (a) local government having a totally different approach to a crisis. (b) Emergency management being primarily a local effort. (c) The Department of Homeland Security suffering from its own identity crisis. (d) The existing legal differences between Emergency Management and Homeland Security. Basically those who argued against the relationship seemed to view Emergency Management as a local effort and Homeland Security as a Federal approach. Those with a more neutral approach added some very important comments. We as emergency mangers make the puzzle pieces fit together such as Homeland Security, police, and fire. However most importantly, how can we as educators work with this if we can’t officially define it?

Though injection of ones thoughts and ideas is often frowned upon in reference to reporting, as an observer to the bickering, a student, and as the author I feel I must express my assessment on the topic debated. Reflecting on various educational methods used to describe concepts to students, an analogy may simplify the similarities at best.  Though cars and trucks may serve a different immediate purpose, they both are primarily used as means of transportation and both are label as automobiles. The same stands for Emergency Management and Homeland Security, both may serve a different immediate purpose, however the two were established to secure and most importantly preserve our country. Having two different labels, but serving the same basic service is ludicrous and only adds to the confusion in the occurring identity crisis. Yes, Emergency Management may have been conceived at a local level, however its forefathers took the knowledge acquired and implemented their plans at a national level. Emergency Management tends to serve a different purpose and obtain a different label whenever a national disaster or crisis strikes. In reference to the lessons history often serves us as students and educators, emergency management was clearly evident throughout the cold war in preparation for nuclear warfare. The primary purpose of emergency management during this era was not focused on natural disasters, but instead to ensure preservation of the United States of America and its people. September 11th 2001 serves as yet another stark reminder of the incorporation of emergency management logistics into Homeland Security. Not only has terrorism assisted in defining emergency management as a local and nationally recognized profession, but has also contributed to the growth in higher education interests. In conclusion perhaps Mark Twain said it best when he wrote, "Plain question and plain answer make the shortest road out of most perplexities." As students and educators confusion within our academic field only further perplexes a simple purpose.
