October 30, 2008 Emergency Management Higher Education Program Report
(1)  Bioterrorism: 
Miller, Judith.  “Bioterrorism’s Deadly Math.”  City Journal, Autumn 2008, Vol. 16, No. 4. Accessed at:  

http://www.city-journal.org/2008/18_4_bioterrorism.html 

Excerpts:  

The White House wanted to know: How much safer are Americans today than they were on October 4, 2001? That was the day when a photo editor in Florida became the first reported case of inhalation anthrax in America in decades. In what became biology’s 9/11, five letters containing less than a quarter-ounce of anthrax total—the equivalent of two pats of butter—killed five people, infected 17, put more than 20,000 on antibiotics, and traumatized thousands more. Decontamination alone, including at the Hart Senate Office Building in Washington, took over three years and cost some $200 million. 

With these disturbing facts in mind, and keenly aware that al-Qaida and other terrorist groups have sought germ weapons, the White House in 2006 quietly directed the Department of Homeland Security to commission studies from teams of researchers on what Americans had received for the billions of dollars spent on preparing for a bioterrorist attack since 2001. Taken together, the papers—whose contents remain secret and whose authors have been asked by the DHS not to discuss them—constitute what officials call the first “net assessment” to focus exclusively on the issue. Though many of the papers were delivered to the DHS months ago, the net assessment remains unfinished and is likely to be handed over to the next administration, officials say. Still, its thrust is that while the estimated $50 billion spent since 2001 on countering bioterrorism has left us far better prepared for a bioterrorist attack, we remain vulnerable and, in some ways, may even be losing ground…. 

Keith Rhodes, chief technologist at the Government Accountability Office, also warned Congress last October that the nation was at “greater risk” because of the increase of BSL-4 labs from five before 2001 to 15 today. His agency estimated that at least 15,000 technicians were working with dangerous pathogens in BSL-3 and BSL-4 labs—the vast majority of them for the first time—and that, though no one knew exactly how many public and private BSL-3 labs were in operation, the number was “surely in the thousands.” Moreover, he added, articulating a more widely shared concern, though 12 federal agencies were involved in some aspect of biological research, no single agency was responsible for monitoring the labs and managing the risks. While most of the scientists in the field welcome the additional lab capacity, they do worry about the lack of direct federal oversight and insufficient safety and security standards at these new labs. “We have not wildly expanded over what we need,” O’Toole says. “But we do need better training and to ensure that the labs and people in them conform to rigorous standards.”…. 

…two key papers in the net assessment…say that America remains vulnerable partly because its early plans rested on unrealistic assumptions about the federal government’s role in responding to bioterrorism. “After the anthrax mailings, we initially thought that because all crises are local, our states and high-value-target cities would be able to manage a serious or sustained attack if they received enough federal dollars to help them prepare,” says an official privy to the ongoing debate in Washington. “We now know, as Hurricane Katrina demonstrated, that the federal government would have to take the lead in a true bioterror emergency.” 

But the feds aren’t yet prepared for taking that lead. While they are ready to deliver an emergency supply of vaccine from the stockpile to a state, say, they still have no plans in place to deploy the army or order governors to send the National Guard to help with distribution of the vaccine. DHS officials say that they have “plans and guidelines in place” to help cities respond to bioterrorism, but city officials call these plans vague and “nonoperational.”…. 

Officials who had read the papers said that neither New York nor any other American city had plans that could manage a true catastrophe. The city would struggle to distribute drugs and transport public health emergency workers, since contamination would probably close its subways. The city has no decontamination plans; decontaminating skyscrapers would be a forbidding challenge; and there are no federal standards on how clean an area must be before it can be reoccupied. “No locality can set such standards,” one expert says. “This is yet another federal function that has not been done, and it is not trivial.”…. 

The challenge grows larger each day as the biotech revolution spreads skills and knowledge around the globe. Margaret Hamburg, a physician who served in senior health posts in the federal government and in New York City, calls the explosion of biotechnology “frightening.” In a speech last September, she speculated on a variety of weapons, some already existent and others still being researched, that foes might deploy one day: aerosol technology to deliver infectious agents more efficiently into the lungs; gene therapy vectors that could cause a permanent change in an infected person’s genetic makeup; “stealth” viruses that could lie dormant in victims until triggered; and biological agents intentionally engineered to be resistant to available antibiotics or evade immune response…. 

(2)  Homeland Security: 
Department of Homeland Security.  Keynote Address at National Homeland Defense Foundation by Charles E. Allen, Under Secretary for Intelligence and Analysis/Chief Intelligence Officer.  Colorado Springs CO:  Oct. 30, 2008. At:  http://www.dhs.gov/xnews/speeches/sp_1225384415149.shtm 
I am delighted to be here in Colorado to address this sixth annual Symposium of the National Homeland Defense Foundation…. 

We must recognize that the United States continues to face serious threats. We recognize that the threats facing the United States today are more complicated, transcend international borders, and evolve more rapidly than ever before. Most immediately, this country remains engaged in a long and sustained struggle against the violent, ideological extremism of al'Qaida's core leadership, its affiliated extremist networks, and a growing number of followers who are self-radicalized. And, in a highly globalized world, distant threats can rapidly manifest themselves at our borders. As the unclassified key judgments of the July 2007 NIE points out—we are in a period of sustained strategic warning. 

But terrorism is not the only threat we face. Drug traffickers and alien smugglers attempt to evade our border security procedures daily. We remain on guard against Latin American drug trafficking organizations – with the ability to penetrate successfully our borders using extensive logistics networks – that might support such a terrorist undertaking. Within the United States we also face the danger of domestic extremists from across the spectrum of ideological beliefs: white supremacists; Islamic radicals; eco-terrorists; animal rights extremists; and anarchists all have the potential to conduct violent attacks. Because of this diverse threat landscape, our Department's analytical and operational efforts are focused on all-threats—not just terrorism. Secretary Chertoff defines the Department's mission as keeping out dangerous people and dangerous goods and protecting our critical infrastructures…. 

(3)  Homeland Security Studies: 
Litvak, David.  “Reality Check:  Security is Not a Major.”  The Justice (Independent Student Newspaper of Brandeis University).  October 28, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://media.www.thejusticeonline.com/media/storage/paper573/news/2008/10/28/Columnists/Reality.Check.Security.Is.Not.A.Major-3509839.shtml 

Excerpts:  

Maybe you applied to college as an intermediary step before entering the workforce. Maybe you did not yet know what you wanted to be as an adult and hoped you would find out in college. At some schools across the nation, you would now have one more option to choose from: majoring in homeland security. 

Cobbled together from a hodgepodge of existing programs at schools like…, majors in homeland security include the study of topics like terrorism, disaster preparedness and Arabic. Eventually, study in the field of homeland security could act as a launch pad for a career in cyber-security, natural disaster response orchestration or, obviously, the Department of Homeland Security. The field--particularly as a specialization--may still be in its infancy, but I wonder if it perhaps too parochial, jingoistic and inappropriate as a college discipline. 

This is not to say that homeland security is not an important, even vital career, particularly in these uncertain times. And the idea of a major area of study devoted to issues collectively related to homeland security is, on its face, not particularly problematic. But the way the growth of this field has progressed-there are now about 300 homeland security programs nationwide-as well as the apparent nature of the field itself, suggests we might be better off without it in the first place. 

For one, majors programs centered on homeland security are supported in part by a division of the U.S. DHS dedicated to university programs and grants to schools with defense research or engineering and science scholarships. This DHS backing suggests… 


Also notable is the nonspecific definitions available for Homeland Security studies. American studies majors study the United States; business majors study business practices; chemistry majors study chemical processes. What does a homeland security major study? It would make sense that studies might include Arabic, international diplomacy, natural disaster readiness, Middle Eastern history-but these are almost all fields that already exist independently of any artificial amalgamation. Steven Lab, director of the criminal justice program at Bowling Green State University, put it succinctly in asserting to the Boston Globe that "it's a hodgepodge of topics that have already existed on college campuses for the most part. And they've strung them together in a meaningless whole called homeland security." 

An incoherent field of study does not help the student, nor does it help the presumed future employer…. 
For anyone interested in responding to the above Op Ed the “Letters to the Editor” URL for The Justice is:  http://www.thejusticeonline.com/home/lettertotheeditor/ 

(4)  Influenza Pandemic of 1918-1919: 
National Institutes of Health.  “Early Pandemic Flu Wave May Protect Against Worse One Later -- 
Evidence Shows Spring Outbreak in 1918 May Have Immunized Against Deadlier Second Wave.  NIH News, October 20, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.nih.gov/news/health/oct2008/fic-20.htm 
New evidence about the worldwide influenza pandemic of 1918-1919 indicates that getting the flu early protected many people against a second deadlier wave, an article co-authored by an NIH epidemiologist concludes. 

American soldiers, British sailors and a group of British civilians who were afflicted by the first mild wave of influenza in early 1918 apparently were more immune than others to the severe clinical effects of a more virulent strain later in the year, according to the paper published in the Nov. 15 issue of the Journal of Infectious Diseases by medical historian John Barry, staff scientist Cécile Viboud, Ph.D., of the NIH’s Fogarty International Center and epidemiologist Lone Simonson, Ph.D., of The George Washington University…. 

For people who were infected in the first wave, the risk of illness in the second wave was reduced by between 35 percent to 94 percent, about the same protection as for modern vaccines — 70 percent to 90 percent. The risk of death was reduced between 56 percent to 89 percent. 

(5)  Mitigation: 
Schleifstein, Mark.  “Standards Make Levees Too Costly, Some Argue – They Want Corps to Relax Some Rules.”  The Times Picayune, October 30, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.nola.com/news/t-p/capital/index.ssf?/base/news-6/122534583062380.xml&coll=1 

Excerpt: 

Several members of the authority that oversees coastal hurricane levees in Louisiana believe the Army Corps of Engineers should relax its design standards for some levees, fearing that they won't get built at all under new standards that make them too expensive. 

At a Wednesday meeting of the state Coastal Protection and Restoration Authority, the board asked the state administration to conduct its own computer-based modeling to determine how high levees should be to withstand storm surge from so-called 100-year hurricanes. 

The corps issued new rules for earthen levees and walls during the past three years, based on the investigation of levee failures during Hurricane Katrina and new computer modeling of potential storm surges and waves. The results have been dramatically higher requirements -- and costs -- for levees, compared with designs completed before Katrina. For instance, before Katrina, design standards called for levees that were 17 1/2 feet above sea level along the Mississippi River-Gulf Outlet in St. Bernard Parish.  The new standards require earthen levees between 23 feet and 28 feet, with concrete structures reaching as high as 32 feet above sea level…. 

(6)  Northern Command and Disaster: 
Peters, Katherine McIntire.  “NORTHCOM has 'fully come of age,' according to outside assessment.”  Government Executive, October 29, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.govexec.com/dailyfed/1008/102908kp1.htm 

Excerpts:  

Six years after it was established to better coordinate military support to civil authorities following catastrophic events on U.S. soil, Northern Command "is effectively providing coordinated and coherent planning and direction to U.S. air-ground-sea forces in support of homeland defense and civil support," according to a recent assessment by retired Army Gen. Barry McCaffrey, an adjunct professor of international affairs at the U.S. Military Academy at West Point, N.Y.  More must be done, however, to increase the capacity of civilian agencies to respond to threats, McCaffrey wrote in an Oct. 14 memo to academy leaders…. 
"The American people rightly demand that civil public institutions, not military forces, exercise primacy in protecting the U.S. domestic population. However, the planning and emergency operational scale and power of the U.S. armed forces simply must be placed at the service of civil authorities when major disaster strikes," something Northern Command finally is in a position to do, McCaffrey said. 
Three forces have forged a new sense of "confidence and effectiveness" at the command, according to McCaffrey: 
        Command leaders were able to exploit the "sad lessons" of Hurricane Katrina, "the most shameful failure of federal, state and local leadership in any national emergency in our history," he said. 
        Defense Secretary Robert Gates fostered partnerships between Northern Command and the Homeland Security Department, state governors and other international and interagency actors. 

        Northern Command leaders created a cooperative training and exercise environment to work through responses to scenarios such as pandemic influenza, a cruise missile attack, an attack on commercial aircraft, loss of the power grid, a major earthquake and other potential threats 
        "The Byzantine federal-state political and legal difficulties of putting together a coherent national emergency response plan are being overcome by the obvious benefits of cooperating with the massively resourced (comparatively) and extremely effective U.S. armed forces," McCaffrey said. "NORTHCOM has the ability to plan and execute large-muscle complex operations. NORTHCOM can pay the bills."…. 
(7)  Packaged Disaster Hospitals (then) -- Mobile Field Hospitals (now): 
Connecticut Department of Public Health.  “Congressman Larson and Department of Public Health Announce $8 Million in Federal Funds -- Mobile Field Hospital to be developed into New England Disaster Training Center and model for civilian mobile hospital response.”  Hartford, CT:  DPH, Oct 27, 2008. At: http://www.ct.gov/dph/cwp/view.asp?Q=425892&A=3294 

U.S. Congressman John B. Larson (CT-01) and Connecticut Department of Public Health (DPH) Commissioner Dr. J. Robert Galvin today announced $8 million in federal funding to enhance the capacity of Connecticut’s mobile field hospital and develop it into a national resource for training and building emergency response systems.  
  
The Department of Defense funds will be used to build a Center of Excellence in disaster response training, the centerpiece of which is the Ottilie W. Lundgren Memorial Field Hospital, a state-of-the-art 100-bed mobile field hospital.  The hospital assembles in hours and can be ready to triage and treat hundreds of patients during any public health emergency.  It was named in 2006 in honor of a Connecticut woman who died from inhalational anthrax in 2001.  
  
“This funding will bring together the best of our military and public health assets to develop a disaster training area and a national model for field-based patient care delivery,” Congressman Larson said during a press conference at Brainard Airport.  “It will showcase to the country the immense skills and resources of Connecticut.” 
  
“At any given moment, Connecticut or the nation could be faced with a disaster that results in an overwhelming number of sick or injured people.  The mobile field hospital can alleviate the stresses that natural and man-made disasters put on our statewide urgent care system,” stated Dr. Galvin.  “This mobile hospital is a powerful tool in the public health emergency preparedness arsenal, and these funds will strengthen its effectiveness and scope.”  
  
The funding will support a partnership between DPH, the Connecticut Air Guard, the Connecticut Fire Academy and the state’s 31 acute care hospitals to develop policies and protocols for the 100-bed facility.  Education and training courses will focus on events and scenarios related to bioterrorism, infectious disease outbreaks and mass casualty disaster response requiring deployment of the hospital. 
  
To sustain an asset such as this mobile field hospital, it is important to provide multiple uses for it when not deployed during a disaster.  Two such uses include a New England Disaster Training Center and a National Demonstration Model.  The hospital will be developed into a national Center of Excellence for capacity building in emergency response systems, including training civilian, governmental and military organizations from outside of Connecticut that are interested in developing similar programs or would benefit from having access to this facility for education and training.  
  
The Ottilie W. Lundgren Memorial Field Hospital is deployable as a flexible configuration of four 25-bed units that operate jointly or independently to provide triage and treatment anywhere in the state in the event of a mass casualty, or to support an acute care hospital after catastrophic structural or mechanical failure.  During long-term deployments, resources from the state’s 31 acute care facilities will staff the hospital. 
For more information:  The Connecticut Department of Public Health is the state’s leader in public health policy and advocacy with a mission to protect and promote the health and safety of the people of our state. To contact the department, please visit its website at www.ct.gov/dph or call (860) 509-7270. 
(8)  Pandemic: 
Fowler, Daniel.  “Vaccine Production, Distribution Should Lead Future HHS Pandemic Agenda.”  CQ Homeland Security, October 29, 2008.  

HHS Secretary Michael O. Leavitt recommends that his successor focus on four key areas relating to pandemic flu preparedness, including completion of vaccine production facilities and distribution of countermeasures. 

“I believe that we can finish our service knowing that we are better prepared today than we were in spring 2005, not just for pandemics, but for all hazards,”…. The secretary also emphasized the need to continually remind states, businesses and families about “their responsibility to be prepared” and to “defend strongly the global sample-sharing network internationally, against short-term opportunism.” 

…. In terms of the country’s countermeasure strategy, Leavitt called distribution its “Achilles’ heel.”    

“Within 12 hours, we can put massive amounts of medical countermeasures, and medical supplies at virtually any location within the United States,” he said. “However, getting pills into the palms of people’s hands fast is critical, and not every state is adequately prepared to carry that out.” 

According to Leavitt, “This is a serious problem because, in the case of anthrax, for example, or in some other biologic attack, the survival-rates decline rapidly after 48 hours.” 

(9)  Public Health Emergency Declarations Authority: 
Bavley, Alan.  “Emergency Declarations Smooth Way for Vaccine Makers.”  Kansas City Star, October 30, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.kansascity.com/105/story/846427.html 

Sure, the economy is causing a crisis, but what about anthrax? How about smallpox?  In a little noticed move, federal officials this month have declared a series of public health emergencies relating to potential weapons of biological terror. 

On Oct. 1, Health and Human Services Secretary Mike Leavitt declared an anthrax public health emergency. On Oct. 10, he declared health emergencies for smallpox, radiation sickness from the detonation of a nuclear device and poisoning from botulinum toxins, the active ingredient of Botox. 

There’s no clear evidence that terrorists have managed to weaponize anthrax or stolen large caches of Botox from cosmetic surgeons in Beverly Hills.  But by declaring these public health emergencies, HHS has granted manufacturers of anti-terrorism drugs and vaccines and others involved with the products protection from lawsuits if the drugs were to cause unfortunate side effects. 

In the past, drug companies have shied from vaccine development because of low profit margins and legal risks. The actions of HHS are a necessary reassurance to persuade companies to make the drugs, and doctors and other providers to administer them, federal officials and some terrorism experts say. 

But consumer advocates see it as a giveaway to the drug industry that strips the public of legal protections.  “It gives the manufacturers and other people involved a ‘get out of jail free’ card,” said Joan Claybrook, president of Washington-based Public Citizen.  “These are potentially dangerous products. There could be a bad vaccine, and suppose people relied on that?” Claybrook asked. “There is no deterrent if there’s no liability.” 

The emergency declarations cover a host of antibiotics to fight anthrax infection, anthrax and smallpox vaccines, and a drug to stimulate white blood cell production in people harmed by radiation.  Concerns about the safety of vaccines against potential bioweapons have been raised repeatedly in recent years. Some soldiers, for example, have balked at anthrax vaccinations. And a federal effort to inoculate 500,000 doctors, nurses and other health care workers against smallpox resulted in only about 40,000 volunteering for the vaccine… 

The new public health emergencies remain in effect through 2015. And liability protections will extend for an additional year…. 

Department of Health and Human Services.  “HHS Announces New Steps in Anthrax Preparedness.”  Washington DC:  HHS Press Office News Release, October 1, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.hhs.gov/news/press/2008pres/10/20081001a.html 

Excerpt: 

Homeland Security Secretary Michael Chertoff and HHS Secretary Leavitt have invoked their authority under section 564 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to make the determination and declaration of emergency required by law in order for HHS’ Food and Drug Administration (FDA) to consider issuing an Emergency Use Authorization (EUA) allowing eligible letter carriers to receive kits containing small quantities of antibiotics for future use by them and other members of their households during an anthrax emergency.  The Biomedical Advanced Research and Development Authority within HHS requested that FDA issue a EUA for this purpose. 

Federal Register.  “Department of Health and Human Services, Office of the Secretary, Declaration Under the Public Readiness and Emergency 
Preparedness Act” (Notice).  October 10. 2008.  Accessed at:  http://edocket.access.gpo.gov/2008/pdf/E8-24734.pdf
Summary:  Declaration pursuant to section 319F–3 of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 247d–6d) to provide targeted liability protections 
for Botulism countermeasures based on a credible risk that the threat of exposure to botulinum toxin(s) and the resultingdisease(s) from a manmade 
or natural source constitutes a public health emergency.
(10)  Risk Management in DHS: 
Czerwinski, Jonah.  “Chertoff Address the Beta.”  Homeland Security Watch.  October 29, 2008.  Accessed at:  http://www.hlswatch.com/ 

Excerpt:  

When businesses consider investments in projects or acquisitions, they’ll often times use something called the capital asset pricing model, or CAPM. In that equation we quantify some ordinarily unquantifiable things. For example, risk. In the CAPM and other applications, risk is referred to as beta. This month, Secretary Chertoff delivered an address at the Wharton School of Business to explain his views on how the nation should deal with risk management and how his Department has tried to value the beta in our nation’s homeland security mission. 

Chertoff explains his rule of thumb as follows: “I look at the issue of, you know, probability and consequence; I put a lot of weight on the consequence end of the equation.” In a nutshell: weight the consequences more than the likelihood of something bad happening. 

This is an interesting choice, and a tough one for the head of DHS. The mindset Chertoff offered to the audience of business students and faculty was not the sort we are taught in MBA class or the kind you’ll find on Wall Street. If it was, firms that consider investing in a company would not value the assets, liabilities, and synergies; they’d first consider what the consequences would be if, say, the entire leadership of that target company turns out to be a bunch of frauds on the verge of indictment and what could limit the impact of such an outcome or limit the likelihood of it at all…. 

The Secretary explains that “managing risk is fundamentally looking ahead to the possibility of a disaster that is yet to happen and then to make cost-benefit driven plans to prevent disaster or to reduce our vulnerability to the disaster or mitigate the effects of the disaster that occurs.” Hard to argue with that. However, Don, a Wharton student in the audience asked the Secretary to clarify “how it’s possible to [defend the homeland] when the costs of remedying a risk are too great or the probability itself are too small and it’s necessary just to let it go.” 

Secretary Chertoff offered “the one general principle” that he applies when considering risk management. “I put a lot of weight on consequences. [If the] consequence is catastrophic, even if it’s the low probability, is to me something that warrants a lot of effort to prevent and to prepare for. [If the consequence] is bad but not out of the ordinary is one where I might be more willing to be a little bit more modest in terms of preventive measures that I take…. So my big rule of thumb is when I look at the issue of, you know, probability and consequence, I put a lot of weight on the consequence end of the equation.” 

….Nationally, we put about $500 million toward detecting smuggling nuclear weapons (low likelihood/devastating consequence) and $496 million toward detecting or defeating improvised explosive devices (high likelihood/relatively minor consequence). A 0.8% difference in beta? 

(11)  This Day in Disaster History, October 30, 1991 – The Perfect Storm & Andrea Gail 
History.com. This Day in History, Disasters, October 30, 1991.  “Perfect Storm Hits North Atlantic.”  Accessed at:  http://www.history.com/this-day-in-history.do?action=tdihArticleCategory&displayDate=10/30&categoryId=disaster 

On this day in 1991, the so-called "perfect storm" hits the North Atlantic producing remarkably large waves along the New England and Canadian coasts. Over the next several days, the storm spread its fury over the ocean off the coast of Canada. The fishing boat Andrea Gail and its six-member crew were lost in the storm. The disaster spawned the best-selling book The Perfect Storm by Sebastian Junger and a blockbuster Hollywood movie of the same name. 

On October 27, Hurricane Grace formed near Bermuda and moved north toward the coast of the southeastern United States. Two days later, Grace continued to move north, where it encountered a massive low pressure system moving south from Canada. The clash of systems over the Atlantic Ocean caused 40-to-80-foot waves on October 30--unconfirmed reports put the waves at more than 100 feet in some locations. This massive surf caused extensive coastal flooding, particularly in Massachusetts; damage was also sustained as far south as Jamaica and as far north as Newfoundland. 

The storm continued to churn in the Atlantic on October 31; it was nicknamed the "Halloween storm." It came ashore on November 2 along the Nova Scotia coast, then, as it moved northeast over the Gulf Stream waters, it made a highly unusual transition into a hurricane. The National Hurricane Center made the decision not to name the storm for fear it would alarm and confuse local residents. It was only the eighth hurricane not given a name since the naming of hurricanes began in 1950. 

Meanwhile, as the storm developed, the crew of the 70-foot fishing boat Andrea Gail was fishing for swordfish in the Grand Banks of the North Atlantic. The Andrea Gail was last heard from on October 28. When the boat did not return to port on November 1 as scheduled, rescue teams were sent out. 

The week-long search for the Andrea Gail and a possible cause of its demise were documented in Junger’s book, which became a national bestseller. Neither the Andrea Gail nor its crew-- David Sullivan and Robert Shatford of Gloucester, Mass.; William Tyne, Dale Murphy and Michael Moran of Bradenton Beach, Fla.; and Alfred Pierre of New York City-- was ever found. 

(12)  University of North Texas -- Emergency Administration and Planning Program News: 
Received today from Dr. David McEntire, Emergency Administration and Planning Program, Department of Public Administration, UNT, a PDF file of The Mitigator, THE UNT EADP Newsletter (Fall 2008).  We see (p. 2) that the EADP program has a brand new Emergency Operations Center lab.  The Mitigator notes that “We were allotted roughly 1800 square feet with 25 workstations The inaugural EOC Design and Operations class is currently underway. The course will be offered in the spring and summer 09 semesters with two sections being offered in the fall 09 semester. In the fall of 09 we will also utilize the lab for an experimental course, Disaster Exercise Design. We will be incorporating aspects of the lab into additional courses as well.” 

Amongst the contents is a page by Simon A. Andrew and James Kendra on “Disaster-Related Behavioral and Mental Health Response Plans in Texas.” 

One can access the Fall 2008 edition of The Mitigator at:  http://www.padm.unt.edu/eadp/ 

(13)  Unanswered Email Backlog:  934 
(14)  EM Hi-Ed Report Distribution:  14,173 
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EMI, the nation’s pre-eminent emergency management training organization, offers training at no charge to emergency managers and allied professions through its resident classes in Emmitsburg, MD, its online courses http://training.fema.gov/IS/ and through development of hands-off training courses.  To access upcoming resident courses with vacancies http://training.fema.gov/EMICCourses/.  
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