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of coastal disasters in your country or a
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nature of the disasters and provide details
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(1) Does this response describe the nature
of historical coastal disasters? (Not at
all, Briefly, In detail ® 3 Br[£3FA)

(2) Does this response explain how
approaches to coastal disaster

mitigation changed? ( Not at all,

Very briefly, Briefly, In detail @ 4 ¢
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(3) Does this response provide evidence to
support the arguments? (Not at all,
Very briefly, Briefly ¢ 3 BeP&3TAf)
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<#lA 1+ 2>Does the response for

ANSWER A/B adequately describe the

specific evacuation point so that it is

identifiable on the elevation map? (Not at
all, Briefly, In detail 7> 3 BX[aEAH)

<#ls 3+ 4>Does the response for
ANSWER A/B provide a suitable reason for
the chosen evacuation point? (Not at all,
Briefly, In detail @ 3 BePEaTfh)

<#l& 5+ 6>Does the response for
ANSWER A/B explain why another
location closer to the chosen evacuation

point or starting point was not suitable?
(Not at all, In detail ® 2 EXPEEEAH)
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Situation

You are visiting a Japanese coastal city, popular with tourists for the maritime sports and
traditional picturesque Japanese scenery during peak season. Typically 15,000 tourists alone
visit per day and the city is very crowded. During your visiting a large earthquake hits offshore

and generates a tsunami. You must decide a suitable place for evacuation.

Tsunami conditions

Inundation height: 10m at the shoreline.

Tsunami arrival time: the first wave will reach the shoreline 22 minutes after the earthquake.
Run-up height: potentially 15m.

Other Conditions
You will be informed about the tsunami two minutes after the earthquake via loudspeakers.
You injure you ankle during the earthquake. You can walk but not run.

Assignment

Refer to the provided elevation map and data on the evacuation centers. Choose two of the four
starting locations (S1~S4). Decide where you would evacuate to in the case of the above
scenario.

Write down two separate answers for each of your chosen starting locations.

In your answers be sure to:

- Separate your answers for the two locations by clearly writing "ANSWER A: Location
(S1~54)" and "ANSWER B: Location (S1~S4)"

- Specify exactly where you would evacuate to so that it is easily identifiable on the map.

- Explain why you choose the evacuation point. You should specify details about each of the
following: time, evacuation capacity, and height

- Explain why other locations closer to the starting point are not suitable evacuation points. You
should use one or more of the following categories: time, evacuation capacity and/or height as a
justification.
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BT D BLRH ORI BIFREL

- Disaster Supported
SEEEE I EfE Disaster Origin Mitigation
Changes Arguments
3 4 H—HIEE 0.16 0. 36 0.25
(n=43) S E A 0. 36 0.63 0. 50
PR 0. 85 0.83 0. 87
4 H—HIEE 0. 42 0. 29 0. 26
(v=15) LA E B 0.75 0. 61 0.58
RS 0. 45 0. 45 0.45
5 4 H—HIEE 0. 32 0.43 0.33
(0=32) SRS E fE 0. 70 0.79 0.71
TEHERRE 0.88 1.01 0.93
x4 HWIRHEEIC BT 2 BLER ORI FE RS fR S
Suitable Suitable
g e Speci'fied Speci‘fied Evacu-ation Evacu’ation
Location A Location B Point Point
Reasoning A Reasoning B
H—HIEfH 0.58 0. 58 0. 57 0. 57
(;ij2> AT E A 0. 80 0. 80 0. 80 0. 80
IR 0. 85 0.83 0. 87 0.84
14 B E A 0. 46 0.51 0. 47 0. 50
(n=52) ST E B 0.77 0. 80 0.78 0. 80
FEHERR S 0. 45 0.45 0. 45 0. 44
5 4 B E A 0.57 0. 49 0.59 0.53
(0=40) LA E A 0.87 0.83 0. 88 0. 85
HEAERRSE 0.88 1.01 0.93 0. 99
x5 MAEFHIZRT 2 55 ORHM D B
(LN 1 2 3 4 5 )
The effectiveness of the Mid—term 8 14 46 48 68 3.84
Report (peer assessment) (4%) (7%) (25%) (25%) (37%)
The effectiveness of the Final 8 11 34 64 76 3.98
Report (peer assessment) (4%) (5%) (18%) (33%) (39%)
Very nice assessment! It made me really NHY, ZOZHEET, ZOREEELT,

think how I would or should act when there

1s a storm surge in The Netherlands.
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background knowledge on local contents.
I did not like the grading system for this

because everyone has their own opinion




and this might effect your grade on how
you write.
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