To what extent is the Park model a useful template for analysing human responses to hazards?

	It is a useful tool to analyse the different types of response and the sequence in which they happen.
	The model takes no account of inequalities in development – it assumes a level playing field between countries.

	The model takes no account in the varying capacity to respond and the fact that some places will take much longer to reach different stages of relief, rehabilitation and reconstruction.
	It is useful for pinpointing the different kinds of response needed at particular points in time.

	Park’s model is far to general and not specific enough about the different impacts of hazards of different magnitude and frequency, and how these can influence the ability to respond.
	The model does not critically examine the fact that some countries are in need of more help from outside than others.

	A model is just what it says – an ideal against which to compare and critique reality.  It is never meant to be a perfect fit.
	Park’s model does not take into account the fact that some countries or locations will never return to the same level of ‘normality’ that existed prior to the disaster.

	A model is only as useful as the person who is using it.  Used appropriately they can help to deepen understanding of responses and the fact the some places are better able to respond than others.
	Park’s model is useful in helping to plan the kinds of response need at different stages of tectonic disaster or event.



Key arguments for Hot Seating Exercise











