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ABSTRACT

The number and scale of debris flows had multiplied throughout Taiwan since the major earthquake
(registered at 7.3 of the Richter scale) hit central Taiwan in September 1999 and there are no signs of
letting up. Sadly to say, living with debris flows is becoming a way of life for the residents in the
“debris flow” prone areas. In order to protect the residents in these areas from harm and/or loss of
lives and damages to properties, key regulatory and law enforcement agencies have stepped up their
efforts of promoting residents’ awareness of the nature and danger of debris flows. Information of
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how to protect against the potential debris flows has also been dissimilated to these
residentsrepeatedly. Appropriate emergency and planned evacuation drills from a sudden occurrence
of debris flow have also been coordinated and conducted with the affected residents. To measure the
effectiveness of these awareness promotion campaigns, information dissimilation and emergency
evacuation drills, the residents of one of the affected villages, Her-Hsin Village, Chung-Liao, Nantou
were randomly selected and polled with pre-prepared questionnaires. This paper presents the
findings based on the statistical analyses using the data polled from the residents of Her-Hsin
Village.

(Keywords : debris flow, potential districts, emergency evacuation, planned evacuation,, awareness)
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Table 1. The Annual Evacuation Routes Toward Debris Flow, the Evacuation Practlces and

Executive Frequency.
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Table 2. The Inhabitants’Basic Data.
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