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Abstract

This study intends to draw lessons and implications for the improvement of Korea's disaster management
system including the Ministry of Public Safety and Security that was founded shortly after the Sewol disaster
by examining the post-Katrina disaster and safety management system in the U.S. Failure to respond to
a disaster requires us to make efforts to clarify its subject and causes, let alone political responsibilities
and issues. In addition to the scholarly definition and classification of disasters, we need to elicit a stepwise
strategy for disaster management on the basis of the examination of ‘risk levels’ and ‘risk intensity’ experienced
by the society. Although somewhat normative, this study suggests the policy implications which highlight
the need of a serious review of the recent reform process of the national disaster management system
in Korea and propose developmental directions of the system since there has been a criticism on failure
in disaster response even after the foundation of the Ministry of Public Safety and Security.
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Table 1. Changes in the disaster management plan before and after Hurricane Katrina

Year Changes in disaster related laws Changes in the disaster management plan
2002 Legislation of Homeland Security Act FEMA integrated with DHS

2003 HSPD-5 Establishment of NIMS

2004 Establishment of NRP

2005 (Hurricane Katrina) Announcement of NPG (draft)
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Table 2. Main issues reported in America about the failure to respond to Hurricane Katrina

Reports Date of issue Characteristics
HB FIDRRAL ESPONSE 10| Wi e | rend i e the v e it i
LESSONS LEARNED 9008 eference to associations among a e organizations e

federal government, and between the federal and local governments

A FAILURE OF INITIATIVE: Final Report of | U.S, House of

With the Democrats stopping over claiming that the President

the Select Bipartisan Committee to Representatives | should be open to criticism, the Republicans finished it,
Investigate the Preparation for and Response February 15, With weak criticism of the President’s responsibility, it presents
to Hurricane Katrina 2006 serious criticism of ministers of DHS and FEMA,
HURRICANE KATRINA: A NATION STILL A report integrating the previous two reports above partisan
UNPREPARED US Senate politics,
Special Report of the Senate Homeland I\}[a.y 9006 It points out the necessity of reform the institution to help

Security and Governmental Affairs
Committee

governmental bodies (especially, DHS) properly respond to large
scale disasters

* Source: GAO(2007: 8),
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