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In the second part of the study, participants drawn from the same general public/risk analyst 
pools were queried about whether to evacuate from a hurricane.  The same findings emerged: if 
they previously had escaped disaster by chance, they were less likely to be willing to evacuate 
when faced with potential hurricane weather.  “Although the chance-dependent nature of near-
misses may be acknowledged, these good outcomes may come to be seen as more of a sure thing 
for those who have experienced a near miss,” according to lead author Robin Dillon of the 
McDonough School of Business at Georgetown University. 
 
“Our research shows how people who have experienced a similar situation but escape damage 
because of chance will make decisions consistent with a perception that the situation is less risky 
than those without the past experience,” she said. 
  
The findings have implications for how people respond to, and prepare for, natural disasters and 
may be of interest to emergency responders, insurers, decision-analysts, and communications 
experts.  “Those who educate the public about natural disasters need to realize that the same 
objective facts about the costs and statistically calculated risk of an impending hazard will be 
interpreted differently by people based on their own prior experience,” according to the authors. 
People may need to be “explicitly taught to counteract their gut feelings…The narrative or story 
that accompanies these facts is important, as is the salience of prior good versus bad outcomes.”  
 
Risk Analysis: An International Journal is published by the nonprofit Society for Risk Analysis 
(SRA). SRA is a multidisciplinary, interdisciplinary, scholarly, international society that 
provides an open forum for all those who are interested in risk analysis.  Risk analysis is broadly 
defined to include risk assessment, risk characterization, risk communication, risk management, 
and policy relating to risk, in the context of risks of concern to individuals, to public and private 
sector organizations, and to society at a local, regional, national, or global level. www.sra.org 
 

Contact: Steve Gibb, 202.422.5425 skgibb@aol.com or Lisa Pellegrin, 571.327.4868 
Lisa.Pellegrin@noblis.org to arrange an interview with the author(s).  Note to editors: The 
complete study is available upon request from Lisa Pellegrin/Steve Gibb or here: 
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2010.01506.x/full 

 
 
 
 
 


