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Key findings

Introduction

- Preconception that outsiders lead to tension, colouring
outside DRR projects before they have started.
- Differences in risk perception did not lead to tension.

• Disasters necessitate outside assistance, which can
be problematic1.
• Seismicity, climate change and weather are just a
handful of the natural phenomena that can cause
disaster in Utqiaġvik, Alaska.
• Remoteness and high costs 2 make outside
assistance even more important here, while colonial
histories3 make insider/outside relations especially
tense.

Aim: To identify where insider and outsider
perspectives align in Disaster Risk Reduction
(DRR).
•
•
•
•
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Figure 3: Risk perception of insiders and outsiders.
“The first step would be talking to the community and
working out what hazards they are concerned about
because then you know which ones they are willing to
accept and which ones they want to plan for”.

Figure 1. Utqiaġvik during a storm surge. Source: Out of Ice
& Time (2010).

Methods
PERCIAS 4 is a longitudinal study that adopts
participatory action theatre to encourage preparedness
and decision making in the North Slope Borough,
Alaska.
Five focus groups conducted with community groups in
Utqiaġvik as part of PERCIAS.
Seven semi-structured interviews conducted with ‘expert
outsiders’.
Two semi-structured interviews with those on the insider/
outsider boundary.

- Perception of vulnerability was mainly associated with
dependence on deteriorating infrastructure and
disruption to air travel.
- Flood zoning not implemented due to “a few wellconnected individuals” having homes in the proposed
flood zone. Whose responsibility is it to correct internal
community dynamics that perpetuate vulnerability?
- Some insiders wanted to relocate while most outsiders
did not identify a need or desire for relocation. Therefore,
it is unlikely that there will likely be outside assistance for
Utqiaġvik to relocate.
- This could lead to entrapment (where only those with the
means to relocate do so), or mass post-disaster
resettlement.
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Figure 2: Sampling and method.
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