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Questionnaire Survey on the Typhoon Tide Hazard Map

distributed in Habu, Sanyo-Onoda City, Yamaguchi Prefecture

and the residents’ Evacuation Behavior
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This study deals with a questionnaire survey on utilization of the hazard map distributed in Habu,

Sanyo-Onoda city, Yamaguchi and evacuation behavior of inhabitants in Habu when Typhoon 0514

attacked. In this paper, relationship between the hazard map and evacuation behavior is also discussed.

The main results obtained by this study are as follows; 1) Inhabitants in Habu have a great interest in

typhoon tide because of an experience of disasters induced by T9918. 2) There is no difference

statistically between the evacuation implementation rate for the inhabitants recognized the hazard map

and that for the inhabitants not recognized the hazard map. 3) The inhabitants who conduct an evacuation

behavior have a tendency to do it next time.
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Table 1 A recovery rate of the questionnaire survey sheets
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Table 2 male-female ratio of the respondents
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Fig.2 The kind of interested disaster
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Fig.3 Experience of typhoon tide disaster
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Fig.5 Awful feeling to typhoon tide disaster
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Fig.4 Awful feeling to typhoon tide disaster
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Fig.6 Reasons of awful feeling to typhoon tide disaster
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Fig.7 Recognition of the hazard maps distributed in

Yamaguchi prefecture

Fig.9 Usefulness of the hazard map
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Fig.8 The storage situation of the hazard map
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Fig.10 Implementation rate of the evacuation behavior
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Fig.11 Implementation rate of the evacuation behavior

before the evacuation recommendation was announced
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Fig.12 Reasons for implementation of the evacuation

behavior
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Fig.13 Reasons for decision of un-implementation of the
evacuation
Q) BEITHDOERMEDER

WEEEFTEN 2 0 L - AR B A BRI L2, Z 0k
H% Fig.12 12”3, Fig. 12 ORI LREHER 46 DO FLH
ORI TH D, HelmiI2 OEH &8R- EEE
DEETHDH. HEOBRREIIZENLZIL 12-A : [
EORERMNG |, 12-B: RS R SN2 T,
12-C : TR, BANESBHZE)D/-DT], 12-D:
[HESCHEE L TRANEE 72D T), 12-E:TH
A EES DRI ITREEEST 2 X0 IO TWVD 0
T, 12-F: Mfi< o726, 12-G @ TR 2V EEsEE
RO OT], 12-H: [Zofh) THhD. ZOXK
0, i EORRER) DR A E LTV D EIEE S
T ENDMND. T TI918 FT K D HLiEK - fakk
BUCERKT b0 L Bbhs.

—J5, WEETENE EhE Lo R HE O
PR % Fig.13 127~ . BRI Fig.12 & Rk, BRH O
BT, FREN, 13-A: TSR+ 5 0%
BN TenoTz], 13-B: GEET 2 X0 L AEO N
TR ER o7, 13-C: [EMCmEUIX 3 5 K2
XH o7, BT BTN E o7, 13-D:
MBEEE L K5 & L= EEEANER TH~H B
Rotz], 13-E: DR S 25 & 72 0v o 72 ), 13-F
(RN ONTe LT DR 2 K> Tz,
13-G: [ZDfh) TH5. HHZLVWEIHIT 13-C ThH

5) 5

50%

45%

40%

o 30%

20%

10%

0%

Fig.13 Reasons for un-implementation of the evacuation
behavior
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Fig.15 Relationship between the recognition of the
hazard map and the implementation rate of the

evacuation behavior
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Fig.17 The implementation rate of the evacuation
behavior in 2005 for the respondents who implemented
the evacuation behavior in 2004
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Fig.18 The implementation rate of the evacuation
behavior in 2005 for the respondents who did not
implement the evacuation behavior in 2004
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