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Smarter Cities Research Innovation Center Project: Security

Project C: Situation Awareness Requirements Analysis for Sensor
Analytics Display to First Responders

Project Report

Achieving adequate situation awareness (SA) is a difficult and critical challenge during the
initial response to any emergency. Situation awareness as applied to emergencies can be
described as “the degree that people responding to an emergency (1) are aware of the situation in
which they find themselves, (2) understand the meaning of the situation as it reflects their
abilities to pursue goals, and (3) accurately anticipate how the situation is likely to change as
time passes” (Groner, 2009). Poor situation awareness is present in nearly all sudden-onset
emergencies that result in tragic outcomes. The World Trade Center disaster is perhaps the most
graphic example, in which commanders literally “on the ground” did not have access to
information such as television images (McKinsey, 2002, p.31) and engineering reports that
clearly indicated the serious compromise to the towers. Inadequate SA combined with
communications deficiencies contributed to numerous excess deaths, particularly to first
responders (Lawson and Vettori, 2005). SA is therefore a critical issue in managing emergencies.

The IBM-CUNY-NYU collaboration as part of the Smarter Cities Research Innovation Project
was conceptualized in late 2009 and began in Spring 2010. An inter-institutional team of
researchers drawn from IBM Research, CUNY, and NYU-Poly were selected across several
thematic areas: transportation, water, security, and energy. The team members on the security
project were from CUNY’s John Jay College of Criminal Justice, City College, NYU-Poly, and
IBM. Funding for the project was provided jointly by the participating entities. The CUNY Vice
Chancellor of Research provided administrative guidance for this project.

Project C, Situation Awareness Requirements Analysis for Sensor Analytics Display to First
Responders Background was one of three related security-themed projects. The other projects
were A: Access Control Systems for Emergency-Access; and Project B: Conceptualize Multiple
Purposing of Sensors. Project A sought to develop a (data) access control model for a simple
scenario with ad-hoc connectivity between building sensor systems and emergency responders;
explore different policies approximating need-to-know principles; devise effective key-
management for the above scenario; and validate the model using an existing testbed at CCNY.
Project B sought to develop a review and summary of existing building sensors and capabilities;
develop a scenario-based concept model for event detection; and provide a case study of an
actual building under emergency conditions. Project A began first, followed by Project C. Project
B, led by NYU-Poly, is in progress.
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The urban archetype of the high-rise office building was selected as the environment for the
security projects. Given the pilot nature of the research, selecting a well-defined yet challenging
venue was important. High-rise buildings are also complementary environments for some of the
other Smarter Cities research projects.

In addition to investigating the SA problem for emergency responders in its own right, the
Situation Awareness project described herein was designed to provide insights of value to the
other two studies, for example, by eliciting first responder views regarding the need for
confidentiality of particular information needed by first responders due to legal (e.g., HIPAA
requirements), operational rationale, or potential misuse through disclosure or interception by
adversaries such as terrorists. The information needs of first responders has important
implications for the utilization of sensor outputs and also suggests paths to development of
associated analytics to process sensor outputs into meaningful intelligence for emergency
responders. Finally, the findings from this project will help understand ways that required
information can best be presented to first responders to enable actionable decisions.

Approach

This study’s method is based on a Situation Awareness Requirement Analysis proposed in a
Concept Paper published by the Christian Regenhard Center for Emergency Response Studies at
John Jay College of Criminal Justice (Groner, 2009). The approach is similar to the analytic
method described by Endsley and her colleagues who recommend a goal-directed cognitive task
analysis (Endsley, Bolte, & Jones, 2003). Higher level more abstract goals are decomposed to
increasingly specific objectives and then into specific decisions. The approach was adapted
based upon the roles fulfilled by emergency responder, and focused on the early stages of an
incident — the stage in which the initial SA is achieved.

Scenarios

The Endsley et al approach is designed to reveal general operational requirements during non-
emergencies. Instead, we based this analysis on three emergency scenarios, all of which involved
intentionally ambiguous situations. These situations were intentionally ambiguous so that we
could discover the information that emergency responders need in their attempts to achieve good
situation awareness and respond appropriately. The ambiguity of the scenarios reflects real-world
experience; emergency responders must routinely assemble SA from multiple sources of
information from the time of notification though the first minutes on the scene of a reported
emergency. The ambiguity was intended to force the study participants to critically examine how
they make decisions and information they need to make those decisions.

As stated, all of the scenarios involved high-rise commercial buildings, a setting of general
interest to IBM’s Smarter Cities Initiative. The scenarios used were: (1) a reported fire; (2) a
reported person who is hostile and potentially armed; and (3) the apparent release of a potentially
hazardous airborne contaminant somewhere inside or nearby the building. These scenarios were
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limited by resource constraints, but were reflective of the most high-consequence emergencies
that typically face these environments.

Roles

The project investigated the information requirements for three primary public safety agency
roles during an initial response to the three emergency scenarios in a high-rise building: (1)
firefighters, (2) police officers, and (3) emergency medical technicians. We wanted to collect
information about SA processes from mid-level commanders who are dispatched in response to
the initial report of an emergency as defined by our scenarios. These personnel typically assume
command in the initial stages of an incident. It is these personnel who are responsible for
developing SA that will determine the trajectory of the incident. (Given resource limitations, we
omitted many vital roles assumed by building and tenant management and staff. For a more
complete explanation of these roles in a fire emergency, see Jennings, 1995).

Goal hierarchy

For this project, data was collected and represented in the form of a goal or abstraction hierarchy.
Higher level goals are relatively abstract, and can then be broken down or decomposed into
increasingly specific and concrete enabling goals. In an abstraction hierarchy the forms of the
goals change along with the level of abstraction. Rasmussen and colleagues (1994) describe an
abstraction hierarchy as a map of the cognitive territory that a decision maker has to navigate in
order to comply with work requirements. In the scheme used in this study, the hierarchy is
ranked by increasing levels of specificity as follows: (1) responder role, (2) goal, (2) objective,
(3) actionable decision, and (4) required information.

Figure 1 shows the decomposed elements of the goal hierarchy, along with a tree diagram that
illustrates the increase in detail as responder needs become increasingly specific. In the results
section of this report, the tree structure is used to provide an easily understood format for the
findings.

For example, for a police officer responding to a reported hostile person, a goal may be
“apprehend hostile person,” while objectives might include “determine location in building.”
Actionable decisions might be “Do | walk up stairs or can | take elevator?” while information
needed to make the decisions includes such information sources as “verbal reports from
occupants in the building lobby” or “video images from surveillance cameras.”

To further inform Project B, we wanted to also collect information about the potential uses of
sensors to augment current practice.
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Figure 1. Tree Diagram Showing the Abstraction Hierarchy used in this Project

Methodology
Sampling

The project sought information from three types of first responder professionals: firefighters,
police officers, and emergency medical technicians. All of the interviewed persons were senior
emergency responders with hands-on experience and expertise related to the selected scenarios in
high-rise buildings. In each case, a high ranking officer was approached and asked to select
persons who could provide such information. Firefighters and emergency medical technicians
were contacted with help from the New York City Fire Department.

The research team had also sought contacts through the New York City Police Department, but
permission was not secured within the required time frame. As a result, the project sought and
received interviews from the Police Department in Irving, Texas and other local law enforcement
officers in the New York area. After receiving a list of qualified informants, the project team
contacted the suggested persons with assurances that their participation was anonymous and
entirely voluntary, along with other requirements following approval by the John Jay College
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Institutional Review Board’s authorization for research using human subjects. A total of 16
informants were interviewed.

Interviews

Interviews were conducted using a semi-structured “negotiated text” approach (Fontana & Frey,
2000). In a structured interview, all informants are asked the exact same questions without any
variation in the wording. In an unstructured approach, interviewers are free to pursue whatever
paths of inquiry lead to a greater understanding of the informants’ views. The method employed
here used a semi-structured approach in an effort to focus on a clearly defined scope of inquiry
while still allowing interviewers to make unscripted inquiries that would yield a deeper
understanding of the topic of research.

In a negotiated text approach, interview data are viewed as a collaboration between the
interviewer and the informant for the purpose of minimizing the amount of interpretation
required by the interviewer. This approach evolved as a way of coping with hierarchical, gender
and cultural differences between interviewers and informants. While the current context creates
much less difficulty than many inquiries in the social science disciplines, the problem is not
wholly avoided. Emergency responders belong to strong cultures and members may believe that
outsiders are unable to fully understand their roles. This division may reduce trust and inhibit the
possibility of a shared understanding between interviewer and informant.

Interviewers had varying expertise, ranging from scholarly work on emergency response and
considerable experience as emergency responders to general familiarity resulting from academic
training as graduate students in a protection management (security, emergency management, fire
safety) program. While some familiarity with the domain and professional terminology is
necessary, interviewers were instructed to respect their roles as recorders of information and to
assure that the interview subjects were not being led or that the interviewer was not making
assumptions about actions or information needs of the participants.

For the purpose of developing a method that minimizes the problems of interpreting data,
interviewers filled out a table (as shown below in Figure 2) on a display shared by both
interviewer and informant. The informant was explicitly asked to review the data recorded by the
interviewer being shown on the shared display. Suggestions for any changes that more accurately
reflected his or her views were requested as well. Interviewers added rows and divided and
merged cells to capture the interview data.
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Goal | Objectives | Actionable Information Sensitivity of | Sources of Sensor Comments
Decisions needed to information Information | Technology
make decision

Figure 2. Operationalized Table for Collection of Data

Given the speed at which interviewers recorded responses, the meaning of entries were not
always clear. Once the data were recorded, the project team reviewed the data tables with the
interviewer for the purpose of clarifying ambiguous entries, while trying to leave the the intent of
the informant unaltered. Efforts were also made to reduce and interpret the use of jargon and
technical terms.

When the project team was sought to interview police officers from outside the New York City,
internet-based communications applications Skype® and GotoMeeting® were used. These
programs enable users to share a common computer display. The interviewer and informant
interacted verbally while both viewed the live data collection table. The use of these technologies
was effective in this interview methodology.

Data analysis

Once the interviews were completed, the project team consolidated the interviews by role and
scenarios to yield a master table* (see Figure 3) for each of the following nine areas:

Firefighter Police officer Emergency medical technician
Fire Al-fire-FD A2-fire-PD A3-fire-EMS
Hostile intruder Ad4-hostile-FD A5-hostile-PD A6-hostile-EMS
Airborne toxic release | A7-contaminant-FD | A8-contaminant-PD | A9-contaminant-EMS

*Entries in the matrix refer the appendix where the report analyses are shown.

Figure 3. Summary of Interviews Consolidated by Role and Scenario

Consolidation involved finding themes across interviews within each of the nine scenario-role
pairings to avoid needless repetition and to ease interpretation of results.

Results

The results from this study are presented in Appendix A using the hierarchical tree structure
presented in the methodology section of this report. As noted earlier, in addition to collecting
information that fits within the abstraction hierarchy, interviewers also queried informants about
the sensitivity of required information and actual and potential sensor-based information sources.
This information is represented using special symbols that are attached to the associated entries
in the hierarchy.
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The collected sensor and information sensitivity information is also presented in Tables 1 and 2.
The reader can explore the informational sources and context for these entries by studying the

analyses in Appendix A.

Table 1: Sensor-relevant Comments Locatlon_ln
Appendix
Most current buildings have failsafe door systems. A-fire-FD
Traffic cameras and GPS may be helpful. Al-fire-FD
Remote controls to read pressure and control shutoff would be useful. Al-fire-FD
Encapsulated thermometers and heat level sensors can confirm safe entry. All
company officers carry carbon monoxide detectors when breathing air masks are not Al-fire-FD
worn.
Standalone pipe systems should have alarms to transmit an alert when damaged. Al-fire-FD
Automated check-in/out systems and emergency roll-calls can help track all AL-fire-FD
responders on site.
Any visibility in a building — cameras, closed circuit television, etc. — will improve AL-fire-FD
the overall response.
Accounting for all occupants could occur through electronic displays or check-in A2-fire-PD
systems.
Radios do not always have the best reception indoors. Other ways to track .
- A2-fire-PD
responders would be beneficial.
Some agencies currently have handheld cameras that can be carried; having a live .
. . A3-fire-EMS
feed to staging areas would beneficial.
Sec_ure electronic data terminals would allow for open communication regarding A3-fire-EMS
patient needs.
Automated vital sign machines for the field would expedite triage and treatment. A3-fire-EMS
Chemical monitors would help to protect all on scene. A3-fire-EMS
One standard frequency for multi-agency use would allow for clear communication. Ad4-hostile-FD
Overriding elevator function may be necessary. Ad4-hostile-FD
Any visual aide would be beneficial to determine safety of area. Ad4-hostile-FD
Consider ways to override building security when access cards are required. A5-hostile-PD
Closed-circuit television within buildings may provide a safe view. A5-hostile-PD
Multipath talkgroup technology can find available open radio frequencies. Ab5-hostile-PD
It is absolutely necessary to get a visual, possibly through throw phones or security AS5-hostile-PD

cameras.

Some responders may require tactical suits for prolonged operations.

Ab6-hostile-EMS

Closed circuit television or other visual input will be necessary to effectively gauge
the situation.

A6-hostile-EMS

Scannable triage tags would decrease communication times.

Ab6-hostile-EMS

An interagency communications system should not interfere with responder-specific
transmissions.

A6-hostile-EMS

It may be necessary to provide instructional assistance to those who cannot be

Ab6-hostile-EMS
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reached; consider CCTV or throw phones.

Any visual or audio data would be helpful.

A6-hostile-EMS

This will require the use of chemical detectors.

A7-contaminant-FD

Aside from carbon monoxide, buildings do not have specialized chemical detection
systems. This delays notification until actual symptoms are reported.

AT7-contaminant-FD

All sensors should be cleaned and maintained for future use

A7-contaminant-FD

Radiation monitors should be small enough to carry.

A7-contaminant-FD

Current air monitoring sensors must be continuously improved upon.

AT7-contaminant-FD

Chemical identification technology for on-scene officers would allow Police to
immediately understand their situation.

A8-contaminant-PD

A county-wide hotline would allow for covert communication.

A8-contaminant-PD

Some areas may also have phone-based mass notification systems.

A8-contaminant-PD

Mobile Command Vehicles are equipped with chemical/biological sensors, plume
modeling capabilities and a siren notification system.

A8-contaminant-PD

Radiation and carbon monoxide detectors can currently be carried.

A9-contaminant-
EMS

The current HAZMAT guide is not in electronic form.

A9-contaminant-
EMS

Other chemical detectors would be beneficial, but are currently bulky, expensive,
and unavailable to first responders.

A9-contaminant-
EMS

Pager communications are often delayed. Consider radio-encrypted texting to LED
screens.

A9-contaminant-
EMS

Satellite mapping and weather conditions are best when all responders have constant
updates — cell phone screens are often too small to provide this information.

A9-contaminant-
EMS

Triage tags that can be scanned are currently being developed.

A9-contaminant-
EMS
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Table 2: Information Security Comments Location in
Appendix

Information should be shared as quickly as possible to ensure everyone’s safety. Al-fire-FD
In the event that the fire may have been purposeful, information regarding personnel Al-fire-FD
safety should be kept private.
Public address systems can help to notify everyone. Al-fire-FD
Information must be public for people to comply with evacuation orders. A2-fire-PD
Personal information is protected. Only information regarding the number and A3-fire-EMS
severity of patients can be transmitted.
Continuous concern regarding public panic or media exposing response tactics. Ad-hostile-FD
If a responder is hurt, they may be referred to using a “code word” during medical | Ad4-hostile-FD
communications.
Any information on the suspect will be released immediately. Ab5-hostile-PD
Media must not give away tactics to suspect. Ab5-hostile-PD
Responders must be aware of public panic. Ab5-hostile-PD
A well-controlled radio system will be necessary during all decision-making. Ab5-hostile-PD
Live news coverage may be restricted. Ab5-hostile-PD
Response has priority over information control, but all media inquiries must be Ab5-hostile-PD

addressed.

To avoid public panic, injuries to responders will be considered highly sensitive.

Ab6-hostile-EMS

The whereabouts of the staging area may be kept private to protect those on scene.

A6-hostile-EMS

Safety is the number one priority during all decision making.

A6-hostile-EMS

This information must be protected to ensure a safe location.

Ab6-hostile-EMS

Transmissions not sensitive, but must be HIPAA compliant.

A6-hostile-EMS

Notifying the public is necessary, but must be done delicately to avoid public panic.

AT7-contaminant-

FD
The public must be continually updated. AT7-contaminant-
FD
The cause, location, or nature of the chemical may be of a sensitive nature. A8-contaminant-
PD
This (the safety of responders) takes priority over the control of information. A8-contaminant-
PD
Initially, information (regarding the cause of a chemical release) should be made A8-contaminant-
public. PD
Information will be provided through a Public Information Officer to avoid public A8-contaminant-
hysteria. PD
Consider sending confidential information digitally. A9-contaminant-
EMS
Personal information is protected; only triage “color” can be shared. A9-contaminant-
EMS
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Conclusions

The collaborative interview method employing negotiated text was very successful. Interviewers
reported that informants rarely suggested ways that the data entries could more accurately reflect
their views, even when informants were specifically asked if they wanted to suggest changes.
Interestingly, interviews conducted over the internet provided more successful collaborations,
presumably because the informants were primarily focused on the tabular input displayed before
them. In face-to-face interviews, informants were more focused on the interviewer rather the
shared display on a laptop computer or projected image.

We recommend that expert representatives of the roles participate in the consolidation process in
an attempt to eliminate potential errors, followed by additional interviews as necessary to correct
such errors. For example, an essential goal missing from the analysis involves moving of
building occupants to locations of relative safety. This omission may have resulted from
informants simply overlooking the goal, from a real underlying neglect of the goal in planning
for emergencies or from the objective being routinely assigned to building management instead
of emergency responders. We feel that errors are best avoided by having subject matter experts
review the results, followed by additional data collection and analysis as necessary.

The scope of the current study is limited not only by the scenarios, but also by the roles that were
investigated. Building emergencies involve complex social and technological interactions, and
emergency responders do not act independently from building and facilities managers, facility
engineers, tenant managers and staff, and in-building emergency response teams (e.qg., fire safety
and security directors, floor wardens) (Jennings, 1995). People in these roles rely on shared
information to achieve a common understanding of the situations that they face. A more
complete representation of information requirements awaits an extension of this research to
include informants in these important roles.

The line of inquiry represented in this project has considerable value in the design and evaluation
of visual and audible interfaces. There is reason to believe that people best understand
information when it is formatted in a manner consistent with the goals they are trying to pursue.
Informational requirements are organized according to responders’ goals, so these findings can
also provide guidance to the design and evaluation of system visual and auditory interfaces.
(Bennett, Nagy, & Flach, 2006)

The specific findings for each scenario also provide the basis for identifying possible use of
existing sensors to enhance information flows; conceptualization of modification to or
repurposing of existing building sensors; and design of conceptual approaches to development of
analytics for improving the detection and management of emergencies in high-rise buildings
utilizing outputs of multiple building sensors.
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Further Research

This project has demonstrated a methodology for understanding the information needs of first
responders and the role played by existing sensor technologies in incident detection and
management. Based on the three scenarios examined, additional research building on these
findings should be undertaken to include building management personnel. In addition, the role of
specific extant sensors and adaptations to sensors to perform in emergency detection and
management roles is necessary. A high-level expert conceptual analysis of sensor applicability to
building emergency support should be pursued following findings of Project B. Finally, a
program of data collection from field observations and experiments is necessary around a
defined case to validate analytics for sensor outputs and their display for use by those responding
to emergencies in buildings.

The value of the Situation Awareness Information Requirements Analysis used in this study
would be greatly augmented by a subsequent analysis analyzing the current and potential sources
of required information and the associated flow of information among key roles during an
emergency response. Such an “information flow” analysis, coupled with the type of study
described in this report, would provide a complete picture of the procedures and technologies
that can be used to provide the information essential to achieving a level of situation awareness
needed to make timely and effective decisions. An information flow analysis would also more
clearly reveal goal conflicts. An example might be the conflict between providing information to
the public while not revealing information of potential value to adversaries.

A prosaic but potentially powerful aspect of this approach is the augmentation of conventional
security/safety sensors such as smoke detectors with information from building sensors to reduce
the problem of false alarms and their attendant costs in terms of lost productivity for building
occupants and added costs to local governments for emergency response and reduced availability
of emergency services.

Finally, the findings of this research should be extended in scale to the neighborhood or city
level, where challenges of aggregating information from multiple buildings and the implications
of access to such information can be understood. The threat of seriously negative outcomes
often results from larger scale emergencies that encompass multiple buildings and can be
realistically examined using a set of more severe scenarios. This implies a repeat of this process
taking place at the level of several buildings simultaneously, which is considerably more
complex.
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Appendix Al-fire-FD (continued)
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g ESt?p"Sh accesstoa Maintain Safety of and heat level sensors can
B positive water source Personnel confirm safe entry. All
Q company officers carry
.8 —r carbon monoxide detectors
when oxygen masks are not
waorn.
Are additional Is it necessary to / \\\
2 water supplies request /,/ In th}e event ‘
o necessary? additional / that the fire may have
K7 personnel for| been purposeful, ‘
b = HAZMAT may be - support? | information regarding |
(=] . . personnel safety should/
necessary if chemicals —— \ ) /
/ \_ be kept private.
are present(1). % /
\\, s
c
5 L e | |
'g Availability of )
sE_ working Hydliant Avaﬂable On scene reports
o sprinkler locations standpipe supply P Location of all personnel
d—
i systems Standpipe systems I Automated check-in/
FS should have alarms out systems and
ﬁ to transmit an alert emergency roll-calls
® when damaged. can help track all
zZ responders on site.

(1) Hazardous Materials Response Team
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Appendix Al-fire-FD (continued)

- ///_‘ \\\\\ —— — —
POTT - - i Sensor
scena_"o' H_Igh Rise Firg LEGEND: Comments \Slepsmwty Of? Technology
Compiled Fire Department Responses \Inormation, Suggestions /
N t————/ PAGE3OF3
" Ensure Occupant Any visibility in a
] Safety building — cameras,
8 - p closed circuit television, j
/ etc. — will improve the 4
/ overall response.
[%2]
3]
= Control evacuation | : .
_8 procedures /” Some occupants may attempt to
o " evacuate prior to a department-led |
= response. )
N , . .
Which stairway is
2 ' Who will b J,/ e
= s evacuation vountogs /Public address\ best to use for
K] necessarys ~ [ systemscan evacuation?
o | help to notify |
[a \_everyone. /
b S
: S
- Number and A ibil
-8 Savatity oF it assistance needs Number of ceessiol ity to
g everity ottire of occupants floors affected exits
ffected e
é ] arecte Certain populations (children, |
£ elderly, or injured) may have
& specialized needs.
wv
1]
Q
]
=
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Appendix A2-fire-PD

/</*\\\ .
nario: High Rise Fire TN [sensitivity of\ Sensor
Sce ) g, LEGEND: Comments { Sensmvuty it ) Technology
Compiled Police Department Responses . \ Information / e
L. S —~ PAGE10F2
%) Provide Support to Fire 77 e
8 Department Operations Property concerns and fire
© investigation will be sole responsibility |
— N of the Fire Department.
4]
2 Collect Information Maintain Pedestrian and Manage Mobile
kol to Share with Fire Traffic Control 1 e Command Vehicle
.8 Department -~ S ~ 1 “The police must remain aware of \ System (2)
/The police will respond prior suspicious behavior. J -
_to Fire Department arrival | e
| Will the

Is it necessary to Command
a Is it necessary to evacuate the — Vehicle be
g request buildingand /  Accounting for all i deployed?
S additional surrounding area? occupants could f o -
8 reSOUFEEs? i syt tircagh £ Reque§ts may also be made for the Red

electronic displays | Cross if mass casualty management or
or check-in systems. / \_ temporary shelters are necessary.

- 1 . — I
.g . mb-:-»_f— S ——— _x‘Deponment is not automatlc.l
g Severity and e Hmoe :’ any special Requested by the
5 breadth of fire \ occlpants populations Incident Commander
o W] SE—
= . S— 'Information must be\ T ey
P [ public for people to \“ f Radios do not always
o ‘ comply with | have the best reception -
g evacuation orders. / / indoors. Other ways to
g \ /,/ track responders would
= \\\ 7 / be beneficial (1).

(1) Some non-digital radios may also interfere with bomb detonators.
*Radio systems are manufacturer specific and expensive — there is no national standard for interoperability.
(2) A vehicle with communication and data technology that can function as an independent command post.
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Appendix A3-fire-EMS

TN
Scenario: Hire Rise Fire Jssoe e o0 Sensor
iled LEGEND: Comments | Sle:SItNItY i ] Technology
Compiled EMS Responses rormatian) Suggestions
SN PAGE 1 OF 1
0
S Provide Medical Response
(V)
Determine W E
% . nsure
v Severity of Some agencies currently Provide Transport Secure electronic data Responder
3 Incident have handheld cameras Treatment Critical Patients terminals would allow spf ¢
camera afety
g thlét c?n t;etcartr\et_i, having for °Ffe”t_ Personal Protective
—T17 a live feed to staging areas communication Equipment may be
o would beneficial. l—A_——_J regarding patient e Y
necessary.
L_ needs. /
Will patients be — )
Where can ; Srented Automated vital Is it safe to respond to
§ :ee:ogr:(;israr;e transportec,l, or sign machines for the current situation?
o p s 5 the field would Chemical
‘8 safely staged? released? expedite tri d z
(] o A Transportation Officer will be T pedite triage an monitors would
o assigned. 4 treatment. help to protect all
on scene.
C W [ [ | | F
5 Weather . o Number of - )
Z1] severity of fire conditions Severity of injuries patients and Accessibility to :varlib|ll|ty Zf Severity of Weather
£ ol on scene transportation NP fire conditions
= p N burn beds
S / personnel
= EMS responders do not have self- 'p ik . .\
E, contained breathing apparatus; air Rrspralinlonmationis: i
o X protected. Only \
@© purified respirators are the only I . : |
@ ' A | information regarding the |
o available option. | number and severity of |
b : patients can be
z \_ transmitted.
\\,, "//
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Appendix A4-hostile-FD

b/ PAGE10F2

Sensor
Technology Y
Suggestions /

Support Police response with
specialized apparatuses

Will additional T
equipment will be
deployed?

TN
Scenario: Hostile Occupant LEGEND: Comments | [sensitivity of
Compiled Fire Department Responses _ ‘ \lnformation /
\___,/
T‘g Provide an Effective First Reponse
o
O
e
] /l/ ./ Ifaresponder
'E, Ensure Safety of / Continuous concern \ /ishurt, they may \
b Responding Personnel !/ regarding public panic \If be referredtoasa | T e : T
o | ormediaexposing | “package” during ] ( Examples include ladder ‘
(@] . response tactics. / \ medical Erucks and hazmat detectors
\ / N\ . . / e e =g
communications.
T i e
. | | | [ I
il > persor\a Where can a staging Are additional
& protective B I )
‘S . area be safely located responders - : >
b} equipment i il A police response may be requested if *
o within the building? necessary?
necessary?  notalready on scene, and/or for an
- active shooter situation.
c B
o
= B
o e ——— S ————— A e i iy .
g Type of injuries Current location of vailability of Police ) Ofe standarnd / Ex;r,:ent g_flz?“ce
; / apabilities
= being reported suspect(s) and EMS response frequency for multi- P
- by occupants /
> - B ) / agency use would )
® e / allow for clear
] communication.
8 [ S ———
=2

Severity of the
situation

RACERS®®®
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Appendix A4d-hostile-FD (continued)

‘ // \\
Scenario: Hestlle Ocaipaitt LEGEND: Comments ) (Sensitivity of) Technotogy
Compiled Fire Department Responses B \"”fom‘at"’"/ ; Suggestions
LTI PAGE 2 OF 2
“ Ensure Safety of Occupants 7 Continuous concen{‘\\
3 | |regarding public panic|
(U] | or media exposing |
| response tactics. /
[%2)
E ) ) Establish Perl Overriding Determine
'g‘ Provide Medical Support stablish Perimeter elevator Transportation Needs
= function may
@) be necessary.
b e e e e e e e e e e e e b E— = e A e e e Em e e = E— e = e e— r— ————————————————————————————————————
H -
2 Do nearb .
8 Where can a buildings alt,o Is it necessary to
0 staging area be E; relocate occupants or
(a) ging require
safely located? evacuation? injured persons?
- o
.0
Lo - | E—
© .
S Number of those in need ion of incid On-site reports from Number and
£ of medical treatment LERERIIRH 21 0eisent responders and severity of
c and suspect -
= occupants injuries
© — Any visual aid
ﬁ would be beneficial
g to determine safety
=z of area.
L
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Appendix A5-hostile-PD

// 71\\
nario: Hostile Occupant , Sensor
Sce a. 4 P LEGEND: Comments Sensmv:ty Of\ Technology
Compiled Police Department Responses Informatlon/ S
S PAGE 1 OF 2
= Support Respondin
3 Ensure an organized response pport hesp €
) Officers
/Any information\, - ]
n \ Establish inner, :
%’ Collect intelli on the suspect | outer perimete/r r - Mariage Moblls ‘
3 ollect intelligence | | will be released j o Consider ways to Command
2 \ immediately. o mamtz;un override building Vehicle
'8 \ / Eﬂtm security when L -
access cards are
required. (1)
— | |
/ i F Is it safe | wh I |
2 Sitsateto ere can people Is it necessary to
c fi e
5 Is it safe to , / Med|a must not \ \ approach the e be safely housed deploy additional
o | enter the areas 1 give away tactics | stispect? / \ terniporarily?
] pect: / Responders | porarilyr resources?
7] \ ' to suspect / [ Evacuees will be designated
(=) B \ / | must be aware #——— S
‘\ / to holding areas
It may be necessary to consider ?f public panic.,
an active shooter scenario. \\ /
c Location of )
o — suspect/threat Injury type may
= On-scene ] Reports from relay possible
g reports of Locatlo_n f’f \ e N on-site use of a weapon
Ke) assailant(s) and suspect/victim(s) APersonal/cnmmaI / personnel
= situation On- scene reports history of the suspect
> — / Awell controlled ‘ i
® — 3 | radio system will be Multipath talkgroup
ﬁ Injury type may Closed-circuit A helicopter may be beneficial [\ necessary during all technology(2) can
< relay possible use kelevision within for overhead observation. .\ decision-making. find available open
=z of a weapon buildings may provide ‘ L9 radio frequencies.
a safe view. ~___ "7

(1) School buildings may also require access.
(2) Multiple radio signals can be scanned at once to avoid intereference
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Appendix A5-hostile-PD (continued)

P
Pl
cenario: Hostile Occupant /Sensitivity of \ ol
S R . P LEGEND: Comments SenSItIVItY ot ) Technology
Compiled Police Department Responses \ Information / s
Ny e PAGE 2 OF 2
%) - Ensure Safety of Provide Ca j |
© Ensure Victim Safety y a8 Care s njured
o Responder Personnel Persons
U]
4 R . . .
g ( Establish Establish security Identify persons
3 communication for medical in need of
._ig, with victim/ personnel medical care
(@] suspect
n o Itis absoluté!y
c Can negotiation i -
o occur without necessary to get a Whefe can staging Are the injured
2 ; 5 locations be safely ible?
S ion? visual, possibly accessible?
] forceful action? located?
8 ‘ through throw ’
phones (1) or
security cameras.

_______ o i it o e i B B e ) S ] e o e e e o
s | [
el -
-

. . " T n
g Medical Insight into suspect motive—— Current suspect activity Mobility of Ipea d Location of
= condition of / hose iniured severity of L
s Response has ™\ those injure iniuri those injured
‘c victim i \ juries
= o priority over '\
- ’ e ) \
> — \ [ information control, |
@ [ Livenews | butall media
b4 | coverage may \ inquiries must be ,
b \ be restricted. / \_ addressed /
Q X
=z N i \; ) //
i

(1) A disposable electronic device used to access audio in an area where video/direct contact is not an option
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Appendix A6-hostile-EMS

/F\\
H 1 / \ Sensor
Scenario: Hostile Occupant Sensitivity of \
. LEGEND: Comments { _ Technology
Compiled EMS Responses - \ Information / e .
N - - PAGE 1 OF 3
w Ensure Safety of ] .
8 Responders ' Any information regarding the location or
o suspect should be relayed immediately.
—J* This is not common practice, but may be o
A N . : necessary to support an escalating situation. . .
e Maintain Safe Provide Interior yiuSiee ¢ ./ Provide Exterior
B Distance from Operations ) : Operations
% Threat S Support (1) Some responders Support (4)
O - Law Enforcement will be may reguire
providing main response. tactical suits(3) for
% . o prolonged
operations.
Wherecana | /  Closed circuit ’ e - /To avoid p® Will injured
o fe stagi televisi th i ecics with 1arBe-sea’® /' panic, injuries to |  responders
c sare staging elevision or other Is it necessary response training may be /P , Injuries to \ )
.g area be located? visual input will be to request included if this unit, | responders will be ‘ require
(s necessary to Haztac? (2) | \\ considered highly / treatment and/
8 effectively gauge the \_ sensitive. /| oOF transport?
situation. \ //
5 | I | |
s Status of the . Possible .
pd oo . l/ B Police Possible mayday
£ situation — Location of the ey requests for Personnel . On scene
5 v N department . PR alerts will have
Nl current threat suspect N needs tactical injuries riorit reports
£ level /' The whereabouts | assistance P ¥
E* { of the staging area may\
g | bekeptprivateto |
$ grotect those on scene,
g S
= \\\ ==

(I The area in direct threat from the suspect

(2) A Hazardous Material Tactical Unit has emergency medical personnel trained in use of self-contained breathing apparatus,
hazardous materials protection, and operation in unstable environments

(3) This may include protective equipment, oxygen tanks, and/or medical supplies.

(4) The area outside of immediate risk
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Appendix A6-hostile-EMS

i — e
e — %
" . 5 / [ Sensor
: / \
Scenarlo Hostile Occupant LEGEND: Ecmranks 1 sle?sutmty of ! il
Compiled EMS Responses 4 \lmomasion Suggestions
N e PAGE 2 OF 3
ey
Y “ S — —
,/ . \\'\ / /
" [ Safetyisthe N\l p e Medical |/ Scannable triage tags
v number one /
® { 5 - | Aide to Victims / would decreased ,
[e] | priority during all '/ - . /
\ / communication times. /
O \ decision making. “ / I I
% /"
\\7 _
§ ) An interagency
.8 Establish Malntaln Safe / communications
® . Distance from system should not
= Forward Triage | [ e ;
a P ) S Threat interfere with J
(@) /" This location may also stage = /
o MR, i S responder-specific ~ / Goto \
(HECERHTY SRR, P transmissions.  / Page 3 \
___________ L o e e _______
[ | [ ]
How many . It may be necessary to Is there
Where cana TN personnel will ot ne;:;s;\;yét?o oV provide instructional accessibility to
wn 5 r ? )% 5
5 staging area bg Vs informatior\\\\ be necessary to equest ( ),’ assistance to those who those who are
5 | | safely located? [t pe protected| support 7 cannot be reached; injured?
o ‘\ toensure a safe | operations? 4 consider CCTV(2) or throw / — -
a \ location. Y, / _phones(3).
e [ e b e e e e e e e e e s e -
c
RS
=
'E" Availability of Likelihood for — R
5 l L S— personnel escalation .
= S N — Location and
= : - Number of .
= Location of Likelihood for injured 7 Any visual or mobility of thLoc;ti;lon of .
o suspect escalation stidio:data woild those injured reat/suspec
o occupants y
4] be helpful. y
's) L S v
9]
P

(1) Hazardous Material Tactical Unit
(2) Closed Circuit Television

(3) A disposable electronic device used to access audio is deployed where video or direct contact is not an option
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Appendix A6-hostile-EMS (continued)

AT
rio: Hostile Occupant fsansitivity of\ Sensor
Scena_ O P LEGEND: Comments { Se:SItIVItY il ] Technology
Compiled EMS Responses Information it o
SN : PAGE 3 OF 3
n
©
o]
O
- — 7cont. from\-——"—"—~——~"—"~- "~~~ T T T T T T TT—TT—T—T—T"™T— T T T, T T TTTTTTT T T
Page 2
L
(%]
2
e} Provide Necessary
Q .
9 Medical Transport
a
(@)
Is evacuation and /’“\\\ Who will receive
relocation to a {_ o  transport to medical
@ staging area e rajsrnlsstl)ons ik \ facilities, and
o necessary? | sensitive, butmust | ., \ ot order?
@ | beHIPAA |
o \_ compliant.(1)
o P
e S
c
o
s C i
£ N
> Location of Likelihood for Mobility of those S‘;’:ebr?t' a:fd Hospital bed
E threat/suspect escalation injured in'uriy availability
) juries
—
©
(2]
(%]
1]
(8]
]
=z
(1) The Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act
A-12
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Appendix A7-contaminant-FD

e Y
e Y
Scenario: Airborne Contaminant [Sensitivity of \ Sensor
x . LEGEND: Comments | § . Technology
Compiled Fire Department Responses \\1n ormation / e
M e PAGE 10F 2
i When FD arrives first,
S determine cause of Support HAZMAT () Prevent Public Panic
Response
U} alarm
Identify chemical and
wv - .
g possible cause of release. Isolate the affected Negtfytive public !
B — 2 area Decontamination ~ A Command Post will be
Q equires. established to ensure effective
a use of chemical "
e} detectars. (1) communications between
agencies
. Who will require
Should FDNY withdraw WA S/Remiate: or dermrarmTatiaS
EE—— contain those in the ! What information
@ from building interior? affected area?
o . ) - It may be necessary to notify will we release?
K% Response may go beyond Fire —The police will investigate and may local hospitals of a potential -
3 Department capabilities. In this instance, a delay responders until any possible influx of patients A designated call taker will
o HAZMAT team \n{guld be rgspondmg with threats have been cleared. interview all mf.ormantsrto collect
SpECIfIC expertise. l accurate information.
_______________________________________ I FR IS
The chemical substance may be
5 Notification from Fire Alarm determined by coded labels or The number of cl-;ﬁzvl\eﬂrﬁ\f-r stz:]r:inlez
F= dispatch, which is transferred symptoms of those exposed. people possibly y the typ
© fter ariginal 911 call A will of chemical and .
€ atter origina exposed wi various levels of The type of chemical and
<) | also be a factor. cause of its release
k= o - ————— exposure. |
=l i 2::62:0?”?;:0: do o % ~The cause of release may
g \ m Xi i ici
o Notifying the publicis " it hav:,specializged Notifying the public is \ be a purposeful attack.
8 | necessary, but mustbe | chemical detection ;ecesdsalry, bu‘t s bz ‘
AR i i \ done delicately to avoid |
2 e deg?atEIy g systems. This delays iblie paynic Number of people
; RUDHERanic. notification until actual : B ’ exposed
k e - / symptoms are reported. M e

(1) Currently, air cylinders used with personal protective equipment are only good for approximately 15 minutes of actual exposure.

(2) Hazardous Materials Response Team
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Appendix A7- contaminant -FD (continued)

. . . ///_\
Scenario: Airborne Contaminant (ECERD: P [Sensitivity of | Te::::;gy
Compiled Fire Department Responses \ Information / Suggestions
Nl PAGE 2 OF 2
= Establish Continuity of Ensure Safety of
o Operations Emergency Response
© Personnel
Provide for I S
o4 Restoration of
= Activities at affected Establish Staging Follow Safety
g site ) Area Protocol
= All sensors should be
o cleaned and maintained
for future use
|
. What tasks can the ;
When will access to o Is it necessary to
» h iy 4 What areas can be firefighters safely request HAZMAT (1)
c the area be restored? \ safely occiipied? e P . |
2 Thia public % _— ’ assistance? ’
3 —] mustbe | Radiation
3 \\ continually | monitors should
\_updated. / be small enough
i to carry.
____________________________ T L T Ty E R

: | | [
el
= . —_—
B Wea.ther Properties of the Chemical o Cause and extent
S HAZMAT clearance conditions released chemical ehica B of release
S ~ ] 5 o properties ~ \

urrent air / !
= . o o ————The cause, location,\
> Additional decontamination from a monitoring [ st miatiraor the
® private entity may be requested. sensors must be \chemical may be of a/
g continuously \ . /
[s] " . sensitive nature. /
7] improved upon. R "
= \\\ /

(1) A Hazardous Material Tactical Unit may provide specially trained medical personnel.
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Appendix A8- contaminant-PD

//H'\\ PO ————
. g ¥ P E—— / 3 /
Scenario: Airborne Contaminant / /Sensitivity of \ sensor /
. . LEGEND: | Comments | | Ay Technology
Compiled Police Department Responses ~ \.'\"f°'ma“°"/ /' suggestions
S s e PAGE 1 OF 2
) " M
= Organize an Efficient Maintain Control of
o] Response Location
U}
h Establish Inner

” e y Establish Outer Perimeter to
3 . / emical identification y Perimeter to Limit - _ Ensure Safety of all S
'E Gather Intelligence, technology for on- Acsess o ares maintain Media Responders
O / scene officers would /e Control / Thistakes
% 4’/ Siow Balles // This will also include a N/ 7 A county-wide /.' 1/ priority over the |
o) / immediately /A Comn;::deo:(r::d safe |/ hotline would / | controlof |

‘ understand their gngreR y allow for covert ~ / \ information./’

situation. if communication /
/- o A oo L L
” :
c Is the Fire Departmen; and/ Where will Where will the l; P::rs&:'nal
g or HAZMAT needed? (1) - perimeters be safely decontamination rotective
‘O R i - ‘ L defined? area be located? Equipmelt
__“Deployment of the bomb™ Any decision to evacuate will be ' ' necessary?
o squad will also be | | made jointly with HAZMAT and }
considered. ) Fire.
l |
— Location of
Identifying aspects of
c substance (to include relase
o . Number of people Current symptoms of
= symptoms, smells, visual peop )
o affected _———_ occupants
£ clouds, etc.) -~ 7 . )
) Cause of release; — ' Some areas may /' /information will be, Recmmendations
:E TN T;1 informati ,”;‘ . / also have /[ provided througha | by HAZMAT team
> Initially, \ | IIS |ndorma mtn ‘g' the \ / phone-based /| PublicInformation | Ai/r oSS b tacted o
§ [ information | e ayeDgn r;)t:’e v /e - mass \Officer to avoid public/ datepinform:ioe con :]dci: 9';2 ° \
@ |ishould be made, SPALCNET 21l radio communications are™,  / notification \_  hysteria. ) n regarding wind tlow,
|\ . S R Vi / \ / weather effects, etc.
SR public. / | overheard by scanners. Some /  systems. e P ~—
b4 B digital channels are encrypted, e
but may contain a slight de@y,.

(1) Hazardous Material Response Team
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Appendix A8- contaminant-PD (continued)

TN frrereree——
io: Airborne Contaminant - itivity of B0
Scena.no Alrl?o LEGEND: Comments isle:SItMtYo | / Technology
Compiled Police Department Responses . _/ \Imformation /- /" gyggestions /
N __” & — PAGE2OF2
)
= - [ e
8 Support HAZMAT(1) Response/ Police will also work to help support the *
( transportation of injured to medical
facilities.
________________________________ I =t o= ey esmyerens eSS
wv
14} ;
= Monitor response
=] I
2 capabilities D T
ey If police HAZMAT are overwhelmed by a
(@) — | city-wide response, then state HAZMAT |
may be needed.
n Will additional
c
o personnel be
K] requested?
8 q [ Support may come from Fire,
(=] \ Medical, and/or Law Enforcement )
c
o
= J\
© —
1S /,/ . Extentofrelease = : Availability of
N /Information will be\, / Mobile Command 4 responding personnel
= | provided througha ———— Vehicles are equipped
ey | Public Information | p with chemical/biological o -
g \Officer to avoid public f sensors, plume modeling
o \_ hysteria. Pd capabilities and a siren :
2 M A . oL et

(1) Hazardous Material Response Team
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Appendix A9- contaminant-EMS

Pl —
io: Airborne Contaminant /Sensitivity of \ / . Sensor /
Scenarlo borne C . LEGEND: Comments { Se?smwt.y ij Technology
Compiled EMS Responses -~ \Information Suggestions |
N L——/ PAGE10F2
n
s Ensure Safety of Personnel
o
1
| e
i i . . . / — Prevent Further Exposure
= ,,f/CO”S'_de'\*\Dete"m'"e Cause of Chemical Identification | Radiation : "
©| / sending Release s / and Injury to Responders
L [ confidential 4
=Y R . . - - ~ v monoxide detectors
O/ \ information A purposeful release may delay entering \ / can currently be /
\\d\igitall&// the scene for fear of additional attacks. — /
[ | ‘
_ Is Personal Is it necessary to request a Is it necessary to setup a
& | |Will responders enter the Projcectlve Firefighter Assist and - Rehab Sector(4) to treat
2 area? Equipment Search Team (2)? Page 3 and monitor injured
8 necessary? B B s personne]?
This will often follow a A o [ ~
e responder’s emergency alert(3). / [ T i oy alio have
- o iy \_specialized medics on hand.
; | | 2 —
o .
"3 Vieasher Method of chemical Chemical levels and P?S-Slble P On-see0e repartsand
£ conditions Chemical levels ) ) injury/exposure requests from
= N - dispersal/exposure exposure risk i
L The current ’ responding personnel
E .HAZ':/!AT(Il) f”'dfa The possible presence of a Weapon of Pager communications
IS not In electronic / o 7 . " ) /
] ot / Other chemical detectors i \Mass Destiuetion must be gonsidered. / | are oftlen delayed.
o — SaE would be beneficial, but are y Consider rad_lo- i
o s currently bulky, expensive, encrypted texting to
=4 and unavailable to first LED(5) screens.
responders. . o

(1) Hazardous Materials Response Team
(2) A team dedicated to search and rescue of other firefighters
(3) A request for immediate assistance, often through a radio call or emergency button.

RACERS @@
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(4) An area designated for the rest and treatment of responding personnel
(5) Light-emitting diode; a commonly used source of light for digital screen




Appendix A9-contaminant-EMS (continued)

W il
. Pa g iy
io: Airborn ntaminant itivity of j _Sensor
Scena.rlo Airborne Contamina LEGEND: AR ( Se;\smth of \; Wrsecell
Compiled EMS Responses \ mtormation Suggestions /
S &———— PAGE 20F2
2 Provide Treatment to All
=] Exposed
® p
v
9]
2
15} Establish Forward :
] . Transport Patients
S Triage
(@)
o Where can treatment Following basic triage,
kS occur without risk for | ) ) will any patients be
3 further ecposure? - If the incident continues to escalate, relocated to hospitals?
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Appendix A9-contaminant-EMS (continued)
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