Table 1. Sociceconomic Indicators by Sample Strata, Whittier Narrows.
Area
High-Impact Los Angeles County
A. Education

% College degree or more* 13.1 23.8
% High school degree 42.4 44.3
# of years completed 12.5 13.0
% Trade or technical
training 32.5 33.5
B. Enmployment
% Employed full-time 59,2 55.5
% Employed part-time 7.3 12.8
% of not employed
ever employed B6.7 82.8
Mean SET 33.6 37.3
c. Income
Median household income $36,250 $33,750
% with Income >$40,000 38.8 38.4
# contributing to income* 2.0 1.7
# 2 18 dependent on
income* 2.2 1.9
# < 18 dependent on ] 3.1 :] 2.6
income 0.9 0.7
Per capita income within
household $11,694 $12,981
% Female 57.1 53.1
Mean age 44.9 43.7
% Married* 55.9 49.7
Total N 191 499
* p < .05



Table 2. Sociceconomic Indicators by Sample Strata, Loma Prieta.

Area
San Francisco/
5-County Oakland Santa Cruz
A. Education
% College degree or more* 60.6 50.6 31.1
% High school degree 41.5 32.5 45,9
# of years completed 14.3 14.5 14.2
% Trade or technical
training 36.8 45.8 45.9
B. FEmployment
% Employed full-time 56.1 60.2 52.5
% Employed part~time 12.0 9.6 18.9
% of not employed
ever employed 89.5 92.3 100.0
Mean SEI 43.3 42.9 42.2
€. Incone
Median household income $37,500 $27,500 $37,500
% with Income >$40,000 55.9 40.5 52.3
# contributing to income* 1.8 1.5 1.8
# 2 18 dependent on ,
income** 1.9 1.5 1.9
# < 18 dependent on ] 2.5 ] 1.7 ] 2.4
income** 0.6 0.2 0.5
Per capita income within
household $15,000 $16,208 $15,625
% Female 56.1 59.0 52.5
Mean age 45.7 46.8 45.6
% Married* 51.0 20.5 45.9
Total N 451 83 122

* p < .05
** p < ,001



Table 3. Earthgquake Experience and Impact by Sample Strata,
Whittier Narrows.

Earthquake Experience High—ImpactArigs Angeles County
Mean Mercalli at home** 7.3 6.2
# of prior earthquakes** 12.6 10.0
% with damage** 31.3 11.9
$ estimate of damage** $1,111 $162
% evacuated 4.7 2.2
# of hours evacuated* 5.0 0.7
% had others stay with them 4.6 3.2
% know families with

substantial loss** 41.5 16.8
# of families known#* 3.7 2.2
% know injured*=* 6.3 4.2
Total N 191 499

* p < ,05
*k p < .001



Table 4. Earthquake Experience and Impact by Sample Strata, Loma

Prieta.
Area
San Francisco/

Earthquake Experience 5-County Oakland Santa Cruz
Mean Mercalli at home#*# 6.7 8.3 8.2
Mean Mercalli where R. was'** 6.7 7.3 7.9
# of prior earthquakes** 20.4 14.6 27.9
% with damage** 32.2 33.7 66.4
$ estimate of damage#** $717 $2,292 $12,768
% evacuated** 17.5 16.9 42.6
# of hours evacuated* 7.3 65.6 73.7
% had others stay with them** 8.6 14.5 20.5
% know families with

substantial loss#** 41.9 34.9 74.6
% know injured** 10.0 9.6 22.1
# injured 0.2 0.2 0.6
Total N 451 83 122

* p < .05
% p < ,001

' Excludes 23 residents who were outside the 5-county area at the
time of the earthquake.



Table 5. Identity of Person Reported Injured by Sample Strata
Where the Respondent Lives, Whittier Narrows.

Area
Los Angeles
High-Impact County
Identity of (N = 191) (N = 499)
Injured Person % N % N
R reports no injuries 94.2 180 96.2 480
R reports injury to:
Self 2.6 5 0.6 3
Other HH menber 0 0 0.2 1
Relative 1.0 2 0.8 4
Neighbor 2.6 2 0.4 2
Co-worker 0.5 1 1.0 5
Friend 1.0 2 1.2 6
Total injuries described: 12 21
by (...) respondents: 11 19
Rate of injury to R
per 1,000 26 6

p = .03



Table 6. How the Injury Occurred by Sample Strata Where
Respondent Lives, Whittier Narrows.

Area
High-Impact Los Angeles County

How Injury Occurred % %

Objects fell 50.0 14.3
Parts of building fell 25.0 9.5
Building collapsed 0 4.8
Power outage 0 9.5
Behavior of person B.0 23.8
Fell during earthquake l6.7 9.5
Mental 0 14.3
Don't know 0 9.5
No information 0 4.8
Total N 12 21




Table 7. Type of Injury Reported by Sample Strata Where
Respondent Lives, Whittier Narrows.

Area
High-Impact Los Angeles County

Type of Injury % %

Death

Broken bones

Cuts, bruises
Concussion

Panic at time
Post-quake emotional
Heart attack

All else
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Table 8. Identity of Person Reported Injured by Sample Strata
Where the Respondent Lives, Loma Prieta.

Area
San Francisco/
5=County Oakland Santa Cruz
(N = 451) (N = 83) (N = 122)
Tdentity of Injured Person % N % N % N
R reports no injuries 90.0 406 90.0 75 77.9 95
R reports injury to:
Self 4.7 3 0 0 9.3 4
Other HH member 3.1 2 0 o 14.0 6
Relative 4.7 3 14.3 2 ©.3 4
Neighbor 1.6 1 0 0 9.3 4
Co~worker 34.4 22 14.3 2 11.6 5
Friend 43.8 28 71.4 10 34.9 15
Other 7.8 5 0 0 11.6 5
Total injuries described: 64 14 43
by (...) respondents: 45 8 27
Rate of injury to R
per 1,000 6.7 0 32.8

p = .016



Table 9. How the Injury Occurred by Sample Strata Where the
Respondent Lives, Loma Prieta.

Ares
San Francisco/
5-County Oakland Santa Cruz
(N = 451) (N = 83) (N = 122)
How Injury Occurred % N % N % N
R reports no injuries 90.0 406 90.0 75 77.9 95
Reason R gives for injury:
Objects fell 9.4 6 7.1 1 7.0 3
Parts of building fell 12.5 8 7.1 1 14.0 6
Glass/Windows/Doors 4.7 3 0 0 14.0 6
Building/Freeway
collapsed 14.1 9 28.6 4 7.0 3
Earthquake caused fall,
vehicle collision,
trapped, etc. 26.6 17 7.1 1 9.3 4
Cther aspects of quake
experience 3.1 2 50.0 7 2.3 1
Person ran/jumped/
caught objects 3.1 2 0 0 7.0 3
Not reported 26.6 17 0 0 39.5 17
Total injuries described: 64 14 43
by {...) respondents: 45 8 27

p < .01



Table 10. How a Reported Injury Occurred by Who Was Injured, Loma

Prieta.
Person Reported Injured
Other HH
Member or Friend/
Respondent Relative Co-Worker Other
How Injured % % % %
Objects fell 4.5 10.3 9.5
Glass from windows,
doors, mirrors, etc. 14.3 13.6 3.4 6.3
Parts of building fell 9.1 27.6 7.9
Collapse of freeway/
building 4.5 17.2 15.9
Behavior of individual 14.3 4.5 4.8
Experience of being in
earthquake 13.6 11.1
Earthguake caused fall,
trapped, or accident 42.9 13.6 17.2 17.5
Not reported 28.6 36.4 24.1 27.0
Total Injuries Reported 7 22 29 63

p = NS



Table 11. Nature of the Injury Reported by Sample Strata Where
the Respondent Lives, Loma Prieta.

Area
San Francisco/
5-County Oakland .Santa Cruz
(N = 451) (N = 83) (N = 122)
Nature of Injury % N % N % N
R reports no injuries 90.0 406 90.0 75 77.9 95
Injury that R reports:
Death 15.6 10 35.7 5 9.3 4
Crushed 1.6 1l 0 0] 9.3 4
Paralysis o 0 0 0 2.3 1
Amputation 1.6 1 0 0 2.3 1
Multiple severe 1.6 1 0 0 0] 0
Internal 0 0 0 0 4.7 2
Concussion 0 0 0 0 4.7 2
Broken bones 9.4 6 7.1 1 2.3 1
Wrenched/Torn 6.3 4 0 0 7.0 3
Sprain 0 0 7.1 1 2.3 1l
Minor head 3.1 2 e 0 0 0]
Cuts/Bruises 45.3 29 0 o 41.9 18
Panic 1.6 1 0 0 0 0
Post-quake emotional 1.6 1 50.0 7 7.0 3
Not reported 12.5 8 0 0 7.0 3
Total injuries described: 64 14 43
by (...) respondents: 4% 8 27

NS

to
il



Table 12. Type of Injury Reported by Who Was Injured, Loma

Prieta.
Person Reported Injured
Other HH
Member or Friend/
Respondent Relative Co-Worker Other
Type of Injury % % % %
Emotional 13.6 14.3
Cuts, bruises, etc. 71.4 40.9 55.2 33.3
Wrenched/Concussions,
etc. 14.3 13.6 7.9
Broken bones 13.6 6.9 4.8
Severe 2.1 17.2 6.3
Death 9.1 13.8 20.6
Not reported 14.3 6.9 12.7
Total Injuries Reported 7 22 29 63

p = NS
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Table 15. Mean Score on the 9-Item Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder
(PTSD) Scale from the Brief Symptom Inventory by Sample
Strata, Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

Mean Score

9-Item BSI PTSD N
Whittier Narrows
Los Angeles County 0.27 499
High-Impact Area 0.25 191
B = N.S.
Loma Prieta
5-County 0.29 451
San Francisco/Oakland 0.26 83
Santa Cruz-Watsonville-
Boulder Creek 0.36 122

E = N-So




Table 16. Relationship Between the 9-Item Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the Brief Symptom Inventory
and Level of Fear Reported Following the Earthquake,
Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

Mean PTSD Score

Level of Fear Whittier Loma Prieta
Very Upset 0.33 0.42
Somewhat Upset 0.29 0.27
Not Very Upset 0.30 0.23
Not at All Upset 0.15 0.14
Enjoyed Earthgquake 0.13 0.26

p < .05 .05




Table 17. Relationships Between Demographic Characteristics and
Scores on the 9-Item Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder
(PTSD) Scale from the Brief Symptom Inventory, Whittier
Narrows and Loma Prieta.

___Whittijer = __Loma Prieta
N Mean PTSD N Mean PTSD
A. One-Way Analysis
of Variance
Gender
Female 359 0.30% 366 0.34%
Male 311 0.22 288 0.24
Ethnicity
White 366 0.25%* 468 0.29
Black 57 0.28 51 0.33
Asian 42 0.12 50 0.24
Chicano 147 0.26 39 0.34
Other Hispanic 49 0.39 38 0.34
Marital Status
Never Married 167 0.29% 177 0.35%
Married 354 0.19 323 0.25
Formerly Married 165 0.29 154 0.33
Home Ownership
own 399 0.23% 371 0.24%*
Rent 291 0.31 285 0.38
B. Pearson Correlations
with:
Age -0.11% ~0,14%
# of Children
in Household 0.05 ~0.03
Education -0.09% ~0.08%
Income -0.11% -0.12%
Years in
California =-0.02 -0.04

* p < ,05



Table 18. Relationships Between the 9-Item Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the Brief Symptom Inventory
and Earthgquake Experiences, Whittier Narrows and Loma

Prieta.
Whittier __loma Prieta
Earthquake Experiences N Mean PTSD N Mean PTSD
Damage
Yes 151 0.27 254 0.38%*
No 521 0.26 402 0.25
Evacuated
Yes 20 0.48%* 145 0.42%
No 652 0.26 511 0.26
Housed Others
Yes 24 0.42 80 0.42%
No 648 0.26 576 0.28
Knew Iniured
Yes 30 0.31 80 0.40%*
No 660 0.26 576 0.28
Knew _Families With
Substantial ILoss
Yes 162 0.32 309 0.31%*
No 510 0.25 347 0.25

* p < .05



Table 19. Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the
Brief Symptom Inventory by Gender and Damage Status,
Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

Gender and. Whittier Narrows' Loma Prieta? -
Damage Status N Mean Score N Mean Score
Males
Report Damage 30 0.30 104 0.31
Do Not Report
Damage 281 0.22 184 0.20
Females
Report Damage 54 0.32 150 0.43
Do Not Report
Damage 305 0.29 216 0.28

' Main effect for gender only significant at p < .05.

2 Main effects for gender and damage significant at p < .01.



Table 20. Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the
Brief Symptom Inventory by Gender and Evacuation
Status, Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

Gender and Whittier Narrows' Loma Prieta?
Evacuation Status N Mean Score N Mean Score
Males
Evacuated 5 0.31 56 0.41
Did Not Ewvacuate 306 0.22 232 0.20
Females
Evacuated 15 0.54 89 0.43
Did Not Evacuate 344 0.29 277 0.31

' Main effects for gender and evacuation significant at p < .05.

2 Main effects for gender and evacuation significant at p < .01.



Table 21. Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the
Brief Symptom Inventory by Home Ownership and Damage
Status, Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

ownership and wWhittier Narrows' Loma Prieta?
Damage Status N Mean Score N Mean Score

Owns Home

Reports Damage 56 0.28 151 0.29
Does Not
Report Damage 329 0.22 218 0.20
Rents Home
Reports Damage 28 0.37 103 0.51
Does Not
Report Damage 259 0.30 182 0.30

! Main effects for ownership and damage significant at p < .05.

¢ Main effects for ownership and damage significant at p < .001;
interaction significant at p < .05.



Table 22. Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD) Scale from the
Brief Symptom Inventory by Home Ownership and
Evacuation Status, Whittier Narrows and Loma Prieta.

Ownership .and , . Whittier Narrows! Loma Prieta?

Evacuation Status N Mean Score N Mean Score

Owns Home

Evacuated 7 0.59 72 0.36

Did Not Evacuate 378 0.23 297 0.21
Rents Honme

Evacuated 13 0.43 73 0.49

Did Not Evacuate 274 0.30 212 0.34

' Main effects for ownership and evacuation significant at
p < .05,

2 Main effects for ownership and evacuation significant at
p < .001.
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