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The world has witnessed an increase in the number of disasters. It becomes important to analyze the methods of planning and implementing emergency management plans and policies (Alexander, 2015). The main goal of this paper is examining the relative opportunities and challenges regarding theory construction in emergency management. It becomes important to have solid knowledge in every area that adds value to a particular discipline. This will boost information networks offering a strong foundation aimed at ensuring emergency management organizations are transformed into learning organizations. This paper focuses on two theories that largely impact emergency management policy and practice (vulnerability and constructivist theories).

Every time emergency management is used as a concept or term, an impression is created of individuals and institutions possessing the ability to handle the situation (Alexander, 2015). It is not easy to unearth the kind of paradigm that can help discern emergency management as a discipline. However, this has changed over the years with the development of theoretical perspectives aimed at tackling the needs of this area. The conflict among clashing and ineffective paradigms and theories has sparked misconceptions for a field that is a dire need for guidance. There have been major differences among scholars and practitioners regarding the development of an emergency management theory. An important question that begs is why there is a need for a theory (Muhammad, 2018). It must be emphasized that occupational knowledge helps guarantee a line of action in a field that seems to depend more on ground reality as opposed to grounded theory. 


An emergency can be defined as a multi-dimensional and sophisticated phenomenon (UNISDR, 2017). When it comes to emergency management, theoretical progression is centered on different aspects, for instance environmental, social, geographical, sociological and geological. To create a comprehensive and successful disaster management theory, the focus must be placed on the possibilities that ensure a sense of commonality in all the aspects. The main concern is the fact that no commonality exists when it comes to these dimensions (Muhammad, 2018). There must be distinctions in clarifying positions and conceptualizing the numerous ways different kinds of theories are relevant to the field of emergency management. They will serve a crucial role for the managers as they discharge their tasks. Of great significance out of these distinctions are the approaches relevant to emergency management and systems made to direct predictions on the conduct of emergency managers. The main goal of the theory is to maintain the flow of knowledge in a specific scope of work (Muhammad, 2018).  The body of knowledge around a theory helps influence variables that create a platform for acquiring progress in a particular field. 
One theory that has helped shape the emergency management policy is the constructivist theory. This theory devised a line of thinking that demonstrated the nature of meaning generated by humans (Muhammad, 2018). This was made possible based on close and constant interaction between what these humans experience and their ideas. In the same vein, it is established that the individual development of a person is founded or influenced by his interaction with the environment as opposed to the influence of other people. This interaction can also occur between humans and nature. This explains why it becomes difficult to conceptualize the concepts of emergency given that it varies from one person to another. In every society, different classes and groups share the same living conditions. Besides, they share similar economic cultures(Muhammad, 2018). Therefore, how a person perceives the meaning of external variables is changed based on these personal experiences.

 Constructivist theory impacts the understanding of the challenges in the organization that impact the policy and administration of emergencies and disasters. As noted above, different people have different ideas and experiences (Muhammad, 2018). Moreover, experiences with the environment vary from one person to another. For this reason, emergency management policy will be influenced by the different views people hold about the causes of emergencies and how they believe the same problems must be addressed. One experience might be different from the other. On the other hand, this theory impacts the understanding of external pressures on organizational and functional effectiveness. For example, some people believe that terrorism is caused by porous borders and poor immigration laws. Yet some believe that Muslims are largely associated with terrorism. According to Jenkins (2003), it, therefore, means that constructivism interprets how threats and emergencies are caused. In other words, there is a religious, cultural, social and economic explanation to all incidents that occur. Therefore, it is incumbent upon the scholars and practitioners to devise means of ensuring that these distinct views are incorporated and comprehensive plan presented.
 The second theory that has helped frame the emergency management policy is vulnerability theory. This theory offers numerous alternatives to scholars and practitioners allowing them to bring significant development in emergency management theory (Muhammad, 2018). On the same note, it is important to remember that a major issue in advancing towards creating emergency management theory is the lack of generalized variables. Based on this, it appears that vulnerability remains the sole variable that is under the control of humans. Furthermore, it is the sole variable in the emergency management equation providing insight on the intrinsic nature of emergency coupled with the underlying intricacies. To this effect, vulnerability is defined as the weakened capacity of a person or team to plan, handle and recover from threats. Instead of accepting losses by those who are politically weak, those embracing this theory focus more on the status quo (Muhammad, 2018). The main question that they ask is why greed and corruption are still facilitating emergencies whereas those who are considered vulnerable and weak remain disproportionately. 
When the focus is placed on the social vulnerability approach, it becomes clear that emergency issues assume a completely different look. A perfect case in point would be the need to establish how the World Trade Center attacks came to be called a national disaster.  In the same vein, a proposition is made that the terrorist attack is not seen as a disaster (Oyola-Yemaiel& Wilson, 2003). On the contrary, the belief is that the generalized understanding of an emergency and how the relevant agencies and media responded to the situation reflect signs of system failure. Therefore, the vulnerability approach compels scholars and practitioners to analyze the nature of vulnerability to acts of terrorism in societies that are highly differentiated and those that are considered interdependent (Muhammad, 2018). By doing this, the nature of suggested solutions is a portrayal of the root causes that have not been within the radar of researchers hitherto.

There are also legal, ethical, and diversity issues in emergency management policy and administration. There has been a constant upward trend as regards the effects of emergencies (Alexander, 2015). Increasing population in emergency prone areas, greater investment in these areas, diversity due to global interconnectedness and the effect of climate change has sparked this trend.  Emergency management is an ethical process with environmental and economic impacts. Therefore, emergency planning must be integrated into a comprehensive risk alleviation program where structural defenses are designed and non-structural methods used to control risk and alleviate the effect of emergencies (Muhammad, 2018). Today, emergency planning must embrace information age, thus, social media must be considered during emergency planning. Planners must be professional and embrace sophisticated training. Internationalization would be another challenge of emergency planning. Cross-border emergencies are prevalent. This means that any increase in the strength and magnitude of disasters will boost their significance. The majority of the emergency planning is made to deal with local and regional inputs, leaving out global ones that appear less predictable. Despite this, it will be more important to ensure international interoperability, cross-border working procedures and common supply chains (Alexander, 2015). More informed decisions must be made regarding the severity of events that require a response. 

 Most important is the fact that emergency plans have to be written based on prevailing laws and provisions made for addressing major incidents. In several nations, there is legislation at different levels including states, departments, and counties among others (Alexander, 2015). In general, the basic law assigns roles for the major obligations to be met in national emergency circumstances. Though there could be a legal responsibility to design emergency plans, it rarely extends to the efficiency of such plans. Adherence to legislation boils down to comparative reading or making sure that glaring loopholes are sealed. Also, compliance might have extended to other legislation forms, for instance, those related to workplace health and safety, national security and environmental conservation. Compliance might be guarantee through comparative reading even though there could be instances where legal requirements clash with each other (Alexander, 2015). A perfect case in point would be environmental laws and those on resource utilization.

Emergency planning must be a collaborative endeavor. Given this, it is marred by concerns over rights, obligations and democratic involvement (Muhammad, 2018). The most efficient and successful plans have the greatest support. Besides, they are recognized by the participants who make regular references. In the same way as other primary elements of modern life, it is important to ensure that emergency planning and emergency must be sustainable. There are two aspects in this regard. One is the need to make sure that the process of planning is consistent and assistance for the civil protection framework where it occurs does not fade between disasters. Reduced budgets could reverse valid safety programs. However, emergencies cannot be avoided. The other aspect would be the need to ensure that emergency planning is integrated into the planning process to guarantee the sustainability of human life (Alexander, 2015). Alternatives, poor threat responses, and the effect of emergencies, and slow recovery must never be permitted in society.


In summary, disaster is an area with numerous variables that are not only interconnected, rather inter-dependent. Therefore, there is a need for a comprehensive and holistic model aimed at effectively tackling and creating working relationships. The most apparent need is overhauling the general image of emergency management. This is attributed to the fact that emergency management in different parts of the world is an isolated field as opposed to having it under the purview of socio-cultural values. The main aim would be to change the attitude among the people that emergency management is only important in the course of emergencies. On the contrary, there must be close coordination, collaboration, effective and regular information among different individuals and sectors. In so doing, everyone will be given a sense of belonging, in turn allowing the creation of a link between emergency management on one hand and core societal pillars. The aspect of networking and integration will help chat the way toward the development of a multi-dimensional approach. This paper has established that theoretical configuration in emergency management together with knowledge-based research is an uphill task. The main reason for this is the variability. Another reason is the lack of predictability.
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