Narration (Set the scene for: Life as usual, L’Aquila, Italy, late March 2009)
Students choose professions & narrator describe the town of L’Aquila where they live (include brief overview of the historical and present day culture of the town, include history of major earthquakes up to but not including April 2009) – a decent overview can be found on Wikipedia.   

ACT 1: Scene 1: (TV News Studio) - An interview with a local technician 
Narration (Set the scene for: there has been yet another series of small earthquakes and a local science technician is predicting an earthquake in the next 24 hours; people panic.) You might supplement with a little history regarding the use of radon as an earthquake prediction tool – you could introduce this or expand on the Technician’s lines to the same effect. 
News reporter(s): Hi folks! Breaking news! We’re here with channel 12, reporting from the field near a local technician’s scientific instruments. Sir/Ma’am: What are your instruments measuring? 
Technician: Thanks for having me on the air today; these instruments are measuring radon, an invisible gas that naturally builds up in the cracks of the earth or in the soil. Sometimes when we see an increase in the amount of radon released, that can indicate an earthquake is imminent!
News reporter(s): So what are your instruments showing? And what would you recommend that people do? 
Technician: My instruments show a rapid increase in the amount of radon being released. So much so that I think we will have an earthquake in the next 24 hours! I think people should consider evacuating! I’ve put up a website where you can find more information.  
News reporter(s): We will show the link at the bottom of your screen. AND There you have it folks! Right here from channel 12 news! An imminent earthquake! All these small earthquakes we’ve been having are precursors to the BIG ONE! Gather your friends and family!   

ACT 1: Scene 2: (The streets of L'Aquila) - Townspeople panicking, City officials announce an evacuation (aka… also panic)
Narration (Set the scene for: the reaction of the people and government officials – you can solicit reaction from the townspeople-students: What would they do upon hearing this news? Remind them that small earthquakes are common here and it costs money to evacuate. Continued scene direction: have the chauffer mime driving around the town (classroom) in a van with loud speakers. Have the Mayor and Hazards Committee Leader “ride along” (walk/follow the chauffer) making announcements. **Note: this portion is based on events in a neighboring town ~30 km away) 
Chauffer: (drive the Mayor and Hazards Committee Leader around ‘town’ (the classroom) in an imaginary van)
Hazards Committee Leader & Mayor: (Ride around town in an imaginary van driven by the chauffer, speak through the van’s loud speakers) EVERYONE! THIS IS A MANDATORY EVACUATION! A MAJOR EARTHQUAKE HAS BEEN PREDICTED TO OCCUR IN THE NEXT 24 HOURS! THIS IS NOT A DRILL! EARTHQUAKE! EVACUATE! 
Narration: So the residents evacuate. On the day of the predicted earthquake… … … nothing happens. (Again you can solicit actual reaction from the townspeople-students.) Townspeople, city officials complain. City officials aren’t too happy about being wrong. City officials call on police to put a gag-order in place on the technician and force the technician to take down his/her website. 

ACT 1: Scene 3: (A meeting room) - Townspeople angry they were evacuated for no reason and extra worried about impending DOOM, city officials meet with the seismologists to get the story straight
Narration: (Set the scene for: a meeting between city officials (Mayor, Hazards Committee Leader) and seismologists; You could have this be a news report of a town meeting… CSPAN style… and add lines/use the News Reporters to set your scene. Depending on class size you can split the seismologists’ lines amongst a few student-seismologists or have all the lines read by one seismologist.) 
Mayor: (to Hazards Committee Leader) We need a report! This technician has everyone crazy! I’m losing credibility; people aren’t going to listen to anything I say any more! 
Hazards Committee Leader: (to Mayor) I’ve brought in some of the experts from our meetings to explain to you directly. 
Seismologist1: We are continuing to monitor the data. The new data we have is showing an earthquake swarm. 
Mayor: What is that? That means there IS a big earthquake on the way, right?!
Seismologist2: An earthquake swarm is a series of small quakes in a relatively short period of time. Very rarely a seismic swarm can evolve into a strong tremor. Sometimes they pass without a major quake, but sometimes they precede one. 
Hazards Committee Leader: Is it possible the small earthquakes are releasing tension and we won’t have a big earthquake? 
Seismologist3: Some science indicates that energy released in earthquakes, particularly major ones, lessens the chance of another major earthquake until tension builds up along a fault again, but that isn't always the case. 
Seismologist1: To say that a series of tremors has lessened the chance of a major earthquake is as incorrect as saying that the swarms indicate a large earthquake is definitely coming. 
Seismologist2: It’s not possible to predict earthquakes, but we don’t expect a major quake is on the way. 
Seismologist3: The chance of a large earthquake after a swarm like this increases to a ~1% chance. Higher than normal, but that’s still not very likely.
Mayor: (to Hazards Committee Leader) Hmm, okay. We need to get out there and calm people down.  

ACT 1: Scene 4: (TV News Studio) - An interview with the Mayor and the head of the Hazards Committee
Narration: (Set the scene for: a press conference to a panicked populous; the Mayor, Hazards Committee Leader, and Seismologists answer questions from the people)
Townspeople: (panicking a little bit, causing a commotion)  
News reporter: Does this earthquake swarm represent precursors to an earthquake resembling the one in 1703 where 10,000 people died? 
Seismologist: It is unlikely that an earthquake like the one in 1703 could occur in the short term, but the possibility cannot be totally excluded.
Doctor: What CAN you tell us?! What’s going on? Should we be evacuating again or not?
Hazards Committee Leader: The scientific community tells us there is no danger, because there is an ongoing discharge of energy. The situation looks favorable. 
News reporter: But what about this earthquake swarm, doesn’t that mean the BIG one is on the way?
Hazards Committee Leader: Recent tremors do not increase the risk. The scientific community continues to confirm to me that in fact we have a favorable situation.
Prosecution Lawyer: Shouldn’t we be doing something to prepare? I’m afraid to be inside some of these old government buildings. Why do you keep telling us conflicting information?!
Mayor: There should be absolutely no risk of major damage to local buildings.
News reporter: So… what? We should just go have a nice glass of wine? 
Mayor: Absolutely! Have some Montepulciano! (A wine the area is known for.)



ACT 2: Scene 1: (L'Aquila… six days later…. …. …. )
Narration: Six days after the press conference, at 3:32 AM, a 6.3 magnitude earthquake strikes the town. Reports vary, but of the approximately 70,000 people living there, around 300 die, including 20 children. Approximately 1,500 people are injured; several college students are trapped in a partially collapsed dormitory. Thousands of residents are made homeless (reported numbers range widely, between 25,000 and 65,000). 
**Note: For the purposes of this activity the death toll will be a higher percentage than reality. Dead actors include: children, Doctor’s spouse & child. Injured: college students. If the proportion was maintained as in the actual event (300/70,000 = 0.4%) then for a class of 24, 0.1 of 1 person would die. 0.01% people are held responsible. 

ACT 3: Scene 1: (Courtroom, 18 months later… )
Narration: (Set the scene for: a recap of arguments and the final verdict at the culmination of a yearlong trial against the Seismologists and Hazards Committee Leader; Sept 2011-Oct 2012. First the doctor speaks as a representative of the family members of the deceased, followed by closing arguments by the prosecution and defense, and finally the verdict is handed down by the judge.)
Seismologists & Hazards Committee Leader: (stand trial, await the verdict)
Doctor: The press conference numbed people to the danger. The scientists and Hazards Committee Leader instilled in us the idea that something terrible couldn't happen. And now my family is dead. Someone should be held responsible for not clearly communicating the risks. 
Prosecution Lawyer: The scientists provided inexact, incomplete and contradictory information. L’Aquila’s 1461 and 1703 quakes were also preceded by foreshocks. The defendants knew this and should have taken it into consideration! Science is not on trial here, but the communication of science is. Our friends and neighbors have died because the defendants were criminally negligent. That is too high a price to pay for miscommunication.  
Defense Lawyer: Years of research, much of it conducted by distinguished seismologists here in Italy, have demonstrated that there is no accepted scientific method for earthquake protection that can be reliably used to warn citizens of an impending disaster. To expect more of science at this time is unreasonable. It is manifestly unfair for scientists to be criminally charged for failing to act on information that the international scientific community would consider inadequate as a basis for issuing a warning.
Judge: I hereby rule in favor of the Prosecution. I find the Seismologists & Hazards Committee Leader GUILTY of involuntary manslaughter. The defendants provided an assessment of the risks that was incomplete, inept, unsuitable, and criminally mistaken. I sentence them to six years in prison. They must also pay court costs and damages and from this point forward are forever banned from ever holding public office again. 
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