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Model 1: Katrina Evacuation Zone Model 2: Rita Evacuation Zone Model 3: Rita Inland Areas
r B SE Beta r B SE Beta r B SE Beta
Socioeconamic
Majority| -.14* -1.32 0.57 -0.15* 07 1.30 0.47 0.13**
Income - AT 0.00 0.00 -0.20"**
Finacial level for Eva 16** 0.00 0.00 0.15**
Official Warning [ 000 -051 022  -0.15* -07 -0.31 0.20 -0.07 -.06 -0.47 0.29 -0.09
Other Information Sources
Peers 13 0.37 0.10 0.14*
News Media 06 0.42 0.17 0.12* -.03 -0.17 0.24 -0.04
Information-Processing
Perceived Storm Characteristics =13 -0.43 0.20 -0.11* 15** -0.54 0.22 -0.13*
Expected Hydro-Impacts -12% -0.55 0.19 -0.16**
Expected Eva Impediment 13+ 0.70 0.23 0.17*
Worry Level 15+ 0.37 0.15 0.16* 06 0.39 013 016" [ -03 -0.15 0.19 -0.04
(Constant) 5.93 1.02 1.66 1.22 4.56 1.55
F 4714 6.91*** 4.48***
df 4,222) (7,448) (6,346)
R Square 0.28 0.31 0.27
Adjusted R Square 0.08 0.10 0.07
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