Reality testing

For three years in a row now, FEMA has with all seriousness reported to the President and Congress the results of a master risk assessment with a name that could make it be easily mistaken with this one (https://www.hsdl.org/?view&did=848274 pp. 3, 29-31, https://www.hsdl.org/?view&did=862169 35, 89-90, https://www.hsdl.org/?view&did=873847 16, 25, 54-56), but which is entirely fictional.

No one has ever actually seen this replacement risk assessment, because it doesn’t actually exist.  But if you walk into any random room in FEMA headquarters you will find it stuffed to the gills with highly paid senior executives, with security clearances that are so high that the letters designating the clearances themselves are classified, who will insist that this imaginary information product that neither they nor anyone they know has ever seen is real.  Of course it’s real.  Everyone knows it’s real.  Don’t you?

In the hands of a gifted con artist, fraud can seem more real than the real thing, even when the real thing is right in front of your face.

The ‘National Risk and Capability Assessment’ headlined on FEMA’s current webpage (https://www.fema.gov/emergency-managers/risk-management/risk-capability-assessment) is the fictional replacement risk assessment referenced in Substantiation…pdf note 141, page 18.  It is part of the same cover story (albeit with some contradictory falsehoods [ibid. page 9]) as the fictional history which the FEMA organization to which I belonged at the time invented from whole cloth to defeat a FOIA suit for the SNRA’s documentation (NTHIRA FOIA…pdf pp. 1-2, Substantiation…pdf p. 16 note 121) in 2019.
At the time, this great new master risk assessment was just a name in a slide deck.  Four years later, it is still just a name in a slide deck.
Unfortunately, the name that FEMA gave it could cause it to be easily mistaken with the non-fictional authoritative resource that is attached to this letter.  To confuse things further, in the fictional narrative in which it lives, the property that makes this imaginary tool a ‘risk assessment’ is that it is based on the real risk assessment that FEMA is using it to suppress (Substantiation…pdf pp. 17-18 text).  While this mailing should make further suppression of the real thing moot, the claimed connection could cause more confusion if I don’t clarify it here.

The SNRA is a very large risk assessment that says many things, and can be truthfully used to support many diverse and valuable factual assertions about risk.  The SNRA does not support imaginary things, or its own suppression, or perjury, or insubordination, or fraud.
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