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Objectives: 


				At the conclusion of this session, students should able to:





				33.1	Describe and illustrate three general types of human adjustments to the risk of environmental extremes





				33.2	Identify three social factors that constrain the degree of risk mitigating adjustment





				33.3	Identify four social factors that constrain the degree of perceived risk





				33.4	Identify four characteristics of social units that constrain the degree of risk mitigating adjustment
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Scope


				This session will introduce students to a theory that explains the social factors that constrain the degree to which individuals and communities adopt risk mitigation adjustments of various types.
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Requirements


				The professor should place on the chalkboard the four key points that comprise this session. Additionally, student handouts should be prepared for one Table and three Figures that appear in the reading assigned to students, i.e., Mileti 1980, Table 1, p. 331 and Figures 1 (p. 335), 2 (p. 337) and 3 (p. 339).





Remarks


				The degree of depth that this session will reflect will vary with the level of the students. At a minimum, however, the basic idea of constructing a theoretical model for predicting the degree to which risk mitigating adjustments will be adopted, what some of these adjustments are, and some of the predictors should be understood by all students.





Supplemental


Considerations





Types of


 Mitigation


				What three general types of adjustments do humans make environmental extremes? Review Table 1 (Mileti 1980, p. 331) with students and differentiate among the three types of adjustments. Point out examples of each.





				1.	Purposeful: (a) change, e.g., after land use planning; (b) reduce loss, e.g., building codes; (c) redistribution of loss, e.g., disaster insurance





				2.	Incidental: (a) redistribution of loss, e.g., savings; (b) reduce loss, e.g., fire fighting capability; (c) choose use, e.g., non�hazard related land use regulation





				3.	Unwitting: (a) biological (speculated); (b) cultural, e.g., shifts in family structure





Risk Mitigating


 Adjustment


				What factors constrain the degree of risk mitigating adjustment? Review Figure 1 (Mileti 1980, p. 335) with students and discuss the linkages among the social factors.





				1.	Level of risk (constrained by human use system and physical systems)





				2.	Characteristics of the social unit





				3.	Risk perception





				4. 	Intersystem incentives





Perceived Risk


				What factors constrain the degree of perceived risk? Review Figure 2 (Mileti 1980, p. 337) with students and discuss the consequences of risk perception, i.e., image of damage and perceived benefits�costs and implementation of risk mitigating policy.





				1.	Ability to estimate risk





				2.	Causes of environmental extremes perceived as naturalistic





				3.	Experience with risk





				4.	Propensity to deny risk (negative relationship)





				5.	Size of unit of analysis





				6.	Access to information





Social Units


				What characteristics of social units constrain the degree of risk mitigating adjustment? Review Figure 3 (Mileti 1980, p. 339) with students and discuss the factors related to “capacity to implement policy” and “perceived costs of implemented policy”. 





				1.	“Capacity to implement policy” is constrained by: (a) social differentiation; (b) power differentiation; (c) political differentiation; and (d) resources.





				2.	“Perceived costs of implemented policy” is constrained by: (a) opposing values and (b) opposing interest group goals.





Teaching Tip


				Depending on the level of the students this session can “take fire” and become a captivating exercise in theory construction. If students have minimal background in social science theory, only the basics should be reviewed so they understand the objective of this type of process and see how sociologists have tried to answer the question: “Why do communities and societies vary in the types of mitigation actions accepted and used?”
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