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This course treatment approaches mitigation from the standpoint of bridging the theoretical with the practical.  In particular, the focus of this course treatment places emphasis on creating a mitigation plan based on relevant laws and regulations, industry standards, and research based practices.   To accomplish the objectives of the course, the course is organized using the Odysseus Planning Tool, a partial completed mitigation plan, and a jurisdiction.  To complete this course students are put into real world situations where they must organize themselves as a jurisdiction’s mitigation taskforce and update an actual mitigation plan as per the DMA 2000.

This course treatment utilizes experiential learning as its theoretical teaching method. Thus, the primary role of the instructor is to provide a pathway that allows students to discover the course objectives through individual discovery and group discussion.  Faculty will evaluate students by monitoring group and individual assignments, group projects, classroom discussion, the completion of an actual mitigation plan, and a course reflection plan.  To identify gaps in the student’s comprehension faculty will need to have a working knowledge of mitigation planning.  

This course treatment is created as an accelerated online course utilizing asynchronous methodology.  The course work weeks begins and end Sunday midnight of each week with the semester being 8-weeks.  The course is easily modified to fit a traditional classroom and the standard 16-week format by braking each week into three 3 hour sessions.  Each week of the course features both traditional and practical learning aides to include research articles, academic books, and FEMA-How to Guides. The first week of the course is an introduction to mitigation to include understanding the Odysseus Planning Tool and introducing the students to the FEMA Mitigation How to guides and applicable law.  The following six weeks focus on the various aspects of mitigation planning; were as the eighth week of the class is dedicated to analyzing the student created plan using an actual mitigation crosswalk. 

Suggested Outline for a Course Syllabus

	Instructor Information 


Instructor:


Email:



Phone: 
Office Hrs:

	Course Description (Catalog)


This course is an accelerated online course and is based on an 8-week semester; each week of the course features both traditional and practical learning aides to include research articles, academic books, and FEMA-How to Guides. The first week of the course is an introduction to mitigation to include understanding the Odysseus Planning Tool and the pertinent mitigation planning guides.  The following six weeks focus on the various aspects of mitigation planning; were as the eighth week of the class is dedicated to analyzing the student created plan using an actual mitigation crosswalk. 

	Course Scope


This course approaches mitigation from the standpoint of bridging the theoretical with the practical.  In particular, the focus of this course places emphasis on creating a mitigation plan based on relevant laws and regulations, industry standards, and research based practices.   To accomplish the objectives of the course, the course is organized using the Odysseus Planning Tool, a partial completed mitigation plan, and a fictional jurisdiction.  To complete this course students are put into real world situations where they must organize themselves as a jurisdiction’s mitigation taskforce and update an actual mitigation plan as per the DMA 2000.

	Course Objectives 


This course utilizes experiential learning as its theoretical teaching method. Thus, the course is designed to ensure student participation and allow students to become knowledgeable through individual discovery and group discussion.  Faculty will evaluate comprehension through individual work, group projects, classroom discussion and the completion of an actual mitigation plan.  


 By the end of the course, the student will be able to:

1. Have an understanding of the moral obligation of mitigation.

2. Comprehend the elements of disaster with an emphasis placed on vulnerability.

3.  Understand the elements of social vulnerability.
4. Understand the role of windows of opportunity and mitigation planning

5. Evaluate hazard mitigation within the cycle of emergency management.

6. Identify the process of mitigation with regard to multi-agency/multi-jurisdictional activity involving the public sector, private sector, and non-governmental organizations.

7. Create a mitigation plan utilizing the Odysseus Planning Tool.

8. Integrate a community profile into mitigation planning.

9. Complete a risk assessment utilizing all hazards and vulnerability.

10. Link Mitigation actions to a community’s risks.

11. Create a mitigation maintenance plan.

12. Assess the essential elements of a mitigation program including legal authority, fiscal capacity, political will, and technical ability.

13. Evaluate a mitigation plan using a FEMA crosswalk.

	Course Delivery Method 


This course is delivered via distance learning and was created to enable students to complete academic work in a flexible manner, completely online.  Course materials, the Odysseus Planning tool, and access to an online learning management system will be made available to each student.  Assignments are due by Sunday Midnight of each week and include individual assignments, Discussion Board postings, group assignments and the completion of a major project.  
The nature of an on-line course requires a significant amount of independent work.  The student will be provided with structure, resources, guidance, and instructor experience for learning the course material.  The student, however, is responsible for managing time, completing assignments on time, completing the readings, working with peers and making inquiries as needed to complete the course.  

It is important for the student to check their email and posted course announcements for each week’s work.  Additional readings, internet-work and assignments will be posted on-line at the beginning of each week of the course.  Assignment due dates will be posted with assignment directions.  All assignments will have due dates of a week or more, therefore, no extensions or last-minute exceptions are anticipated.  The student is expected to complete all work on time.   

Due to the busy schedules of the students, all discussion topic assignments are asynchronous, meaning you are not required to be on-line at a specific time with the professor or other students. Instead, you may post your comments or questions on the discussion board.  Of course, you may interact with the professor or other students via the chat room at any time.
	Course Materials


REQUIRED READING

1. Hazard Mitigation and Preparedness (Wiley Pathways)

a. ISBN-13: 978-0471790198 

2. Mitigation Planning Workbook

a. This is workbook is in the process of being published by the Comprehensive Emergency Management Research Network Inquires should be made to the CEMRN at XXXXXXX
3. Timothy Beatley (1989).  Towards A Moral Philosophy of Natural Disaster Mitigation. International Journal of Mass Emergencies and Disasters 7(1): 5-32.
4. FEMA How to Guides:

a. Bringing the Plan to Life: Implementing the Hazard Mitigation Plan http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1887
b. Developing the Mitigation Plan: Identifying Mitigation Actions and ImplementationStrategies http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1886
c. Getting Started: Building Support for Mitigation Planning http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1867
d. Integrating Historic Property and Cultural Resource Considerations into Hazard Mitigation Planning http://www.fema.gov/plan/ehp/hp/fema386-6.shtm
e. Integrating Manmade Hazards Into Mitigation Planning http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1915
f. Jurisdictional Mitigation Planning http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1905
g. Understanding Your Risks: Identifying Hazards and Estimating Losses http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=1880
h. Using Benefit-Cost Review in Mitigation Planning http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=2680
5. 44 CFR Part 20 : http://www.fema.gov/plan/mitplanning/guidance.shtm#2
6. FEMA's Progress in All-Hazards Mitigation http://www.dhs.gov/xoig/assets/mgmtrpts/OIG_10-03_Oct09.pdf
7. State Multi-Hazard Mitigation Planning Guidance (Mitigation Planning "Blue Book") http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=3115 

8. National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) Community Rating System (CRS): A Local Official’s Guide to Saving Lives, Preventing Property Damage, Reducing the Cost of Flood Insurance http://www.fema.gov/library/viewRecord.do?id=3655
	Evaluation Procedures


Various readings are assigned throughout the course.  As a student, you are expected to read each of the assigned readings and complete the corresponding assignment.  The assignments include independent assignments, group projects, and a reflection paper.  Evaluation of the courses assignments are made by the course instructor and by you and your peers.

During the course of this class, students need to be mindful that earning a Master degree requires one to uses the literature to strengthen one’s summations.  Thus, when completing assignments (posting on discussion board) students are required to use citations and provide references.  Personal opinions not based or taken from the published literature are not acceptable.


Individual Assignments:

There are 7 individual assignments due at the end of each week (Sunday Midnight).  The first 6 assignments are to be posted to the discussion board and are graded with regard to, the student’s demonstration of comprehension, completeness and use of citation and references.  The last assignment is a reflection paper that is graded by the course instructor according to the paper’s content and structure.  

Assignment 1 “Introduction” 
Assignment 2 “Community Profile” 
Assignment 3 “Hazards”

Assignment 4 “Mitigation Strategies”

Assignment 5 “Mitigation Actions”

Assignment 6 ““Mitigation Actions Continued---Plan Maintenance”

Assignment 7 “none”

Assignment 8” Reflection Paper”


Discussion Board Participation:

This course is designed to allow you to work independently and as a member of a taskforce for a fictitious jurisdiction.  Utilizing the discussion board as a communication forum is required.    There are 8 discussion board segments.  Participation is not graded per individual discussion board unit; rather participation is holistically evaluated you and your peers.

Assignment 1 “Introduction” 
Assignment 2 “Community Profile” 
Assignment 3 “Hazards”

Assignment 4 “Mitigation Strategies”

Assignment 5 “Mitigation Actions”

Assignment 6 “Mitigation Actions Continued---Plan Maintenance”

Assignment 7 “Mitigation Crosswalk”


Course Project:


The course is organized around the completion of a course project.  To complete this course each student is required to participate as a taskforce member in the completion of fictional mitigation plan.  The mitigation plan creation is broken down into 7 segments and will be evaluated using the migration crosswalk by the course instructor.   Final grades will be calculated by combing peers evaluations with the final project grade (see the grading scale for exact details).

Segment One week 2: 
Navigate the Odysseus system:  Locate the Task Force Sub-section under the Introduction Chapter. Utilizing the edit function add your name to the list of Key Stockholders.

Segment Two week 3:

As a group, populate the “Community Profile” section of the course mitigation plan. 

Segment Three week 4:

As a group, create the “Hazard Section” of the Mitigation course mitigation plan. 

Segment Four week 5:

As a group, create the “Mitigation Strategies Section” of the Mitigation course mitigation plan.

Segment Five week 6:

As a group, complete the “Mitigation Action” section of the Mitigation course mitigation plan.  Identify and complete other pertinent sections of the plan that are necessary to create a dynamic mitigation plan.

Note: As the Odysseus planning tool has the ability to create a "Dynamic Plan, implementation of the mitigation plan's various chapters can be linked and or discussed in several chapters, sections, and subgroups.  Two examples would be the inclusion of various plan management strategies and Mitigation actions.  As these issues permeate throughout a plan, references and or links from one chapter to other chapters sections, subsections are required.

Segment Six week 7: “Mitigation Actions Continued---Plan Maintenance”

As a group, continue to complete the “Mitigation Action” section of the Mitigation course mitigation plan; specify create mitigation actions with regard to “Plan Maintenance.”   Be sure to link the plan maintenance mitigation actions to other pertinent sections of the plan.

Segment Seven week 8:

As a group, complete the “Mitigation Crosswalk" section of the Mitigation course mitigation


EACH STUDENT IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE FOLLOWING:
1. Completely reading the Student Course Guide in its entirety prior to making inquiries of the instructor or to APUS to ensure that the issue or topic has not been covered.  Should you have any questions about the Student Course Guide or the course that are not covered, or, should you need clarification, please contact the instructor.

2. Reading email for important updates and course information on a regular basis.

3. Reading the assignments in a timely manner to ensure all homework questions, exams and papers are properly and specifically addressed.

4. Reading the Odysseus Planning Tool How to Guide.

5. Participating in discussions as required and detailed in the course guide.

6. Checking the “Professor Notes” at the beginning of each week and referring to them as necessary to ensure comprehension of course material and assignments.

7. Ensuring assignments are completed ON TIME. Assignments include homework questions, papers and exams, and may be found in the “Assignments” section of both the Student Course Guide and electronic classroom. Late submissions will be considered but deductions will apply unless pre-approved by the instructor. No assignment submitted after the last day of class will be accepted unless a request for extension has been approved or other arrangements have been made with the instructor and or registrar’s office.

8. Contacting the instructor with the student’s full name, e-mail address and course title if they do not receive a grade for an assignment within 7 days of submission.

Note:  All assignments must be submitted for grading before they will be considered properly submitted and graded.

 Submitting for grading is accomplished by 

1. Accessing the assignment tab located on the left of your screen.  

2. Clicking into the pertaining assignment.

3. Checking the submit for grading box located just under the student comment section.

4. Clicking submit at the bottom of the page
	Grading Scale


Individual Assignments:    (6 X 30 points)




Total  
180

Reflection Paper:
       (1 X 20 points)




Total  
20

Participation:

       (Averaged)




Total  
50

Group Project:       
       (Project score + Participation score)


Total  
150











Total
400

Peer Evaluation Methodology:

Peer evaluations are worth a total of 50 points.  Each student is responsible for evaluating their peer’s participation in the group project.  Students will evaluate their peers with regard to both quality and quantity of their peer’s participation.  Up to 20 points will be awarded for the quality and 20 points will be awarded for the quantity of one’s participation.   Peer evaluations are to be included in the week eight reflection paper.  Student evaluations must be in submitted to the course instructor using the following format, failure to provide peer evaluations according to these directions will result in a 10 point reduction of the participation grade. 

1. Quality 






Total = 20 points

2. Quantity






Total = 20 points

3. Competing the assignment according to the directions
Total = 10 points

EXAMPLE:

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

EVALUATION FORMAT:

 Student Name: Jane Public

Quality
= 17 

Quantity 
= 5

TOTAL 
=22

Comments (At least one comment must be provided):

Jane was very helpful when she participated, as her insights were often used in the completion of the plan.  However, Jane only commented a few times and was mostly inactive throughout the process.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Group Project: The project is worth a total of 150 points. The first 100 points of the group project are determined by the course instructor.  The remaining 50 points are derived from the student’s participation points.  Both the instructor points and the student’s participation points are added together to calculate the group project grade. 

Instructor Evaluation 

 = 100 points

Student Participation

 = 50   points




TOTAL 150 
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	Course Outline 

	Week

Topic(s)

Learning Objective(s)

Reading(s)

Assignments
1

What is mitigation

The Ethical argument

· Class introduction

· Gain an overview of What mitigations is

· Understand the moral issues sounding mitigation

See Below:
See Below:

2

Mitigation planning
· Introduction to Odysseus
· Gain an understanding of how a community profile is used in mitigation
· Create a Community Profile of a mitigation plan
See Below:
See Below:

3

Risk Identification 
· Develop an appreciation as to how a jurisdiction’s hazards and vulnerabilities create risk.

· Understand the relationship between risk and mitigation planning
· Identify Hazards
· Identify Vulnerability 

· Calculate Risk 
· Create the risk element of a mitigation plan
See Below:
See Below:

4

Risk Management
· Create awareness concerning Mitigation Strategies
· Understand how mitigation strategies are based on a jurisdictions risk
· Understand how to develop mitigation Strategies for a jurisdiction
· Create mitigation strategies for a mitigation plan

See Below:
See Below:

5

Creating  Mitigation Action
· Understand Mitigation Actions and its      relationship to risk management
· Understand the process of creating mitigation actions
· Create Mitigation action for a mitigation plan
See Below:
See Below:

6

Putting Mitigation into Action 
· Understand the components of mitigation implementation 
· Understand the process of putting mitigation actions into effect
· Create a maintenance plan for a mitigation plan
See Below:
See Below:

7

Mitigation Plan approval
· Understand the relationship between a Mitigation Crosswalk and Plan approval
· Understand the process of  mitigation  plan approval
· Create a mitigation crosswalk
See Below:
See Below:

8

All Hazard Planning
· Mitigation Plan Completion
· Individual Reflection
See Below:
See Below:




Assignments

Course Reflection Paper:

1. The course reflection paper must contain three sections and is due week 8.  

a. Section one- Utilizing the course writing standard create a 4-5 page summation (approximate) explaining the benefits of All hazard planning verses natural hazard planning.  The paper must include at least 5 references from academic research; that is from sources other than the government.  Utilize the APUS Library---The International Journal of Mass Emergencies and Disasters is an excellent resource.

b. Section two- Utilizing 2-3 pages (approximate) discuss your experience in taking this course.  Detail the three most important lessons or issues learned.  Outline how you will use the material discussed in the course.  Provide Suggestions for improving the course.

c. Using the peer review methodology as outlined in this Syllabus (see Grade section) provide peer evaluations for all of your peers.

EXAMPLE:

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

EVALUATION FORMAT 

 Student Name: Jane Public

Quality

= 17 

Quantity 
= 5

TOTAL 
=22

Comments (At least one comment must be provided):

Jane was very helpful when she participated, as her insights were often used in the completion of the plan.  However, Jane only commented a few times and was mostly inactive throughout the process.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Week One:

 
Read:
1. 
Timothy Beatley:  Towards A Moral Philosophy of Natural Disaster Mitigation

2
 Comprehensive Emergency Management Program (CEMP) Overview
3.  
CEMP - Odysseus User Guide
Assignments:

Discussion Board Assignment “Introduction”: 
1.    Introduce yourself to your peers by providing a short biography

 

Odysseus Planning Tool: 
Segment 1.      Navigate the Odysseus system. Locate the introduction chapter. Utilizing the edit function add your name to the list of Key Stockholders. 

  

Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

Week Two:

Read: 

1. Federal Guide “All Hazard Mitigation” Located in the course documents “Assignment One”
2. Mitigation Planning Workbook Chapter 2  “Understanding Disaster” and Chapter 6 “Mitigation Plan”
 Discussion Board Assignment “Community Profile”: 
1.      Odysseus Planning Tool: Review the various chapters and sub-chapters of the Community Profile Located in the Odysseus Planning Tool. Review the provided historical material located in the reference material and from the material identify material needed to complete the Community Profile section of the course mitigation plan. Place your findings on the Discussion Board “Community Profile” to be reviewed and discussed by our peers. 

 

2.   Review and discuss your peer’s lists and as a group organize the material and yourselves to populate the “Community Profile” section of the course mitigation plan.

Odysseus Planning Tool: 
Segment 1.      Navigate the Odysseus system. Locate the introduction chapter. Utilizing the edit function add your name to the list of Key Stockholders. 

Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

Week 3
Read:
1.  FEMA How To Guide: Understanding Your Risk (Note this is a reference to assist you   in completing the assignment.)
2. Mitigation Planning Workbook  Chapter 3 “Understanding Disaster” Chapter 6 “Mitigation Plan”
Listen to:
1. AMU’S Professional Speaker Series “Administrator Fugate." Located within the Odysseus Planning Tool
Review the Course PPT “RISK”

Discussion Board Assignment “Hazards”: 
1. Odysseus Planning Tool: Review the provided historical material located in the reference material. From the material create a list of potential hazards and place your list on the Discussion Board “Hazards” to be reviewed by our peers. 


2. Review and Discuss your peers lists, as a group create a master list of Hazards to be placed on the Odysseus Planning Tool. 

Odysseus Planning Tool: 
Segment 2.       As a group, populate the “Community Profile” section of the course mitigation plan. Note this part of the assignment is due week 8.   In addition, be sure to review sample mitigation plan and remember this is a group project and as such you are all responsible for yourself and your peers.   See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. 

 

 Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

WEEK 4

Read:
1.  FEMA How To Guide: Understanding Your Risk (Note this is a reference to assist you in completing the assignment.)
2.  Mitigation Planning Workbook Chapter 4 “Social Vulnerability” Chapter 6 “Mitigation Plan”

Discussion Board Assignment “Mitigation Strategies”: 
1. Odysseus Planning Tool: Review the provided historical material located in the reference material. From the material create a list of potential Mitigation strategies and place your list on the Discussion Board “Mitigation Strategies” to be reviewed by our peers. 
2. Review and Discuss your peers lists, as a group create a master list of Mitigation Strategies to be placed on the Odysseus Planning Tool. 
Odysseus Planning Tool: 
Segment 3. As a group, create the “Hazard Section” of the Mitigation course mitigation plan. Note: this part of the assignment is due week 8. In addition, be sure to review sample mitigation plan and remember this is a group project and as such you are all responsible for yourself and your peers. See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. 

Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

WEEK 5

Read: 
1. How to Guide: Developing the Mitigation Plan (Note this is a reference to assist you in completing the assignment.)
2. National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) Community Rating System (CRS): A Local Official’s Guide to Saving Lives, Preventing Property Damage, Reducing the Cost of Flood Insurance
3. Local Mitigation Planning Guide
4. Mitigation Planning Workbook Chapter 5 “Windows of Opportunity” Chapter 6 “Mitigation Plan”
Review the Course PPT “Mitigation Actions”


Discussion Board Assignment “Mitigation Actions”:
1. Odysseus Planning Tool: By now you have discovered that a major hazard concerning our mitigation plan is flooding. Create at least three mitigation actions with regard to flooding. One of your three actions must involve the Community Rating System.  Post your list on the Discussion Board “Mitigation Actions” to be reviewed by our peers. 
2. Review and Discuss your peers lists, as a group create a master list of Mitigation actions to be placed on the Odysseus Planning Tool.


Odysseus Planning Tool:
Segment 4. As a group, create the “Mitigation Strategies Section” of the Mitigation course mitigation plan. Note: this part of the assignment is due week 8. In addition, be sure to review sample mitigation plan and remember this is a group project and as such you are all responsible for yourself and your peers. See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. 
WEEK 6

Read
1. How to Guide: Implementing the Plan

2. Mitigation Planning Workbook Chapter 6 “Mitigation Plan”

Discussion Board Assignment “Plan Implementation”: 

1. Odysseus Planning Tool: By now you have created mitigation actions and discovered existing mitigation actions, the next task is to implement the plan. Create an outline describing the elements necessary to effectively implement a mitigation Plan. Post your outline on the Discussion Board “Plan Implementation” to be reviewed by our peers. 

2. Review and discuss your peers outline. As a group, create a plan to implement the course mitigation plan to be placed on the Odysseus Planning Tool.


Odysseus Planning Tool: 

Segment  5. As a group, complete the “Mitigation Action” section of the Mitigation course mitigation plan and other pertinent sections necessary to create a dynamic mitigation plan. Note: this part of the assignment is due week 8. In addition, be sure to review the sample mitigation plan and remember this is a group project and as such you are all responsible for yourself and your peers. See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

 
Note: As the Odysseus planning tool has the ability to create a "Dynamic Plan, implementation of the mitigation plan's various chapters can be linked and or discussed in several chapters, sections, and subgroups.  Two examples would be the inclusion of various plan management strategies and Mitigation actions.  As these issues permeate throughout a plan, references and or links from one chapter to other chapters sections, subsections are required.
WEEK  7


Read:

1. MULTI-HAZARD MITIGATION PLANNING GUIDANCE UNDER THE DISASTER MITIGATION ACT OF 2000 (The Blue Book)


Discussion Board Assignment “Mitigation Crosswalk”
For this assignment, you will prepare your mitigation plan to be evaluated by the State and Federal Mitigation Officers i.e. the course instructor. Utilize the Discussion Board "Mitigation Crosswalk" to organize yourselves into accomplishing this task 

Odysseus Planning Tool: 
Segment 6.  As a group, complete the “Plan Implementation” section of the Mitigation course mitigation plan and other pertinent sections necessary to create a dynamic mitigation plan (note each existing subsection existing on the Odysseus Planning Tool must be completed). Note: this part of the assignment is due week 8. In addition, be sure to review the sample mitigation plan and remember this is a group project and as such you are all responsible for yourself and your peers. See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

   

Note: As the Odysseus planning tool has the ability to create a "Dynamic Plan, implementation of the mitigation plan's various chapters can be linked and or discussed in several chapters, sections, and subgroups.  Two examples would be the inclusion of various plan management strategies and Mitigation actions.  As these issues permeate throughout a plan, references and or links from one chapter to other chapters sections, subsections are required.

WEEK  8

Read:
None

Discussion Board:
None

Odysseus Planning Tool:

3. Segment 7.   As a group, link the “Mitigation Crosswalk" section with the mitigation plan that you created. 

Note: As an example, some elements of the crosswalk have been completed for you.  The remaining sections of the crosswalk that are not completed are the responsibility of you and your peers. This part of the assignment is due week 8. See the course syllabus concerning grading and evaluation. 

 

Note: An Odysseus Discussion Board Forum has been created so that you may communicate with your peers concerning the various aspects of the Odysseus Planning Tool. As the students are responsible for the creation of the Mitigation Plan, it is up to the students to assist their peers in potential technical issues they may have.

4. Ensure your plan is ready to be evaluated. 

Table of Contents
	Polices


ACADEMIC DISHONESTY: PLAGIARISM AND CHEATING 
The University System supports and promotes academic honesty and personal integrity. Cheating can take the following forms: 

•Submitting another person's work 

•Writing a paper for someone else 

•Working in a group effort without faculty consent 

•Buying a paper from a research service 

•Getting outside help or giving outside help without a teacher's expressed permission 

•Submitting the same work for credit without approval (e.g. submitting the same assignment twice for different courses) 

The Web & Plagiarism Note: The Web has made it quite easy to copy and insert materials into a paper. Students must be careful to properly attribute materials found on the Web. In a collegiate setting, attribution typically relies on a formal academic style manual for its citation models (See Citation and Reference Style). Such models describe how to append footnotes and endnotes, when: 

•Quoting another’s exact words, you are obviously expected to name the author and place the words in quotation marks or in indented text blocks. The citation number is placed immediately at the end of the quotation. 

•Acknowledging background sources to your own descriptions--. The citation number is normally placed at the end of the paragraph. 

Note: The University offers tools in its Online Library Research Center to help you analyze your papers for possible plagiarism violations and for instructors to uncover such activities. 

WRITING EXPECTATIONS 
All written submissions should be submitted in a font and page set-up that is readable and neat. It is recommended that students try to adhere to a consistent format, which is described below. 

•Typewritten in double-spaced format with a readable style and font and submitted inside the electronic classroom (unless classroom access is not possible and other arrangements have been approved by the professor). 

•Arial 11 or 12-point font or Times New Roman styles. 

•Page margins Top, Bottom, Left Side and Right Side = 1 inch, with reasonable accommodation being made for special situations and online submission variances. 

CITATION AND REFERENCE STYLE (Ability to Modify to Your Own Policy) 
Assignments completed in a narrative essay or composition format must follow APA guidelines. This course will require students to use the citation and reference style established by the American Psychological Association (APA), in which case students should follow the guidelines set forth in Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association (5th ed.). (2001). Washington, D.C.: American Psychological Association. 

COURSE EXTENSIONS Students must determine the need for their first Course Extension and submit their "Request Course Extension" form before the end of the course. Courses may be extended in 30-day intervals for a maximum of 90 days. If the request form is unavailable and the student is within the extension request period the student may email the professor and carbon copy (cc) registrar@apus.edu to request an extension. 

Students who will be prevented from participating in a course due to extenuating circumstances may be eligible for a Deployment and/or Special Circumstance extension. 

LATE ASSIGNMENTS (Ability to Modify to Your Own Policy) 
Students are expected to submit classroom assignments by the posted due date and to complete the course according to the published class schedule. As adults, students, and working professionals I understand you must manage competing demands on your time. Should you need additional time to complete an assignment please contact me before the due date so we can discuss the situation and determine an acceptable resolution. Routine submission of late assignments is unacceptable and may result in points deducted from your final course grade. 

DISABILITY ACCOMMODATIONS 
This institution complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, and state and local requirements regarding students with disabilities. In compliance with federal and state regulations, reasonable accommodations are provided to qualified students with disabilities. 

A request for accommodation is deemed reasonable if the request:

• is based on documented individual needs.

• does not compromise essential requirements of a course or program. 
• does not impose an undue financial or administrative burden upon APUS.

A qualified student can, with or without reasonable accommodations, perform the essential functions of program or course requirements. The essential requirements of an academic course or program need not be modified to accommodate an individual with a disability. 

Final responsibility for selection of the most appropriate accommodation rests with the University's Disability Support Services Committee and is determined on an individual case-by-case basis, based on the nature of the student's disability. Students are encouraged email registrar@apus.edu to discuss potential academic accommodations and begin the review process. It is the student's responsibility to: 

• follow the accommodation procedure outlined in this section 

• identify the disability to the staff and/or faculty of the university 

• provide (and incur expense for) current appropriate documentation of disability and accommodation needed from a qualified medical or other licensed professional. 

• request specific accommodations or services 

NETIQUETTE 
Online universities promote the advance of knowledge through positive and constructive debate--both inside and outside the classroom. Discussions on the Internet, however, can occasionally degenerate into needless insults and “flaming.” Such activity and the loss of good manners are not acceptable in a university setting--basic academic rules of good behavior and proper “Netiquette” must persist. Remember that you are in a place for the fun and excitement of learning that does not include descent to personal attacks, or student attempts to stifle the discussion of others. 

Technology Limitations: While you should feel free to explore the full-range of creative composition in your formal papers, keep e-mail layouts simple. The Educator classroom may not fully support MIME or HTML encoded messages, which means that bold face, italics, underlining, and a variety of color-coding or other visual effects will not translate in your e-mail messages. 

Humor Note: Despite the best of intentions, jokes and--especially--satire can easily get lost or taken seriously. If you feel the need for humor, you may wish to add “emoticons” to help alert your readers: ;-), : ), ☺ 

DISCLAIMER STATEMENT 
Course content may vary from the outline to meet the needs of this particular group. 
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