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Impact of the project for the design of Further developments

educational activities
The test has been proposed as a permanent

observatory to SISTAN - National Statistical

www.terremototest.it

[Hazard, 10 scale]

The seismic risk perception survey began on 22 January 2013 and is still underway. The processing of the data collected on the
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Pereep P ““,‘ab‘g“ % ~ pe - );),bé live, how would you describe it? This seismic risk perception test (www.terremototest.it) has been spread through the social network, the web pages of regional, information on the national territory to launch ‘continuous” data on seismic risk perception
and interprets signals on the impact of uncertain ﬁx‘h&’.‘}aa .‘.;Lt OA aaninisda, ! ' . . . . cambaians to heighten awareness and imorove and observe the variations in the short,
_ _ hhh.:gre;;:e‘ .h_..b___; Lo g:“_g‘.;_g;:ﬁ % provincial, and municipal websites and on local online newspapers. ampaigns ghter 10 IMproy medium and long term.
events. These signals may relate to direct ﬁp:-;/;/*@::.w i u,ﬁi?‘:nﬁ - w;:;,‘,}w,g@. e . . . . _ risk education. In particular - for the first time in the
| | | . f‘@e";{gi}:‘?~ "”j":’”ﬁ » I '&‘J{""@@ [Vulnerability, 12 scale] The diffusion of the test was deliberately conducted through the official sites of the sector (Department of Civil Protection, Nation — it will be possible to formulate risk Possible implementations of the test involving
observations or information received from others. p#‘f (“:"b ‘J‘J’). ’% ; q(&& & Among the different approaches we chose the semantic e INGV. OGS, universities, etc..) in order to avoid having a biased sample base. education activities in light of the variables that a comparison between the perception and
' & ‘ ‘ Ve _ _ o o _ g ) y giney : o _ o o _ _ o _ _ o exercise the most influence on risk perception: the "real" data have also been foreseen for
- | | e ‘ & 4 ) differential method. The semantic differential is a psychological In case of an earthquake, how do you imagine your The priority areas for investigation as indicated in the project DPC-ING S2 - Constraining Observations into Seismic Hazard, environmental, cultural, institutional, cognitive and the oitfisr fua Hsk factors: sulnerabilty and
wle ol B TR approdelles Ly SO Un evaluation method designed by Osgood, Suci and —— coordinated by Laura Peruzza (OGS - National Institute of Oceanography and Experimental Geophysics) are the Po Valley and afleedlie vanahes. TRl [s s In e bl e el the value exposed.
perception, the realistic approach and the : : y i bl . . . . . that seismic risk education activities are more At present, however, the main obstacles in
w Tannenbaum in 1957 to quantify the "connotation” of linguistic the Southern Appennines, but has expanded to include all the regions of Italy. In relation to the research project S2, data effective when taken into due consideration are the thiis direction @re. rejated o the difficafty in
constructivist approach. terms. . collection will be terminate in May 2013. local realities to which they refer obtaining accurate and updated data on
The test was constructed beginnng from the factors that [Exposed value, 7 scale] y these two factors
The constructivist approach thinks the risk is not Having defined the element or elements with respect to which determine the seismic risk: Compared to an earthquake, how would you describe the 8 — _ N — _ . P - realities to which they refer.
_ _ _ Hazard area where you live? Seismic Risk Perception Test Seismic Risk Perception Test : :
"objective", but subjective and you want to study the attitude of the subjects, they are given a ’ | T°r‘:;|hat dkeg_ree do 3|’°“ 1;99' '“:mmed about the risk of an
_ . _ . _ o . : : : : o earthquake in your local area®
socially constructed. sheet comprising a series of scales of "semantic proximity Exposed value Ar?swer the questions scoring for each pair of opposite term.s (beautiful-ugly, You see the earthquake as an event... As of 27 March 2013, data had been collected
_ _ o _ o . Vulnerability [Perception of seismic risk, 22 scale] bright-dark, etc.) the point that best represents your perception. For example to 0 N
To understand risk perception it is necessary to between two poles. The subjects must indicate, usually on a 7 ' " " - I; ) " : —_ represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4. 1125 (4]|9 |6 |7 muc from 4,671 tests distributed as indicated in the
consider a number of social, psychological and positions scale, "to which of the two poles" the object of HlIpalEt 12 Bl SEIIUS, TIoh el Yot deatliDeLs ::I:IS’I:Tﬁzst::yv:ft’hfghf'l:;;qu;fs?ﬁgik ot you have not you have - enough table below.
L T ——————— nvestigation is glaser i their spinion. The messarermsnt is Assigned to each factor is a number of contrasting terms institutions and the people around you?- experienced directly experienced directly g few e PR
made along the discrete gradation between the bipolar pairs of (€g. unexpected-expected) to which it is possible to assign a at low personal risk at high personal risk nothing e —
: : : : w» : " score on a 7-point Likert scale. You see the earthquake as an event ... not fatal fatal 240
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At the beginning of the test each compiler is required to 112132151617 | o | | y of seismic risk in general: cognitive affective, social, political, as a new risk as an old risk ] Newspapers . Television Campania 326
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’ ’ represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4 represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4. represent a medium value between strong-weak marked the value 4. . . PR - PRI - i Marche 101
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L 4 2 In the municipalities included in this area quite strong] 0.15<ag<0.25 that science assigns to your local area and obtained according to other consequences as a result of an earthquake, Is composed of two other
earthquakes can occur | | the earthquakes that actually hit it in past centuries and those HEI0FS In Radilieh (& hazard
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CapHaz-Net WP3_Risk-Perception. pdf) FACTORS : : escription core We therefore invite you to pay special attention to your actions and your
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You can contact us by writing to: info@terremototest.it




