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LG I7 SR B WL HE AT A B 0 sk A L T 3 HE T A AR RO K A R (Klein,
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berg,2002) o 2005 4F < I JHF M XUXH T SR | e M ) R v 1) S 3 95 0 55 R UR B T B R L AR L
DX RN /0 2 LR A X e 5 3 55 005 559 45 0 T > B XL A i WD IR e 58 . i L, 9 )5 0 B0 Bk n Al vk
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T IR s B X I it T VT VG 2 A A T A B G 4 el ™ UM . 5 R R B 2014 AR
8 H 3 H e x & fa) b 7B 9 F b B v e Sk 1l B 1 BT A @ADL 280 A8 i T R 5, LA BT 1949
AF 0 8 Sk LR B Ak =2 AR B B AR 02 ST X IS A RS AR A AN /£ TR e ko — B, R AR HE A A 6, 7K
U 3 SRR} 45 SC B 0 38 3 R AR ™ A TR R Y A A S R S b R o R A s A 3 A XU SRR K AT R R
“PERF N7 (levee effect) (Tobin & Montz,1997:388) . AJSHE I (1 KR 55 K I 5T 35 & — P 2 WA S ZE
R EAE ATk B — SR EE A M 2 6. 1975 45 8 H 8 H —3 K 2 W 5 B50Tn] 5 AR AT /K P22 37 15t » i B
22K B AN — R 51T B r b DX A 18 W 7K 2 R 1 T 3 7K 2R S5 60 AR 7K P 432 3% 15t 300, 0 R 4B T L K
THFEA R, 2005 45 8 J1 8 BLR R 45 o 05 DU DR 5 [0 A s LA OR e R A9 R XU A T 3 2 TR Oy 445
4 3 T U T it 8 A A B, 1,500 22 AR 25 T A . 20 T T B SR A A BB B BR L 78 T N B K
Ba BB R & TEAE TR AR AESA T BT NSRS 50 4 87 5 N i %
B NS AT N LT NN K IR N KRS R ER LA A
FKA TR H ORI EN 250 20l ¢ PR I 4 ) 5 48 N L 48 K T g dE L

(2HOREXEHRA

R 32 SCIA Sy XU J2 T S0 32 A R S A T Y 7 A TS AU — R AME S SE . R e R
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“ RS % R 7 (risk objects) HEA& (Tierney, 1999 » TA R B S SCAb VAL SURABUT @A 1 7= 4 . @4 £ UOIFEAR B
TS 5 5 1) 2 UL AF A HL A AT AT R (BB ] s AL AT R RS F) S R ol o a2 4k 25 TR 3R 2 i) T 2 [
VB T B V5, I3 3k 52 2% ) 2 3k R 2 i XU 6 J88 SR AR XU DAy o % 307 3 2R 45 N B0 B IR 41 3 XU BRS: 15
277 M T S KU B HT (Kasperson, 1988:32) » 5 35T U il A 5 XU 41 il (risk distortion) f§JE
B, TEIARAE S, KRS S50 D B8R XU, 3 3520 7 5 28 S O AN e M XUBS: 32 2. 2012 4F 7 A 21 H
Jb 8 7 s AR O AL BN R L R T 79 A FE TS RN K 4B R G, T S 2 T RE 65 I 2 A M
I HE KA T B8 A T N 8 A 3 — ¢ IR T R k. XU L 43 O KU R (risk am-
plification) FI KUK 2+ 1 (risk filtration) WA 2 AL, Fif 2 38 1 4k 25 AL J5 XURS: B 2F — 20 0K, 5 & 2 4 iR
TR RUBE 7= A AR Ay XU A B R SRR 30 4 XU CIn L 4)

- T
P53 ON JRV: A in
o)
A
AR 4341
------------------------ T T A —

B4 REXNRHSEUEE

1) g £ AT A 1) XU, o 0 R XUz A ottt AL ) 3k 30 BOh B0 R B T R 4 0 DA T 3 30 R K
A7 B N3 R T B G AT B, S S o 36 I E B A (Malibu) KRB AR K SR EEIE A
il 3 25 2R (Davis, 1998) o JITM BURF AN BT H 98 AR 25 B SMBER | i 2 12: I0YE J BR TT 0 56 L A 5X — b
DX AU AN W38 0 . 1975 45 3] i Al W 7K R AR S DR BR A I AROREL i i s 1) 7= 0 s ol T AR B i ML 45 K
H 8o T 4E 4, Uk K ER A I, 17 ANt ] B 5 8 RE IR TR R K RS N 7R WA 54 31 B9 41
T OL T o AN B St HE 7K T S bR 5 MR T 7K e 7K o7 22 dal B ¢ 3 AU i TE B S K . AR A i AL 8, — S
T AR LA T @ B o b "I 5T i g AU 2o 308 AL a3 T SR WL s B A Ak s AR A XU
TE G T V8 A0 DX IR AT 8 8 32 v o B R g XU T B3 3 o LA BB T RV RN T A UM K R & 07 11 5
TR T IRAR G2 T BUR B AN W] e 1T il DX B 0% O & FNz 8, I AR N 38 A A AS T J T s 1)
B, 2010 48 7 71 9 H w48 el E R RS A AR kK 0 e 2B T TR 5 BURE Ry T 3B SR 28 5% K e
i AR AL R AR AS A 2 S U R S L AE R Al s T kS U A B AR R A R L B s
O3 AN Z HE K TR 107 T g 1 S O .

(MREFEEHRA

HRKEF LA G AMH S O G T ™ 577 516 RV ) 32 40045 A0 R A1 i 23 i Bk
A AL S Bk R 2 BT e O A R A G O IR A B e 4 T R RN B EOR AR E TG 4 R XN AR
118 P B X — A7 3053 1 = A B B B8 R {5 8 S 58 R4 53 B B b SO 858 B B 73 3 3
(milling) . 5 & (keynoting) % & 2 #3t (emergent norms) i ¥ 45 35 F2 (Schneider, 1992 37-136) . ¥R 2, 7
SE S S5 3ok A vp BURE e 2230 3k AR 1 155 15 A LA S A R IR P ME AR AT S iy B [ i & K 2 s
S AR F G B S F R IR 04425 B 00y X ROAR T IR A2 WY 1 5 S A T — S i 3O 5 38 7 ¢
5 1M 8 Ry S MR B8 A S5 513 9 DX A e s R DA o B S R R 38807 | R A A 2 R s — 2 55 40 s T
IR . AR 2 B SO DUt s K R SR THAT EARM AR T Eh BN AT 3 S 2B R K 1 N
A B SURR A S 0 RO 23 X B PIT AR 3R 1 R R e kA7 ik i o DA B Wi £ T A 4 (&l 5)

E 1995 AEZ B HGR T E AL ISR - A RFRFE W RAEE BT AL HW
(Klinenberg,2002:15-16) s B & XN — 3 FAMY H IR K FH , — 88 1 A AL Ry IR BT 68 455 1 10
KE, 2010 FE LA AFE — B A KA/ 15 57, — 28 M 5 1 DL IA & KR i 350, A R A R I
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AR RN H R s Bk L TS s a5 A ORI, 2011 45 7 A 15 H HR
BRKTTZ % BB R LA B RE R — 8 % 13 AJET- 6 N340, 0y BUR & SO T A
X — AR R 2 3 R L FE SR R 2 R AR U B BE R O AR TR B B U — U R R AR R e 1B R
Ao BURN — £ A R I8 R I 1] 08 1 855 S 8 O TEAT 1) R K R RS 45 O 1 B AR LA IR B
Y3 O D SR IE 240 AL SUR £ R BOA AU H Y

(O EFEREREZWRIA

F IR JE N R N R IE R R RS FR B 2 K FHE Y B 32 25U (Tierney, 2007 :503-525) o AR 4 iy {1
5 RARIEARAE I R B FR A2 B I & A2 K SO E 9y i 5 RS A 0, KO AR R LS R
A B A B A ATTX 9 1 R A4S (mapping) 5 DA 1 52 14 F 3 A9 JE %8 (Singer &- Endreny,1993:3)
Cinp 6) . 55 E I ok g B A K A i HG I il ik b S 3 L B B B (Santa Barbara) %8 8 3 KK A7 58,
TR YR R VR R Y S ) SR SRR i 4 S AR M TR R A . I A R A R AL
23T HRE S A SCRC TR B R A 38 AR A A4 B TAE S AR S SU TAE R R s LA TR 3 K
T A2 LS (social reality) $EAE T FIFAE 7 oK . S BEARFRBLA K H L7 e —iE R kg7
FEOY T4 EEAR AR B HR 43 LS D 1) H G A T[] D) A R TE M HE BR (Williams, 20033200, 2011 4 8 J]
SRR X2 7 T S I AR S b DX B AR P R MR AR T R A R H L SR XY SR B 35 A 24 O U 55 D R
G WU B KU BB ) B 5 5K R TR SRR AT O 5L R T AN AR LT . R G I IR e
FA L ek U8 T AR S A P R E — 2E TN R R B BB, I 1k R A X A R e
L (Barnes. et al,2008:604-610) ,

HEHE I 6 BT 7 Al R 1o S A - A T 0 3 00 9 S 41 T ) T L A L T B BT o A M B
(Perez-Lugo,2004:211) , BEAR B (representation) & T i WL (bias) 5 ZI #i EP 4 (stereotype) » B AR v BRI
1R 285 45 1 35 52 (telling the truth) #Ef (accurately) g Bk F & AR RO M B LU F o B E LK%, H
PEF AR/ K0 1l CRIFE-D

MIAHIaE /HH GHEERD
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g |t [ S fel |t oo |l [T _ ik
K% Rk ke 101k i
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WA A A H% (E50 W B B 5, St
A Y 221 AT ERTER KI5
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FEAE 4G 1 AR b i I 32 AR Sk LS R AR A R IR A Y HUECOR (Frank, 2006 ; Zwicker, 2006) o 5%
B 911 F 4 WIFF 4h & Az 1) = R P9 o F AR BT A 2 ) — AR AL 1 il Cerime story) BIHRGE , = R Z )5, B i
8 1) RN S SOR 2 4 [ 5% 48 4 55 U, AT S 41 1 8 5 78 L BUIA i (politicalstory) s WA A LSBT
() 0 90 17 4 5 A 4 R Y L A 45 119 2 5] 47, Bl (McDonald & Lawrence, 2004 327-340) , % it 3 188 1k 48 4 43
AR A B 5 & BOA VU SOH M IF 22355 4k 2 8 A9 42 77 (Button, 2002 146) » X A~ B R U,
F 2 — b B I 1 < I MEHL #%  (catastrophe machine) (Doane,1990:222-239) ,

M., REEREEREIR
TE23 AR it ot SR AN AEL IR H 2 22 00 1 4 K F R GCH MU & A2 2 T VR 2 At S A RRE IR
M2 g 3 SCANLRE S 9 FH WF TS A0 AR L 34 BE X 9 3 06 B A 5 R L SR W Ry 1 4R AL Y R R

BX & 2.
F2 HLEMEXNFTHRERE

B BRES BREE BRIER
L BRETHR | HRARE MARRELE| BRARK | BRAEL | BREES | BAL | HOH
B | BFRETHR | 5AREE | X B RAFE iE ) BRTZE | BRKEA M R K
3k 45 # XA % £ A T E LA 18§ F A K
B R 5w 552 E A 5 # & R
S ER RS WEMEARLL I BERRERR . "
By o S wk ) 3 3R 22 L)
ESARBREE ik R EINE HRRERIEE
JANEE A A Ay AR Ak B R AT CINE R BB AR
- EEHRER &4zl A AE P
i e iE 3 AR T K Je 48 IR A% 35 AL 0 B AR F AR
Retk 5K 6 32 R G A M SHERERRKECH H A EALIEME R K,
RAF L% AERBEARSHRFF | S

(HEMEXAFTRI BRBRET

S F2 SCIA DA B R A0 D 8 9 R 9k T O TR 9% 119 3 B LD 7Y 5 — 26 [ SRR TP B 8
8T B 9 5 9T Red T BB 9 IR B A R R AR A B A O S A R AR R L MRS AL H AR
CEGMEIATRN G A RS AR P O R A — B S B U IR BIR R . UG U 0 I iR
PR Z Kk B 5% » il 2o A ¥ N SR AN 24T DA i ot ¢ 6 SR 0 AR A2 1 0 3. AE 2004 45 B JEE ¥ 17 i
Hh L 22 K A T I O o R R T A M T A B A O AT B R B K K J LR i 2 B R A AR ELE
BLERATETE I 32 IR A Bk 88 AT [P B 32 2 00 3 - Al A ARR G B8R 4 J7 300 x5 B T B AR
BEIA ST HE B A BOR B ZE AR R B 28 52 9 i o B OO0k B 1k TR 2 A0 O 1 KR B O fiE
DR R AT ) 10 T 32 810 3l 2SR & A 0 DR A 2 1 AR R AR 20 s A7 I R At L B B A0 T R A B BE AR
XS o B PR S 9T A AR SR DX R e R AT A A DU 3o o S S R v LS N B IAIE
LWL Bl P 5 5 7748 T4 45 o ] IR 15 45 168 Sl 8 o T 3 S R S O T | AL A T L A T B Y
A E AL B 55 B AL A28 5 A AR VNS 2 A AR AN L A7 1 3k 21 0 FE IR Y AR RCR

(DOEMEXAHFTEEMXBRRBEKET

S SR R AT AT A 4 0l A Rk SR I 2 i A 2 Ay B AT A 2 ek
UGTEBLIRE 1) NI 2 0l T 3 o O U LNl £ B A 3 K o e g 0 S NN = 0 G| = NI 9 V1)
E2E SOV Nt 0/ s N QT N s 3 T N N R €2 K7 S ARSI B s A NP Y i N |
G AT DR I T T A DX U i B A0 A 5 B O R DA T B S5 T R B £ 3 B 5 R 4 A R B AR LA
DT A AT 335252 e Ji s 25K A 48 i A e 0B AR 2R S8R 0 A R T P 3 o % 3 1 ok i3 » 3l i
W Al 284 U b T Sy ] SR RN 7 Bt P S B AR AR BB R T R R I B i TR
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I 10 SR W A 5T 22 R R O R LR S 3 AL L A ST DR A BRI ) T A DR A e ok E AR &
SRR O T B I S G AR A 2 R R S B A A 2 (B AR RS N R A RE B R R R B AR A A 2
fR I 4D K b R

(2HEMEXSKKEERT

AR 3 SCIA R XU VA B2 S BRI TR AR 25 B AR IT X0 7™ A2 AU i 4R S R AT IR ZI U B
BLGEME AL G ) SB35 DA 2 A SO T O A A A R TR T R A% O B AR R B G R SR 1T 1)
BRI, B, L A S 2 g 3l i KU Y38 U7 3X (risk communication) K KUK 4 1 B AR I I
HH N X g E 7 2L R JCIE B R R £ 4 e A 18 B S AT AN BT BT ACE B Ak A B R
AT 9 E KBS 1 B AE T R BB AT 3l A 15 B0 9¢ 5 3R R FRARRCR . 78 R ARr e i X b, o T4
FHBRT IRV 45 PR BE T AN 2 s — 3 XS B8R ¢ 3 U L A 8 U AR A4 i A RNBUR A 25 I R R A5 0
FEbl . FU T By IR, EAL 32 SO AT R ¢ XS A I G A 3 [A] A i R 2 Ay S
IR o BECRT S0 A PR T) 2 G 2o A AL B 0 WL ek XU o T B R S 2 ) XU A AR R K
FXA . B JE S BN R AL (Tail gracefully) REE 32 9 XU A HIL K Je 1) 5 T2 25 Rk e
B, F2 KA IR He A8 1 9 ) ek 2 A T 2 — KR T A AT AT M AT S A A B K R G
TE 2011 4F H A Hb 72 Wi o o B0 78 TR BCZ 50 19 3L Atk P 5 1T 0 52 4 78 ¢ R T A XU ) B 4
KRB NE R R G AR R vt

(MEMEXRFFEFEZEERERERT

G T PTG B3 T R FH R A I Xt i e £ 49 G 1) A R ) FE 4 R 7 HLRRUR ) 8 1 3k G 67 1T R
W, G AR N R H K T AL E L ) BT (Klinenberg, 2002:15-16) . % 2 AR KA N A % F) F B4 v]
DR 55 3 AL XL 0 TAE & T T2 B9 I 25 (Granatt,1999:101-117) . fi R HLE HBACK FH A H D
O IRAA 2 AR AT o AFE BRI AR 1 2 ST R R R R R — BR (Burkhart, 1991200 o HUK, KA
PR A BC 7 RE TR . H TR g LI A R T £ 00 L E TE 5 9 DR 0 38 AE — R 09 5
T35 WA T A2 380 T 0 1) T RRCI AR S R B Bl A 25 45 S0 D rb IO DA AR A5 T 8 1R B LB L
PICES IR o TR T8N 9 T8 1 SIMF B8 At 30 IR 5 2 400408 A A% 43 0 0 R D 5% 2 A% % B AR
AT TE R IR T LA R RAR T A5 8 S BUM A LT K Rl BB AT & 1 5 0 AT 4 23 24T FOwT )40 1 55
T[] J2 T 14 52 B A 18 75 5K (Boykoff &- Jules,2007:1190-1204) , $ Ji » AT 5 G 5B€ BUIA AW Y R0K BOR
R BE T BUNE 5138 T IR ) N e 45 T 9 IG BRI BOR BOE 757 5 38 V) 75 2858 o A i 08 448
BV BUA 757 Mz BRI BE R A R R U TR A

(MHERREFBERREERT

G P e B D T BUM FIAL 23 1976 B L ¢ BROME A8 2 BURF Bk A 3R G0 A R 1 I B
AR B RIS AR A AR R E R T K R B 5 2 BUM R ZE Gl R s R IR AR
HEAT A 7R 7 TC R P DRI 2 E A TR . UM T 2 A B R R L X R R AT RORE K
DRI 42 1 AE 9 DX TS 28 9 BB K X Ah L i S8 K BRI ST TE . BUR X T2 K A E B i 2
P & A 45 a3 2 ) L A B A s TR R B R AR S K P A AR A N R AR
AL IR RO REZ BN T ol AATTHR I 32 03 SRR R Bt R ER A T RE 2 AR K E I bt . AE
PEIR LSRR T BN KR R B 2 s S A A BRI R R, Rt R R A S R L Ak
o DRI DX 358 ) 553 R B A A ) Pl T B30 = 5 R U RTINS ¢ o B BURF R AL 2 T A
JRURS: 43 B 5 Ak Al Xof 35K 350 2 AR 04 A B 0 v

(FOFRDFLEHRFBERT

U 5 B k2 RS- S TR A BUAS A F- 647 T A 2, A RE IR R R R B R B E R A
INTF] . B 5 UM 5 22 N Z5 8 T AT 00 35 & 26 1) 45 H M AR VR A B o A BB 28 A o B i SR i ak & oty L ik
ana e TCI NS N ok o o (R /SR o e I =8 710 o LT 0 /A ) [ P (EIF2 8 AP O e N /£
WF5E . LUK HEA 3 SCAC R IR B Z 5055 I 2R Ak RN 1 55 DR 2 A 23 e 55 1R 0 B ) E A AL 2
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JE AL F )2 52 9 RS R = AL S R A S 1 S AR 2 2 K E TR R . R 5 AR
VR 503 ] 6 T B o RO I 55 AR R o ] 5 IR0 A A 0 M ) R R S AN T) A2 O XU 1 A R AR R 25 5 HLX
T2 SRR 208 T o S5 o T L A - 0 BC R . O AE T A IR 3 e b EL A AR R 32 08 AR
O3 s AR T BE N BUIA 75 s RL O AT LA . T A R AR R (Katrina) W XU #8 1) fi K ] 80l 2 55
[ B A B B bR 59 U553 BEHE I (Schneider, 2005 :515-516)

Fho R B SCE A R AL A 5 B R G Z A S R I FLBETT R — o AR xS IR BUR Y
A F T AN SR RE IS A% 2t 75 =X 1) 18 1) R AR i AR IR B e %

NG ERTMEXERE

TE A BRIR AL TE AR S A R 9 T UA 9 BRJE T » URI AR A A s 2 TR A5 M S R R AL 2 BR
A i (Socio-technical system) I8 7“3 R IR ZEBFHT 09 A 009 9 F 6 BT % B R0 BUR VA&
A2 B[R] 56 T ) TR () A Ak 2 sl by 2 SO Ol Z 3 3t T SE S NEe B 7 I o ML) . BB IS T
AR B Ui 3R Sh 25 0F 58 I B KCE O AR & 5 B AR R B8 P A #2871 7, Rk 7
AT AF SR BR S 27 AR FAE 9 T 9F 581 7 W A 23 BIOE 1) B A L MR — ML A 300 1) 22 0 AR AR M S 0 S8 200 1) Bl 25
WEFE B R . Bl ix — FE I UA A T 3 — B R AME S 2 BF PR BESE . 58 2 A ks 4R T — &
B NS BLSE )L A A8 4 22 NAE SR IR A8 257 S Al At AT T AN J&E 53R i 5 48 s o 6 B 7 oAy
frafemi X e AR KT 7 A 430 RAEA A 2 AR R AL XA 5 L 0 22 57 45
IE U0 A A A8 9 TR R WA 7 AR Al A 85 ™ 3% 5 7 A D AR SO i A2
A2 ) 26 A5 R T BEAT T (R L LS e AR AT LAY A B AL 2 b T SCHE SR AT 58— 0 A LR AT %)
L h At 2 ML G NSRG4 BB RO o TR kR 2 A T SCA B TR 9 B SE N B R SR BRI (8] F 4L
ST 38 R 9 A I R AR D DR R TR SR AR AN O I R S AL VIR S B A AR A R £ T A
AL Y TN O BSOS A N BRE 2 X 9 BB T I g L SOl A 2 TR B A% AR RE I AR K KU (Kreps &
Drabek,1996:129-153) o BB A B TR AT GE 25 332 F & B BRIAT 3 % BB S NEIER 75U
B HARUL R 4R A8 5 A AR R AR A B AT O DL ESE B . AR I AN T s N ER
ANERENGANZAPALRERACEH B AR 2 R 5 BT 0 3 AR R BE . O AT 37k
P E SOOI R BUICE 55 IR AR T 58 ORI O s BRI AR A R R AR A 3R
ek 2 e 1 2 T A A 9 AR S B e

() B+ B A7 A 3 — S W] R A X 0 R T PN ST IR L N e TR AR T T B R IR —
BT I BIE > M HE 2R L AE SE B B B AT VF 2R AE LA IRE . TT ELAH OC 9 BUR TR 5 e 4%
ME-L5 BLATIE B G 8O A oL 8 AT RORMUME L2 RIR E o X T 0CH 5 ko A o R e S B R
R AL AN o] JE A5 T T » B B A a8 B 4 WA R0 [l 25 9 BIOTE T X K IR BT I 2 R AR A
FOLL A G 3245 B A FIR 2 VR SR A Jey R A2 0 3 2 I8 VIR . AL L & W T 7 A R 2 B AN
P sl 222 6 W AL T R R ) S S A (A K F 5 o B B S I 25 DI 6 A S R T MO 26 A 22 i
X I R, E R E T T AL 2 5 AR B0 B3l 56 AR K A B B AU S A L B S A 2 AL
HEGAR 2. fda A 0] RE T BB BRI B SRR SR . X R IR AR S T 2
GEE RO AL 2 IR A B AT RE . 9CE BHE AR S B AT R 2 B R B AR AH B 0 R BT AR B
H oA 1Y B2 R S S REAS BB A I A E

S S M T2 SO L 3 Bk A T B S BT 5 TP Bk — P PR R OE E EL T B BB
VBT I A S Bk ) A U R B Y o S DR R L TR A UL L R A SR B R A R
W EERAYEE AL BT — B B AT HESR . 8 1 DAAE B AR} L R 32 S0 55k 20 g 559 1 2 AL A 0 K
FHEHE KRR BR AR 9 T 0 F A2t WF ST L REA B AT RS B L e K A B
8RB X T B IR AT AR B B AR R B A M T ARG B AR A2 5 BRI R
A H 4B SR i
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Social Construction Approach and Disaster Mitigation .
A Sociology Study on Nature Disaster

Zhou Limin (Guangzhou University)

Abstract ; Social construction provides us with an important approach and reflection mechanism for disaster, which includes
two important study directions, six basic dimension and eight issues for disaster study. Elements of construction includes
constructional subject,rules and discourse, which mainly discuses interactive relationship between society and disaster. Logic
of construction, the basic analysis frame,includes constructional process, performance and results. Therefore, there appears a
series of important approaches for disaster mitigation,such as avoiding disaster, non-constructional mitigation, risk control,
media responsibility, recessive victims and reasons for unfair construction. Such approaches possess theoretical advantages,
namely dynamic study,from nature to society,from passive victims to active actors. But it also has some disadvantages, for
example,lack of completed analysis frame, difficulties in empirical study, ambiguity of interactive construction process,
unclear relationship between theoretical mechanism and logic, relationship between rights and politics, abusing science and
technology for the purpose of politics.

Key words: disaster; social construction approach; functionalist approach; social vulnerability; disaster of sociology;

disaster mitigation
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