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The stakeholders of mitigation phase are classified into 3 groups, including policy makers, 

experts, and the public. Each of these entities can play a crucial role before, during, and in 

theafter aftermath of a natural disaster (Jahangiri et al., 2010). Regarding Literature is scarce 

on the mitigation policy makers, few studies were conducted. For example, . One study 

focuses onlyone study focused on the disaster mitigation strategies for the city of in Tehran, 

and indicated showed that the policy framework for the disaster mitigation involves 

engineering and construction,; physical planning,; economic planning,; policy guidance,; and 

public response. (Nateghi-A, 2000). In Another another study was done in Istanbul, showed 

that three different patterns emerged among the study subjects. Drawing on these findings, 

the paper detailsBased on the result, key points for better disaster communication, included 

ing whom tothose mobilizinge to reach target populations, such as individuals with direct 

earthquake experience and women. (Tekeli‐Yeşil, et al.Dedeoǧlu, Tanner, Braun‐

Fahrlaender, & Obrist, 2010). In addition, aStudy in New Zealand A  holistic framework that 

incorporating es the motivational orientations of decision-making, coupled with the social, 

cultural, economic, regulatory, institutional and political realms of earthquake risk  mitigation  

were proposed to  enhance  building  owners’  decisions  to  voluntarily  implement  adequate 

mitigation measures, is proposed. This framework attempts to address any multi-disciplinary 

barriers that which are exist  available in managing earthquake disaster management, by 

ensuring that stakeholders involved in seismic mitigation decisions work together to foster 

seismic rehabilitation, as well as  illuminating thee  strategies  that  willwhich  initiate,  

promote,  and  sustain  the  adoption  of  long-term earthquake mitigation. 

Raising public awareness is considered as One one of the important functions of the 

mitigation phase is raising public awareness (Ciottone et al., 2015). In this regard, using 

social networks can be regarded as ould be the best training method. This type of training 

would beis more effective on for the youth. To be most effectiveIn fact, mitigation training 
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should be institutionalized from early years of their life and people should be exposed to 

mitigation training at this age. Other studies have also mentioned reported that raising public 

awareness raising as one of the mitigation strategies (Nateghi, 2000).  Further, lack of 

systematic training for the public is One one of the challenges of the mitigation phase. 

Furthermore, was lack systematic training for the public; this challenge was also reported in a 

study conducted in Indonesia (Djalante et al., 2012). Cultural awareness would alsocan play a 

crucial role in the improving ement mitigation programs. However, It it is next toalmost 

impossible to change the people deep-seated cultural and religious values among the people. 

However, exposing people to realties of natural disasters is indispensable (Gaillard and 

Texier, 2010).  

Another finding of the present study wasFurther, the presence of very deep cultural and 

ideological challenges should be provided in the area of safety culture which requires 

extensive cultural programsin order to overcome such challenges. These programs and 

activities would can ultimately change people’s behaviors and attitudes, . This important 

iwhich ssue cannot be achieved without the involving ement of all stakeholder organizations, 

systematic planning systematically, and executing on of the plans in all areas and all 

communication ways. Researchers from the WHO and Karolina University conducted 

another study to evaluate all aspects of safety promotion and concluded reported that it 

should be implemented at local, regional, national, and international levels for in order to 

institutionalizeing and developing sustained safety, it should be implemented at local, 

regional, national, and international levels (Maurice et al., 1997). 

In another study in Sri Lanka, mitigation in building a safe and resilient society was the most 

important challenge addressed in the government sector, the results of which was mitigation 

in building a safe and resilient society similar to thatare in line with  of the currentthose in the 

present study (Joffe et al., 2016). Enhancing public awareness is regarded as One one of the 
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important functions of mitigation is public awareness. At presentPresently, , using social 

networks is considered as the best method of training is using social networks and the end of 

the elementary school is the best age is the end of the elementary school. FurtherAlso, this 

type of training seems would be more effective if it is repeated through channels and by 

numerous different people, such as media and clerics. Public awareness is also mentioned as 

one of the major strategies for mitigation in other studies (Jimee et al., 2012). In another 

study done on the importance of education in New Zealand, it was found that education is the 

most significant strategy in sustainable development in the mitigation phase among the 

simultaneous use of several strategies to resist earthquakes, education was the most 

significant strategy in the context of sustainable development in the mitigation phase 

(Rosenthal, 2005). Media is regarded as one of the best ways in which the government 

communicates with citizens and the public, which can be a methodway to for educatinge 

people. In this regard, the media should engage in multifaceted interaction with experts, and 

academics and government agencies should be responsible for mitigating and managing the 

disaster (Kobayashi and Shaw, 2001) 

 


