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Figure E.1 The Flood 
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Figure E.2 Mitigation / Perceived Risk 
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Figure E.3 Structural Mitigation Benefits 
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Figure E.4 Moral Hazard from Structural Mitigaiton 

Mitigation Capacity of
Engineered Solutions

R1: Moral Hazard from
Structural Mitigation

public awareness of
structural projects

size of structural
protection needed to

create

-
flooding ratio

-

+

R1: Moral Hazard

magnitude of damage

+

+

public perception of
structural policies

perceived protection
from structural

mitigaiton

+

<Vulnerable
Property>

<Damaged
Properties>

time for public to
become aware of

structural projects

max fraction vulnerable
property protected by
structural mitigation

-

property
perceived at risk
from structural

mitigation

time to forget
structural failure

fraction
perceived at risk
from structural

projects

<Damaged
Properties>

+

<Vulnerable
Property>

structural mitigation
effect on risk perception

+

Perceived Failure of
Structural Projects forgetting

structural failures
perceiving

structural failures

+

+

 



Figure E.5 Moral Hazard from Protective Policies 
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Figure E.6 Policy Entrepreneurs for Mitigation 
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Figure E.7 Research and Knowledge of Vulnerable Property 
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Figure E.8 New Development Pressure 
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Figure E.9 Local Capability for Recovery 
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Figure E.10 Property Tax Revenue Pressure 
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Figure E.11 Natural Barriers 
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