
Exam in SAM 525 Risk, Society and Ethics 
School exam, individual, written. No aids of any kind permitted.  

 

December 19, 2023, 9:00 a.m. – 2:00 p.m. 

 

Teacher in charge: Ole Andreas Engen 

e-mail: ole.a.engen@uis.no Phone work: 51831858 Cell phone:  92467852 

 

Sensorveiledning 

 

 

The exam consists of five (5) exercises, and you are expected to answer four (4) of them. 

Each question will have equal weighting in the evaluation. 

 

 

 

1) Explain the techno-scientific perspective and the social constructivist perspective of 

risk. 

 

It is expected that the candidate should start on elaborate on following questions in 

order to explain the techno-scientific perspective. 

What risks exist?  

How should we measure them?  

How should information about risk be effectively communicated to the public?  

How to reduce ‘bias’ in the public’s response 

How do people respond cognitively to risks?  

What worldviews  shape their responses? 

Provides normative perspectives regarding risk, combined with a deliberative 

view of politics 

 

Thereafter explain. 

 

How is risk understood in different social contexts.  

Why are some dangers named ‘risks’ and other not?  

How does risk operate as symbolic measure?  

What is the situated context of risk? 

 Finally  

How do discourses and practises around risk operate in the construction of 

subjectivity, embodiment and social relations.  

How does risk operate as part of governmental strategies and rationalities?  

How are risk assemblages configured? 

 

It is not required but, the good candidate will be able to present table from pp49 

Lupton 
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2) Explain the difference between methodological individualism and methodological 

holism, and elaborate what Emile Durkheim means with “collective consciousness”. 

The candidates are expected to start with following statement from Durkheim 

 

“Society is not a mere sum of individuals, Rather, the system formed by their association 

represents a specific reality which as its own character” 

 

“The determining cause of a social fact should be sought among the social facts preceding 

it and not among the states of individual consciousness…the function of social fact should 

be sought in relation to some social end”. 

 

 

 

Thereafter present the matrix 
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Followed by elaborating on holism and individualism. 

 

 
 

 

The good student will manage to deeper explore how collective consciousness. 

 

• An ontolog  o  ‘social  acts’  orming an order e ternal to individual consciousness and not 

explicable by reference to human nature 

• A methodology wherein social facts are explained by their function in relation to some social 

end. 
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• Functional mechanisms working through the medium o  the ‘collective consciousness’ and 

connecting social ends to the overall level of social integration needed if a society is to 

flourish 

 

• An epistemology, so far undisclosed, which warrants our subscribing to these components. 

 

 

3) Describe meaning when we refer to human action, and account for the four ideal 

types of human action developed by Max Weber. 

 

The candidates have to describe the following 

 

• Human actions have meaning. Actions embody intentions, express emotions, are done for 

reasons. 

• The distinction between the meaning of an action and what the actor means by it relates to 

one between what words mean and what people mean by them 

• Human practises are imbued with normative expectations. They embody ideas about what 

one so entitled to expect of people and are reinforced guilt and shame in the face reproach 

for failure to live up to them. 

• Animals have beliefs but does not hold theories about the nature of things. 

 

Thereafter the good candidates may follow up with 

 

 

 
 

                                                   
                                                
                       

          

                           
                                  
                               

                          
                           
                     



 
 

 

 
 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



The candidates have to present a minimum understanding of the ideal types of action 

by Weber. 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

4) Account  or the conce ts “Modernit ”  “Late Modernit ” and “ isk  ociet ”. 

The good student will start with contrasting pre modernity and modernity,  



 
 

 

The others will probably start with  

  

 
Furthermore the good students will elaborate on the Risk Society: 

 

• In the risk society, science has entered a polygamous marriage with economics, politics and 

ethics. 

• Even the smallest probability of accidents is too high, when an accident means destruction. 

• Scientific and social rationality have fallen apart - yet remain at the mercy of each other and 

intertwined. 

• The public criticism and unrest is fed mainly by the dialectic between expertise and counter-

expertise. 

• Conflicting pluralization and diversity of risk definitions. ‘ 



• The social impact of risk definitions is no longer entirely dependent on their scientific validity. 

Global risks are also a part of the new reflexivity. 

• The risks are still divided by class, but at the same time the systemic and global risk will affect 

everyone. Distress and poverty are hierarchical; global warming is democratic! The risks 

represent boomerang effects. 

• New social inequalities due to inequality of risk vulnerabilities. 

 

And finalise the discussion with introducing Giddens where Giddens develops the pair of 

concepts ontological security and trust related to risk. 

 

• Trust is a protective shield; trust face to face, in late modernity faceless commitments and to 

abstract systems are the rule.  

 

• Ontological security is the very foundation for our identity and trust in the social world as it 

appears to us. This has implications for our relationship with risk. 

 

5) Discuss similarities and differences between the views of Anthony Giddens and Ulrich 

 eck on “the  isk  ociet ”.  

The good candidate is expected to summarise these matrixes, not every bullet point – but 

main contrasts between the two Risk societies thinkers. 

 

 

 
 

                                                                 
                                              

          

    

                                         
              

                                 
                                  
                                     
     

                                
                 

                                      
         

             

       
                                                

                                      
          

                                             
     

                                           
                                             

                                          
                                     

                                         
                     

                                           
                          



 
 

  



Eksamen i SAM 505 Risiko og Samfunnssikkerhet 

Skoleeksamen, individuell, skriftlig. Ingen tillatte hjelpemidler 

 

19.12.2023 kl. 09.00 – 1400 

 

Faglig ansvarlig: Ole Andreas Engen 

e-mail: ole.a.engen@uis.no Tlf jobb: 51831858 Mob tlf:  92467852 

 

 

Eksamen består av fem (5) spørsmål. Det er forventet at du besvarer fire (4) av dem. De 

besvarte oppgavene vil telle likt i vurderingen. 

 

 

1) Forklar det tekno-vitenskapelige perspektivet og det sosialkonstruktivistiske 

risikoperspektivet. 

 

2) Forklar forskjellen mellom metodologisk individualisme og metodologisk holisme, og 

utdyp hva Emile Durkheim mener med «kollektiv bevissthet». 

 

3) Hva er mening når vi refererer til menneskelig handling, og redegjør for de fire 

idealtypene for menneskelig handling utviklet av Max Weber. 

 

4) Redegjør for begrepene «modernitet», «sen-modernitet» og «Risikosamfunnet». 

 

5) Diskuter likheter og forskjeller mellom Anthony Giddens og Ulrich Becks syn på 

"Risikosamfunnet". 
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