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Assess : characterize the hazard regime;
Mitigate : reduce vulnerability;
Prepare : educate; warn; evacuate;
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Respond : remove bodies, locate and treat
survivors, destroy unstable structures;
Recover : rebuild communities and infrastructure
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Regional scale

Between 1:100.000 and
1:1.000.000, covering a
large catchment area, or

Large scale

Between 1:2.000 and
1:25.000, covering a town
or (part of) a city.

CONCLUSIONS

http://www.unicaen.fr/mountainrisks/spip/IMG/pdf/02_MountainRisks_IntensiveCourse-Barcelona-08_vanWesten-Susceptibility.pdf
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e.g. Middle Eocene: Aleutorite,
marl, imestone, chert,
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Landslide hazard is: 111000000 sese |

- The probability of occurrence of a particular landslide
type (initiation and run-out, volume, speed) within a
specified period of time and in a given area.

Landslide risk is:
- The expected losses (monetary, or in number of buildings

1:2.000, covering the
area where engineering
works will be carried out,
or covering a single
landslide. They are used
for the detailed design of
engineering works, such
as roads, bridges,
tunnels, dams, and for

Analysis Analysis Analysis Analysis

agricultural developm@

(1:100.000 - 1:1.000.000) For reconnaissance projects.

phases for planning projects for the
construction of infrastructural works, or
agricultural development projects.

« Medium scale

(1:25.000 - 1:100.000). For land use planning
and construction of infrastructural works,

Geological formations
e.g. Yateras formation:
limestones, marls and clays

Environmental
Parameters

GD /valueﬂ, classes

Medium scale
Between 1:25.000 and
1:100.000, covering a
municipality or smaller
catchment area.

<1:10,000 Yes Yes No Yes Yes

ﬁ,’rovincial Level ,fl
1;100,000 scale |
|

/ , /

Elements at Risk

Occurrence

type, magnitude,
ﬁ::‘) time, activity

Triggering Factors

time, magnitude, object and attributes
intensity

£ 1:25,000 —
1:50,000

Yes

Lithological unit
e.g. karstic limestones

Yes Yes

Mu'nicipal level /
1:50,000 scale/
\ /
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