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Earthquake F

/] & B9 % of Indian landma
\J,  moderate to severe ec
' ¢ Earthquakes are less fr
quite damaging
2 Unpredictability of eart
hazard along with lack
preparedness leads to ti
= In terms of risk of losses

earthguake has the high
and damage potential

Earthqguake risk manage
comprehensive Planning
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Challenge

/¥ Huge stock of vulnerable
¢/ Lack of awareness amon
'stakeholders about the s

> Inadequate monitoring a
i of earthquake-resistant bu
\ and town planning bye-law
@ Absence of systems of licen
| engineers and masons

@ Lack of formal training amo
N = professionals in earthquake
construction practices
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Gwdelmes on Manage

A Earthquakes
% 1X Pillars for Earthq
‘RiIsk Management

« Earthguake Resistant Constr
of New Structures

Selective Seismic Strengthen
Retrofitting eX|st|ng Priority
‘:!.If line Structul
ool

ety
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eismic Vulnerability Asse
//// Buildings Types in |
» Catalogue of building tyf
Jparts of the country o
'sample surveys covering k
rural areas.

L

E;‘\’;Q » Tech-doc  presenting
SO | :

5%&3; methodologies for
?%% ~assessment of different bui
N # Vulnerability functions

N

| building types from t
| Catalogue one for
¥ | considered In the project.
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_../-fi_;rthquake Hazard Zoning

O Atlases

/)¢ Prepared Earthquake Ha
Jand Atlases for the coun
district level with sub-dis
boundary indicating: ‘
State boundary with name
boundary, district names,

earthguake zones, epicente
earthquakes of magnitude
faults etc.

\ ¢ Distributed the Maps and
{\\ | the stakeholders including
{ | Districts




/ Barthquake Disaster Risk
//// 50 cities and 1 Dist
| ities include Itanag:
\.Dispur, Imphal, Shillong,
'Agartala in North East Inc

Earthquake Disaster Risk
. for Buildings considering ft
Y parameters:

Hazard
ExXposure
Physical Vulnerability




/. /s Development of simplified
Lybased upon BIS codes an
explaining the basic requil
earthquake resistant con
¢ Development of a PRIMER
"\ standardize the RVS meth
| dominant building types in
¢ Development of guidelines
Risk Asses
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/ /National Earthquake Risk
// /Project: Under Conceptu
| -nhancing Emergency R
[Capacity

Multi-hazard Risk Mitig

" Infrastructure

¥ Technical Assistance to Ir

A

7> ‘Disaster Risk Managemen




il / | Measures States ma

”\1‘1;\;_";,; >standardized Building Per
Voluntary Licensing of En
= Scrutinizing Structural D
Report (SDBR)

= Recording of progress and
; - various construction stage

& Structural Safety Assessme
 Infrastructure and selective
| thereon

# Training of Engineers, Maso
'~ benders etc.
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