
Teleconference Notes,  October 02, 2013, 10:30 – 11:30
1-877-413-4790   conference ID  3381344#

 @RiskAUG

Context: Monthly RAUG meeting 
The Risk Assessment Users Group meets by telephone on the first Wednesday of every month, 10:30  - 
11:30 am Pacific Time. It meets in person with the Hazus User Group at the annual Canadian Risk and 
Hazards Network Symposium. The forum is to share knowledge about  incorporating Risk Assessment 
into disaster reduction decisions in Canada.  It is a forum supported by NRCan's Quantitative Risk 
Assessment Project of the Public Safety Geoscience Program until March 2014.

Attendees:
Nicky Hastings, NRCan
Kris Holm, BGC
Shona van Zijl de Jong, Researcher
Murray Journeay, NRCan
Bert Struik, NRCan
Shiva Tiwari, Region of Waterloo 
Maggie Wojtarowicz, NRCan

Agenda
Greetings

Updates: News and RAUG Project plans for 2013-2014

Vignette: The Ins and Outs of the Ins and Outs of Risk Assessment: Hazard and Disaster Scenarios

Discussion

Updates

Last meeting

Conversation about where the RAUG should be going and what it should be doing. 



Set out a straw poll on potential projects.  http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/R5THKXF  Link to the 
poll is also on the raug.mhrisk.ca site in the Forum.

RAUG Project Plan Options
Risk project / research catalogue
Risk thesis topic inventory: A list of risk thesis topics that may receive support from an agency
Risk calculation tools inventory: Build on the work of Murray Journeay and others who have evaluated risk 
calculation tools from around the world. A sort of “Consumers Report”. Bi-annual report?
Renew / build rating scheme for evaluating risk calculation tools
Risk dialect dictionary: translations of how risk terms are used in sectors
Evaluation of data management systems for threatened assets at the provincial and national scale
Who's who in Canadian and international risk assessment
Bibliography of risk assessment resources
Summary of provincial risk management programs
Risk assessment help line(s)
Pocket guide to risk assessment for geohazards
Pocket guide to risk assessment for industrial accidents
Pocket guide to hazard scenarios for risk assessment
Pocket guide to using disaster scenarios for risk reduction
 and so on.

The notes and pod cast of the last meeting are posted to the RAUG website: http://raug.mhrisk.ca in the 
folder RAUG_Meeting_2013-09-04
Material from all past meetings is now on the website on the Library page in date order.

Web site material

Send Bert your project outlines and they will be posted. Want to do it yourself: let Bert know.

Blogs are written to the site occasionally. Last one was on risk assessment dialects. 

Upcoming events

Canada’s Platform for Disaster Risk Reduction: November 5, 2013, in Regina, 
Saskatchewan

4th Annual National Roundtable on Disaster Risk Reduction. Call for Abstracts coming in mid June.
Building Blocks of Resilience: Local, National and Global Perspectives

La 4e Table ronde nationale annuelle de la Plate-forme du Canada pour la 
réduction des risques de catastrophe:  5 novembre 2013 à Regina, 
Saskatchewan

Les composantes de base de la résilience : perspectives régionales, nationales et globales

The Roundtable will host a breakout session on Risk Assessment in which the future operation of the 
Risk Assessment Users Group will be discussed. The RAUG requires new operating system to continue 
and that will be part of the ongoing discussion at our monthly meetings and at the Roundtable in 
Regina.

http://www.surveymonkey.com/s/R5THKXF
mailto:bstruik@nrcan.gc.ca
http://raug.mhrisk.ca/


CRHNet Symposium Regina, November 5-8

Sessions on the all hazards risk assessment, agricultural flood risk and hazus flood module

http://crhnet2013.mhrisk.ca

Other news

Kris Holms: BGC Engineering out of Vancouver has been doing mostly risk studies lately. Have assess 
risk of over 4000 km of pipeline route, independent power producer projects, debris flood risk near 
Canmore, Alberta affected by the June 2013 floods, and preliminary assessment of the flood risk in the 
East Kootenay region of British Columbia.

Q: did you produce flood depth grids?

A: no, we concentrated on the infrastructure issues.

Q: did BGC consisder the business interruption concequences of pipeline disruption?

A: not in the present versions. Those type of works would be subcontracted.

Vignette: The Ins and Outs of the Ins and Outs of Risk 
Assessment: Hazard and Disaster Scenarios

by Bert Struik, Geological Survey of Canada Vancouver (NRCan)

Discussions

In reaction to slide 11.

C: The flood losses or Calgary will be mapped. That is a complex endeavour and too much to expect 
shortly after a flood disaster. The challenge is bringing all the necessary data together.

C: 6 months after the Brisbane flood challenges of mapping the losses persisted and the insurance 
companies were still assessing losses. They needed big teams and lots of money for the mapping in the 
RiskScape project.

C: Direct and indirect losses are hard to measure

C: Instead of using the broad range of measures, use only the ones needed to evaluate the mitigation 
options.

In reaction to slide 5

C n Q: Rather than use “disaster scenario” wouldn't it be better to say “ consequence scenario” as in 
slide 5? Because disaster constitutes so much.

http://crhnet2013.mhrisk.ca/


A: You have a great point. [aftwards Bert was relecting on this and wondered whether disaster and 
consequence were really any different]

In reaction to slide 2

Q: Why would you say it should only be the design hazard that should be considered?

A: That seems to be a mis-understanding of the use of the term “peak condition”, which actually meant 
the peak condition within the hazard event of choice whether it be a 20 year, 100 year, 200 year or 
other probability event.

C: oh. Okay. Yes that was a mis-understanding.

In reaction to slide 15

C: Suggest using a particular risk measure for establishing the probability of loss for all conditions of 
the hazard; for instance loss to life.

A: That would be useful for determining the risk profile as opposed to the losses from a single 
probability event.

Q: could partial assessments be done under conditions of poor information sets?

A: yes, as long as the estimates were clearly linked to the data input.

C: would like to emphasize a point on the slide: that the choice of measures be driven by the use needs. 
Perhaps use this last slide for the introduction because it is such an important point. You don't have to 
have all the measures in hand, nor are all measures important to the mitigation or response decision 
needs.

C: the end user does not always know how the results will be used. The general objective can drive the 
input data requirements.
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