Breakout 2: Potential Interface Strategies 

        Room B:  Professional practice, public administration 

Craig C.- Let’s discuss 

        -Existing opportunitites 

                ATC                        USGS 

                EERI                        CGS 

                CUREE                CSSC 

                SEAOC/NCSEA        FEMA 

                                        NIST 

                                        FHWA 

                                        BSSC 

                                        FHWA 

        -interface strategies 

                Joint reports w/agencies 

                Presentations at prof/technical meetings/workshops 

        Topical hazard/vulnerability reports/workshops, e.g. non-ductile concrete bldgs 

                1906 anniversary loss assessment for 2006 

        -resources and mechanisms 

Rich E.-Does SCEC have am implementation strategy? 

Tom H.-Yes 

Craig C.-I didn’t know myself about SCEC.  It sounds like you have a good story to tell. 

Rich E.-There are two models: policy-driven science or you can create neat products and hope that they are useful. 

Tom H.-How about a report discussing the hazards of non-ductile concrete bldgs.  What they will do at different levels of ground motion, and how often those ground motions occur. 

Craig C.-EERI, SEAOC concerned about this. 

Bob Anderson-Calif Council of Geoscience Organizations advocates these topics to Calif legislature.  Calif Seismic Safety Commission can also help.  White paper.  Workshops for practitioners are very good…keep it up. 

Mark B.-Should we bring these workshops to the Bay Area, are there groups here that are doing that? 

Craig C.-EERI Northern Calif chapter could help. 

Tom H.-Most important thing for 1906 anniversary could be for us to work jointly on ground motion and damage/loss scenarios for a repeat of 1906.  But I’ve mentioned non-ductile concrete bldgs because we all agree they are a problem. 

Rich E.-No one wants to take this on because so much is at stake.  Could be a career ender. 

Craig C.-Suppose we agree that this is important, where would the resources come from. Could get the ball rolling with volunteers, but how would we move beyond this.  A credible analysis of a non-ductile concrete building is a $50-100K. 

Mike M.-Of course not all non-ductile concrete bldgs are the same. 

Craig C.-If we say all non-ductile concrete bldgs built before 1973 are bad, we gore twice as many oxen as we need too. 

Woody S.-Insurance industry has particular interests and needs.  Maybe a workshop focused on that would be useful.  What activities have proven to be successful. 

Mark B.-We had some workshops on insurance in 95-96 that were useful.  We have had inquires from SC Gas.  Are there projects we could do jointly with engineers to meet their interests.  Also hospitals…are there possibilities for joint projects there? 

Tom H.-ShakeMap has been a good tool for a communication. 

Rich E.-Real time HAZUS runs will be possible within about 15 min of big event. 

Craig C.-Inventories are a big issue. 

Rich E.-Yes. 

Tim R.-Insurance companies will not normally share portfolios.  But there may a way to share some data if you work it right. 

Woody S.-Success with user directed interface has been successful (e.g., PGE). 

Tim R.-Insurance but especially re-insurance companies might be interested. 

Rich E.-Could we develop “urban risk models?” 

Tom H.-Would insurance industry be interested in 1906-type scenario? 

Tim R.-More the re-insurance industry.  Exposure in many different lines of insurance may be correlated (.e.g., casualty, business interruption, etc.)  Top four reinsurance firms are Swiss re, Munich re, XL and one other. 

Wesson-The reinsurance companies have funded the Risk Prediction Initiative. So far that has been focused on hurricanes. 

Mark S.-Security is a big issue is revealing inventories and vulnerabilities. 

Craig C.-Yes, security is a problem. 

Tom H.-We need to have meetings where engineers explain earthquake engineering to seismologists. 

Craig C.-I agree and it is not expensive.  To me that is where stuff is falling in the cracks. 

Tom H.-Yes, soil-structure interaction is an area where we need lots of cross-disciplinary discussion, e.g. a workshop. 

Jack M.-Are we talking about researchers or practitioners? 

Craig C.-Don’t leave us out.  Practitioners need to know that what happens underneath the footings is really important for the structure. 

Tom H.-Both engineers and seismologists bring a different perspective to solving these problems. 

Mike M.-SCEC is misnamed.  Should be Seismology Coordination and Education Center.
