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Rockfall damage in Kodari
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Scenario Time of Day

Location- Non-work .
I(:ault_Mag) Work Day Day Night
Wind-MFT_8.6 10,631 16,023 24,137
FWMW-MFT_8.6 36,770 53,175 81,434
WC-MFT_8.6 74,256 85,299 144,394
CE-MFT_8.6 65,946 71,960 124,942
Eind-MFT_8.6 15,231 20,321 32,665
W-Ind-MFT_8.3 5,908 8,956 13,458
FW-MFT_8.3 15,907 24,490 36,544
MW-MFT_8.3 24,404 37,559 56,089
W-MFT_8.3 32,200 43,013 68,178
C-MFT_8.3 53,025 55,444 98,375
E-MFT_8.3 23,731 30,196 49,265
Eind-MFT_8.3 7,536 10,608 16,679
WInd-MFT_7.8 3,100 5,070 7,429
FW-MFT_7.8 8,561 14,070 20,491
MW-MFT_7.8 12,796 21,050 30,638
W-MFT_7.8 19,644 26,476 41,891
C-MFT_7.8 38,333 36,876 68,301
E-MFT_7.8 9,739 14,316 22,200
Eind-MFT_7.8 3,791 5,911 8,902
WInd-MFT_7.0 856 1,298 1,958
FW-MFT_7.0 6,474 10,338 15,259
MW-MFT_7.0 8,518 13,645 20,090
W-MFT_7.0 11,369 16,400 25,114
C-MFT_7.0 28,038 23,261 46,414
E-MFT_7.0 6,882 9,916 15,537
Eind-MFT_7.0 2,267 3,372 5,134
SChn-KKM_7.8 166 323 523
MW-WFSN_7.8 5,292 9,023 13,042
MW-WFSS_7.3 7,361 12,134 17,727
W-TKG_7.3 1,560 2,531 3,798
Average 18,010 22,768 37,020



Province 1

Fatalities:

Average: 5,500
Worst-case: 20,000

Injuries:

Average: 18,000
Worst-case:
138,000

Building Damage:

Average: 24,000
Worst-case: 79,000
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Province 2

Fatalities:

Average: 800
Worst-case: 17,000

Injuries:

Average: 3,000
Worst-case: 89,000

Building Damage:

Average: 3,000
Worst-case: 39,000
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Bagmati Province

Fatalities:

Average: 3,000
Worst-case: 58,000

Injuries:

Average: 10,000
Worst-case:
274,000

Building Damage:

Average: 11,000
Worst-case:
172,000

45% 55% 65% 300 500 700
a) Fatality Probability o b) Median Fatalities

40% 50% 60% 200 400 600

1000 2000 3000

025 035 045

c) Maximum Fatalities d) Variability

(] R
0.20 0.30 0.40

500 1500 2500

3 5 7 0.400 0.450 0.500
e) Remoteness f) Human Development )
6

0.375 0.425 0.475

225 275 3.25
g) Total Risk

i 2.00 250 3.00
Province 6

\—Province1

Province 2

Province 7
Province 5



Province 4

Fatalities:

Average: 1,400
Worst-case: 20,000

Injuries:

Average: 8,000
Worst-case:
122,000

Building Damage:

Average: 11,000
Worst-case: 79,000
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Province 5

Fatalities:

Average: 4,500
Worst-case: 35,000

Injuries:

Average: 25,000
Worst-case: 202,000

Building Damage:

Average: 17,000
Worst-case: 107,000
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Lumbini Province

Fatalities:

Average: 2,200
Worst-case: 11,000

Injuries:

Average: 11,000
Worst-case: 84,000

Building Damage:

Average: 10,000
Worst-case: 42,000
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Province 7

Fatalities:

Average: 2,000
Worst-case: 17,000

Injuries:

Average: 6,000
Worst-case:
109,000

Building Damage:

Average: 10,000
Worst-case: 53,000
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There is a need to finalize the National Social
Security Framework making it inclusive and
disaster responsive. Also there is need of the
disaster risk financial policy with the clear
provision regarding the cash transfer mechanism,
linkage between the social security and disaster
related programs and the updated database
regarding the people residing in high risk areas
and to develop the response plan accordingly.
SRSP should come through a systematic process
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If reliable data and information is managed, in the
leadership of Local Level we can move ahead into
SRSP. Stakeholders and development partners need
to support Local Level to update the database and
make It reliable. MoFAGA is working with the high
priority to integrate SRSP and it is also facilitating to
develop Local Strategy prioritizing the risk transfer
mechanism and SRSP. Many Local Levels are
formulating disaster preparedness and response
plans and the priority is given to integrate SRSP in
these plans. On the basis of data while providing
social security allowance, we have been providing
top-up grants to disaster affected people, however
this doesn’t address all concerns so we need to
move ahead on a need basis. In the leadership of
Local Level, the Federal and Provincial Government,
development partners and concerned stakeholders
should collaborate for this initiative.
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The 15th periodic plan has included the equitable
distribution of resources and has also planned the
inclusion of disaster sensitive development package
and aims that 60% Nepalese will be under social
protection within 5 years to achieve this aim. NPC
prepared the Integrated National Social Framework
2077 and it will soon be endorsed and implemented.
Sometimes, the needy people are excluded due to
data mismanagement so we are working on a need-
based, right-based, and contribution-based approach

HI. ST TH FHR RATT for social protection. The weak coordination and
RS collaboration mechanism between ministries and
ARG AT ST different agencies have also created problems in the

#ia http://dpnet.org.np/news  spocial protection system. However, after the
promulgation of Integrated National Social framework
2077, the coordination collaboration and social
protection system will be strengthened.






