Mitigation of Seismic Risk pertaining to Non-Ductile Concrete Buildings using Seismic Risk Maps
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categorizes buildings in terms of construction material, height, lateral force-resisting system, level of seismic
design, and occupancy type. The USGS risk maps currently consider only these building categories. The : i ; e
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categories (including only concrete structural types and excluding occupancy type). For more information on
HAZUS, refer to the HAZUS Technical Manual.
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