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Risk Acceptability and Criteria for multiple fatality in Urban disaster

T
Roh, Sam-Kew

Abstract

The paper review of the methods used to present in a quantitative way of risk to the public
in the vicinity of hazardous operation within urban area.

The study concentrated on the calculation, presentation and interpretation of societal risk
where multiple concerned population at large. It is also compared the way to use of risk criterias
in various countries where the different population density concerned.

It is recommended societal risk criteria need to be vastly apply to the exposed population.
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