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Discussion on Risk Management System for Urban Flash Flood

ZHU Jing, TANG Chuan

(N ational Prof essional Laboratory of Geo-hazard Prevention and Geo-environment Protection,

Cheng du University of T echnology, Chengdu 610059, China)

Abstract: The increased vulnerability of many urban areas is a major reason of suffering from more serious damage than before.

Flash flood is one of major natural hazards that occurred in mountainous areas. Therefore emphasis should be given to the redue-

tion of vulnerability in urban areas, which requires an effective management for flash flood risk in order to make recommenda-

tions for prevention, preparedness and response. This paper discussed some main aspects concerning risk management, w hich in-

volve risk analysis, action preparedness and disaster response for urban flash flood mitigation. The suggested framew ork for ur

ban flash flood mitigation is significant to provide government decisior makers and planners with a scientific basis for urban

safety and security.
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