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Application

Natural hazards are substantial threats to the safety, economic well-being, and resources of United States (U.S.) communities. National assessments of societal exposure to natural hazards provide managers, planners, and policy
makers at multiple scales with insights on where targeted studies, preparedness and mitigation plans, and outreach efforts may be warranted. The United States Geological Survey (USGS) has recently completed several national
studies of societal exposure to natural hazards that can support local, county, state, territorial, and Tribal risk-reduction planning. Each of the following examples include published journal articles and USGS data releases.

U.S. population exposure, evacuation potential, and losses from earthquake-generated tsunamis Earthquake-hazard exposure of U.S. residents with potential access and functional needs
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U.S. road exposure and traffic volumes in areas susceptible to landslides Sinkhole susceptibility in karst and pseudokarst areas of the conterminous U.S.
Why: Landslides are substantial threats to the U.S. road network, in terms of potential loss of Why: Sinkholes are substantial threats to U.S. communities in areas of karst and pseudo-
Yy life and disruptions to quality of life and economic productivity. Identifying hotspots of

karst geology. Ground failures can cause loss of life, road damage, and building

high exposure and high traffic volumes support county, state,and federal mitigation. collapse. There is currently no national sinkholes hazards program.
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