Haiti Earthquake LEDC




Building design

0 86% of the population of Port au Prince

were living in densely packed slum
conditions

There were no building regulations so
buildings were of poor quality with little or
no aseismic design

Modern structures were built using cheap
techniques e.g not enough reinforcement

Land use planning

0 No planning to take into account

(0]

earthquakes (low level of education)

Crowded conditions meant that when
buildings collapsed leaving rubble= hindered
rescue effort

No consideration given to buildings on softer
sediments (shows low level of technology)

Focus

The closeness of the focus
to Port au Prince

Community preparedness

o O

Literacy levels were poor

Most people had little to no
earthquake training

0 No earthquake drills were in place
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Nature of the fault

The transform nature of the
fault explains why the
earthquake foci was so
shallow
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Contributes to vulnerability

80% of schools were of poor quality

Emergency/Relief Services

0 Many of the hospitals were
destroyed or badly affected by the
earthquake

0 The emergency services\were not
sufficiently trained or resourced to
deal with the crisis

O The airport damage meant that
emergency and rescue flights were
unable to bring assistance

0 Liquefaction in the port area
meant that the harbour was out of
action so emergency help via sea
was not initially following the
quake

Sediments
The predominant composition of
recent sedimentary rocks that are
prone to shaking than older, harder
more consolidated rocks




Haiti had no emergency
disaster plan and many
UN personnel had died

Many NGO'’s flew in
help bust most hadn’t
done an evaluation of
what the survivors

Language barrier —
many couldn’t speak
french

NGO
Problems

Most NGO's worked
top-down

No coordination:

Duplication of aid
Some areas received
no aid

Lots of money spent

on transport of aid
and accommaodation

for aid workers
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