
Summary 

Point of departure and objectives 
At the beginning of the 1990s, the Federal Office for Civil Protection produced a 
comparative Swiss overview of disasters and societal emergencies in cooperation with 
numerous bodies inside and outside of the federal administration [KATANOS 1995]. It 
showed which disasters and emergencies could befall Switzerland and their significance 
in terms of disaster and emergency relief. Events due to violence which falls short of 
outright war (e.g. terrorism) and armed conflicts were not considered in the study.  
This comparative overview of disasters and emergencies in Switzerland was revised, 
updated and supplemented in line with the new joint civil protection system. 

Approach 

There was a systematic and comparative investigation of all selected hazards according 
to a uniform two-stage procedure: risk analysis and risk valuation (Picture Z-1). Risk 
analysis, based on damage indicators, describes and quantifies the hazards in relation 
to their frequency and the expected extent of damage. National agencies provided us 
with their data and expertise in this area. Risk valuation as investigates both society’s 
readiness to pay to prevent damage (marginal costs), and risk aversion relative to large-
scale incidents. Finally, the assessed risks within the range of hazards were compared. 
 

 Picture Z-1 
 
 

Significance of risks from a civil protection perspective 
From a civil protection perspective, risks due to disasters and emergencies currently 
account for approximately 50 % of overall risk. Risks due to violence which falls short of 
outright war (e.g. terrorism) and armed conflicts are not taken into consideration here. 
The largest share of disaster-and-emergency related risk goes to strong earthquakes, 
widespread epidemics and large-scale flooding. The other 50 % are made up of 
everyday incidents, such as traffic and sports-related accidents, accidents at work, in 
the home and during leisure time (Picture Z-2). 
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The significance of each risk varies according to the planning level (local, regional, 
cantonal, intercantonal and national). KATARISK shows the relevant risks from the 
perspective of the different planning levels as follows: 
At local level the risks arise mainly from everyday incidents. Correspondingly, the 
partner organisations are suitably equipped to deal with them.  
At regional/cantonal level the risks arise mainly from local or regional disasters and 
emergencies. All available local and regional resources are pooled to deal with these 
events, and based on regional risk assessments, supplemented where necessary.  
At intercantonal/national level the risks arise mainly from supra-regional disasters, 
such as strong earthquakes, large-scale epidemics, widespread flooding or radiation. To 
manage these, all regional resources are pooled with supra regional and national 
resources. These can be in targeted fashion, including international relief services, 
supplemented and optimised. 
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