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PREFACE 

Earthquakes are inevitable and sometimes destructive events in Montana1.  On this 
premise, concerned citizens in Lewis and Clark County selected a pilot study area to 
implement HAZUS for estimating potential earthquake losses.  The cooperators also 
used HAZUS to explore earthquake mitigation opportunities, and for planning 
emergency response.  
 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) and the National Institute of 
Building Sciences (NIBS) developed HAZUS (HAZards United States) as a nationally 
standardized method for assessing earthquake risks.  FEMA provided HAZUS software 
and user assistance to the Helena Area HAZUS Analysis Project in a cooperative effort 
to advance natural hazard mitigation, and to promote the integration of HAZUS in 
community decision-making.  Funds to establish and implement the project were 
granted in 2001, initially for a six-month period by the City of Helena, Lewis & Clark 
County, and the State of Montana.  The project period and funds were extended by 
four months until August 15, 2002. 
 
Copies of this report are available online (http://www.hazus.org/BigSkyHUG/index.htm).   
A limited number of reports were printed for the funding agencies.    
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Map 1  Projected Annualized Earthquake Loss Reduction (AELR dollars)  

 
STAFF STUDIES QUAKES 

 
” Monday night's earthquake was as much a coincidence as a shock to members of the city building inspector's 
staff.  They recalled Tuesday they had spent part of Monday afternoon checking earthquake probabilities for the 
Bozeman area. "We don't often get requests like that," explained Mrs. Florence Scott, department secretary, "but 
an architect wanted the information in connection with a building at the state college. "Earthquakes were on the 
tip of our tongue when we stopped work Monday afternoon, but we never dreamed there would really be one only 
a few hours later." [quote from Billings Gazette; August 19, 1959on the Hebgen Lake Earthquake 8/17/5, 11:37 PM]
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