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ruvian coast has a very high seismic risk. From 1970 to 2009 earthquakes approximate
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to make general inferventions in short @@m@ﬁﬂg of time. So far different J@\/@ nment institutions have im pﬂ@m@ nted solutions to specifi

studies have shown high seismic risk in the infrastructure of schools in Lima. m@, necessity to keep operations going in schools makes it difficult
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emporary states of emergency. However, these solutions have been designed in an {SOH ate H and unarticulated way.
The government etfort to mitigate seismic risk has not been enough due 1o the limited management capacity as well as the lack of suitable tangible
and intangible resources
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