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METOAO/NI0MUIA UCTPAXKUBAHA K/TUSULLITA

PernoHanHa ucrpakusara npoueca JetasbHa UCTPAXKMBaKba NOjeAMHAYHUX
KAnXera/Kausmwra nojasa/kAusuwra

Yrephusare yTuuaja npoueca/nojasa Ha Y18phuBarbe ONTUManHMX yCnoBa u meToaa

ycnose Kopuwhera npocropa LUWBLEBK caHauvje
TeomeTpujcka 3D KapaKTepusaLmja Tena KAUSULLTA,
PernoHasiHa cBOjCTBa reosiollKe cpeanHe NonoKaj n 06/MK KIMsHe NoBPLWU
penesaHTHa sa passoj npoueca MexaHusam KpeTatba U BpCTa NOKPEHYTOr

TeomopdonolKe KapaKTepucTuke (npouecu maTtepujana
nojase, KapaKTepucTuKe) 3AAAU,M YcnoBu HacTaHKa, y3Spouy U YC/IOBU aKTUBUpakba
Xuaporeosiowke KapaKTepuCTUKe TepeHa DuUsHUKO-MexaHUuYKa CBOjCTBaA CTEHCKMX Maca Tena
Knumartcke u XUAPOJIOLLIKE KapaKTepucrtuke = KNIMSULLTA, KZIM3HE NOBPLUM U HeKpeTaHor
Crarbe Beretaumje matepujana
HaumH kopuwhera npoctopa Crarbe NogseMHUX Boga y TeNly KInsuTa ny
OKOJIHOM TepeHy

Ba3se noparaka/UHpopmaLMoHu cuctem
Kapte pejoHusauuje TepeHa no
crabunHoctu
Kapre xa3apaa u pusuka

FeoTexHnukmn enabopar o ycnosuma
PE3YNITATU caHauuje
Mpojekar caHayuje
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Biljana Abolmasov
LANDSLIDE HAZARD IN SERBIA IN THE QENTURY

Summary

In recent years, Serbia has been vulnerable to natural haze
floods, torrential floods and landslides. Landslides are one of
hazards in Serbia (according to the international classification
or areas prone to landslides are covering more than 16% of the
(according to a rough estimation and published scientific resear
the type of movement more common types are slides, flows and falls
type of material involved there are all types of material: rocks,

Landslides can be caused by one or more factors of which m
geological and engineering geological are main causal factors. f
terrain characteristics, further to lithological are their compos
influence on the occurrence of instabilities. The most landsl
triggered by precipitation rainfall and snowmelt, or a combin:
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Landslide risk assessment unfolds gradually, starting from -
inventory, selection of conditioning and triggering factors, lands
hazard assessment, mapping elements at risk, and landslide wvulnera
All these segments and their techniques depend on the choice of
complexity of the case, i.e. the type of the landslide phenomen.
of analysis.

According to the Fifth Report of the Intergovernmental Pane
Change, an increase in the frequency and the intensity of extreme
in the south-eastern Europe. Among different impacts, this incre
in a variation in the frequency and the spatial distribution c
landslides (landslide hazard). The influence of climate wvariab.
and its variations on landslide hazard should be analyzed by ta
the Serbian National Climate Scenario Models up to 2100.



