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* The IF steering group seeks to improve categorization of building sturdiness * Continue to use the scale in practice and document examples

classes with support of engineering community
*  Afinal first version of the IF-scale is to be ready by late 2019 or early 2020.
* New DI's will be added, such as crop fields, shrubs and bushes, noise barrier
walls, jersey barriers, wind turbines, free standing masonry and concrete walls.



