
1 Wyssen Canada, Revelstoke, BC, Canada 
2 Wyssen Avalanche Control, Reichenbach, Switzerland 

3.1  Survey respondents 
answered by 279 professionals
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3.2  Operational criteria 

3.3 Criteria for the respondents’ operations

Most im-
portant

Safety during operational use (e.g. are workers exposed 
to hazards while using the measure).
Safety of workers during maintenance (e.g. pre-season 
preparation).
The detection whether the release of an avalanche 
(after blasting) was successful or not?
Ability to use in any weather condition and daytime.
The automatic detection of misfires (= the measure did 
not or only partly perform as planned).
How long it takes to perform avalanche control with 
the used measure.

Least im-
portant

Notification whether the measure produced its full 
power or less.

Most 
important

The documentation of avalanche control missions and 
the consequent results
Specific training for workers who perform avalanche 
control (e.g. an avalanche control blasting course)
The optimization of internal running costs (e.g. helicop-
ter and worker costs for pre-season maintenance)
A reduced environmental impact (e.g. small concrete 
foundation or biodegradable materials)
Low investment costs (e.g. construction costs of meas-
ure)

Least 
important

Low running costs of consumables (e.g. explosives)

3.4 Factors to consider for avalanche control 
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3.5 Area vs. side-ways distance affected by 
avalanche control measures 

Area Distance
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