
Flood governance practice: 

  
 
WHAT IS THIS CASE ABOUT? 

This research examines catchment-based flood-risk management in Austria. Catchment-based flood-risk 
management was analysed in three different Austrian regions (Aist in Upper Austria, Triestingtal in Lower Austria 
and Ill-Walgau in Vorarlberg). The existing partnership approach in flood-risk prevention is reflected in the selection 
of sites for conservation of regionally important retention areas, the harmonisation of spatial planning instruments 
and awareness raising for protective measures at an inter-local level. The empirical results show a lack of adequate 
co-operation between the members, as well as with the regional authorities.  

WHO DOES WHAT IN FLOOD GOVERNANCE? 

R
e

sp
o

n
si

b
le

 a
u

th
o

ri
ti

es
 

 Policy making 
Policy 

implementation 
Operational 

management 
Regulation and 

enforcement 
Scale of 

management 

Flood 
anticipation 

and foresight 

National (Austrian 
Service for Torrent 

and Avalanche 
Control)/regional 
(Federal Water 

Engineering 
Administration)  

National (Austrian 
Service for Torrent 

and Avalanche 
Control)/regional 
(Federal Water 

Engineering 
Administration)/ 
local authorities, 

inter-organisational   

Exclusive inter-
organisational 
responsibility 

National (Water 
Engineering 

Administration)/regional 
(Federal Water 

Engineering 
Administration)  

Local/metropolitan 
regional/provincial 

National 

Flood 
prevention 

and 
mitigation 

 

Flood 
preparation 

 

Flood 
response 

 

Flood 
recovery 

 

Stakeholder 
engagement in flood 

decision making 

    
     

     
  Government    
         YES     

         

               Private 
              stakeholders 

                YES 

 

              Experts     
               YES  

 
 

            

              Citizens 
         YES 

           

               Land users 
              YES 

      Youth 
                NO 

                 

                         Under- 
represented                                                      

NO 
 

             

Newcomers 
            NO 

Ngo         

             NGOs 
             NO 

Source: Information provided by the Institute of Mountain Risk Engineering, University of Natural Resources and Life Sciences in the framework  
of the OECD project “Flood Governance: A Shared Responsibility” (November 2016).  

 

KEY CHALLENGES BASED ON THE OECD PRINCIPLES ON WATER GOVERNANCE  

 

 
This research has identified several areas for improvement. First, 
technical capacity and expertise is a critical challenge, because it 
prevents certain actors (particularly local) from having a say in 
flood-risk management planning and decision-making processes. 
Research has identified certain disadvantages of comprehensive 
stakeholder engagement, since it can pose time-frame challenges 
and add to the complexity of negotiations, given the need to 
include many conflicting interests. It also makes it difficult to 
ensure transparency of the decision-making process and adequate 
communication among the different constituencies. Finally, 
another drawback is the lack of sufficient and stable public finance, 
together with a “fair” financial distribution between the different 
actors and stakeholders. 
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► Scale: National 
► Thematic focus: Research project  

 
 

 



Note: The information in this profile was submitted by the practice promoter to the OECD Water Governance Initiative. Any bias or errors in the original 
data or text are the sole responsibility of the practice provider. The practice is published at face value and should under no circumstances be considered 
as vetting, assessment or certification by the OECD. 

AREAS SUBJECT TO REGULATION 
 Areas subject to flood risk  
 Flood-risk management plans 
 Flood-risk management objectives 
 Flood-risk management measures 
 Operation of flood protection measures 
 Technical characteristics 
 X     Conditions to implement measures 
 Stakeholders’ roles and missions 
 Funding arrangements 
 X     Projects increasing flood risk 
 X     Projects increasing environmental risk 
 Public information and consultation measures 
 X     Interface between water and other areas 

 
 

 
MECHANISMS TO ADDRESS TRADE-OFFS 
 

 
            Mechanisms in place and not in place 
 

 

 
TOP INNOVATIVE ARRANGEMENTS 
Arrangements in place and not in place 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

REPORTING AND ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMS 

MECHANISMS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

                                                                 
   Freedom               Conflicts         Financial disclosure        Immunity 
of information      of interest      of income, assets and       provisions 
                                                                  interests 
       YES                       NO                           YES                              NO 

REPORTING MECHANISMS 

 X     Review of flood-risk management plans 

 X     Review of previous flood events 

 Strategic meetings 

  X     Online reporting platforms 

DATA AND INFORMATION COLLECTED 

 X     Descriptions of past floods  
 X     Potentially affected protected areas 
 X     Environmental needs 
 X     Land uses 
 Scenarios of flood probability 
 Vulnerable infrastructure and populations 
 Maps of the river basins 
 X     Flood-conveyance routes 
 X     Areas where floods with a high content of 
transported sediment and debris can occur 

 X     Navigation 
 X     Infrastructure 
 X     Institutions 
 X     Sources of finance 
 X     Other significant sources of pollution 
 X     Installations which might cause accidental pollution in 

case of flooding 
 X     Potential adverse consequences of future floods 

   X     Potential adverse consequences associated with flood 
scenarios 

 

TYPES OF CAPACITIES IN PLACE 

                                                      
           Governmental  Technical      Financial     Human   Infrastructural  Multi-lateral 
                     YES                  NO               YES             YES             NO                    NO 

 

FLOOD MANAGEMENT AND LINKAGES WITH 
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS 
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