
Flood governance practice: 

  
 
WHAT IS THIS CASE ABOUT? 

The project emerged as a consequence of the severe flooding from cloudburst in August 2012, which generated 
great economic losses and damages on infrastructure. The Municipality of Aarhus and the local Water Company, 
Aarhus Water Ltd., decided to adapt the suburb to cloudburst through this project, which includes 12 smaller sub-
projects. Some of the sub-measures aim to secure and enforce green infrastructure in the suburb and introduce 
solutions that conserve and enhance biodiversity. Cooperation between the local water company and different 
sectors within the local authority, as well as the engagement of experts has been crucial to the success of the 
project.  

WHO DOES WHAT IN FLOOD GOVERNANCE? 
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Source: Information provided by the Municipality of Aarhus - Department of Environment and Energy of the OECD project “Flood Governance: A 
Shared Responsibility” (November 2016).  

KEY CHALLENGES BASED ON THE OECD PRINCIPLES ON WATER GOVERNANCE  

   

 
In this case study, challenges are related to areas where 
there is room for improvement. There is a need to better 
allocate and distinguish roles and responsibilities concerning 
the ongoing maintenance of the subprojects. Secondly, 
reducing the administrative burden of flood-related 
regulatory processes would lead to greater efficiency. 
Finally, qualitative evaluation has not been sufficient to 
collect information on various aspects of the sub-projects’ 
performance (e.g. maintenance standards). 

     Most challenging principle(s) 
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► Thematic focus: 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 
 X     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 
 

 
            Mechanims 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                           NO                               NO 

REPORTING MECHANISMS 

 Review of flood risk management plans 

 Review of previous flood events 

 Strategic meetings 

  X     Online reporting platforms 

DATA AND INFORMATION COLLECTED 

 Descriptions of past floods  
 X     Potentially affected protected areas 
 Environmental needs 
 Land uses 
 Scenarios of flood probability 
 X     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 
 Infrastructure 
 Institutions 
 Sources of finance 

               X     Other significant sources of pollution 
               X     Installations which might cause accidental pollution in 

case of flooding 
 Potential adverse consequences of future floods 

               X     Potential adverse consequences associated with flood 
scenarios 

 

TYPES OF CAPACITIES IN PLACE 

                                                     
           Governmental  Technical      Financial     Human   Infrastructural  Multilateral 
                     YES                  YES               YES             YES             YES                    NO 

 

FLOOD MANAGEMENT AND LINKAGES WITH 
SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS 
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