owards joint flood risk
management in
transboundary basins

Preliminary results of FLOOD-WISE
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Integrated transboundary flood risk management, following the principles of the EU Flood Risk Management Directive
15 partners, 12 countries
6 river basins:
Bug, Elbe, Meuse, Rur, Somes, Sotla (Sava)



1. FLOOD-WISE approach

3 phases addressing 3 different flood risk
management tools:
- | -
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We do this cross border, because:
Unbalanced strategies along the border lead to:
Disproportional flooding 
Harm of ecological functions
Cooperation: 
Complete comprehension of future effects (climate, population)
Integrated strategies
Adapted approaches



2. Obstacles to flood risk management
In transboundary regions

« How do you know whether your area is at risk, if the
flood comes from abroad?

e Upstream should not shift it's problems downstream
« Measures in other country are more cost effective

e ltis difficult to have an overview of all institutions
Involved on the other side of the border

e Conflicts of interests across borders
e EU/ non-EU borders
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Lack of accurate hydrologic and hydraulic information and up-to-date data
Outer EU border: example Bug
Elbe upstream – downstream
Conflict of interest: Maas and Sava: vaarweg en natuur
For example the river may be functioning as a major waterway in the downstream country but only forms a relatively small and economically less important stream in the upstream country. 
EU-non-EU: Bug: kennis en kunde aanwezig, maar onvoldoende relaties om uit te wisselen. EU Regels gelden niet



3. Achievements towards cross border
flood risk management — Elbe

Protectlon

Pilot area Muhlberg:

«Joint catalogue of objectives and

Hon of bushdings I‘Ilnsmdsﬁ iillnndrﬂ(

e Z?ﬁmzzé‘:m;m”f g measures

sHydraulic interventions -> lack of
common model

*Disaster management -> |ocal
action required

- = *Generic cross border measures
e e With Czech Republic:

*  Review and evaluation of food

Hoarmd prevesiion’ | * Dot contingency plaaning
amd civil potection *| * Resoure planning

ol 5 - Tameted
i — Inmltimgphy!ﬂi

munilies

: .-‘D@ymﬂmmdﬂm . i
£'| = Prvide resnuces and rescue work- fraining
ers .

~ " Preparednens

Precastionary be_ /| = Raising awareness of flood risk =[es
r— q _;[v's - Prepasation for flood events E

L'y

g

g (HQ100-1ST) evenls i J H t

bt «Joint maps
w e Priority arep for preventive flood protection | . pevelopment and publication of

(planned relocation of dikes out of HQ 100-|ST )mamuals

Recovery = Fuither mprove flood preparedness |+ Review and evaluation of food I ’/
ad evenls
g Z Resenve d area for preventive flood protection Mo of s and H |NT ERREG |1|“||'C

= + Development and publication of
manuals



Presenter
Presentation Notes
In all rivers joint assessment of flood risk has been executed, and transboundary flood hazard and flood risk maps for various scenarios were developed. Attention has been paid to economic, ecologic and social/cultural values in de areas involved. The assessment and maps are a good basis for the determination of flood risk management and adaptation strategies 

Joint catalogue of objectives and measures based on FRMC
Spatial planning
Builiding law
Disaster and emergency planning
Water management
Agriculture and forestry
Nature conservation
Stakeholders
Insurers

Hydraulic interventions are difficult to define because of lack of common model. Already planned are dike relocations and removing, inundation areas and the realizxation of a retention polder. The consequences of these measures are cross border and have been elaborated in the spatial planning in both the States Brabdenburg and Berlin.

The states agreed upon Disaster management, but local action is required

Generic cross border measures between Brandenburg and Saxony: data exchange, information management, joint modelling etc.

Czech republic: joint flood risk assessment and hazard and risk maps are being developed. Flood risk management plans are bridge too far within this project. Difficulty is that the Czech organizational and administrative structure doesn’t fit with the German structures. Complex to find the right partners.




3. Achievements towards cross border
flood risk management — Bug

Pilot: Joint FRMP Belarus — Poland —
- Ukraine
" *Development common model
— *Focus on calamity management and early
warning
sDetermination of possible inundation
zones, dike improvement, cleaning of the

------

: T flood plain
— St Combining adaptation-, flood protection-
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Common model: at the start there was nothing. Data and detailed maps are absent because of military status of Belarussioan area.
For determination of measures a commo0n approach will be followed, based on the Polish example. Inundation zones have been determined for various scenarios. Local authorities have been committed to prevent from building in inundation zones. 
Because of the starting point at the beginning of the project, the main focus is information exchange, building relations and cross border contacts. 

Maximum river basin runoff estimated and calculated in the frame of the FLOOD-WISE Project for development of  the FHMs and FRMs can be used for assessment of  possible future climate change impact on maximum runoff;
Flood Risk Maps and Flood Hazard Maps are important and necessary part  of information needed for the development of the measures to possible climate change adaptation;
Measures on adaptation to climate change should taking into account measures of the Flood Risk Management Plan;
Combination of climate change adaptation measures with flood protection measures and restoration measures (including of nature development and other goals) can be improve of water regime and ecological situation in river basin.




3. Achievements towards cross border

flood risk management
 Implementation of ‘upstream rule’

e Joint transboundary flood risk and flood hazard
maps for different scenarios

« Meuse - development of 1 climate model for 1 river

e Somes:

« Joint transboundary inspections and flow measurements,
Increased data exchange

 Mutual assistance in flood protection
« Harmonization of legislation
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4. Preliminary results of FLOOD-WISE
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http://www.wise-rtd.info

Final FLOOD-WISE conference

October, 22-24 2012 in Maastricht

Presentation of all 6 River Basin

Flood Risk Managements Plans, including the Flood
Hazard and Flood Risk Maps

and determination of Measures to be taken.

Lectures and discussions about transboundary
flood risk management

You are all invited to attend!!
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