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BACKGROUND
Reported flood phenomena (EU)

A paradigm shift in water management —

moderate high[B]  very high ||} ...from “[..]floods as great natural adversaries which
I I man seeks persistently to over-power. According to this view,

floods always are watery marauders which do no good, and

I . 7zl I I . I I . I I . I I I I against which society wages a bitter battle.” (White, 1945, p. 1)
mi_EBN B

e H = m ..towards accepting floods as unavoidable and
1980 Source: (EEA, 2016) 1990 5000 2010 ‘living with the water”. More holistic approaches caused a
considerable increase of popularity for the concept of resilience.
Resilience — '!ts use is comparable to the use of the concept of (Petrosillo et al., 2015; Davoudi, 2012)

A f t d t sustainability, in the sense that everybody agrees that itis
uzzy concept and no desirable, without agreeing on what is precisely meant by

easy to put into practice! | it wisetal, 2003, p.34)

s - not necessarily TF A
Resistance Resilience
Prerequsites of a flood resilient city:

THE MUL T"LA YER' Robustness - Adaptability - Transformability
SAFETY APPROACH

Restemever et al., 2015)

R — The FRAMES-project
ood prevention Aﬁ
A I'h FRAMES addresses the shared transnational

challenge of increasing sea levels in the North

LAYER 2
Spatial adaptation ML E ﬁ Sea Region. Different actors work together
g = 2SN on the exploration and implementation of

diversified strategies with a focus on smart

Spatial planning
and regulations

LAYER 3 3—0 . . . o
, .I . combinations of resilience measures to mini-
= ﬂ mize the impacts of flooding.

(Buijs et al., 2018)

LAYER 4
Resilient recovery
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PILOT PROJECTS

THE RESEARCH
Five | Expected findings

generic | a contribution to overcoming the widespread assumption that
strategies Of | Tresistance” and resilience” strategies are contradictory in the
context of flooding.

_ policy entrepreneurs
Singdom llustration of successful/effective actions of policy entrepreneurs
e 1. Developing new ideas | in the field of water management with a transnational focus

) Floodproof electricity grid Zeeland (NL) 2. Building coalitions and selling ideas | and which of the actions named are assigned to have great

. Medway Catchment (UK) Reimerswaal (NL) Bkas | 3. Recognizing and exploiting windows of opportunity | action relevancy.

v

4. Orchestrating and managing networks

1 Alblasserwaard (NL) o N |
| 5. Recognizing, exploiting, creating and/or

Sloegebied (NL) ) 6 . - manipulating multiple venues in modern societies } Relevant results for decision making in transnational

projects in the field of flood risk management

N ",L_E} _ (Huitema et al,, 2011)
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