
R lt f thResults of the survey
for the compendium

"Flussraumbetreuung"Flussraumbetreuung 
in Österreich" 

Wh Ri B i M t / D l t?Why River Basin Management / Development?

Example Upper Traun River

Analysis of telephone survey

Danube Floodrisk stakeholder workshop  
3. - 4. OCTOBER 2011
Trento, Italy
DI Clemens Gumpingerp g

1



River Basin Management – Whyg y
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Example: River Basin Managemp g

projec
• pha
• now

project ph
• phase I 
• phase II
• phase II

ment Upper Traun Riverpp

ct data
ase I: province Upper Austria, 46 km river stretch

d i U A t i d St iwadays:  provinces Upper Austria and Styria,
8 communities,
ca. 100 km main river stretch,
more than 50 tributaries
1.260 km² catchment area

ases
2007/08

project partners
• Federal Ministry of Agriculture, 

I 2009/10
II from 2011 on

y g
Forestry, Environment and Water 
Management (Sections: Management 
of Water Bodies/ Torrent Control)of Water Bodies/ Torrent Control)

• WWF-Austria
• Austrian Federal Forests
• local govmts (Upper Austria Styria)
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• local govmts.  (Upper Austria, Styria)



Example: River Basin Managemp g

regional goals
• building up alliances for the Upper Traun R
• improve ecological aspects in• improve ecological aspects in 

hydraulic engineering projects (e.g. flood
protection, infrastructure)

• raise public awareness and participation
• environmental education
• exchange of experiences• exchange of experiences
• best practice examples

national goals
• model project for other areas / river basins
• developing guidelines for River Basin Devdeveloping guidelines for River Basin Dev

ment Upper Traun Riverpp

River

s
velopment in Austriavelopment in Austria
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„Guideline to River Basin Mana„

Integr
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rated project management between the aspects

mane usage protection against naturalmane usage , protection against natural

ds, ecology and recreation

ral questions asked in a telephone survey

similar projects

deral Ministry of Agriculture Forestry

ers involved:
deral Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry, 
vironment and Water Management

WF-Austria
strian Federal Forests
vital Ziviltechniker GmbH
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Telephone survey: 11 project exp y p j

Sanierung Untere Salzach 

LIFE-Projekt Wildflusslandschaft Tiroler Lech

Flu

j

LIFE-Pro

E t i kl k t Al h i

„der.inn – lebendig und sicher“ 

LIFE-Projekt Auenverbun

Entwicklungskonzept Alpenrhein 

xamples in Austriap

LIFE-Projekt Natur Wachau

LIFE-Projekt LebensRaum Liesing
ussraumbetreuung Obere Traun

LIFE-Projekt Lafnitz

ojekt Wald und Wildfluss im Gesäuse

LIFE-Projekt Murerleben

nd Obere Drau
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Telephone survey: 3 internationp y

3rd. Rhônecorrection, Kanton Wallis and3rd. Rhônecorrection, Kanton Wallis and
Waadt, Switzerland

nal project examplesp j p

Ammer, Bavaria - Germany

Etschdialog, South Tyrol, Italy
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Results: aspects covered by thp y

14

Which aspects have been covered by the project
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• Public relations have been mentioned in 
all interviewed projects
I iti li ti i l t ti d

t?

• Initialisation, implementation and
supervision of ecological projects or
wildlife conservation have been listed
as important aspect of RBD within 11 
projects

• Half of the interviewed mentioned
communication as important aspect of
their project

rticipation
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Results: information/integrationg

14

How has the broad public been involved into th
project?
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Panel Discussions Envir
Ed

n of the broad publicp

• Information of the broad public by

he 

p y
means of homepages, newsletters, 
media, events, excursions, etc. in 13 
of 14 projectsof 14 projects

• Within half of the surveyed projects
participational methods have been
used (e g working groupsused (e.g. working groups, 
platforms, river basin forums, 
advisory boards,…)

ronmental 
ducation
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Results: main tasks of River Ba

14

What are the main tasks of RBM?
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• Public participation is the main
k i f h jtask in most of the projects

• Accompaniment of hydraulic
engineering activities with a 
strong aim to get ecological
aspects mentioned

• Integration of stakeholders and
official authorities in planning
processes to define models
(„leitbilder“ ) and reach goals

ticipation

(„ ) g
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Results: organisational /professg p

Bi i i l/ f i l h ?

12

14

Biggest organisational/professional strengths?
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Region
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??

• Public relations (one of the main
k ) i itasks) is necessary in a very

professional way
• Enforcing cooperation between

authorities and planners, 
especially those with overlapping
tasks

nal Presence
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Results: key factors for River By

Wh h k f f ll f i i R

14

What are the key factors for a well functioning R
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Basin Managementg

RBM?RBM?

• Sourcing is the crucial aspect
R i l i b i l• Regional presence is substantial, 
but depends on funding

• Softskills imply a high social
competence

• Precise framework helps avoiding
disappointments

• Long term perspective is needed
in high dynamic areas (as river
catchments are))
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Results: organisational /professg p

Many different aspects have been n
- missing or badly funded personal resources
- missing or bad communications
- missing bigger vision and lack of big river re

no follow up care existing- no follow-up care existing

Other mentioned weaknesses:
- different starting positions of envolved partn
- missing integration of broad public and stak

b f LIFE j t- bureaucracy of LIFE-projects
- missing person of trust in the area
- too low emphasis on environmental educattoo low emphasis on environmental educat
- insufficient ways of communication

sional weaknesses

named, multiple citations were:
s

estoration activities

ners
keholders

tiontion
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Profile of requirements for Riveq

personal / time • presence
• building uresources • building u

• good know

professional 

k l d

ecology
• basic know

protectionknowledge protection
and agricu
relations a

social
competence

• high ability
• faculty ofy
• very soph

er Basin Managementg

in the region (but not descend from?)
p networksp networks

wledge within the fields of aquatic

wledge of hydraulic engineering, 
n against natural hazards forestryn against natural hazards, forestry
ulture, landuse planning, public
and environmental education

y to communicate
speechp

histicated conflict management
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Future of River Basin Managemg

Presence and activity of river basin
• the creation of broad understanding for nec

• acting as interface between administrationa

• inforcement of an integrative approach bala

• acting as a „river lawyer“, representing the „
hydrological/flood regime, species-composi

. 

General conclusion
• clear position / framework by federal and lo

• providing enough money for staff and time 

id b d t f l d i iti !• provide budget for land acquisition!

ment / Developmentp

managers is viable for…
cessary improvements along rivers

al units and stakeholders

ancing between different interests

„rivers interests“ (ecology, 
ition,...)

ocal governments

resources
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Thank You for Your AtThank You for Your Atttention!ttention!

Clemens Gumpinger

Consultants in Aquatic Ecology and Engineering

A 4600 Wels Gärtnerstraße 9A - 4600 Wels, Gärtnerstraße 9

07242 / 211592

0676 / 3510939
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Different organisation of River g

+ easier fun
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dingding
g term possibilities
tural equipment is already existing
mmunication with authorities
ent independenceent independence
ents have to save money nowadays
ack of know-how

ding possibilities (cooperations, ngo`s, private funding, …) 
ependence
egrative potential between public and authorities
ence of companies is necessaryp y
basics have to be created

nct framework has to be settled
continuity / changing companies (if tenders are needed)

fixed within the project
ect structure / framework

mmunication structures (especially in LIFE-projects)
us on ecology (e g LIFE)us on ecology (e.g. LIFE)
ort term / only for project durance
) lack in regional presence
bureaucracy
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