
DEALING WITH DISASTER RISK
THE RISK GOVERNANCE APPROACH 

A STATUS QUO ANALYSIS

Further Reading: 
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OBJECTIVE
Status quo analysis and report on risk 
governance in the Alps (2016-2018)

METHODOLOGY
Assuring comparability among the 
countries by a consistent framework:
•	evaluation of governance 

characteristics, qualities and capacities
•	risk governance profiles

Example of a risk governance profile:

Biannual group meetings (EUSALP Action 
Group 8, Alpine Convention, PLANALP 
Working Group) to evaluate the risk 
governance status quo. Feedback loops of 
initial findings with ministries and regional 
authorities to receive an official position. 
Common formulation of key messages for 
enhancing risk governance.

PUBLICATIONS
•	Comprehensive status quo study - EUSALP
•	Policy brief on risk governance
•	7th Report on the state of the Alps - Alpine 

Convention

Land Policy and Land Management

Technische Universität Wien
Department of Spatial Planning

STATUS QUO

Understanding the risk governance 
concpet presents a major challenge. 

Integrated hazard management is still 
the focus in public risk management. 

Risk management in society 
gains attention as numerous case 
examples show accross the alps.

WHERE TO TAKE ACTION 

Raise the adaptive capacity of 
existing hazard and risk management 
systems to integrate concerned 
people. 

Establish regional and comprehensive 
perspectives in public hazard and risk 
management. 

Foster bottom-up initiatives and 
integrate people in development of 
preparedness/response/recovery 
concepts and measures.
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