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Roundtable topics

The roundtable focuses on risk mitigation strategies in urban contexts as a key principle of cities
policies towards sustainable cities systems visions. The goal is to promote discussion and
comparison of different experiences, approaches, and positions.

1_Resilient cities: planning and resilience
The first topic focuses on the role of the resilience concept in strategic planning and /policies.
Two declinations:

1. Resilience VS strategic planning: the resilient urban system could be a key vision for the
development/renovation of urban and metropolitan areas. The risk mitigation and
environmental instances could be integrated in the strategic vision towards sustainable
and resilient development strategies.

2. Strategic planning VS resilience: the risk mitigation polices have to be integrated in
planning processes and projects in relation to design instruments (regional planning —
building design). How is it possible to deal with unintended consequences of urban
containment and other anti-sprawl measures that increase development pressures on
hazardous areas, such as landslide-prone slopes, floodplains etc.

2_Resilient cities: space and time dimensions
Resilience and risk mitigation policies require a systemic approach to design. The second point
of discussion could focus on space and time dimensions. How is it possible to integrate this kind
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of different time/space dimensions in the planning/design process towards safer cities?

3_ Risk mitigation and environmental topics

How to integrate protection of natural values (e.g., wetlands, open space) with hazard mitigation
efforts in urban areas? The third point focuses on the sustainable side of mitigation strategies.
Risk mitigation strategies and sustainable planning could be integrated and used to build
resilience cities.

4_Coping with residual risk

How to deal with residual risk in flood hazard areas protected by structural works, such as
levees? The importance of residual risk was one of the key lessons from New Orleans and
Hurricane Katrina. There are a number of other areas in the U.S. and elsewhere in the world
where this is also an important issue (e.g., in the U.S., Sacramento in California and Houston in
Texas or Dresden in Europe).

Roundtable organisation

The AESOP thematic group on “resilience and risk mitigation strategies” involves a large group
of European and American researchers (as keynote speakers and participants) with the aims to
focalise and identify the main and relevant topics for the round table. According to the goal to
promote a debate, the idea is to concentrate the first part of the roundtable on selected brief
presentations, leaving space for the debate phase.
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