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Abstract
The Organigraph technique, adapted as part of the H2020 SHELTER project, explores the complex-
ities of the governance involved in the disaster risk management of heritage sites with experts. The 
paper aims to demonstrate the application of the Organigraph technique to the complex of Santa 
Croce in Ravenna, Italy. The technique proved to be a valuable tool to stimulate discussion among 
stakeholders, facilitating analysis of current critical issues, and promoting collaboration across sec-
tors to manage risk towards a more resilient cultural heritage.
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Introduction
Cultural Heritage (CH) is profoundly related to its environmental context, a factor that 
characterizes and affects its natural degradation process. In recent decades, the effects 
of climate change are exposing CH to different environmental conditions, posing new 
and additional challenges to its conservation [Bertolin 2019]. This phenomenon, «at-
tributed directly or indirectly to human activity altering the composition of the global 
atmosphere and adding to the natural climatic variability observed over comparable 
periods of time» [UN 1992, art.1], is indeed a paramount concern for practitioners and 
scholars involved in the CH sector [UNESCO 2006; Sabbioni et al. 2009]. Many heritage 
sites worldwide have already been affected by disasters intensified – in frequency and 
severity – by the effects of climate change [Sabbioni et al. 2009; ICOMOS 2017]. These 
conditions place increasing urgency on the need for an integrated approach to address 
these challenges [UNESCO 2010; Stanton-Geddes, Soz 2017; OECD 2020]. Scholars 
and international organizations already widely highlighted the imperative necessity to 
correctly identify all the relevant stakeholders for disaster risk management (DRM) in 
a specific CH site [Hajialikhani 2008] and the improvement of DRM capacities to face 
the new challenges of our time [UNESCO et al. 2013; Jigyasu et al. 2013; Pedersoli et 
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al. 2016; Fatorić and Seekamp 2017; Jigyasu 2020]. Indeed, incorporating elements of 
risk management into planning tools and safeguarding practices would result in a more 
resilient CH [Albris et al. 2020; Cacciotti et al. 2021; Santangelo et al. 2022]. 
A critical document in this regard is the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 
(SFDRR), formulated in 2015 by UN member states [UNDRR 2015], in which the gov-
ernance topic is explored in priority no. two. The voluntary and non-binding agreement 
recognizes the primary role of the national scale in disaster risk reduction (DRR). At 
the same time, it stresses that responsibility must also be shared with other actors such 
as local governments and the private sector. The SFDRR emphasizes the importance of 
improving risk management and reduction measures by prioritizing and strengthening 
governance actions throughout the whole cycle of DRM. In addition, the Framework 
addresses national and global policymakers by drawing attention to the relationships be-
tween heritage protection and land resilience. Nevertheless, though the SFDRR frames 
the integration of DRM measures at an international scale, policies and planning tools 
at the national and local scale still lack the adoption of a cross-domain approach, and 
the integration of DRM practices into the CH sphere remains fragmented [UNESCO 
2010; UN 2015; Bonazza 2018]. 
The need for reaching a common understanding and agreeing on shared goals among 
policymakers, risk management practitioners and heritage managers has become crit-
ical to ensure the safeguarding of heritage sites [Jigyasu et al. 2013]. In recent years, 
more and more scholars are emphasizing the important role of CH in DRM, exploring 
the potential integration of the two concepts [Fatorić and Seekamp 2017; Santangelo et 
al. 2020; Rosa et al. 2021]. As also stated by international documents, it is challenging 
to build a clear shared vision and foster collaboration across sectors to reduce risks for 
a more resilient CH. Therefore, clearly identifying not only the roles, but also the inter-
actions among the different groups of stakeholders in all the DRM phases is a critical 
step towards more conscious and effective management of all heritage sites [Giuliani et 
al. 2020].
In this regard, the paper aims to draw attention to the potential of the Organigraph 
technique as a valuable self-diagnostic tool by which experts can map DRM governance. 
The Organigraph technique was originally defined by Mintzberg and Van der Heyden 
[Mintzberg and Van der Heyden 1999] and later applied to governance by Tiliouine 
et al. [Tiliouine et al. 2018]. The value of the Organigraph technique is in its ability 
to provide a quickly understood but infinitely adaptable common platform by which 
stakeholders can co-create a map of the governance structures of CH around one or 
more specific hazard. 
As already highlighted by Durrant et al. [2022], the Organigraphs, developed within 
the framework of the Horizon 2020 SHELTER project1, clearly highlight the perceived 
roles and relationships between different stakeholders, policy instruments and tools 
across three case studies. The paper builds upon that research and focuses on the work 

1 SHELTER project website available at: https://shelter-project.com.
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behind the development of the Ravenna Open Lab (OL) Organigraph, in which this 
technique was found to be a relevant tool to stimulate and facilitate a discussion among 
researchers, practitioners and policymakers on the risk management issues in the area. 
The governance map, which can be easily adapted to other CH sites of the city with ap-
propriate adjustments, has proven to be a pertinent basis for exploring the strengths and 
weaknesses of the current governance structure in the area under study and from which 
to draw considerations to improve its existing management system.

The Ravenna Open Lab: an overview
The Italian case study of the H2020 SHELTER project is the Ravenna OL, consisting 
of the archaeological area and the church of Santa Croce (Figure 1). The CH site is 
located in the city centre of Ravenna, next to two of the eight Early Christian World 
Heritage (WH) properties of the city, the Basilica of San Vitale and the Mausoleum of 
Galla Placidia. Over the centuries, the area underwent many architectural changes, but 
it was once a unique building with the Mausoleum. The church was erected by will of 
the Empress in the 5th Century over the remains of a Roman domus. The remains of the 
sumptuous ancient residence structures and mosaic floors are still partially visible in the 
archaeological area surrounding the church. Due to its proximity to the Basilica of San 
Vitale and the Mausoleum of Galla Placidia, the area is included within the site buffer 
zone perimeter of the UNESCO Early-Christian Monuments serial site. 
As the whole Ravenna territory, the city centre suffers from the subsidence phenom-
enon. The progressive sinking of the soil has been affecting for decades the heritage 
sites of the city, bringing the aquifer level closer and closer to the surface and the assets 
[Cerenzia et al. 2016; Simonini et al. 2017]. As a result, the Mausoleum of Galla Placidia 
is currently more than 1.5 meters below its original level [Riccieri 1992]. The high level 
of water in the aquifers poses an even greater risk in case of extreme rainfall events, 
situation that can cause groundwater flooding in below-street-level areas, such as Santa 
Croce. The risk of groundwater flooding in the archaeological area is heightened due 
to its basin configuration following the archaeological excavations performed at the be-
ginning of the 90s [Sericola et al. 2018; Ugolini et al. 2019]. Moreover, the lack of proper 
maintenance and the architectural works that involved the church made its structures 
extremely precarious. 
From the very beginning of the project activities, it has been clear that the Santa Croce 
area faces a complex governance structure, involving the collaboration of different lo-
cal actors. On the aspect of ownership, the church of Santa Croce as an ecclesiasti-
cal property is owned by the Diocese of Ravenna-Cervia, while the Municipality of 
Ravenna owns the surrounding archaeological area. However, all management respon-
sibilities are given to the local branch of the Ministry of Cultural Heritage, the so-called 
Soprintendenza Archeologia Belle Arti e Paesaggio for the City of Ravenna. As antici-
pated above, the area is also affected by flood risk. The management of these emergen-
cies falls under the responsibilities of the local Civil Protection, a branch of the National 
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Civil Protection Agency, which is supervised in its activities of heritage areas by the 
Superintendence after notice to the owners.
This fragmentation of competences and differing priorities and interests among these 
stakeholders often make their effective collaboration complicated. Moreover, the com-
plex internal dynamics of collaboration among these authorities also often do not make 
it easy to understand the roles and relationships among different internal offices and de-
partments within the involved institutions. This often leads to disconnected and timed 
emergency management interventions. For this reason, one of the main objectives of 
the Santa Croce case study agreed upon with the key actors is to improve cooperation 
among the owners, the manager of the area and the different involved stakeholders to 
ensure better protection of these places. 

Methodology
An innovative and collaborative semi-empirical research approach was designed and 
implemented. This approach was based on the methodology outlined in Durrant et al. 
[2022]. However, the specific approach used to co-create the Organigraph within the 
Ravenna OL and its key steps have been encapsulated in Figure 2. In full, the approach 

1: The archaeological area and church of Santa Croce. On the background, the WH property comprising the 
Basilica of San Vitale and the Mausoleum of Galla Placidia are visible. 
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consisted of four iterative phases undertaken between January 2020 and November 2021 
that facilitated the consolidation of pre-existing material and knowledge, the co-pro-
duction of the Organigraph, its fine-tuning and refinement and finally the exploration 
and peer learning of potential solutions. 
Phase 1 consisted of preliminary desk research conducted between January 2020 and 
April 2020, in which the researcher focused on the consolidation of pre-existing mate-
rial which could aid in the development of the Ravenna OL Organigraph before con-
tacting stakeholders. Phase 2 consisted of a series of co-creation meetings and email ex-
changes between the partners involved in the related project task, namely the University 
of Liege, responsible for the Organigraph definition as task coordinator, the University 
of Bologna, coordinator of the Ravenna OL, and key stakeholders and aimed to develop 
an initial draft of the governance map within the Ravenna OL. 
This second Phase focused on specific elements of the Organigraph culminating in an 
initial digital Organigraph which was hosted and created on the online digital white-
board Lucidchart software. Phase 3 aimed at fine-tuning the Organigraph increasing 
its detail and improving its accuracy. This Phase consisted of three independent online 
workshops with three key stakeholder groups. Finally, Phase 4 - attempted to use the 
Organigraph as a platform for peer-learning and highlighting the myriad of strengths, 
weaknesses, opportunities, and threats identified within the Ravenna OL DRM govern-
ance. It is also important to note that from November 2020 within Phase 1 both the OL 
Coordinators and the stakeholders had access to the online Lucidchart software2 and 
were free to make changes as they wished. 

2 Lucidchart software available open access at: www.lucidchart.com.

2: The four iterative phases and specific methodological steps used to co-create the DRM governance 
Organigraphs with experts in the Ravenna OL (Source: figure adapted from Durrant et al. 2022).
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Mapping the governance structure for the Ravenna Open Lab
First, it is important to note that all the Organigraphs created within the SHELTER 
Project utilise a standardized key (Figure 3). The standardized key ensures that regard-
less of the OL specific context in which the Organigraph is being co-created, it remains 
accessible to all users as they are based on the same components. Through the stand-
ardized key, the governance structure for the Ravenna OL was successfully mapped 
from the national to the local scale. In fact, given the hierarchical structure of the Italian 
governance system, it was necessary to identify the main actors, tools, and policy docu-
ments from the national to the regional, provincial, and local scale. 

The first draft developed by the researchers of the University of Bologna identified and 
placed on the map the stakeholders involved in the Open Labs activities. This version 
aimed primarily at exploring the hierarchical structure from the national scale to the 
Municipal one and to better understand the horizontal relationships among stakehold-
ers. However, a reflection was made that the stakeholder mapping alone would not be 
sufficient to fully understand the dynamics revolving around the area. In fact, to clarify 
the roles of the different stakeholders involved, it was decided to expand the contents of 
the map by including the tools and regulatory references that govern the area. The ex-
pertise of the Bologna research team that coordinates the Open Lab allowed to populate 
the first draft of the Organigraph with key documents and tools related to the area in 

3: The standardized key outlined the components that are used to construct the Organigraphs (Source: Durrant 
et al. 2022).
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question, in reference to the key topics explored in the project (e.g., CH, urban plan-
ning, climate change adaptation and mitigation, natural hazards management). 
As mentioned in the previous paragraph, this primal version was presented and dis-
cussed through bilateral meetings with the key stakeholder of the area. In general, all 
the stakeholders welcomed the Organigraph as a clear tool to visualize the complexity of 
the DRM governance structure for the area. The inclusion of the national and regional 
scale was appraised to be useful to easily keep track of the main regulatory framework 

4: Focus on part of the refined DRM Organigraph for the Ravenna Open Lab from the national to local scale, 
after the stakeholder workshops at the end of Phase 3, September 2021.
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and tools at the disposal of the local scale, i.e., the Risk Chart3 (Carta del Rischio) pro-
ject and the Web GIS tool of the Emilia Romagna Region4. In addition, it was empha-
sized that it provides a clear understanding of responsibilities according to roles and 
competencies. 
After the three bilateral meetings, a consolidated configuration of the Ravenna 
Organigraph was agreed upon, part of which shown in Figure 4. The complete version 
of the Organigraph can be accessed in Durrant and Teller [2021]. 
During the meetings, it was decided with the actors to include in the map also the tools 
that have been developed in the framework of the SHELTER project. These tools are 
codified with yellow lines and borders. The predominance of the violet colour high-
lights all the CH components in the map, clearly predominant compared to all the oth-
ers because of the significant heritage value of the site. 

Conclusions
The paper presents the results of the Organigraph technique applied to the Ravenna 
governance structure concerning the church and archaeological area of Santa Croce, 
the Italian case study of the H2020 SHELTER project. The preliminary version of the 
Ravenna Organigraph developed by the researchers was refined through a collaborative 
process involving the key stakeholders of the case study. The tool was welcomed by the 
stakeholders as a powerful instrument to activate the participatory process to better 
clarify some critical aspects of the current governance structure. 
In particular, some discrepancies related to the due financing in matters of ordinary 
and extraordinary maintenance were risen. Moreover, the map highlights that there is 
no legislative document specific to DRM in the area nor direct relationship between 
the manager of the asset and the Civil Protection, authority in charge of the manage-
ment of emergency events. In fact, in the event of flooding, the alert is given to the 
Soprintendenza, which needs to contact the Civil Protection for intervention in the 
area, following the notification to the two owners. Civil Protection intervenes in her-
itage sites only under the supervision of Superintendence technicians. These interven-
tions are generally carried out by Civil Protection volunteers - whose inadequate train-
ing on risk management in these contexts is sometimes complained about – [Ugolini 
2020] also due to the lack of resources and adequate tools on the side of the local CH 
authorities. As a remark, it was pointed out by the technicians from the Civil Protection, 
emergencies due to the lack of maintenance or breakage of mechanical systems do not 
directly lie in the competences of the Civil Protection, whose interventions are aimed 
primarily at the safety of citizens [Legislative Decree no. 1/2018, art. 2]. The current 

3 Risk Chart GIS tool for Italian CH - Carta del Rischio del Patrimonio Culturale: http://www.cartadelri-
schio.beniculturali.it/webgis.

4 Web GIS tool developed by the Regional Secretariat for Emilia-Romagna of the Ministry of Culture: 
https://www.patrimonioculturale-er.it/webgis.
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procedure does not allow for prompt intervention in case of emergencies, especially in 
some critical periods of the year (e.g., public holidays, summer period). 
Furthermore, the discussion upon the Organigraph enabled to highlight some weak-
nesses of the current Management Plan for the WH serial property of the Early Christian 
Monuments of Ravenna. The Plan, mandatory for all the WH sites as foreseen by the 
law no. 77/2006, was developed in 2013 and has not been updated since then. As point-
ed out by the Bologna research group and confirmed by the discussion with the stake-
holders, the main critical point of the document is the complete lack of elements of risk 
analysis and disaster risk management. In fact, the main topic explored in the Plan is 
tourism and related issues. Without diminishing the importance of all the issues related 
to tourism, all the involved stakeholders agreed that risk management should be incor-
porated into the next plan update. These directions should be extended to buffer zones 
in WH areas too, such as the area of Santa Croce. 
In conclusion, the cooperative process established for the definition and tailoring of 
the Organigraph allowed to refine not only the governance structure of the case study, 
but also to clarify how to improve the most relevant policy documents for the Ravenna 
Open Lab. The standardized key allows to map and explore the structures of the DRM 
governance, by fostering a discussion on different topics and aspects, gaps, and po-
tentialities of the current management system. The established process contributes to 
improving the management of the area, taking care both of its heritage value and of the 
risks to which it is exposed because of natural events and climate change. 

Acknowledgements
This research has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation pro-
gram under grant agreement No. 821282. This paper reflects only the author’s views and neither Agency 
nor the Commission are responsible for any use that may be made of the information contained therein. 

Bibliography
ALBRIS, K., LAUTA, K.C., RAJU, E. (2020). Strengthening Governance for Disaster Prevention: 
The Enhancing Risk Management Capabilities Guidelines, in International Journal of Disaster Risk 
Reduction, n. 45: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2020.101647. 
BERTOLIN, C. (2019). Preservation of cultural heritage and resources threatened by climate chan-
ge, in Geosci, n. 9: https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences9060250. 
CACCIOTTI, R., KAISER, A., SARDELLA, A., DE NUNTIIS, P., DRDÁCKÝ, M., HANUS, C., 
BONAZZA, A. (2021). Climate Change-Induced Disasters and Cultural Heritage: Optimizing 
Management Strategies in Central Europe, in Climate Risk Management, n. 32: https://doi.or-
g/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100301.
BONAZZA, A., MAXWELL, I., DRDÁCKÝ, M., VINTZILEOU, E., HANUS, C. (2018). 
Safeguarding Cultural Heritage from Natural and Man-Made Disasters. A comparative analysis 
of risk management in the EU, Publications Office of the European Union, Luxemburg: http://
openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2329/1/NC0517059ENN.en.pdf (accessed on 20 November 
2022).



891The Ravenna Organigraph: a Tool to Map the Governance Structure for Disaster Risk Management

CERENZIA, I., PUTERO, D., BONSIGNORE, F., GALASSI, G., OLIVIERI, M., SPADA, G. 
(2016). Historical and recent sea level rise and land subsidence in Marina di Ravenna, northern 
Italy, in Annals of Geophysics, n. 59: https://doi.org/10.4401/ag-7022. 
DURRANT, L.J., VADHER, A.N., SARAČ, M., BAŞOĞLU, D., TELLER, J. (2022). Using 
Organigraphs to Map Disaster Risk Management Governance in the Field of Cultural Heritage, in 
Sustainability, n. 14, 2, pp. 1–12: https://doi.org/10.3390/su14021002. 
DURRANT, L.J., TELLER, J., (2021). Adaptive Governance Schemes Mapping, Deliverable 6.3, 
EU H2020 SHELTER (GA No. 821282): https://shelter-project.com/documents/deliverables/. 
FATORIĆ, S., SEEKAMP, E. (2017). Securing the future of cultural heritage by identifying barriers 
to and strategizing solutions for preservation under changing climate conditions, in Sustainability, 
n. 9, 11: https://doi.org/10.3390/su9112143. 
GIULIANI, F., DE PAOLI, R.G., DI MICELI, E. (2020). A risk-reduction framework for urban 
cultural heritage: a comparative study on Italian historic centres, in Journal of Cultural Heritage 
Management and Sustainable Development, n. 11, 4, pp. 499–515: https://doi.org/10.1108/
JCHMSD-07-2020-0099. 
HAJIALIKHANI, M. (2008). A Systematic Stakeholders Management Approach for Protecting 
the Spirit of Cultural Heritage Sites, in Proceedings of the 16th ICOMOS General Assembly and 
International Symposium: Finding the Spirit of Place—Between the TANGIBLE and the Intangible, 
Quebec, QC, Canada, 29 September–4 October 2008: http://openarchive.icomos.org/id/
eprint/41/ (accessed on 23 August 2022). 
ICOMOS (2017). Resolution 19GA 2017/30—Mobilizing ICOMOS and the cultural Heritage 
Community to Help Meet the Challenge of Climate Change: https://rm.coe.int/resolu-
tion-19ga-2017-30-mobilizing-icomos-and-the-cultural- heritage-co/168098e211 (accessed on 
August 23rd, 2022). 
JIGYASU, R. (2020). Managing Cultural Heritage in the face of Climate Change, in Journal of 
International Affairs, vol. 73, n. 1, Climate Disruption, pp. 87–100: https://www.jstor.org/
stable/10.2307/26872780 (accessed on August 22nd, 2022).
JIGYASU R, MURTHY M, BOCCARDI G, MARRION, C., DOUGLAS, D., KING, J., O’BRIEN, 
G., DOLCEMASCOLO, G., KIM, Y., ALBRITO, P. (2013). Heritage and resilience: issues and 
opportunities for reducing disaster risks, in 4th Session of the Global Platform for Disaster Risk 
Reduction, 19-23 May 2013 (2013) (September). 
Law No. 77, 20 February 2006 (updated 2017). Misure speciali di tutela e fruizione dei siti e degli 
elementi italiani di interesse culturale, paesaggistico e ambientale, inseriti nella «lista del patrimo-
nio mondiale», posti sotto la tutela dell’UNESCO, Gazzetta Ufficiale, 58, 10 March 2006 (Italy): 
https://www.unesco.beniculturali.it/pdf/L77_06_aggiornata%20_17.pdf (accessed on August 
23rd, 2022).
Legislative Decree No. 1, 2 January 2018. Codice della Protezione Civile, Gazzetta Ufficiale, 17, 
22 January 2018 (Italy): https://www.protezionecivile.gov.it/en/normativa/decreto-legislati-
vo-n-1-del-2-gennaio-2018--codice-della-protezione-civile (accessed on August 23rd, 2022). 
MINTZBERG, H., VAN DER HEYDEN, L. (1999). Organigraphs: drawing how companies really 
work, in Harvard business review, n. 77, 5, pp. 87–184.
OECD (2020). Common Ground between the Paris Agreement and the Sendai Framework: Climate 
Change Adaptation and Disaster Risk Reduction, Paris (FR), OECD Publishing. 
PEDERSOLI, J.L. JR., ANTOMARCHI, C., MICHALSKI, S. (2016). Guide to risk management of 
Cultural Heritage, Sharjah (UAE), ICCROM, Canadian Conservation Institute (CAN). 
RICCIERI, G. (1992). Studi e ricerche nell’area di San Vitale, Galla Placidia e Santa Croce in 
Ravenna, Padova, SG Editoriali.



892 Eleonora Melandri, Angela Santangelo, Louis J. Durrant, Andrea Ugolini, Simona Tondelli

ROSA, A., SANTANGELO, A., TONDELLI, S. (2021). Investigating the integration of cul-
tural heritage disaster risk management into urban planning tools. The Ravenna case study, in 
Sustainability, n. 13, 2, pp. 1–24: https://doi.org/10.3390/su13020872
SABBIONI, C., CASSAR, M., BRIMBLECOMBE, P., LEFEVRE, R.A. (2009). Vulnerability of 
cultural heritage to climate change, in EUR-OPA major hazards agreement, Council of Europe, 
November. 
SANTANGELO, A., MELANDRI, E., MARZANI, G., TONDELLI, S., UGOLINI, A. (2022). 
Enhancing Resilience of Cultural Heritage in Historical Areas: A Collection of Good Practices, in 
Sustainability, n.14, 9: https://doi.org/10.3390/su14095171. 
SANTANGELO, A., MELANDRI, E., UGOLINI, A., MARZANI, G., TONDELLI, S., 
EGUSQUIZA, A., GANDINI, A., BAKER, J., YASUKAWA, S., ROMÃO, X., FANG, J., BAMPA 
F., FOLEGANI, M., QUARTA, M.L., SCHIPPER, F., PEER, A., TAMBORRINO, R., DINLER, M. 
(2020). Building of Best/Next Practices Observatory, Deliverable D1.2, EU H2020 SHELTER (GA 
No. 821282): https://shelter-project.com/download-document/?deliverables/D1.2.pdf (accessed 
on August 23rd, 2022).
SERICOLA, M., AGOSTINELLI, E.R., UGOLINI, A. (2019). L’area archeologica di Santa Croce. 
Rischio e degrado come elementi per pianificare il futuro di un sito, in PARCO ARCHEOLOGICO 
DEL COLOSSEO. Monitoraggio e manutenzione delle aree archeologiche, edited by Russo, A., 
Della Giovampaola, I., Roma, L’Erma di Bretschneider, pp 253–257.
SIMONINI, P., CECCATO, F., TOSI, L. (2017). Effetti della subsidenza sul patrimonio edilizio e 
infrastrutturale, in XXVI Convegno Nazionale di Geotecnica.
STANTON-GEDDES, Z., SOZ, S.A. (2017). Promoting Disaster Resilient Cultural Heritage, 
Washington DC (USA), World Bank: https://doi.org/10.1596/28955.
TILIOUINE, A., KOSINSKA, M., SCHRÖDER-BÄCK, P. (2018). Tool for Mapping Governance 
for Health and Well-Being: The Organigraph Method. Governance for Health and Well-Being 
Programme Division of Policy and Governance for Health and Well-Being WHO Regional Office 
for Europe: https://www.euro.who.int/__data/assets/pdf_file/0011/389999/20181218-h1015-to-
olkit.pdf (accessed on August 24th, 2022).
UGOLINI, A., MELANDRI, E., AGOSTINELLI, E.R., SERICOLA, M., VANDINI, M., 
FIORENTINO, S. (2020). Managing water risks in archaeological sites: the flooding of the complex 
of Santa Croce in Ravenna, in 36° Convegno di Studi Internazionale Scienza e Beni Culturali - Gli 
effetti dell’acqua sui beni culturali. Valutazioni, critiche e modalità di verifica, edited by Biscontin, 
G., Driussi, G., Venezia, Arcadia Ricerche, pp 163–174. 
UN (1992) United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, United Nations: https://
unfccc.int/resource/docs/convkp/conveng.pdf ((accessed on August 23rd, 2022).
UN / Framework Convention on Climate Change (2015). Adoption of the Paris Agreement, 21st 
Conference of the Parties (12 December 2015), Paris, United Nations: https://unfccc.int/sites/
default/files/resource/parisagreement_publication.pdf (accessed on August 24th, 2022).
UNESCO (2006). Convention concerning the protection of the world cultural and natural herita-
ge, World Heritage Commitee, 30th session. WHC-06/30.COM/8D: https://whc.unesco.org/en/
conventiontext/ (accessed on August 24th, 2022). 
UNESCO, ICOMOS, ICCROM, IUCN (2013) Managing Cultural World Heritage. UNESCO 
World Heritage Centre, Paris (FR): https://whc.unesco.org/document/125839 (accessed on 
August 24th, 2022).
UNDRR (2015) Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030: https://www.undrr.
org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030 (accessed on August 24th, 
2022).



893The Ravenna Organigraph: a Tool to Map the Governance Structure for Disaster Risk Management

Sitography
H2020 SHELTER project: https://shelter-project.com 
Lucidchart software: https://www.lucidchart.com 
Web GIS tool Carta del Rischio: http://www.cartadelrischio.beniculturali.it/webgis/ 
Web GIS Emilia-Romagna: https://www.patrimonioculturale-er.it/webgis/ 


