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Abstract
Flood-risk management (FRM) is shaped by context: a society's cultural background; physical possibilities and constraints; and the historical development of that society's economy, political system, education, etc. These provide different drivers for change, in interaction with global developments. FRM is always a (changing) combination of 'hard' engineering, such as dikes, and non-structural 'soft' measures, such as planning restrictions or early warning systems. The application of 'hard' FRM technology to deltas can lead to a technological ‘lock-in’ in which fewer and fewer 'soft' FRM alternatives are feasible due to increased flood risks, with NL as paradigmatic case. Nevertheless, Dutch FRM expertise and the related paradigm are highly rated internationally and exported across the world, while they may sit uncomfortably in ‘foreign’ FRM contexts. In this light I will discuss the (im)possibilities of the recurrent propositions for ‘going Dutch’ in the UK and elsewhere, voiced especially during and after a flood events. 
Current top-down approaches to delta management, including existing national strategies, bear a great risk of driving trajectories towards the unsustainable lock-ins already experienced in European deltas. In the exploration of pathways and obstacles for change towards sustainable delta living, including the different meanings of sustainability for different actors both at community and delta level, complexity theory should have traction – but only if fundamental uncertainties are embraced rather than modelled or designed away.  
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