
Flood governance practice: 

  
 
WHAT IS THIS CASE ABOUT? 

The Vilaine basin covers about 10 000 kilometres2 and spreads over six départements and two regions. It is mainly 
subject to slow-moving lowland flooding. The Public River Basin Authority (Etablissement Public Territorial du 
Bassin, or EPTB) Vilaine (the former Vilaine Development Institution, or IAV) plays a pivotal role in managing flood 
challenges. The new water management and flood prevention Law (Gestion des milieux aquatiques et prévention 
des inondations, or GEMAPI) of 31 December 2017 has recently changed water governance. The recent territorial 
reform in France gives Public Institutions of Inter-municipal Co-operation (Etablissements Publics de Coopération 
Intercommunale, or EPCI) operational water-management competences. EPTB Vilaine, governed by the 25 Basin 
EPCI, is recognised as legitimate to develop a comprehensive flood prevention policy for the Vilaine Basin and acts 
both as a local operator and as co-ordinator (running the overall administration of the basin). Possible solutions for 
better flood management include a better integration of water management into spatial planning, and 
consideration of the effects of climate change. 

WHO DOES WHAT IN FLOOD GOVERNANCE? 
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Source: Information provided by the Vilaine Development Institution (Institution d’Aménagement de la Vilaine) in the framework of the OECD 
project “Flood Risk Governance: A Shared Responsibility” (November 2016).  

KEY CHALLENGES BASED ON THE OECD PRINCIPLES ON WATER GOVERNANCE  

 

Given the current lack of policy coherence and efficiency, EPTBs 
need to be granted further powers of co-ordination to manage 
matters at the basin level. Unsustainable public funds and the lack 
of specialised staff who could help to diversify the sources of 
finance need further attention, and stakeholder engagement 
needs to be encouraged. Increasing the involvement of local water 
commissions (Commissions locales de l’eau) is key for improving 
regulatory frameworks and including a broader range of players in 
flood prevention. Finally, monitoring and reporting are not yet 
internalised as a regular practice. 

 

   Most challenging principle(s) 
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► Scale: River basin 
► Thematic focus: Daily management/governance arrangements 

 
 

 



Note: The information in this profile was submitted by the practice promoter to the OECD Water Governance Initiative Any bias or errors in the original 
data or text are the sole responsibility of the practice provider. The practice is published at face value and should under no circumstances be considered 
as vetting, assessment or certification by the OECD. 

AREAS SUBJECT TO REGULATION 
 X     Areas subject to flood risk  
 Flood-risk management plans 
 Flood-risk management objectives 
 Flood-risks management measures 
 Operation of flood protection measures 
 Technical characteristics 
 X     Conditions to implement measures 
 X     Stakeholders’ roles and missions 
 X     Funding arrangements 
 X     Projects increasing flood risk 
 X     Projects increasing environmental risk 
 Public information and consultation measures 
 X     Interface between water and other areas      

 
 

MECHANISMS TO ADDRESS TRADE-OFFS 
 

 
            Mechanisms in place and not in place 
 

 

 
TOP INNOVATIVE ARRANGEMENTS 
Arrangements in place and not in place 

 

REPORTING AND ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMS 

MECHANISMS FOR ACCOUNTABILITY 

                                                                 
   Freedom               Conflicts         Financial disclosure        Immunity 
of information      of interest      of income, assets             provisions 
                                                             and interests 
       YES                       YES                           NO                              NO 

REPORTING MECHANISMS 

 Review of flood-risk management plans 

 Review of previous flood events 

 Strategic meetings 

 X     Online reporting platforms 

DATA AND INFORMATION COLLECTED 

 Descriptions of past floods  
 Potentially affected protected areas 

         X      Environmental needs 
 Land uses 
 Scenarios of flood probability 
 Vulnerable infrastructure and populations 
 Maps of the river basins 

            X      Flood-conveyance routes 
            X      Areas where floods with a high content of 

transported sediment and debris can occur 

               X     Navigation 
 Infrastructure 

               X     Institutions 
 Sources of finance 

               X     Other significant sources of pollution 
               X     Installations which might cause accidental pollution in 

case of flooding 
 Potential adverse consequences of future floods 

               X     Potential adverse consequences associated with flood 
scenarios 

 

TYPES OF CAPACITIES IN PLACE 

                                                     
           Governmental  Technical      Financial     Human   Infrastructural  Multi-lateral 
                     YES                  YES               YES             YES             YES                    NO 

 

FLOOD MANAGEMENT AND SDG LINKAGES 
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