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1 Legislation1. Legislation
• 18/07/2003: ‘Decree Integrated Water Policy’:18/07/2003: Decree Integrated Water Policy :

• Juridical and organizational framework for 
integrated water policy in Flandersintegrated water policy in Flanders

• Transposition of WFD in Flemish legislation

• Art. 5, 6°: Objectives: space for water (flooding j p ( g
areas), reduce risk of flooding

• Elements FD already in legislation at this time.
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1 Legislation1. Legislation

• 16/07/2010:  FD transposed in the ‘Decree Integrated 
Water Policy’ in Flanders

• Decision to integrate the FRMP in the RBMP
RBMP FRMP 1 l ( t 34)• RBMP + FRMP = 1 plan (art 34)

A 36 d ib h diff f FD• Art 36 describes where different parts of FD are 
integrated in the RBMP.

• Competent authority for both directives is the same: 
Coordination Committee on Integrated Water PolicyCoordination Committee on Integrated Water Policy 
(CIW) 3



2 RBMP including FRMP2. RBMP including FRMP
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2 RBMP including FRMP2. RBMP including FRMP

1 1 L i l i d i i l f k• 1.1 =  Legislative and organizational framework: 
Integration of FRMP in RBMP

• 1.3 = Phases of planning process: WFD and FD 
described separately
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2 1 2: Characterization of the water bodies:• 2.1.2: Characterization of the water bodies:
• Identification when Heavily modified water bodies: 

P i i fl di i i• Protection against flooding = criterium.
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• 2.1.4 = Flood risk 
analysis: Flood
h d d i khazard and risk maps

• 2.1.6 = Climate
change andg
adaptation: impact on 
flood risk, defined
objectives measuresobjectives, measures

% of Flooded area in a sub basin
in comparison to total flooded
area in Flandersarea in Flanders

Area (ha) flooded protected areas
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3.1: Objectives
3 1 6: Surface3.1.6: Surface
water quantity
• Flooding
• Water 

shortage

3.2.2: Monitoring and
assessment ofassessment of 
surface water 
quantity

M it i b i• Monitoring basis 
for design 
protection, 
preparedness

• Assessment: 
framework
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Framework: 
Objectives -> action program

Indicators
- People at risk, economical damage, 

ecological flood resistance,…

- Helps to define where action 

necessary to reach our goals and to y g

evaluate how they evolve.

3 situations
A: situation acceptable, no action needed to improve 
the situationthe situation
B: situation has to be improved based on cost-
efficient actions
C: situation is unacceptable



Examplep

Evaluation of present situation of economical flood riskEvaluation of present situation of economical flood risk 
in the subbasin Brugse Polders

Evaluation of present situation of social flood risk 
in the subbasin Brugse Poldersin the subbasin Brugse Polders



4. Vision
4.1 : Policy objectives4.1 : Policy objectives
• 4.1.4: Protection, Prevention 

and Preparedness – FD
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• Measures listed in a 
t tseparate report, summary 

in overall RBMP.

• Information on:
• Prioritization WFD FD• Prioritization WFD, FD
• 1 program of measures 

with 13 thematic groups
• Evaluation of action 

program and ambition level

• All measures for WFD 
d FD b htand FD were brought 

together.
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Groups of measuresGroups of measures
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PrioritizationPrioritization

• Methodology for prioritization and selection of 
measures differ for WFD and FD (2 chapters)measures differ for WFD and FD (2 chapters)

• Reason:
WFD FD
Deadlines to reach objectives by
2021/2027.

No deadline to reach objectives, 
prioritization to define which actions 
first.

=> Actions more linked to RBMP cycle => Long term actions
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PrioritizationPrioritization

Class 1:
Actions 2016 2021

Class 2:
Actions 2021

Criteria WFD: Cost-
efficiency, other 
depending on group 

fActions 2016 -2021 Actions 2021 - … of measures

Social risk Social risk 

hi hl

FD: add criterium
maximum social 
benefits

high

highlow

low

benefits

HIGH MIDDLE LOW

high
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Public consultationPublic consultation

• Combined for both plans
• 9/7/2014 – 8/1/20159/7/2014 8/1/2015
• 1 web tool (www.volvanwater.be)
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ChallengesChallenges

• RBMP – 2°cycle vs FRMP – 1°cycle
• Separate reporting to EU: Items to beSeparate reporting to EU: Items to be 

reported for both directives must be 
extractableextractable.

• Different back-ground of directives: 
subject, objectives, guiding principles… 
differ.differ.
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AdvantagesAdvantages

• 1 public consultation
• Measures/actions are in first stage lookedMeasures/actions are in first stage looked 

at all together, which makes it possible to 
find synergiesfind synergies.

• Same competent authorities, same 
consultation structures for stakeholders.
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