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Abstract 
 

Industrial water use in France has long followed a paradigm of abundance. Climate change now starkly reveals 
the vulnerability of this resource. In response, regulators have promoted decreased industrial water use 
through “hydric sufficiency”. This aim is, however, challenged by another political priority: 
reindustrialization, which risks intensifying water pressures. Understanding industrial water governance, an 
understudied topic, appears more than urgent. Through a cross-case qualitative analysis of two industrial 
complexes —Port-Jérôme and the Lyon Chemical Valley—this research examines how industrial water 
governance is configured, but also transformed by these political pressures. Industrial water governance reveals 
itself to be a complex system, amid actor profusion across scales. The production of data and a shared diagnosis 
emerge as pivotal steps in this governance. This step sets the stage in which French rivers are still framed as 
sources of abundant water flows. Furthermore, the analysis of industrial regulation reveals internal tensions 
and limitations in preserving water within industrial uses. This thesis unpacks these dynamics favorable to 
industrial development, particularly revealed in cases of drinking water pollution. Hydric transition, far from 
resolving these tensions, further reinforces them. By dissecting the narrative apparatus that underpins current 
reforms, this thesis nuances the depth of industrial transformation and exposes the depoliticization of water 
preservation under the guise of reindustrialization.  
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Introduction  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“When water is abundant, we don’t think about saving it. But when it starts running 

out, our perspective changes. I believe we’re at the early stages of this shift. In 

Normandie, for instance, water was so plentiful that we never really had to question 

our usage. But after several consecutive years of drought, we’re now being forced to 

rethink both our consumption and how we use this resource.” 

— Interview with a facilitator of the SAGE Commerce, Port-Jérôme, Normandie  
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These words reflect the renewed attention to water governance in France. As the resource declines, the 

interviewee calls for moving beyond the paradigm of water abundance. Decades of over-extraction have 

degraded water, and the effects are now exacerbated by climate change (Perrot and Pilato, 2023). Climate 

change alters hydrological patterns — such as glaciers melting, increased frequency of droughts and floods, 

reduced river flows, and shifting rainfall — further threatening water quality and aquatic biodiversity (ibid.). 

It generates social and economic tensions over water use, particularly during shortages (Berne, 2023). France 

is among the European countries most affected by climate change, with significant territorial disparities 

(Dantec and Roux, 2019; Réseau Action Climat and ADEME, 2024) and one of the countries with the most 

surface waters under pressure within the European Union (European Environment Agency, 2024, p. 41). 

These pressures became particularly visible during the 2022 drought, which affected the entire country and 

disrupted all water uses (Berne, 2023). As a result, the longstanding paradigm of water abundance that used 

to shape French water governance is now being challenged. What happens when water begins to run out, and 

its uses must be planned to ensure provision? In response to water depletion and growing tensions among 

users, French President Emmanuel Macron announced the Water Plan in 2023, introducing a new concept: 

“hydric sufficiency”. The plan aims to reduce water withdrawals by 10% by 2030, with reductions distributed 

across all sectors — domestic, agricultural, and industrial. This thesis focuses on industrial water governance. 

It analyzes its unfolding and its evolutions under the pressures of climate change and economic development. 

I consider water as a particular good to be governed, as I shall expand on below. 

 

Analyzing water governance requires understanding that water is a natural resource unlike others. It is not a 

“global bad” pool (Muller, 2015, 685), such as carbon emissions that mainly act as polluting agents. Water for 

its part, is simultaneously a resource and a repository for pollutants. These two aspects must be handled 

together by authorities. Water is not a single global pool resource either (ibid.). While carbon emissions 

happen at the global scale and soil management at a localized scale, watersheds are the physical scale of water. 

In the watershed, various hydrological and social interconnectivities develop (Molle, 2011). Water is found 

on the surface and beneath. Rivers replenish aquifers, while groundwater sustains base flows during dry 

periods. Wetlands regulate streamflow as they store and release water, acting as natural filters. These 

dimensions of water are usually expressed in terms of quantity (scarcity or excess of water), quality (chemical 

composition or thermal properties1) and hydromorphology (flow rates, ecological continuity, and the 

 

1 In industrial processes or energy production water can be used as a coolant in processes. As a consequence, the water 
discharged can be warmer. This can disrupt aquatic ecosystems, notably by modifying the availability of oxygen for 
species.  
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morphology of watercourses). They cannot be dissociated in water management. As an example, water flows 

facilitate the leaching of soils and roads while low-flow periods lead to higher contaminant concentrations due 

to reduced water volume (Berne, 2024). Water’s hydrology creates a physical anchorage, i.e., spaces and uses 

are interconnected in the watershed. As water flows through the watershed, the hydrological cycle connects 

individuals, upstream and downstream, from one river bank to another. Use by one affects the others. Water 

is therefore often considered a common-pool resource, where excluding users becomes difficult when rivalry 

over use emerges (Barraqué, 2021). This notion extends beyond this technical definition. This “common2” 

resource has a political meaning, it evokes a particular way of relating to the world, to others, and to property 

(Paquerot, 2017). However, the “common” is subject to privatization and struggles for appropriation within 

the watershed. As actors proliferate, interest may diverge or conflict.  

These hydro-social particularities have implications for water governance by public authorities, and 

thus its uses by industrial actors. Multiple scales cohabit: large planning-decisions are taken at the European 

and national scales, the decentralized state services implement them at the regional and departmental levels. 

Municipalities and metropolitan areas also intervene at the local level. A hydrological boundary logic comes 

to layer with the administrative one. Watersheds are dotted with their own governance mechanisms. This 

system triggers vertical and horizontal coordination issues among public actors (OECD, 2021). The French 

system displays multiple autonomous centers of decisions, with overlapping and shared responsibilities 

(Baldwin et al., 2018; Pahl-Wostl and Knieper, 2014). By “centers”, I mean a variety of entities, an individual 

or a collective, representing public, private, and civil society actors (Thiel et al., 2023). In that instance, the 

French water governance system can be considered as a case of polycentric governance.  

 

My analysis of industrial water governance is set in that complex polycentric system, creating hydro-social 

connections. In total, 37 semi-structured interviews have been conducted with actors belonging to multiple 

layers of governance, gathering public authorities, economic actors, experts, and the civil society. I selected 

two industrial complexes as case studies3: Port-Jérôme in Normandie and the Chemical Valley in the 

Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region. 

 

2 The notion of  “commons” and “common pool resource” will be further detailed in the literature review. 
3 I adopt a broad definition of industrial complexes as geographically bounded areas that concentrate a significant number 
of industrial activities. Additionally, Port-Jérôme and the Chemical are both shaped by physical proximity and by 
institutional and infrastructural interdependencies. I also acknowledge that there are differences among industrial sites 
regarding industrial water use. It depends, among others, on their activity, their history, their location, or on their internal 
policies. However, I found in my research that the stakes of industrial water governance are shared among this large 
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The Chemical Valley and Port-Jérôme, like all industrial complexes, are dependent on water. Historically, 

industries have been established along rivers and waterways to ensure proximity with this essential resource 

(Berhemont, 1999). Water serves four main functions in industrial processes: thermal fluid (for steam 

production and cooling systems); raw material in manufacturing; washing agent; to meet the needs of on-site 

personnel (Roustan and Grasmick, 2015)4. Water is also a source of dilution for industrial production, as it 

reduces the concentration of pollutants or waste in effluents before discharge. Water takes the form of a risk 

for industrial areas, whether through its lack (drought) or its excess (flood). These uses, coupled with hydro-

social interconnectivities, allow me to capture five main dimensions of water to tackle industrial water uses: 

water as a resource consumed for industrial uses; water as an effluent absorber; water as a risk (flooding, 

drought); water as a habitat, for biodiversity: an ecosystem in which biodiversity may thrive; and water as a 

resource to be shared among different users. 

 

The use of water in the industry, like all natural resources, retains a certain paradox: while it is a much-needed 

resource, industries have participated - alongside other uses - to the degradation of the resource. Historically, 

industrialization has led to river modifications, ecosystem degradation, and pollution, with long-lasting 

consequences (Fisson, 2017). Many of these historical uses still impact water bodies today (ibid.). Current 

uses also burden water bodies, whether through water abstraction or through pollution (chronic or 

accidental). The case of the Chemical Valley will highlight – with the PFAS case – the permanence of 

challenges in industrial pollution.  

In spite of these effects, interviewees – and especially industrialists and their representatives -  often 

pointed out the relatively limited effects of industrial activity on water. Nationwide, relatively to other uses, 

the industry represents a limited share of water abstraction and consumption. This activity account for 9% 

(including construction) of water withdrawals5, which is lower than the energy sector (14%) and far below 

 

typology of actors. This is especially true as they abide by the  same categories of regulation. I will thus study in this 
master’s thesis how water is governed in and for this typology of actors as a whole. 
4 Water is also a vector of mobility, but this is not a dimension I will study in that master’s thesis. 
5 Water withdrawal (or abstraction) and water consumption correspond to two distinct measures. Water withdrawal 
refers to the total amount of water taken from a source (such as a river, lake, or aquifer) for use. Water consumption, on 
the other hand, refers to the portion of the withdrawn water that is not returned to the source, typically because it has 
evaporated, been incorporated into products, or been lost to the immediate water cycle. For example, a power plant 
withdraws 100 million liters of water from a river for cooling purposes. After use, it returns 95 million liters to the river. 
The remaining 5 million liters evaporate during the cooling process. In this case, the water withdrawal is 100 million 
liters, while the water consumption is 5 million liters. 
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agriculture (62%) (Arambourou et al., 2024). Industrial decline, improvements in processes and practices, and 

stricter regulations have led to significant reductions in both water consumption and pollution since the 1990s 

(ibid.). Yet, 9% of national water consumption remains significant—equivalent to 2.3 billion cubic meters per 

year. When looking at water withdrawals rather than consumption, industry alters river hydromorphology 

(flow rates, water movement) at levels comparable to other sectors: industry accounts for 8% of annual 

withdrawals, compared to 11% for agriculture and 14% for domestic use (ibid.). Furthermore, national 

averages do not reflect localized pressures exerted by industry in heavily industrialized areas (European 

Environment Agency, 2024, page 75), nor do they account for seasonal variations—especially during low-

water periods when availability is at its lowest.  

 

The stakes that water poses for industrial production are reinforced by the current context of 

reindustrialization. From the 1970s, France faced a wave of massive deindustrialization, with a sharp decrease 

in GDP and industrial employment (La Fabrique de l’Industrie, 2024). In the past decade, policymakers have 

embraced reindustrialization as a strategy for job creation, industrial autonomy, and energy security. It 

involves supporting existing industries but also the installation of new ones on national territory. This does 

not go without impact on vulnerable water bodies. Decreases in industrial pressures on water are partly 

explained by deindustrialization (Legrand, 2024). In that regard, the development of new industrial projects 

leads to increased water consumption by this sector (ibid.) How can we combine the Water Plan’s hydric 

sufficiency demanding decrease in water abstraction and the increased water needs involved by 

reindustrialization? How can we shift from the abundance paradigm when this national priority requires more 

water? These dilemmas are even more crucial given that reindustrialization is often framed as a "green" 

initiative, aimed at fostering an ecological transition—both within the industrial sector itself and by producing 

goods necessary for the broader green transition (Guitton-Boussion, 2023; Bonnefous, 2023). The design of 

this green industry does not seem to account accurately for the water resource preservation question. The 

“Green Industry Law”6 displays only one measure dealing with pressure on natural resources. It is criticized 

for the limited sufficiency efforts encouraged in industrial production and resource consumption (Legrand 

and Bourgeaux, 2023).  

 

 

6 Law n° 2023-973, October 23rd 2023 
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Just as the abundance of water is being called into question and appeals to “hydric sufficiency” are 

multiplying, a new wave of reindustrialization is underway. How can hydric sufficiency be implemented in a 

context where water resources are diminishing and increasingly strained by industrial revival? 

 

 

Research Question 
 

Anchored in these tensions, and through the studies of Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley, the following 

research question will guide my research:  

How is water governed for industrial uses, given that it is a common good at the center of hydro-social 

interconnections, and how does this governance evolve under the dual political pressures of green 

transitions and economic development goals?  

 

It involves three underlying puzzles: 

How can water be governed through conflicting agendas involved by its physical interconnectivities? 

Water, due to the interconnections it entails, constitutes a particularly complex resource to govern.  It implies 

polycentric arrangements involving multiple levels of decision-making. It is, simultaneously, a resource and a 

pollutant repository, and must also be shared with other users. It calls to question the power relations 

unfolding in the decision-making process. 

How do governance arrangements cope with inevitable knowledge gaps and uncertainty? Water’s 

governance is further complicated by its physical uncertainties. It places knowledge production and 

circulation at the core of environmental policy debates. Knowledge becomes a vector of power, in the design 

and implementation of policies. It creates tensions between the technical and socio-political dimensions of 

water. 

How do political shifts (green vs. industrial) reshape industrial water governance? As the balance 

shifts between political priorities such as reindustrialization and ecological transition, stakeholders navigate 

tradeoffs between these two dimensions. As hydric sufficiency calls for change in practices, it calls to question 

the extent and depth of change of the practices and governance regime. 
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Literature review and theoretical approach 
 

This literature review seeks to situate and discuss industrial water governance as a polycentric process, 

discussing its functioning and change in the dual pressures of economic and environmental goals.  

It is structured in three parts. First, I will expand on how my research departs from the materialization 

of water interconnectivities, and how they shape the governance realm. Second, I will discuss the relevance of 

environmental governance studies in studying two critical themes in my research: the regulation of industrial 

uses, and green transitions pathways. Third, I will argue that these themes can be studied through a sociology 

of public action perspective, resorting particularly to the policy instrumentation perspective.  

 

Water governance: getting hold of a particular good  

The notion of water as a “common pool resource” sets the stage of my analysis. Developed by Ostrom (1990), 

it explicates the possible tensions that may arise when using water, a resource that is rival (the use by one actor 

reduces the availability for another) and non-excludable (it is difficult to exclude one actor from using the 

resource). Later approaches extend this concept, by addressing both water quantity and quality (Suhardiman 

et al.,  2017). This notion of common good unveils both the particularities of water and its impacts on 

governance. 

 

The watershed: from physical interconnectivities to polycentric governance   

Water is – as studied in the field of political ecology and STS – both a social and environmental object. The 

materiality of water is at the roots of interconnectivities within and between these worlds, which is captured 

through the notions of hydro-social or socio-environmental (Swyngedouw, 1999; Molle, 2010; Paquerot, 

2017). This notion of materialization is relevant to explain my choice of the territorial scale to study my cases. 

It also puts at the forefront themes I shall discuss extensively: knowledge and governance.  

Regarding knowledge, a material perspective underlines both the physical uncertainties that lie 

behind the hydrological processes but also their interactions with the social world (Molle; 2010). The 

production of data on water, whilst stabilizing inherent uncertainties, abides by similar logics of hydro-social 

hybridizations  (Jasanoff, 1999). Knowledge production and appropriation become a political topic (Bouleau 

and Fernandez, 2012).   
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The material approach to water also has implications in hydro-social governance (Trottier, 2023). 

Interconnectivities link water to the social, and social groups within themselves. The watershed becomes a 

social shed (Snyder, 2020; Moretti, 2021). In the watershed, multiple actors coexist, with various uses, interests 

and representations of water (Grimonprez, 2022) that have political and power-based implications in the 

management of the resource (Swyngedouw, 1999; De Jong et al., 2024 ). This is also where “usage conflict” 

has its  roots, in open or latent forms (Calvo-Mendieta, 2015).  This ties back to water not being a “global bad” 

pool (Muller, 2015, p.685). Water creates dependency among users and scales in the watershed.  These material 

implications of water play out in water governance. 

 

The French water governance system: grappling with an interconnected object  

How does the French Water Governance system – the framework of my study – grapple with the complexities 

of water interconnectivities? Scholars at the crossroads of political science, sociology, and history have 

grappled with those themes. 

The roots of the French water governance model lie in the 1964 Water Law. By institutionalizing the 

watershed as the governance scale, it acknowledges the political coherence of that hydric perimeter. This 

watershed level governance for water is now widespread (Davidson and de Loë, 2014). Layering with this 

institutionalized hydric logic, administrative scales emerge. This is particularly reinforced in my case, where 

industrial water management is – as I shall expand on – mainly ruled by the DREAL, a decentralized state 

service. Alongside those different scales, a central-local tension emerges, especially in France, a country with a 

record of centralizing tendencies (Larrue, 2002). In the 1980s, the state-led decentralization translated into 

water governance (Larrue, 2002; Ghiotti, 2006; Barreteau et al., 2016). In parallel, the European scale has 

become increasingly significant in water policy (Larrue, 2002). This layered system results in an institutional 

complexity of water policies, fragmented among instruments and actors at all scales (Barone and Mayaux, 

2019). As it stands, the French system relies on a polycentric governance system7 (ibid.). This can be 

emphasized by the multiple decision centers coexisting, and the cross-sectoral characteristic of water in France 

(Salvetti and Canneva, 2017; Barone, 2025). The notion of polycentricity – as coined by Vincent and Elinor 

Ostrom - often refers to a “normative” approach, i.e., what is the best way to govern a given resource (Schröder, 

2018). In my case, I refrain from adopting such normative vision on the concept. The concept of 

polycentricity helps me set the stage of my study, accounting for the interdependence of a multiplicity of 

 

7 As mentioned before, “polycentric” refers to a system that displays multiple autonomous centers of decisions, with 
overlapping and shared responsibilities (Baldwin et al., 2018; Pahl-Wostl and Knieper, 2014). 
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actors between and across scales. Polycentricity captures the complexity of the French water governance 

system, distributed among various layers. It justifies the contributions of my master's thesis. Local and 

historical dynamics in the unfolding of collective action on water have been limited (Calvo-Mendieta, 2015). 

Through my analysis, I bring attention to the territorial dynamic and its relation with other layers of 

governance. 

The French model is particular for its integration of “solidarity” in the 1964 law (Carré and 

Markovitch, 2024). This concept enacts the mutualization of resources at the horizontal level, among users. 

It consists of three dimensions (ibid.):  hydrographic solidarity (water management is conducted at the 

watershed scale, transcending administrative boundaries), financial solidarity (all users, including industries, 

contribute financially to water preservation) and territorial solidarity (financial solidarity mechanisms are 

enacted between larger urban areas and smaller rural towns). This notion of solidarity is important in my 

research for two reasons. First, this principle founds and explains the French water governance system, and 

notably its consultative character (Richard and Rieu, 2008). End users are called to participate in instances, 

and to enact fees that should be redistributed among users. Second, the notion of solidarity is appropriated by 

water users, as it was mentioned frequently by interviewees. The public actors interviewed are cautious about 

this solidarity in applying regulations. They seek to share the burden among users. Industrialists also mobilize 

this register, notably on the question of financial solidarity in water policies (Marette et al., 2006; Barbier et 

al., 2007). They describe a system that disproportionately burdens them. It is however assessed that they do 

not fully bear the costs of their externalities (Salvetti, 2024). Distributive justice questions arise. As the fees are 

determined in consultative instances, it interrogates the stakeholders’ ability to engage with policy co-

construction in dedicated arenas. The consultation in water instances is criticized for privileging specialized 

actors, such as industry representatives, over non-specialists (Barraqué, 1995). The discussions – through a 

technical prism – exclude some stakeholders from discussions, and notably the civil society (Li, 2007; 

Barreteau et al., 2020; Vergote and Petit, 2016). It involves power dynamics and justice questions, themes that 

have received limited attention within comparative studies on water governance (Özerol et al., 2018). With 

the lens of industrial water governance, I will contribute to bridging this gap. 

 

Industrialists within water governance:  

If water governance in France is to be understood through a polycentric dynamic, why should I focus on the 

industrialists, a subset of actors? Studies on the French water governance realm often incorporate industrialists 

among other users. To understand this polycentric model, this focus is relevant. It displays how water 

governance rules play out in a particular context. It reveals the role of actors that are not usually central, such 
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as the DREAL inspection services that will be central in that study8. Doing so, I will participate in connecting 

literature on industrial environmental governance and water governance. I will also fill an empirical gap. 

Several academic productions cover specifically agricultural uses, or municipal water provision. For industrial 

water governance, I could not encounter social science production that deals directly with that topic in the 

French landscape. The relevance of studying industrial water governance is further reminded by the dual 

context of water preservation and reindustrialization.  

 

The field of water governance studies – at the crossroads of various disciplines - sets the stage for the 

interactions I observe in the case of industrial water governance. To complete this approach, I shall now dive 

into environmental sociology. 

 

Environmental governance, balancing economic and environmental   

Studying industrial water governance calls to grapple with a well-studied question in social sciences: the 

tradeoffs between economic development and environmental protection. It is acknowledged that the latter is 

far from being the first goal of public policy. Instead, it is about striking the balance between the environment 

and other domains, notably economic development (Lascoumes 1994, p. 18). Water policies abide by the same 

logic (Barone, 2025). This central frame is prominent in the master’s thesis, and deserves to be further 

explained under two lenses: environmental regulations and sustainable transition pathways.  

 

Governing and regulating industrial uses  

Environmental regulation revolves around three main forms of instruments: command and control, incentive 

or marker-based approaches, and voluntary approaches (Lo et al., 2020, p. 593).  In the past thirty years, there 

has been a shift from regulating private actors towards incentive-based and voluntary approaches (ibid.).  It 

went hand-in-hand with an increased involvement of industrialists in the enactment of regulatory activities: 

regulatory frameworks require industrial actors to produce documents assessing the risks of their activities, 

such as impact studies (Boullet, 2012). Several scholars emphasize the historical continuities and the 

 

8 The DREAL is a regional decentralized state service. One of their departments is responsible for industrial policy 
implementation. In this master’s thesis, DREAL refers specifically to this service, of which the critical role in water 
governance will be studied. 
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persistence in this increased self-governance of industrialists (Fressoz, 2011; Bécot, 2020; Le Roux, 2021). 

What are the implications of this self-governance for environmental governance?  

The proponents of incentive-based and voluntary approaches highlight the cost efficiency of self-

regulation (Lo et al., 2020). Yet, the extent to which they are efficient, particularly for sustainability, has been 

questioned (Boiral, 2007). Looking at market mechanisms first: it has been widely acknowledged that the 

application of the polluter-pays principles does not compensate rightly for the damage caused (Howarth, 

2009; Sanchez Tranchon and Lefaive, 2024). Likewise, voluntary standards have shown their limits. Some 

studies of multi-national sustainability reporting demonstrate that neither the techniques nor the ethical 

objectives are matched, notably due to methodological mismatch and simplifications (Vigneau et Adams, 

2023, p.867). Some scholars analyze self-regulation as further exclusion of the civil society (Noel et al., 2016; 

Vigneau and Adams, 2023; Le Naour, 2024). Furthermore, this system revamps the state’s role. While it is 

described for some as a retreat, others defend it as a renegotiation (Borraz, 2007). The state agents are posited 

as partners to industrialists, though they retain a regulatory role (Sanseverino-Godfrin, 2015; Bonnaud, 2011; 

Brunier and Pilmis, 2020).  

 

Transitions pathways: policy inertia, path dependency, depoliticization 

Green transitions are another theme of environmental governance where tensions emerge. How can we 

balance environmental and economic goals? What are the paths to transitions, and the extent of 

transformation towards a sustainable society? As I engage in a discussion on the change in industrial water use 

practices, this  literature is crucial.   

To answer these questions, we need to apply the notions of weak and strong sustainability, and ecological 

modernization (Hajer, 1995). Developed in the 1980s, this framework - initially focused on firms' strategies -  

challenged the prevailing view that environmental issues were separate from political, economic, and social 

concerns. It emphasizes the role of technology-based solutions and promotes the idea that environmental 

protection can create win-win situations without penalizing economic actors (Béal, 2016). Since then, this 

conceptualization has influenced public action in the environmental domain (ibid.). It also contributed to a 

shift in state intervention, favoring reduced regulation and a more hands-off approach (Blowers, 2000).  The 

win-win situation can even be referred to as a triple-win of environment, jobs and corporate profit 

(Anantharaman, 2023, p.140). Building on it for the case of reindustrialization and improved water use, it 

manifests as follows: environmental benefit (in our case, reducing pressures on water); social benefit (the 

industry supporting local employment and wealth) and economic wins (as industries could further their 

development and increase profitability). Several critiques have been directed at this perspective. Claims point 
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to its overlooking of power dynamics and inequalities in environmental management (Fressoz, 2011; Bécot 

and Le Naour, 2023; Anantharaman, 2023). Others highlight how these win-win solutions depoliticize 

environmental issues (Swyngedouw, 2018) and impose a technocratic vision that privileges official expertise 

and marginalizes alternative ones (Hajer, 1995). It also calls to question how technology and efficiency can 

represent a solution to climate challenges, a vision challenged by the literature (Davidson, 2019; Lorek and 

Fuchs, 2013). These debates will prove critical in the master’s thesis. Does hydric sufficiency induce a change 

in practices towards more sustainability, or does it sustain the status quo (Hölscher et al., 2018)? As a 

consequence, it questions growth-oriented narratives, and the lock-ins they create to sustainability pathways 

(Shove, 2018;  Feola, 2021; Barone, 2025). 

 

An anchorage in policy instrumentation 

Eventually, all themes and disciplines I evoked can be treated through the lens of the sociology of public 

action. Within that field, I shall particularly resort to the lens of policy instrumentation. I find it relevant as 

the instruments materialize implicit political theorization (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007), with its associated 

conflicts and resistances (Le Bourhis and Lascoumes, 2014). I do not exclude  resorting to STS and political 

ecology. I shall mention that these associations are not new, as several authors working on water governance 

and policy instrumentation follow a similar path (Barbier et al., 2010; Bouleau and Fernandez, 2012; Vergote 

and Petit; 2016).  

The policy instruments are all over in both of my fieldworks, under the forms of regulations, but also 

shaped as techniques or tools (e.g., thresholds to limit the intakes and emissions values). I find three reasons 

for which the policy instrumentations are relevant to my study. First, as implicit political theorization, they 

reveal the actor’s behavior but also the effects of power dynamics. (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007, p.8). 

Second, they allow us to analyze the problematization of a public policy problem (ibid.), connecting the policy 

instruments approach with analyses of problem framing (Gusfield, 1981; Gilbert and Henry, 2012). In this 

master’s thesis, this notion of how instruments provide a certain problematization of industrial water use by 

actors will be critical. Third, the analysis of their instruments  allows one to trace the extent of change in public 

policy, discussing its extent through an analysis of instruments (Halpern and Le Galès, 2011, Halpern et al., 

2022). 
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Conclusion  

I introduced in this literature review the main fields and concepts I shall resort to when discussing the themes 

of industrial water governance: water governance and environmental governance. Theoretically, I situate my 

research within the sociology of public action, even though I do not exclude resorting to other fields, necessary 

to understand the material anchorage of water.  

This master’s thesis addresses several gaps. In water governance, I shall contribute to  fields that have 

had limited publications: territorial approaches to water governance, and attention to power and distributive 

justice in polycentric systems. On the empirical side, I bridge a gap on industrial water governance, as I could 

not find any publications studying it in France. . Additionally, Port-Jérôme and Lyon have not been objects 

of sociological research on water governance, neither on their own nor comparatively. By investigating these 

underexplored aspects, this research sheds light on how industries navigate evolving water constraints within 

multi-level governance frameworks in the context of changing political priorities. 

 

 

Case introduction: industrial water governance in two distinct sites 
  

This section is dedicated to presenting the context of the research, necessary to understand the analysis. I will 

first introduce briefly the general industrial water governance system, and then expand on the context of each 

industrial site studied9. 

 

Industrial water governance: evolving in a dual system  

A double logic rules industrial water uses in France. On the one hand, it is regulated through the wider water 

governance system that applies to all users, implemented by the water institutions. On the other hand, it abides 

by regulations specific to industrial users, implemented by the decentralized state services. 

 

The French water governance system  

French water policy is largely shaped by the European Water Framework Directive (WFD). It sets the goal of 

a “good status” of the water body in terms of quality and quantity. In France, these goals are implemented by 

 

9 A more detailed introduction of each site, as well as some visual representations can be found in annex 3 
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the water agency, at the river basin scale10. Water agencies implement a system of usage fees to fund water 

management and pollution control. They also have a role in incentivizing sustainable practices. The financing 

system is based on the principles of "water pays for water" and "polluter/user pays," ensuring that revenue 

from water users funds preservation efforts. Industrial actors have to pay yearly usage fees depending on the 

amount of water consumed, and the weight of pollutants discharged in the water. The implementation of 

usage fees involves a consultation through river basin committees11. In that instance, representatives of the 

government, local authorities, economic users, and civil society negotiate financial contributions and policy 

priorities. A SDAGE12 is voted every 6 years. It is a planification document that guides water policy at the river 

basin level and retains legal implications.  

At the watershed level, water planning can be further structured through local water management 

schemes, known as the SAGE13. It can be developed if a local water commission14 is formed, where local end-

users are represented, alongside state and local government representatives. The SAGE is a local planning tool 

derived from the river basin guiding document, the SDAGE. It outlines water management goals at the 

watershed level and includes enforceable rules, notably for local planification documents (Gest’eau, n.d.).  

France’s decentralized and territorialized water governance involves multiple actors, including 

regional and local authorities, that face evolving responsibilities under legal reforms.15. 

 

Specific regulations applying to industrial uses 

The regulation of industrial water uses steams from the European and national levels16, with some 

territorialized tools that complement them. In France, the industries whose activities could present a risk for 

 

10 I will make the distinction here between the river basin and the watershed. The river basin is understood as the largest 
hydrographic unit around the river. There are six in France. My study targets two of them: the Seine-Normandie River 
Basin and the Rhône-Méditerranée River Basin. The watershed is understood as one of the smaller hydrographic units 
that composes the watershed. I will study the Commerce watershed for the case of Port-Jérôme here. 
11 River basin committees translate in French as “Comités de bassin” 
12 SDAGE means “Schéma Directeur d’Aménagement et de Gestion des Eaux” (SDAGE). It translates as “Water 
Development and Management Master Plan”. 
13 SAGE means “Schéma d’Aménagement et de Gestion des Eaux”  (SAGE). It translates as “Local Water Development 
and Management Scheme”. 
14 “Local Water Commission” translates in French as “Commission Locale de l’Eau” 
15 See annex 3 for a detailed representation of the French water governance system. 
16 The main EU regulations that target industrial water uses are the following: REACH regulations (chemical use 
authorizations); the Industrial Emissions Directive (pollution prevention and control requirements for large industrial 
installations to minimize emissions to air, water, and land); Seveso III Directive (prevention of chemical accidents by the 
regulation of hazardous substances handling). 
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the environment are known as Classified Installations for Environmental Protection (ICPE)17. The 

Environmental Code gathers their subsequent regulations. Their implementation of these regulations is 

conducted by a dedicated unit of the regional decentralized state services, the DREAL18. The DREAL is tasked 

with the examination and authorization for industrial installations. They also conduct control to assess the 

compliance of industries with the regulation19. In case of non-compliance, they can impose administrative 

sanctions (e.g., formal notice, administrative fine or penalty). The DREAL operates under the authority of 

the regional prefect. Each DREAL can also develop territorial tools. 

Other decentralized state services can also play a part. The regional health agency20 can be involved 

when it comes to industrial activities that relate to health and drinking water provision. At the departmental 

level, the departmental directorate for territories21 also supports some relevant missions (i.e., it supports the 

DREAL in some tasks, and holds departmental committees on water management). It is also at the 

departmental scale that consultative instances are held on industrial installations22. The department prefect 

presides the industrial local monitoring committees as well23. These local instances gather different actors 

(industrial representatives, state services, local governments, local associations and sometimes external experts) 

and is a place where industrial activity is discussed. 

 

The Chemical Valley 

The Chemical Valley is an industrial site located to the south of Lyon, in the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region 

of France. In addition to long term concerns on the Rhône water flows, the current stakes regarding water 

revolve around industrial pollution by PFAS. 

 

 

17 ICPE stands for “Installation classée pour la protection de l'environnement” (ICPE). It means “Classified Installations 
for Environmental Protection” In this master’s thesis, only industries classified as ICPE are considered.  
18 In this thesis, DREAL only refers to the subset of the directorate dealing with the surveillance of industrial activities. 
DREAL means  “Direction régionale de l'Environnement, de l'Aménagement et du Logement” . It translates as “Regional 
Directorate for Environment, Development and Housing”. 
19 This control of industries is conducted in the field by DREAL inspectors. Each industrial unit is attributed a given 
inspector.  
20 The regional health agency translates in French as “Agence Régionale de Santé” (ARS). 
21 The departmental directorate for territories translates in French as “Direction départementale des Territoires” (DDT) 
22 They are named “CODERST”, meaning “Conseil Départemental de l'Environnement et des Risques Sanitaires et 
Technologiques”. It translates as Departmental Council for the Environment and Health and Technological Risks. 
23 Site monitoring committees are called in French “commissions de suivi de site (CSS)”. 
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Territorial and Socio-Historical Context  

The foundation of the Chemical  Valley dates to the 1850s. Currently, the industrial site stretches from Lyon 

to Givors, downstream from the Rhône and Saône confluence. On 1,100 hectares, it covers 14 cities 

(including 9 in the Grand Lyon metropolitan area), corresponding to 100,000  inhabitants  (AMARIS, 2020). 

The economic activity employs 50,000 people (ibid). It consists of 10 sites considered to present high risks, 

known as  Seveso24 (ibid.).  

After a wave of deindustrialization, the Chemical Valley has bounced back since the 2010s (Arab and 

Crague, 2023). In addition to its traditional chemical and petrochemical activity, the industrial complex’s 

activity was oriented towards the “chemical-energy-environment sector” (ibid.). Doing so, it aligned with a 

green reindustrialization dynamic.  

 

Industry and the waterscape  

The Chemical Valley is mainly supplied by water from the Rhône River, the French river with the largest 

waterflow. From the 19th century onwards, the Rhône faced a large artificialization to favor economic 

development, and notably electricity production (SMIRIL, n.d.). The current developments of the Chemical 

Valley do not seem to threaten a further artificialization of the river, since it relies mainly on a land 

intensification strategy. 

So far, the Rhône water flows have preserved the industrial complex from the effects of drought. 

However, hydrological disruption linked to climate change are planned to have effects on the quantity of 

water available in the river (Agence de l'eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse, 2014; Agence de l'eau Rhône 

Méditerranée Corse, 2023). 

Regarding water quality, industrial pollution persists, despite improvements in the past decade  (Eau 

France, 2018, p.48; Agence de l'eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse, 2022, p.115). The PFAS scandal that broke 

out in 2022 brought the quality question back on the front stage. PFAS (Per-and Polyfluoroalkyl Substances) 

cover over 4,000 synthetic chemical compounds. Long unregulated, they have been used in a variety of 

industrial processes and consumer goods since the 1950s. PFAS are known for their effects on human health25 

and their environmental persistence (ARS Rhône-Alpes, 2025). They earn the name “forever chemicals” 

 

24 A Seveso site is an industrial facility classified under the European Union’s Seveso Directive. It aims to prevent major 
industrial accidents, through the application of stricter rules to sites that store or use hazardous substances above certain 
thresholds. 
25 Proven impacts include cancer risks, reduced birth weight, and immune dysfunction (ARS Rhône-Alpes, 2025) 



17 
 

(ibid.). Two industrial sites of the Chemical Valley, Arkema and Daikin, have been singled out for heavy use. 

Downstream from Lyon, the Ternay water withdrawal site shows particularly high PFAS levels, affecting the 

drinking water provision of several cities.  

 

Governing industrial water uses  

The governance of industrial water in the Chemical Valley follows the French traditional structure. Industrial 

activity in the Chemical Valley is overseen by regional (DREAL Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes) and departmental 

(Rhône) authorities, and falls under the Rhône-Méditerranée-Corse Water Agency26. At the Rhône Level, the 

National Rhône Company is a prominent actor for economic development and hydroelectricity provision27. 

No local water planification instrument  (SAGE) covers the area.  

The Grand Lyon is the lowest administrative level aligned with the valley’s hydrological scale. The 

water department is responsible for drinking water provision. The polluted Ternay water withdrawal site is 

part of the drinking water resources managed by the metropolitan area. Other public actors can intervene in 

water governance (i.e., cities,  and environmental associations), as well as scientific actors. 

At the industrial level, companies engage directly with regulation and internal processes. They are 

represented by regional industrial associations and federations. Seven R&D centers operate in the area. No 

mutualization system for water provision exists. A study (named DECLYC) is ongoing on the potential for 

water saving and industrial water synergies.  

The civil society also participates in industrial water governance through different participatory 

instances. In response to PFAS pollution, residents and environmental groups mobilized and filed complaints 

against industrial actors. 

 

Port-Jérôme 

Port-Jérôme is an industrial complex located on the Seine estuary, in Normandy, France. It is characterized by 

strong local synergies between the industry, the municipality and the inhabitants. Regarding water, the site is 

 

26 I will refer to the Rhône-Méditerannée-Corse Water agency as the Rhône-Méditerranée agency in this report.  
27 The National Rhône Company, translated in French as “Compagnie Nationale du Rhône” (CNR) is the operator of 
the Rhône river. It involves three main missions: generating electricity through the management of 19 hydropower 
installations along the French section of the river, ensuring navigation, and enabling the use of the Rhône for irrigation. 
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particular for the presence of an industrial water plant. Locally, the salinization of water provision sources and 

flood risk are important stakes. 

 

Territorial and Socio-Historical Context  

Port-Jérôme was founded in 1933, when two American oil companies (Esso and Mobile) settled on the 

territory (Lemaistre, 2024). These companies remain major players today. Their activity is connected to 

various subcontractors, and represent a significant share of local employment. The site lies on a continuum of 

1,430 hectares (AMARIS, 2019). It covers 4 cities that belong to the Caux Seine Agglo metropolitan area. 

The industrial landscape encompasses the historic petrochemical activity, in petroleum refining, 

chemicals, petrochemicals, solvents and alcohol (AMARIS, 2019). In the past decades, activities oriented 

towards circularity or the ecological transitions developed. It is at the core of the green reindustrialization. 

Alongside two other industrial sites, Port-Jérôme has been incorporated since 2023 to a project for the 

industrial green transitions of the Seine Axis. It is known as the SOCRATE project (Haropa, 2023)28.  

Port-Jérôme is known as an area with limited conflicts and opposition to industrial activities and 

projects (Observatoire des Territoires d'Industrie, 2024). It has to be understood under local policy 

arrangements, but also under the light of the prominence of the industry for local employment and spillovers  

(6,000 jobs are related to the industry). 

 

Industry and the waterscape  

Port-Jérôme was built on reclaimed land in the Seine floodplain.  Despite this artificialization, some 

remaining wetlands are classified as of ecological interest for the key functions they provide (SAFEGE, 2015). 

Wetlands in Port-Jérôme are currently threatened by reindustrialization policies that involve further 

artificializations.  

Regarding water provision, industries mainly rely on the Seine, its groundwater, and the Commerce 

River. A key feature of this complex is the Norville industrial water plant. Built in 1969 after aquifers became 

overexploited and salinized due to refinery expansion (Catoire and Lecornu, 1972), it shifted supply to surface 

water. Still, salinization risks remain: climate change shifts the estuarian salinity upstream (Berne, 2023), and 

 

28  The two other associations are from Le Havre (Synerzip) and Rouen (UpSide). SOCRATE means “Synergie pour une 
Organisation Collective et raisonnée sur l’axe Seine de la Transition Énergétique” (Synergy for a Sustainable Collective 
Organization on the Seine axis of the Energy Transition). 
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overuse could affect groundwater. An ongoing study (an extractable volume study29) was commanded by the 

local water commission to assess the effects of current uses on groundwaters.   

So far, drought episodes did not lead to production suspension. The area is affected by hydrological 

cycle disruptions linked to climate change (Berne, 2023), but in relatively lesser proportions than other places 

in Normandie or in France. Flooding is however a major concern due to runoff and Seine overflows (SAFEGE, 

2015). Climate change increases this risk (Berne, 2023), and the industries, located in the floodplain, are 

especially vulnerable. 

Regarding quality, the Seine water quality has improved in the past 30 years. Historical pollution and 

current chronic pollution still affect the Seine and the Commerce Rivers (SAFEGE, 2015; Fisson, 2017, 2023). 

While drinking water is mostly affected by agriculture, the area faced a case of industrial pollution on a 

metropolitan water intake point (BRGM, 2020)30. It led to a year-long bottled water distribution (Banzet, 

2012). The intake point remains out of service in 2025.  

 

Governing industrial water uses  

The water governance of industrial uses in Port-Jérôme abides by the traditional French system. Industrial 

water use is overseen by regional (DREAL Normandie) and departmental (Seine-Maritime) authorities, and 

falls under the Seine-Normandie water agency. Port-Jérôme is covered by a watershed planification document, 

the SAGE Commerce (by the name of this river), voted by a local water commission. 

The metropolitan area – Caux Seine Agglo – plays a pivotal role both in industrial development and 

water management. The facilitator of the watershed policy (established in the SAGE Commerce) is hired by 

the municipality. The agglomeration also intervenes in industrial water management, as it owns the Norville 

industrial water plant. At the local level, various actors can also be involved in industrial water governance, 

such as the regional park31. Some scientific actors also intervene. The GIP Seine Aval32 offers a scientific 

mediation on the ecological state of the Seine with economic developers. The Geological and Mining Research 

 

29 Extractable volume study translates as  “Étude Volumes Prélevables” in French. 
30 The industrial site at the origin of the pollution is not directly located in the Port-Jérôme complex. It is close, but 
relatively isolated, further upstream on the Commerce River. I decided to mention this case of pollution as it refers to a 
case of industrial water pollution managed by the metropolitan area. Furthermore, the site is now part of the Port-Jérôme 
local monitoring commission. In that sense, it belongs to the complex. 
31 The regional park in this master's thesis will refer to the Seine Loops Regional Natural Park in Normandy. It translates 
as  “Parc naturel régional des Boucles de la Seine Normande”  
32 GIP Seine Aval translates in English as “Public Interest Group for the Downstream Seine” 
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Institute (BRGM)33 can also be mobilized punctually, on a case-to-case basis. This scientific public institution 

was commissioned for the extractable volume study (Idée et al. 2020). An important economic actor is present 

as well, Haropa port34. The function of this public institution interacts with industrial water governance in 

some aspects (economic and land development for reindustrialization, decarbonation, etc.) 

At the industrial level, companies engage directly with regulation and internal processes. The Norville 

industrial water plant is a large water mutualization infrastructure that supplies the industrial complex with 

Seine water. In the context of the Seine’s industrial green transition (the aforementioned SOCRATE 

projects), a study is conducted on the potential for water saving and industrial water synergies at the industrial 

complex scale. 

In the area of Port-Jérôme, there is a limited development of civil society movements that connect to 

the environmental impacts of the industry. Three main local associations are noted, and take part in the 

industrial water governance participatory devices mentioned earlier. 

 

 

Methodology  
 

This master’s thesis relies on a cross-case analysis of two industrial sites, approached through qualitative 

methods. The data is composed of semi-structured interviews and document analysis.  

 

A cross-case analysis of two industrial complexes 

By choosing two industrial complexes, Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley, I adopted a territorial approach. 

I found it was the best way to capture the local dynamics of a multi-scalar subject, while the question of water 

or industrial uses is often portrayed at the national level. The local level also has the interest of embodying the 

materialities of this topic that cannot be examined with a national vision. The territory is where the water 

passes through, where the quantity questions materialize, and where the interconnectivities happen. It is also 

where the industry is physically imprinted, where the effects of reindustrialization are being felt.  

 

33 Geological and Mining Research Institute translates in French as “Bureau de recherches géologiques et minières 
(BRGM)”  
34 Haropa Port is a public institution born of the fusion of the three main ports on the seine: Le Havre, Rouen and Paris. 
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The two cases were picked following an extensive review of the literature on industrial water 

governance in France35. They were found to represent a complementarity in the way industrial water 

governance could be approached. This is displayed by the following similarities and differences. On the one 

hand, both sites present similar trends. Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley are both large industrial 

complexes, with an activity historically oriented towards the chemical and petrochemical sector. Both sites 

have also engaged in the green reindustrialization. They are also similarly connected on large rivers, a theme 

that will be critical in my analysis. Both sites exhibit similar trends, particularly in the development of policy 

instruments promoting hydric sufficiency. Local governments and state services have encouraged the 

multiplication of studies to identify water-saving potential at both the industrial unit and industrial area scales. 

On the other hand, Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley display differences, in terms of size, history, and 

demographics. Port-Jérôme is a small municipality whose existence is closely tied to its industrial site. The 

Chemical Valley is directly connected to the Grand Lyon metropolitan area, a larger urban area less reliant on 

industrial activities. I will demonstrate that they are affected quite differently by climate change. They are 

nonetheless both affected by drought. These differences raise questions about the territorialization of water 

policies and how water-related challenges emerge in different local contexts.  

I approach the two sites through a cross-case analysis, anchored in interpretivist and pragmatic 

sociology. The pragmatic approach fits the empirically grounded study I conduct in Port-Jérôme and the 

Chemical Valley. I avoid identifying with a particular water governance model in my approach or framing 

(Zwarteveen et al. 2017).  These cases allow me to produce context-sensitive results on each case. I claim an 

interpretivist approach in the sense that I am looking at the meaning, logics and practices, embedded in the 

actors, but also the policy instruments studies. This master’s thesis does not have the ambition of conducting 

a formal comparison between the two cases. Rather, Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley are approached in 

a relational manner. As those two cases will be analyzed in dialogue, it will allow me to map differences but 

also identify the patterns common to both cases. It favors the analytical generalizability of my findings. This 

generalization can be favored by the category of interviewees. The actors I am interviewing reach beyond the 

industrial complex scale and offer sometimes broader perspectives (i.e., metropolitan, department, regional or 

river basin levels). 

 

 

35 Before choosing these two fieldworks, I had already written a report on industrial water governance in France. It was 
conducted in the context of a research assistant position in the CERI Sciences Po. Over the course of 4 months, I 
conducted a comparison between two river basins, Seine-Normandie and Rhône-Méditerranée. The report included an 
extensive literature review on that topic, at the national scale and for these two river basins. 
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Data collection and analysis 

37 interviews were conducted between late December 2024 and March 2025. 23 of them were carried out in-

person during the course of two two-week fieldworks in each area studied. The interviews lasted on average 

an hour and a half, though a few could be shorter (minimum 1 hour) or longer (up to two hours and a half). 

The rest were carried out remotely, mainly since new actors and opportunities for interview came up while I 

was already in the field.  

As the approach of this master’s thesis is on the territorial aspects of industrial water governance, my 

focus was on the local actors involved in that process. It encompasses decentralized state services, stakeholders 

involved in river basin or watershed governance, metropolitan authorities and other local actors, scientific 

experts, industrial actors and stakeholders from the civil society. Interviewees were recruited through a 

snowball method. I directly contacted fundamental actors that were pre-identified (i.e., metropolitan areas, 

water agencies, state services). Based on remote exchanges and interviews, I could identify new relevant topics. 

This semi-inductive method allowed me to map actors that were described in the field as part of industrial 

local governance. As several interviewees requested to be two attending, I could discuss in total with 44 

different interviewees. In that sample, most of the actors taking part in industrial water governance 

(mentioned in the case introduction) are included. Table 1 summarizes the typology of actors I could 

interview in each case-study (grey when this typology was interviewed)36. 

This sample - though large -  is not exhaustive.  The reasons for not interviewing some typologies are 

the following: they were non-existing (there is no SAGE in the Chemical Valley); they were neither found in 

the preliminary research nor mentioned in interviews (e.g., absence of cities in Port-Jérôme);  they refused to 

participate or did not answer. On the side of industrial actors, I only have three of them in the larger sample, 

despite attempts to reach out. Around 15 persons of which I had obtained personal contact through other 

interviews were reached out to. I find this limited number is, however, partly compensated by the presence of 

other economic actors (such as Haropa Port or the National Rhône Company), as well as actors related to 

industries (industrial associations, industrial representatives, etc.).  

Throughout the master’s thesis, I might refer with some vagueness to some interview (e.g., “an 

industrialist”, “a state services agent”). This is done willingly to preserve their anonymity. 

 

 

 

36 Annex 2 provides further information on the number of interviewees and their specific functions by case. 
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Table 1. The typology of actors interviewed in each case study. Source: Author (2025) 

  Chemical Valley  Port-Jérôme 

Decentralized  

State Services  

DREAL (regional unit, service in charge of industries)   

DDT (departmental service)   

ARS (regional health agency)   

Hydric scale 

governance  

Water Agency   

SAGE facilitator  (Local water planification document)   

Local public 

actors  

Metropolitan area (economic development & water management)   

Municipality   

Other relevant public local actors (Regional Park)   

Scientific actors  BRGM (French Geological Survey)   

Other    

Industrial Actors  Industrialists (operators, RSE)   

Other Economic actors    

Actors related to the industries (representative, competitive cluster).   

Civil society Local association (neighborhood protection, environmental 

protection) 

  

 

 

The interview grid was built around the following theme: their diagnosis of the state of water, their 

activity with relation to industrial water governance, their collaboration with other actors, their knowledge of 

the measures implemented to preserve and their influence on them, the effects of reindustrialization policies 

on water development. The grid was adapted to each actor’s typology and function. It was also modified in 

between interviewees to deepen some themes that came up with other local actors.  

Post-interview, the interviewees were systematically coded with the software MAXQDA. Even 

though some large themes of coding were pre-defined to facilitate the handling of the data, the coding mainly 

followed an inductive technique. Regarding interviews, I resorted to the assistance of artificial intelligence 

(AI) in two instances. First, it was used at level 4 for the purpose of interview transcription from speech to text 

(with the software Whisper). Second, AI was used to help in the translation of quotes from French to English 

(level 4). 

 

A document analysis also completed the interviews, before and after this phase. I reviewed national scale 

documents, and documents related to each local context, some of which were mentioned by interviewees. 
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This covers newspaper articles, but also studies, reports, planification documents, meeting reports and calls 

for projects.  

 

 

Outline  
 

This master’s thesis is structured in three parts.  

 The first chapter will discuss how industrial water governance is primarily framed by the stabilization 

of uncertainty on water and a shared diagnosis. Data production – through a politico-scientific hybridization 

– implies a primary framing of stakeholder’s engagement in the governance process. I will compare the 

problematization of industrial water use in Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley. I will expand on a key 

finding for the rest of the analysis: in both cases, large rivers are framed as abundant. 

 The second chapter will introduce the unfolding of industrial water governance, at the crossroads of 

industrial regulation and water  policy. I will show how industrial water governance is framed in a polycentric 

system by a multi-level mix of instruments that sustain a neo-corporatist approach. In Port-Jérôme and the 

Chemical Valley, the limits of these compromises are revealed by cases of drinking water pollution by 

industrial activity. 

The third chapter will dive into the question of change in industrial water governance. I nuance a 

widespread narrative that industrial water use has been revamped in the aftermath of the 2022 drought. By 

studying the narrative of “hydric sufficiency” and green transitions tradeoffs, notably at the local level, I find 

that the change is at most incremental. It aligns with a logic of weak sustainability and reinforces the status quo 

of the growth-oriented paradigm.  
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Chapter 1. Framing water: how diverging perceptions inform 
governance 

 

 

"The idea [in this institution] is, first and foremost, to avoid arguing over the state 

of the estuary. Instead, it’s about observing, documenting, and referencing. […] For 

us, it’s going well. Now, there are conflicting interests. We see plenty of examples 

like this in the estuary because it’s a relatively small area with many different and 

often contradictory issues and uses. Fishermen don’t have the same needs or 

priorities as [the port] HAROPA, or as Port-Jérôme in relation to the nearby reserve. 

And then there are also tensions with the natural park.” 

- A scientist from the GIP Seine Aval. 

 

Governing industrial uses of water is a matter of knowledge production. This scientist from the GIP Seine 

Aval  highlights this critical step. This scientific institution works on data production on the ecological state 

of the Seine Estuary. It then connects this knowledge with  the actors of the economic development of its 

estuary. “Observing, referencing, documenting”. These steps he mentions emphasize the critical role of data 

production to drive public action on water (Barreteau et al. 2020), whether it is to assess industrial compliance 

with the regulation, to establish the yearly fees by water agencies, or to drive the river basin policy. This first 

chapter will focus on this fundamental step of industrial water governance: the production of knowledge, to 

diagnose the status of water and to frame public action.  

In a polycentric and dispersed governance landscape, water stands at the intersection of 

“contradictory issues and uses,” with a range of diverging visions and agendas (Méral et al., 2008, p.87). This 

complexity is compounded by the physical and social uncertainties surrounding water (Molle, 2011). To act 

upon the resource and conduct public action, a certain stabilization of knowledge about its state is required. 

Water-related institutions thus rely on a “shared diagnosis”—what the GIP scientist describes as a way to 

“avoid arguing” over the state of the resource. Yet, this stabilization of knowledge is far from a neutral 

endeavor. What does one observe? What does one document? Who has access to the data, and who can 

interpret it? Studying the production of data is therefore fundamental to understanding water governance, as 

it shapes and frames the possibilities of public action (Woodhouse & Muller, 2017, p. 5; Liziard et al., 2020). 
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For that endeavor, I shall study the data produced through the lens of policy instruments. This allows 

to both dissect the instruments resorted to for data production, as well as the representations and 

problematization of water they involve (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007). This also involves resorting to the 

sociology of science, and science and technology studies, that have extensively tackled the political dimensions 

of knowledge production (Barbier et al. 2010; Gardon et al., 2020) 

In this chapter, I will argue that industrial water governance is primarily framed by the stabilization 

of uncertainty on the resource and by a shared diagnosis. This step already hints at a preliminary framing, 

whether it is through the taming of uncertainty regarding data production, or the taming of alternative 

framings on the state of water. I also find first signs of power dynamics in industrial water governance. 

Comparing the cases of Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley, I identify that a permanent character of the 

framing lies in a so-called abundance of the river. This concept will be fundamental in understanding public 

action on industrial water use. 

The chapter is structured around two axes. The first examines the multi-scalar profusion of data 

production, and points at its challenges. The second dissects the extent of the shared diagnosis in each case 

study, mapping various definition struggles. It will allow me to compare framings in Port-Jérôme and the 

Chemical Valley, and reveal the way larger rivers can be represented in France.  

 

 

2.1. Stabilizing uncertainty on the resource, a preliminary framing   
 

“The real issue is the assumption that we already know everything. You have geological maps, rainfall 

data from Météo France, and industrial measurements of water extraction. So, you might think we 

have all the answers. But in reality? We know almost nothing. […] There’s a whole world of knowledge 

we’re still missing. And that’s where it all starts—understanding the underground. Mapping it, 

conducting subsurface scans. But each small area of study costs hundreds of thousands of euros. And 

France is a big country. So, every step requires funding, time, and expertise to gather data.” 

Industrial water governance is based on data production that abounds at all levels of its governance. Yet, the 

extent of remaining uncertainty is often ignored. This quote from a scientist working for France’s public 

expert bureau for geology and water resources in Normandie (the BRGM) emphasizes it. In the extent of 

uncertainty lies sidelined problems on water use.  Data production unfolds as multi-scalar process, in the grips 

of scientific and political requirements. 
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In this section, I will argue that the production of data37  belongs to a politico-scientific hybridization, 

that tames the extent of uncertainty and frames the possibilities of public action and stakeholders’ engagement 

in the governance process. I will resort to the lens of policy instrumentation, studying its unfolding and 

resistance (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007, Le Bourhis and Lascoumes, 2014). 

This section will proceed in two subsections. After the introduction of the data’s omnipresent and 

multi-scalar characters, the struggles and preliminary framing of water governance will be tackled.  

 

Data production at all scales: the basis of industrial water governance 

Industrial water governance requires data production at multiple scales and times, both on a routine and at an 

ad hoc basis. I find that, in a polycentric system, data is produced at multiple scales and  involves a diverse range 

of actors. First, I shall expand here on the four main purposes of data production observed: a routine for 

industrial water governance (1); a basis for water policy making (2); a prospective for future uses (3); and data 

as a source of proof (4). I will then discuss the typologies of actors involved.  

 

Data belongs to the industrial water governance routine. On a regular basis, infrastructures are implemented 

to monitor water abstraction and substance release. It is necessary both for the DREAL to check the 

compliance of industrial activities with the regulation (e.g. abstraction and substance emissions thresholds), 

and for the water agencies for the calculation of yearly fees. In the case of applications for subsidies to the 

water agency, a study on water uses and the potential for improvements (in emissions or abstractions) is 

required for the agency to examine the case file.  

Data production is also a basis of water policy-making at different scales. At the hydric scale, key water 

planification documents – the SDAGE and the SAGE – are based on a state of the art of the resource, that are 

conducted every six years for the new policy cycle. Public authorities also need data in times of crisis, to justify 

and organize political action, such as in the context of a drought decree application (Riaux et al., 2009). 

Industrial water use can also be shaped through ad hoc study productions that serve as a basis to shape day-to-

day industrial water use. In the Port-Jérôme area, an “extractable volume study” was demanded by the local 

water commission. The goal is to assess whether the underground resources are being exploited by end users 

 

37   define data and knowledge following Baker and Mayernik (2020). Data production consists in the generation and the 
organization of data for future reuse. It often involves standardizes procedures and metadata. Knowledge is a social 
endeavor. It entails the analysis and interpretation of data to produce insights, theories or conclusions. I will often refer 
to the term of study, that I understand as a structured investigation to collect data. It results in knowledge production. 
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in the in the Commerce watershed, that covers Port-Jérôme industrial complex. If the results of this study 

prove so, the local water commission could take measures with quantified limits of intakes by end-users. The 

DREAL Normandie could then prescribe maximum thresholds for water intakes to industrial facilities in 

Port-Jérôme  As a DREAL  Normandie agent explains:  

“If we don’t have a study on the extractable volumes for each watershed, we’ll be stuck. Because that’s 

what will allow us to determine what can actually be withdrawn and what cannot—along with how 

it should be allocated. […]. We need to know whether we’re depleting the resource or not.” 

In this excerpt, the expression “being stuck” refers to the impossibility of state services to revise intakes 

authorizations without data to support it. If revisions are conducted, the maximum thresholds will 

incorporate the “day-to-day” industrial water use monitoring mentioned above. Parallel to the regulatory 

realm, data can also be produced to inform decision-makers on the states and pressures on water. As 

mentioned before, the GIP Seine Aval in the Port-Jérôme area produces studies on the Seine Estuary. The 

interviewee from that structure explained how this institution pertains to a logic of dialogue with the Seine 

estuary actors, either public (notably the Water Agency, Caux Seine Agglo, Haropa port) or private (such as 

industrial federations). The goal is to encourage policy-makers to base their decisions on a clear understanding 

of the stakes involved in water preservation. 

Tied to policy making, the production of data can also have a prospective character informing future 

action, either public or private. Beyond its assessment of the situation, the extractable volume study in the 

Port-Jérôme area aims at the production of simulations. A computerized mock-up will model the state of 

water resources, depending on climate conditions or anthropic activities. In Port-Jérôme and the Chemical 

Valley, studies were conducted to assess the saving and circularity potential in industrial water uses in the 

complex. It maps potential for future synergies. In Port-Jérôme, the study also encompasses a larger 

“trajectory” study. Taking water as a factor among others such as emissions, it aims at having a prospective 

character, with the analysis of various scenarios for the industrial green transition. In the Chemical Valley case, 

the Rhône-Méditerannée water agency commissioned a study on the evolution of Rhône water flows (2014). 

Though not requiring direct action at the moment, it gives orientations and visibility on the future of the river 

until 2100.   

The case of the PFAS in the Chemical Valley emphasizes the production of data for a particular 

motive, to assess the extent and responsibilities of the pollution. The Grand Lyon metropolitan area engaged 

in a judicial procedure (that is still ongoing) to demonstrate the culpability of businesses Arkema and Daikin 
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in the pollution. By order of the judge, an expertise is conducted until 2026. Additionally, the metropolitan 

area financially supports several studies on PFAS in that same endeavor.38  

 

Who are the actors involved in the data production of industrial water governance? I shall first introduce the 

actors collecting the data, and then expand on the actors that receive it. For routine industrial water 

governance, the actors of data production are well-summarized by this industrialist from Port-Jérôme:  

“Currently, we are already monitored on a monthly basis through GIDAF. We report all our 

discharge and withdrawal values, the volumes we extract and release, as well as all the monitoring of 

key parameters. This is done in our laboratory, as we have an analysis lab that allows us to conduct 

physico-chemical analyses and monitor our processes. We also have a section dedicated to the 

wastewater treatment plant. We use automatic samplers that take measurements throughout the day. 

We collect these samples and analyze them for parameters such as COD, TSS, phosphorus, nitrogen39, 

etc. […] Then there are all the consulting firms40 that can carry out studies for us. We also have analysis 

laboratories that perform unannounced or on-demand tests of the water.” 

Several elements can be highlighted here. This industrialist highlights the self-monitoring conducted by 

industrialists, a topic I shall come back on later in this section. It is a legal obligation of the industrialist41. They 

are, in that sense, responsible for some data production through internal devices certified by the public 

authorities. The GIDAF 42 is a software in which industrial actors inform the result of their self-monitoring 

online43. It allows for the centralization of data and its transmission to state services, that then review it. The 

interviewee also emphasizes the role of other actors in science production: laboratories and the consulting 

firms. When commanding studies, I observed that public authorities also resort to consulting firms, alongside 

 

38 For instance, the Eco-citizen institute is commissioned with two studies: PERL on human biomonitoring of PFAS 
pollutants among residents living near industrial facilities, and OPAL focused on chemical industry workers. The Léon 
Bérard Cancer Center in Lyon studies the connection between PFAS exposure and certain types of cancer. Another 
program, the MATTISE project studies the levels of contamination in the environment, and the transfer between 
environmental compartments (soil, water, air).  
39 These parameters include the following element: COD (Chemical Oxygen Demand), which reflects the amount of 
organic matter; TSS (Total Suspended Solids), which indicates the presence of particles; and nutrient levels like 
phosphorus and nitrogen, which are linked to pollution and eutrophication. 
40 The expression “consulting firm” was translated from the French “Bureau d’étude” 
41 This obligation is indicated in the order of February 2, 1998 relating to water withdrawals and consumption as well as 
to emissions of all kinds from installations classified for environmental protection subject to authorization. 
42 GIDAF stands for “Gestion Informatisée des Données d'Autosurveillance Fréquente”. It translates as "Computerized 
Management of Frequent Self-Monitoring Data." 
43 This is indicated in the Order of April 28, 2014 concerning the transmission of monitoring data on emissions from 
classified installations for environmental protection 
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other actors, such as NGOs with environmental engineering competency, or organizations specialized in 

science production, such as the GIP Seine Aval or the Eco-citizen institute. The BRGM, France’s public 

bureau for geology and water resources, occupies a particular role as a state expert. This network of data 

production actors is at the very basis of industrial water governance.  

The data produced are then transmitted to the stakeholders that ordered their production. In the 

fieldwork I observed it is mainly public entities: the DREAL, the water agency, the local water commission, 

and the local authorities. Private actors emerge as well, as I introduced with the studies on water saving and 

synergies potentials in the two industrial complexes. Comparing the existing knowledge on the local water 

situation in Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley, I noticed that the presence of a relevant hydric institution 

made a difference in data availability. In Port-Jérôme, the SAGE Commerce displayed a state of water, with 

the quantification of intakes by use on the water bodies, and the different pressures exerted on water bodies. 

In the Chemical Valley, no local water management tools exist below the river basin level. As a result, it was 

very difficult to find information on the types and extent of water-related pressures. In Port-Jérôme, it is also 

thanks to the existence of a local water commission that  the extractable volume study could be conducted. It 

opens the way for public action at a coherent hydric scale, which is not possible in the Chemical Valley area.  

 

Whether it is at the stage of ordering knowledge production or at the appropriation, the production of data 

and its translation are not neutral endeavors. They reveal puzzles, but also conflicts that I shall expand on 

below.  

 

The conflicts and the struggles of data production and appropriation 

Data and studies, despite their apparent objectivation, are not neutral. They are shaped interactions between 

the human and the social. Jasanoff expresses it under the concept of “regulatory science”: “a hybrid activity 

that combines elements of scientific evidence and reasoning with large doses of social and political judgement” 

(1990, p.229). Studying a case of water governance in France, Barbier et al. appropriate this concept through 

the policy instrumentation perspective (2010). They demonstrate how the management of the drought, with 

its subsequent data production belongs to the same logic.  Data production on water blends hydrological 

science and socio-political components (ibid., 18). Anchored in this perspective, I shall analyze these 

hybridizations observed in my fieldworks. After having discussed their forms in the production of data and in 

its appropriation, I will turn to the implications it has for the governance of industrial water use.  
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I find that data is tinged with the political in three main domains in industrial water governance: the definition 

of thresholds, the self-regulation of industrialists, and the anticipation of appropriation tensions.  

As we saw, industrial water governance is framed by the respect of water emissions and abstraction 

thresholds. It is on their basis that industrialists use water. This calls to questions the way the thresholds are 

determined? An interviewee of the Eco-Citizen Institute -  hired to work on a study on PFAS - points at the 

limits of “official indicators”: 

“Official knowledge is generally framed by regulatory texts. And until now, regulations on PFAS were 

virtually non-existent, as was the case for ultra-fine particles. Basically, current regulations only cover 

around fifty parameters […] So essentially, you're measuring a set of parameters, comparing them to 

arbitrarily defined thresholds, and stopping there. From a scientific standpoint, that doesn’t amount 

to much—we’re just in the realm of norms. Which is already something, of course, because norms 

usually push thresholds downward. But really, we can't extract much meaning or insight from that 

data.” 

At least two elements can be noted here. First: the interviewee states that regulatory thresholds are defined 

“arbitrarily”. I interpret this qualification as referring to a perceived “absence of logic” in determining 

thresholds. Among other limits, their determination is based on  in vivo tests on animals, relying on a "dose 

makes the poison". This principle is criticized for overlooking the long-term effects of low dose and combined 

exposure44 to substances (Gardon et al., 2020, 104). Second, the interviewee mentions that PFAS were 

“virtually non-existent”. It highlights how the current regulation, and the threshold systems, leaves outside of 

its scope a high number of chemical substances. The absence of tracking does not remove the potential harm. 

This is furthered by the fact that the number of substances entering the market exceeds largely the possibility 

to follow them all (Grandjean, 2013, 658).  

The political dimensions of data production lie in the actors producing it. Experts are taken in a 

tension, between their necessary proximity with the regulators, but also the requirements of distance for the 

purpose of neutrality (Robert, 2008). It is well documented that the scientific actors permeate the political 

boundaries (Jasanoff, 1999; Bouleau and Fernandez, 2012). In the context of industrial water governance, 

what is notable is the role of industrialists in data production that follows their own compliance. This paradox 

 

44 Regulatory toxicology relies on the fundamental principle that the severity of chemical effects on an organism is 
proportional to its exposure level. This claim is challenges, notably by chemicals that interfere with hormone (Zoeller 
and Vandenberg, 2015). 
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is exemplified by the following excerpt of an interview with the president of a neighborhood association in 

the Chemical Valley area. I should contextualize these remarks in the setting of the PFAS pollution revelation: 

“You're saying these [industrial] companies are supposed to self-monitor, with occasional 

inspections, notably from the DREAL. But I’m saying—we can’t just trust that system. They can’t 

be both judge and jury. They’re the ones choosing the laboratory that carries out the analyses. I’m not 

saying the labs are… but still… you see the problem.” 

While the position of this interviewee on the independence of laboratory45 is unclear, this quote clearly shows 

a mistrust in the institutionalized self-monitory system. More broadly, it targets the ability of the state services 

to engage with this monitoring. It recalls what Le Naour observes on industrial governance (2024): with this 

self-monitoring system, industrialists are made “owner of the problem” (ibid., 7). Through the data produced, 

they define the risks and the means to prevent them (Vlassopoulo, 2007). This self-monitoring system is far 

from a detail, or a fact. It is the product of a progressive devolution of data production to industrialists by state 

services, a theme I shall expand more on in chapter 2. 

Finally, the political dimension of this model comes up as the appropriation and acceptation of the 

results is anticipated. In French water politics, the production and reception of data is shaped by concertation 

(Vergote and Petit, 2016). Hence, a fundamental issue for public authorities is the result of the study being 

trusted by end-users, or at least accepted, for the subsequent policies to be implemented (Barbier et al., 2010). 

Yet, any production of data involves estimation and patchworks that have to be understood by the 

participants. Conducting the study on extractable volumes, an interviewee from France’s public expert 

bureau(the BRGM) underlined the struggle of data gathering on water, known to be challenging (Le Bourhis, 

2003; Barreteau et al, 2020): dissemination of information,  mismatch between the units required, 

incoherence between databases of the water agency and the state services. In the production of models, the 

scientists have to compose with the residual uncertainty and estimates. For these reasons, when the study is 

commissioned for river basin or watershed policies,  authorities try to involve end-users from the onset. This 

is explained by an agent from the Seine-Maritime decentralized state services:  

“In other regions, where extractable volume studies were launched without involving the stakeholders 

[…] they were immediately challenged. Then comes the next phase: ‘Here are our extractable volumes, 

now let’s talk about how we allocate them.’ - ‘But if I don’t even agree with your diagnosis or initial 

findings. Are your calculations even accurate? […]’ In some areas, the studies were completed, they 

 

45 In France, laboratories that carry out substance testing for industries must be accredited and officially recognized by 
the public authorities. 
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were expensive, but because the findings weren’t shared with all users, they couldn’t be used to 

manage water rotation or allocate volumes among users. So now, the work basically has to be redone.” 

What this agent describes pertains to a logic of resistance to instruments, contesting the reliability of the study 

(Barbier et al., 2010, p. 19). This is just one example of how the anticipation of appropriation struggles 

permeate the production of knowledge (ibid.). It could also extend towards bypassing or discrediting the 

results of the study and what they imply (ibid.). The political and scientific boundaries are constantly crossed.  

 

What are the implications of this politico-scientific hybridization for industrial water governance, and why is 

it important? Three main dimensions emerge: it recalls the extent of uncertainty in the decision-making 

process; data production already involves a preliminary framing of public action; and it has implications in 

the participation of stakeholders.   

Political hybridization highlights the extent of uncertainty on water. The struggles in data production 

and the residual uncertainties – though they do not necessarily question the validity of the study – shed light 

on the lack of knowledge on water, and the struggles to grapple with. The acknowledgment of this uncertainty 

can unveil the limits of public action. In the Chemical Valley, the existing data on industrial uses displays 

major gaps. On a question on the source from which industrialists withdraw water, an inspector of the 

DREAL responds : 

“That’s really the core issue we’re dealing with right now—figuring out exactly where [the industries] 

are withdrawing water from. Many claim they’re taking it from what's called the Rhône drain, so the 

question is whether it’s actually groundwater or surface water. I don’t think they’re drawing directly 

from the Rhône itself. It’s mostly either from the drain or from the accompanying aquifers. But at 

the moment, we’re right in the middle of trying to diagnose and clarify exactly what they’re 

withdrawing and from where.” 

After this answer, their colleague completed quickly that they have “key figures” on the total intakes. This 

could signal an attempt to reassure that there are still grips on industrial uses, that data is collected and that it 

is accessed to some extent. This excerpt underlines nonetheless that uncertainty stands strong. Neither the 

source of intake (surface or groundwater), nor its extent are precisely mapped. The interviewees further 

explain that this lack of knowledge is linked to the age of the industrial facility, with old extraction wells, of 

which the location or the depth is not well known. Their declaration is coherent with other interviews, in 

which the age of the facility is often a factor pointed at for the limited knowledge on water. Yet, the production 

of quantified data, despite the uncertainties, create an illusion of knowledge on the resource. Working on a 
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case of extractable volume studies, Vergote and Petit explain that “figures anchor the reflection in past values 

taken as references: the figures stabilize the perception of the resource, obscuring the idea that flows and 

withdrawable volumes could decrease” (2016, p.9). How can one govern a resource without knowing its state 

and uses?  They are the basis for regulation; the source of water abstractions defines the authorizations and 

fees. This leads us to the second theme.  

The acknowledgment of data is important because it frames the scope of public actions. To be 

deemed worthy of public action, a situation must be perceived as  needing or being capable of being different 

(Padioleau, 1982). To claim a difference, the situation should be known. What about the substance outside 

of the parameters followed by the regulation? The PFAS are - as mentioned by an elected official from Grand 

Lyon - just the “tip of the iceberg. There are thousands of other substances of which the effects are not known 

yet, without counting the unknown effects of interaction among different chemicals in water (Fisson, 2014, 

p.41). The absence of data renders invisible the construction of a problem. The regulatory instruments mask 

the existence of substances. Doing so, it impedes to study their effects on humans and the environment 

(Boudia et Jas, 2007). In that regard, the instrumentation of political action cannot be seen as a full protection, 

but a navigation through uncertainties and gaps.  

Data production also matters because it shapes the interactions and the relationships between and 

within the governing and the governed. First, the theme of trust - critical in water governance (Bafoil, 2024) – 

comes up. It is about trust in the quality of the data produced (with a certain extent of uncertainty) but also 

trust in the producer of data. This is particularly reinforced with the self-monitoring role of industrialists. On 

that topic, Le Naour points how, since the 1970s onwards, industrialists have gained an “expertise monopoly” 

as the legislation evolved to favoring economic development at the expense of environmental evaluations 

(2024). Among the laws she mentions, there is the “Law for a Government Serving a Society of Trust”46. Trust 

comes again. But here, the “society of trust” seems to rather be the trust between the state and industrialists, 

or the trust that the citizen should have in the pollution management system. An industrialist in Port-Jérôme, 

regretting the “lack of trust in our society” still notes on their interactions with the inspector: 

“With the authorities, I would say we are rather in a relationship of trust.” 

On the PFAS theme, a representative of industrial actors in the Chemical Valley declares: 

 

46“Law for a Government Serving a Society of Trust” was translated from the French law “loi 2018-727, pour un État au 
service d'une société de confiance” 
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“So, let’s be coherent: there are regulatory constraints [on the PFAS], that the DREAL are 

monitoring, taking up the issue, regulating, and conducting inspections. Let’s trust the authorities 

and the industrial actors to move forward on this topic in a calm and constructive manner.” 

This excerpt postulates the trust one should have in environmental management towards the state and the 

industrialists, while portraying, indirectly, citizens and the media as neither calm nor constructive. “Trust” 

here is used to delegitimize citizens’ claims for more transparency. Again, what is the worth of trust when one 

notices that industrialists have been emitting pollution for years, while being aware of their toxicity for the 

environment and people?  In this sense comes the second theme: the production of data frames the debate on 

industrial water governance. Data produced on water use is dominated by quantification: quantity of water 

taken, water released, quantity of volume to be extracted. The conversation and debates in industrial water 

governance are framed around technical themes. It tends to exclude non-expert actors, a theme I shall expand 

on in chapter 2.  Yet, quantitative approaches shall not be taken as the only existing option. Farinetti (2017) 

analyzes the transition from a sensorial approach to justify legal action against an industrialist (e.g., the smell, 

the color of a river) to a numerical one (i.e., thresholds) from the 18th century onwards. Among other 

conclusions, she observes that “this increasing technicality in water-related criminal law tends to obscure the 

symbolic message of protection—and, by extension, the affirmation of essential social values—that it conveys 

to the public” (ibid. , 151). This quantified governance of water uses excludes alternative visions to dominant 

scientific expertise (Marquet, 2014), that still retain some  interest in governing water  (Farinetti, 2017). 

 

This analysis displays how data production in the context of industrial water governance involves a 

preliminary framing on the way water can be governed, through what principles and dynamics. This data, as 

we saw, is at the basis of the shared diagnosis. How does this hybridization unfold?  

 

2.2. Behind the shared diagnosis: convergence and struggles on water 
 

The production of a shared diagnosis, despite its stabilization, does not erase the multiple representations and 

agendas around water (Gardin and Rinaudo, 2002; Richard-Ferroudji, 2008; Barreteau et al., 2022). The 

cohabiting representations of a river, far from innocent, influence present and future political action. In these 

representations lie keys to understand industrial water governance. This is what this section offers to study: 

the multiplicity of representations of water that cohabit.  What is the extent of the shared diagnosis in each 

case? What is the framing of the problem for water industrial uses? It convokes the notion of “problem 

framing”: how a given situation is constructed as a social problem deemed worthy of public action through 
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mobilization and collective action of actors engaged in a struggle of meaning (Gibert and Henry, 2012). I 

further precise here that the framings I dissect in this sub-section focus on industrial water uses, and not the 

general water question. The goal is to provide an image of the dominant shared diagnosis in each case on that 

issue, map the alternative framings, and the potential definition struggles that may arise (Gilbert and Henry, 

2012). The vagueness retained by the shared diagnosis in water policies is encapsulated in the statement of an 

industrial representative in the Chemical Valley: 

“In the end, the common ground is that we all recognize that water-related issues are both today's and 

tomorrow's challenges. And we know that reaching consensus and agreements will be essential to 

implementing policies that are coherent and in the best interest of all users. […] But of course, we 

don’t always agree on everything. Still, disagreement doesn’t mean we don’t want to move forward 

and find common solutions." 

According to this interview, actors want to move forward for a similar goal, even though they have diverging 

interests. Yet, the nature of the goal appears unprecise – water as “today's and tomorrow's challenges”. To 

map the divergence of interests, I choose to analyze the framing of the problem for water under a scope that 

approaches it through its uses and functions. As explained in the introduction, I identify five dimensions: 

Water as a resource consumed for industrial uses (1); Water as an absorptive capacity, to receive the effluents 

and dilute them (2); Water as a threat, such as flooding or drought (3); Water as a habitat, an ecosystem in 

which biodiversity may thrive and wetland ensure their ecological function (4); and Water as a resource to be 

shared among different users (5). 

In this section, the comparison between Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley will allow me to argue 

that – even though the framing of water use is profoundly territorialized – three main representations are 

developed and support industrial sectoral interests: the underestimation of water as a habitat; the framing of 

water as abundant; and the naturalization of industrial water uses. 

This section will be structured in three distinct parts: the problem framing in the Chemical Valley, 

the problem framing in Port-Jérôme, and a comparison of both cases.      

 

The framing in Lyon 

In Lyon, the framing of the industrial water use problem was – at the time of my fieldwork – dominated by 

the PFAS theme. Nonetheless, this dominant framing shall not mask two other cohabiting framings:  the 

availability of water from the Rhône, and the role for water as the habitat ecosystem life. I will expand below 

on the three approaches. 
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PFAS and the definitional struggles: responsibilities and doubt  

The PFAS theme appeared as salient throughout my interviews. The dominant framing is around water as a 

shared resource. The question revolves around drinking water provision, both through the lens of public 

health and the costs of pollution. Some of these costs linked to metropolitan water provision cover notably 5 

million euros for the interconnection to deliver safe drinking water, and an extra 600,000 euros per year in 

operating costs for the plant to filter PFAS.  This framing does not exclude the environmental impacts of the 

pollution. The following excerpt from an interview with the Grand Lyon metropolitan services sheds light on 

different dimensions of the problem framing on  PFAS:  

“Conducting these studies [on P-FAS] helps advance knowledge, allowing citizens and the media to 

make use of it, and it will also contribute to ongoing and future legal proceedings—because there will 

be more—to make use of all the findings that have been brought to light. It's also a genuine 

mobilization of scientific partners. The more we advance science, the more visibility the issue gains, 

and the more we enable citizens to understand and form their own judgment about the situation. So, 

this is truly a way of taking action. As I said, we are working on two fronts: one is curative, aiming to 

restore the quality and compliance of information provided to the public; the other is scientific, 

through this study, which is essential because we are facing one of the most powerful lobbies in France 

and Europe—the chemical industry—which has, for decades, been engaged in a strategy of 

manufacturing doubt. They continuously manage to push back against studies, scientific claims, and 

research by asserting that 'there is no problem, there is no proof.' The burden of proof, in cases of 

pollution like this, inevitably falls on the victims. 

This excerpt draws up the coalitions I could observe in the definition struggle to fight for the imposition of a 

problem frame over another (Gilbert and Henry, 2012, p.38). On the one hand, the metropolitan area, a share 

of citizens, and the media are aligned to have the pollution damage recognized. The notion of “citizen” also 

encompasses here citizen associations, that have had a role in the mobilization. Several judiciary procedures 

against industrialists responsible for the pollution have been – or are – ongoing, from local associations but 

also the metropolitan area or cities affected (Notre Affaire à Tous, 2024; Lemerle, 2025). On the other hand, 

some industrial actors and their representatives, notably the “chemical industry lobby” question the extent of 

industrial responsibility at the roots of the PFAS pollution, and question as well the effects on human health 

and the environment as pointed out. Doing so, they undermine or neutralize the opposed interpretive 

framework. A counter-framing is advocated (Benford, 1987; Benford and Snow, 2000).  An example may be 

found in this interview excerpt with an association representing industrial actors: 
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“The issue of PFAS is one that requires careful handling — not just in terms of action, but also in the 

language we use and the weight our words carry. I'm saying this from a pragmatic standpoint. PFAS 

is currently an emerging issue. According to the OECD, there are 4,300 perfluoroalkyl or 

polyfluoroalkyl substances. But if we consider it purely from a chemical perspective — that is, all 

molecules made of carbon-fluorine bonds — we’re talking about hundreds of thousands of 

compounds. To say today that all of these are toxic or hazardous to human health is a claim that 

science has not yet substantiated. Toxicology and ecotoxicology studies so far have only covered a 

limited number of substances. So, we have to be very careful about media hype. I always take a 

cautious approach, with the aim of avoiding unnecessary alarm over a topic that may not, in fact, 

warrant it. Today, we're detecting PFAS at the nanogram level — and a nanogram is essentially like a 

grain of salt in an Olympic-sized swimming pool. That said, yes, there are industries that use or emit 

PFAS regularly. These are clearly identified by the authorities, and there are active monitoring and 

research efforts underway. As for other industries whose emissions are unknown, they have been 

subject to surveillance campaigns regarding their discharges.” 

The interviewee clearly aims to highlight that the effects of human health – according to them -  are not yet 

proven, and especially points at the limited concentration of the substance in a given volume. There is also an 

attempt to make the “problem” not existent, or at least circumvent it, emphasizing the action taken by 

authorities, denouncing the media hype and the “unnecessary alarm”. One should not however that at the 

time at which this was said, the effects had been known for decades. (Horel, 2023). The industrial associations 

“doubt” the hazardous nature of PFAS, which is qualified as “manufacturing doubt” by the metropolitan 

representative. Coming back to the excerpt from the interview of the metropolitan services, another arising 

dimension is the one of scientific evidence. The interviewee from the metropolitan area state that the advance 

of science advances the “visibility” of the effects of the PFAS pollution. Science is a way to ground the claims, 

but also to serve as evidence in the judicial procedures, aiming at the establishment of responsibilities. It has a 

central role in the problem framing, and is also at the core of the definition struggles with this “manufacturing 

of doubt” (Henry, 2021). Another salient element mentioned by the metropolitan area is the role of the media 

in this affair, that is also denounced by the industrial representative.  It echoes the statement of another 

interviewee, that was informed by the media of the affair. The metropolitan area, the city of Lyon, and the 

local associations: all mention the TV documentary Vert de Rage that revealed the pollution (October 2022). 

As the president of a neighborhood association puts :  

“Yes, so it’s really thanks to the media that we were informed. It’s thanks to the media that we were 

able to carry out blood sampling, and so on. And it's also thanks to them — you could say not a single 
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week goes by without something in the print or broadcast media about PFAS. There are always 

articles, reports, or features on the subject.” 

In that sense, the media made  the problem visible, broadcasting a “scandal” situation that was unknown from 

the public opinion (Crespin and Ferron, 2017). Their production also participated in keeping it on the agenda 

in the public sphere (Cefaï, 1996).  

 

Water as a resource consumed, a non-problem in the Chemical Valley? 

As the PFAS question occupies the frontstage, other framings of the water question cohabit, but in more 

discreet spheres (Gilbert and Henry, 2012), in a less public way. When mentioned, these themes remain 

contained into internal institutions debates. The notion of water as a resource consumed for industrial uses 

appears treated in a quite paradoxical manner. On the one hand, almost all the actors interviewed mention the 

forecasted decrease in the water flows unveiled by a study of the Rhône-Méditerrannée water agency (Agence 

de l'eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse, 2023). By 2055, it could reach a 20% decrease (ibid.). Whatever their 

typology, the interviewees often express the results of the study as a “surprise”. The effects of the 2022 drought 

are also felt, and an increased attention on the resource is claimed. 

“Industrial actors are very constructive […] No particular reluctance, really. There’s more of a shared 

belief47 that the resource needs to be protected. Well, water—since it's inexpensive—isn't necessarily 

well-tracked in terms of withdrawals, consumption levels, and how it circulates within industries 

from one workshop to another.” 

This interviewee from the economic department working on the Chemical Valley highlights a form of 

consensus from the industrial actors on the necessary preservation of water, rather through a quantitative 

aspect (the volume withdrawn). The conduct of a study on water-saving potential in the industrial complex 

aligns in this direction. On the other hand, the Rhône is still perceived as a relatively insensitive habitat, for 

which the stakes of water provision are emerging. As explains an interviewee from the DREAL: 

“As for the Rhône, even today, there’s no concern regarding water quantity — there are no drought 

zones. However, in the context of climate change, we’re starting to pay closer attention.” 

This interview highlights both the notion that the rivers are perceived as insensitive, but also that awareness is 

raising progressively on the topic. This limited framing of the quantitative risk could also be attributed to a 

relativization with neighboring territories that face more pressing struggles than the Rhône, with restrictions 

 

47 “Belief.” here from the French word “adhésion.” 
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in possible intakes. This is the case for instance for the Mont de l’Est Lyonnais. This relativization also happens 

with other rivers with less waterflow than the Rhône. Talking about a thermal pollution on the Rhône, an 

agent from the departmental decentralized state services mentions: 

“It’s the Rhône’s flow that allows for both dilution and evacuation. If you made the same discharge 

into a small watercourse, you’d overwhelm it — you’d destroy 3 kilometers of river, and it would be 

considered a serious pollution incident.” 

 

The exclusion of water as a habitat 

A last framing on industrial water use – way less vocal than the others – is the one of water as a habitat. 

Industrial water governance in the Chemical Valley could be questioned with regards to the pressures 

industrial activity could put on local ecosystems. Almost never mentioned, an employee from an 

environmental association expanded upon it: 

“In connection with industrial activity, the main issue is really land use. These are areas that take up a 

lot of space and significantly disrupt ecological continuity. They prevent species from moving 

freely[in the water]—plus, there are roads on top of that. Altogether, it creates these sorts of no man’s 

lands between, on one side, the Rhône and all its ecological richness, and on the other, adjacent areas 

like the Plateau des Grandes Terres near Feyzin.” 

The interviewee points to the impacts of industrial activities on biodiversity, and notably the ecosystems living 

in water bodies. It is notable that the question does not revolve around wetland artificialization. In the 

Chemical Valley, industrial developments rely on a strategy of land intensification.  

 

The framing in Port-Jérôme  

In Port-Jérôme, the framing of industrial water use as a problem revolves around two dominant themes: the 

salinization of the Seine  and the risk of flooding. The risk of wetland artificialization remains in the shadow 

of problematization. I shall expand successively on these three framings. It is to be noted that in Port-Jérôme 

- despite the framing of water as a problem deemed worthy of public action - there is little evidence of the 

aforementioned water stakes in the general press. Yet, looking at the reports from the local monitoring 

commission since 2007, one may note that the water theme has always been present. It just does not seem 

publicized in the larger public arena. It is rather handled throughout routine decision-making and choices, 

through the relationships between the DREAL, the Water Agency and industrial actors, as well as the 

metropolitan area occasionally.  
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Salinization, a historical and permanent fear  

When asking about the stakes related to industrial water use, the dominant framings of the problem that 

emerge are on the vulnerability of industrial uses to hydrological modifications. Salinization of the water 

intakes from the Norville industrial water plant and the changes in water availability are often mentioned. The 

theme of water salinization is not new. As industries developed on the zone in the 1970s, wells in the ground 

water multiplied and destabilized the river and groundwater flows and favored the salinization of ground 

water (Catoire and Lecornu, 1972). The industrial water plant was constructed to relieve pressure on 

groundwater by diverging it to the Seine. Today, the threat of salinization is doubled by the upstream 

migration of the salt wedge that could reach Norville. An angle of the problem is based on the forecasted 

hydrological modifications, with longer droughts linked to climate change. It precludes a quality issue linked 

to modification in the water regime. An agent who had work on the water saving potential in the industrial 

complex (the SOCRATE study) summarizes:  

 “We’re going to face a water quality issue—first, because there will be more salt, and second, because 

during periods of intense drought, when they occur, we’ll have problems with higher concentrations 

of pollutants, soil leaching due to heavier rainfall, and so on.”  

This relates both to water as a resource consumed, but also to its absorptive capacity. Despite this worry for 

salinization, local actors consider the Seine river as relatively less sensitive water-body than others, either in 

terms of dilution or in terms of intake possibilities. An industrialist describes it as a “fairly strong waterway”, 

A DREAL agent mentions that “[The Seine quantitative question] does not seem like a problem”. 

 

Water as a threat: flooding   

Water as a threat is a hot-button issue that all the actors interviewed have in mind: the area is exposed to 

flooding, notably by the Seine river. The realization of this risk is recent. Industrialists and the metropolitan 

department’s perspective converge on the fact that this has been an ongoing question since 2019. Industrialists 

attribute this increased awareness to the pressures of their facilities’ insurance companies. 

 

Wetlands in the shadows of problematization 

Outside of this dominant framing focused on the impacts of water on industrial activities, there are limited 

voices conceiving the industry through its impact on the environment. Salinization and decrease in water 

quality can be treated alternatively to a threat to industrial activity. 
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“And just to make it simple, we add a little layer of climate change, with modifications to habitats—

especially at the river mouth, where our large mudflats, which are subject to salinity variations and 

serve as nurseries for juvenile sea bass, sole, and other marine fish—are becoming increasingly salty. 

As a result, these areas are becoming less suitable for juveniles, so they’re shifting upstream. But 

upstream, we have Port-Jérôme and those zones, and there are no mudflats there. So, what we’re 

seeing is what’s called a nursery squeeze—these nursery habitats are shrinking because of both the 

infrastructure developments that are removing them and the rising marine salinity gradients that are 

pushing upstream and effectively compressing these habitats.” 

This depiction brough up by an interviewee from the GIP Seine Aval (a scientific organization) shifts the 

vision of water stakes : the industry becomes a pressure to biodiversity, that is already evolving through 

salinization and degraded quality constraints. This excerpt also brings in a noticeable void in the dominant 

framing. Where is water as a habitat considered? The void feels even deeper as it should pertain to a shared 

diagnosis. “Restoring aquatic environments and enhancing biodiversity" is inscribed as one of the six local 

water challenges in the local water planification document, the SAGE (SAFEGE, 2015). When asked about 

the main stakes around industrial water use, and more generally water preservation, only the scientific actors, 

the water agency, the port and the economic development services pointed at this local water challenge. And 

even when they mention it, there are wide differences. On the one hand, scientific actors and the water agency 

describe compensation as a threat to water preservation. An agent from the Seine-Normandie water agency 

considers it as a major potential for “usage conflict” on water at the local level:  

“There is quite a few reindustrialization projects planned for the area, which will involve using new 

land currently dedicated to agriculture, but which also hold significant environmental value, 

particularly as wetlands.” 

On the other hand, while economic actors acknowledge the biodiversity issue, the conversation revolves 

mainly around the struggles to find lands for compensation48. Water preservation limits industrial activity, as 

its preservation impedes development.  

These alternative framings reveal various appropriations of the problem (Gilbert and Henry, 2012). 

In the framings mentioned above, it is no surprise that wetlands are mentioned by scientific actors: the Seine 

 

48 There is a legal obligation to compensate for land artificialized for industrial development, such as wetlands. As new 
areas are developed for industry, developers face the challenge of identifying suitable land on which compensation can 
be carried out. In Port-Jérôme, a competition is arising among economic developers on lands open for compensation. 
This process also raises questions about the environmental functional equivalence between the artificialized land and the 
land used for compensation 
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regional  park is in charge of their protection, the GIP Seine Aval produces extensive studies on their quality. 

Cognitively, the way they appropriate the water question revolves around wetlands. On the other side, the 

economic actors mentioned are neither trained in ecology nor in the preservation of the environment. The 

economic development service of the municipality made clear to me that they were not specialists in water, 

and that they relied on the water department for opinions on industrial development cases. Likewise, the other 

actors who did not mention wetlands – such as the DREAL inspector services -  are not directly working on 

this topic. 

This mode of construction is also connected “in a closely related way, to a practical, specific means of 

appropriating the problem, either through an act or a plan” (ibid., 38). As the dominant framing of the 

resource is rather on how water is a threat to industries and not the reverse, it may preclude certain public 

action. There is no evidence of a particularly organized strategy in that regard at the local level. Yet, it does not 

mean this framing has no impact on water management. The Seine regional park  interviewees notice a certain 

“relief” from the metropolitan area as the legislation aiming to limit artificialization is crumbling. They 

highlight here that the removal of limits to land artificialization favors the metropolitan area’s action: wetland 

artificialization for industrial development. This prioritization of economic development over environmental 

protection is also felt by other actors, such as the GIP Seine Aval scientist; 

 “All the resources, the development we’re seeing, the decisions being made—they're still mostly 

geared toward economic and industrial activity, rather than environmental functioning. Sure, we 

now have laws and frameworks that aim to limit these impacts or at least take them into account. But 

the overall trajectory isn’t really moving toward better environmental outcomes or stronger 

consideration of those issues.” 

 

 

Comparing the framing of industrial uses in two distinct local contexts 

What can be drawn from the introduction of the two distinct framings in Port-Jérôme and in the Chemical 

Valley? I find that on the one hand; the framing of water appears territorialized. The geographies of water use, 

the history, and the local governance contexts are defining for the differentiation. On the other hand, I observe 

that convergences in both cases emerge that favor and support industrial water use by economic actors. 
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Territorializations? From the physical characters to the local governance context  

Comparing the framing of industrial water use in Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley highlights the 

territorial dimension of framing, that depends on the physical local context, but also on the culture and history 

of the territory (Calvo-Mendieta, 2015). As the effects of climate change on water are uneven on the national 

territory, it is no surprise that each case displays focus for specificities. Besides the physical characteristics, how 

does the local governance system impact the framing?  At first glance, the appropriation of industrial water 

governance could be perceived as different. In Port-Jérôme, the stakes surrounding water industrial uses are 

contained into local instances, with limited incursion of the civil society, and even less of the media. In the 

Chemical Valley, the PFAS theme makes industrial water management a publicized  problem, in which the 

usual actors of water governance, but also civil society and the media take part.49 Yet, if one puts aside the 

PFAS scandal, day-to-day governance of industrial water use is still quite discreet in Lyon. There is no 

particular media publicization on industrial water abstraction or discharge in the Rhône, other than PFAS. 

There does not seem to be a public debate on this use, or the future of the Chemical Valley as the glaciers melt 

and the water flows shrink.  

 

The extent of the shared diagnosis  

In both cases, what surfaces is the presence of a shared diagnosis, but to a limited extent. The same problem is 

not unequivocal, various framings cohabit and sometimes come to clash (Henry, 2007; Gilbert and Henry, 

2012). In Port-Jérôme, even though the salinization theme is widely shared as a problem, it can alternatively 

be conceived as a threat to industrial activity, or as an additional pressure to aquatic biodiversity. In Lyon, the 

diagnosis of the PFAS is the object of an open conflict. Even though there is no negation on the existence of 

this substance, actors’ coalition come to clash on its extent and effects on human health, as well as on 

responsibilities. Looking at the interviewees categories, there is also a variation in the appropriation of the 

problem by typology of actors. While industrialists, economic development services, and the DREAL services 

tend to focus more on the threat water represents to industrial development, scientific actors and associations 

emphasize the effects of the industry on water. 

 

49 The logic of publicization of the PFAS problem will be further developed in Chapter 2. – 2.3. 
 



45 
 

 

The large rivers and the abundance paradigm 

On both territories, and whatever the typology of actors, the Seine and the Rhône were depicted as 

“insensitive” rivers. Both pertaining to the largest French rivers, these water bodies are seen as able to 

accommodate water abstraction and effluents discharged. What lies behind this notion of insensitivity is the 

construction of a certain abundance in the river. With this abundance, river flows are seen as infinite, as well 

as their diluting capacity. Yet, this situation is challenged by the pressures exerted on these rivers and the 

projected effects of climate change (Agence de l’Eau Seine-Normandie, 2023; Agence de l’Eau Rhône 

Méditerannée, 2023). This notion of river abundance is a trope that could be touched upon by  other scholars. 

Vergote and Petit find that the Saône is perceived as “a reliable resource for coping with weather-related 

uncertainties” (2016, 5). Bouleau and Fernandez find that the visions and uses were developed on the Rhône 

in the 1950s onward as if the Rhône's capacity for dilution and cooling was considered unlimited, I also find 

that these perceptions of rivers as abundant displays similarities with other natural resources. Fossil fuel 

reserves, also perceived as bountiful (Davidson, 2019). Davidson observes however that this vision is 

challenged with access difficulties and quality concerns that increase the costs of extraction (ibid., p.2). A 

similar statement could be made of water uses in the industry, with increasing costs subsequent to water being 

under pressures for its quantity and quality. 

Further than the observation, I look at the sources of this construction of river abundance  (and ergo 

insensitivity). I find that it proceeds by a dual relativization. First, it operates partially. Compared to other 

water bodies, the Seine is conceives as less sensitives to pressures. Even though the effects of climate change on 

the inflows are known by actors, the stakes for large rivers appear even less pressing. This is further reinforced 

since the Chemical Valley and Port-Jérôme are both located on large rivers, which had made most of the 

industrialists exempt from the measures subsequent to “drought decrees” in times of crisis. They were not 

asked to reduce or halt consumption during previous drought episodes, compared to other industrial facilities 

on more vulnerable water bodies. Second, it operates in a timely manner. As mentioned before, the quality of 

French rivers is considered have improved, and the industrialists have decreased their emissions of the 

substances followed since the 1990s. Even though the PFAS comes to question the standard assumption that 

“quantity makes the poison” -  it is still far from widespread 

One could also wonder whether the absence of a governance structure at the scale of the river tends 

to favor these false representations of rivers as abundant. While the water agency could take this role, it works 

at the scale of the whole river basin, and has no specific work on the sole river area. This absence of governance 
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might be considered to further dilute the responsibility of end-users of the river, as no general instance looks 

at its effects at this hydric scale (Liboiron, 2021). 

 

Legitimizing industrial water uses through their naturalization ?  

Alongside a deemed abundance, I observe a tendency to naturalize industrial use of water, notably among 

industrialists and especially their representatives. Industrial use is seen more as a “nature cycle” in the use of 

water, rather than an intervention changing the nature of the water cycle (even though these effects are proven, 

as discussed in the introduction). In addition, industrialists and their representatives often recall the limited 

share of the resource consumed, especially compared to agricultural end-users. This interview excerpt with an 

employee of the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes Chamber of Commerce and Industry is an example: 

“4% of water is consumed at the national level by industries, which is relatively low compared to other 

uses.”  

Interviewees from this category often repeated this number to me. This information is used as a justification 

to emphasize the limited role of industrialists in pressures on water. This nationwide figure omits however 

that pressures exerted can be stronger when looking at the local level, in industrialized areas such as Port-

Jérôme and the Chemical Valley (Arambourou et al., 2023). Among these actors, another trope is that 

industries mainly use water for cooling purposes, and thus consume little water in absolute numbers. A  

representative of the chemical industry in Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes states:  

“Something else that should be noted—at least this is the case for the chemical industry, I’m not sure 

about other professional sectors—is that most of the water withdrawn by chemical industrial facilities 

is actually discharged back into the environment. That’s because most of the water withdrawn is used 

for cooling the installations. Water withdrawn as a raw material and integrated into the products does 

exist for certain types of production, but those volumes are significantly smaller than what is used for 

cooling purposes.”  

Even though such claims are valid, it can also be attributed to a narrative that minimizes the industries effects 

of the resource. This is the case even though the impact of water withdrawal participates in the resource 

pressures. This rupture of the natural cycle, moreover, has effects on the water cycle (BRLi, 2014). To these 

naturalizations narratives is also added the historical presence of industrialists on the territory, and their role 

in local employment and growth production. This set up calls not to question, or at least tame the 

reconsideration of their legitimacy in using water. Industrial use is constructed as evidence. Eventually, this 

strategy seems to call not to question the functioning of industry when it comes to water uses. A narrative 
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designating the nuclear industry as obvious  was constructed post-WW2 (Hecht, 2004). Could a similar 

narrative around the industry and reindustrialization as obvious be constructed as well? This is a question the 

third chapter shall answer, but of which the framings lay the basis. 

 

Conclusion of the chapter  
 

This first chapter has demonstrated that industrial water governance at its basis is tinged with political 

concerns and involves a preliminary framing of the problem. In that context, the notion of abundance 

appeared as critical. Whether through the production of data or of a shared diagnosis, the polycentric interests 

and the uncertainties come to mingle. First, regarding data production, I have introduced how, in a context 

of actor’s profusion at all levels, data serves multiple purposes. It guides policy-making, but is also at the basis 

of routine water management for industrialists. The latter are the main producers of data in a logic of self-

regulation. Doing so, they are given power by design in the governance, which may trigger in conflictual 

situations (such as the PFAS pollution). Regulatory science, the lens through which industrial water uses are 

legally framed, also proves its own limits. In the face of the material complexity and uncertainties of water, as 

well as the impossibility to follow the fast-paced arrival of substances in production, the definitions of 

thresholds is criticized for its normative and extremely partial character. Data production in that sense already 

involves a preliminary framing of public action. It partially puts aside the extent of uncertainty and engages 

actions the crossroads of data and politics. The consultative character of water politics comes to reinforce this 

struggle, as policy makers anticipate the tensions for the appropriation of diagnosis at the basis of river basin 

and watershed politics. It calls to the second point: as the shared diagnosis is put forwards, it comes to further 

erase the uncertainties and the alternative perspective. The study of Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley have 

emphasized the territorial dimension of the diagnosis, with different hydrological and social contexts. Despite 

their differences, the comparison also displays consequent commonalities in the framing of industrial uses’ 

connection to rivers. Industrial uses come to be legitimized, through the erasing of their impact on wetlands 

and the construction of this activity as belonging to the natural cycle of water. Most importantly, their action 

is reinforced by the conception of large rivers – the Rhône and the Seine – as abundant. All categories of 

stakeholders relativize their vulnerabilities. This notion of abundance, far from innocent, will prove critical to 

understand the current management of industrial water uses and the projected green transitions pathways. 
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Chapter 2. Instrumenting water management: 
solidarity, negotiations and power struggles   

 

 

“I'm not saying that the 1950s, 1960s, up to the 1980s were great. I think there has 

been chronic pollution because there was industrial pollution—not accidental, but 

chronic. But now, industrial activity is extremely regulated. If you're a Seveso facility 

along the Seine axis, you undergo 12 inspections per year, covering a wide range of 

topics, including your discharges into the Seine, your discharges into the natural 

environment, your emissions into the air, the condition of the soil, and so on. So, 

the goal of being more resource-efficient is a good one, and it must continue, but it’s 

already underway.”   

— An industrial representative, Seine Estuary  

 

This second chapter will investigate the modes of governance of industrial water use. On that matter, the 

words of this interviewee echo the perspective of a number of others I met. The dominant narrative among 

industrialists, as well as some regulators, is the following: even though industrial activity still pollutes, the 

sector has conducted tremendous action. The sector is now heavily regulated, to some extent “safe”.  The 

claims can be verified through other sources. It is assessed that industrial pressure on water has decreased, in 

terms of quantity and quality since the 1990s (Fisson, 2017; Arambourou et al, 2024). Factoring for that are 

the regulations, but also the deindustrialization that reduced the pressures on water bodies (Arambourou et 

al, 2024, p.11). It is also valid to state that the sector is ruled by a profusion of regulatory norms (Bonnaud, 

2011, p.38). The various functions and meanings of water studied in the previous chapter, entailing a 

profusion of stakeholders, favor such regulatory profusion. What does this profusion of regulations say of the 

governance of industrial uses?   

Risk and disaster studies have explored this theme of industrial governance and risk management. A 

part of the focus was the relationship between the DREAL, the industrialists and the civil society. Water 

governance studies have also tackled the question of industrial water governance, but rarely as a main focus. 

In this chapter, I shall contribute to the literature on both of those fields by studying them jointly. Doing so, 

I showcase and embrace the polycentric character of industrial water governance (Baldwin et al., 2018). The 

layering of both industrial and water governance systems further complexifies the polycentric character of this 
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governance. The multiple decisions center multiply; they divide and sometimes share responsibilities. Each 

domain comes to reinforce one another. The scales also come to match and clash. Hydric boundaries (the river 

basin, the watershed) are layered with administrative ones (regional, departmental, and metropolitan). Logics 

of terriorializations are observed, with bottom top-pressures (i.e., important local projects that put pressures 

on the state services) and top-bottom dynamics (applying politics at the local level, adapting the goals to the 

local stocks, etc.) (Barone and Mayaux, 2019). In this system, actors have an uneven power to influence the 

goals and outcomes (Morrison et al, 2019). 

This chapter has a threefold objective. The first is to introduce the way industrial water governance 

is conducted, at the crossroads of industrial governance and water governance, across multiple scales. The 

second is to grasp the continuities between industrial governance and water governance. The third is to map 

the particular interconnectivities or stakes that water may create on the local level.   

Given that perceived regulatory profusion, I find that resorting to the lens of policy instruments is 

the most appropriate way to tackle it. The goal I pursue is not to exhaustively mention all the instruments, or 

to analyze each one of them in-depth. Instead, I will be interested in the typology of instruments chosen and 

dissecting what they entail in terms of problematizing industrial uses and power relationship among 

stakeholders. 

 

In this chapter, I nuance the view that more instruments equal more safety. I argue that industrial water 

governance, just like industrial governance, is ruled by a continuous neo-corporatist perspective50, endorsed 

by public authorities at all scales of governance. Power relationships are materialized and reinforced in favor 

of industrialists and their representatives. Tradeoffs tend to favor economic development over environmental 

goals. In the context of water governance, this system is both reproduced and challenged by the notion of 

solidarity and distributive justice. Water governance calls for a certain responsibility of industrial uses in their 

water use (abstraction and effluents). I find that the effects of this neo-corporatist perspective are made 

particularly evident by a perspective on water, through its hydro-social interconnectivities. 

 

 

50 I define neo-corporatist as a system in which the state incorporates organized interest groups (in this case, the industrial 
sector) into policy-making processes through structured negotiation and cooperation. It does not necessarily imply 
connivance between the state and industrial actors. Rather, their cooperation is often structured by shared or negotiated 
sectoral objectives, such as economic competitiveness, employment, or environmental targets. These alignments can 
produce forms of institutional interdependence without implying full consensus or the absence of conflict. 
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This chapter is structured around three sections. In the first, I will first analyze the instrumentation of public 

authorities to frame industrial uses. I find that economic development is a key in the concern of regulators. 

Second, I shall study the tensions in participatory processes, and especially how the industrial sector retains 

power in these instances. Third, I will defend that the case of drinking water pollution, because of the 

materialization and interconnectivities that water creates, exhibits the neo-corporatist dynamics at play in this 

system, and the overwhelming power given to industrialists.  

 

2.1. Regulating industrial uses: balancing and negotiating conflicting goals   
 

This section dives into the modes of regulation of industrial water uses. The industrial sector retains and is 

given power by public authorities, both in the design and implementation of instruments. This is reinforced 

for water governance, and the research of solidarity and equity in the burden of water policies. In this section, 

I will first dissect how the choice of instruments by regulators is driven by the protection of economic 

development, while limiting harm on the resource, in a multi-scalar logic. Second, I will discuss the turn 

towards self-governance, and its limits. Third, I shall look at the implementation of instruments and 

resistances. 

 

Dissecting the choice of instruments 

What kind of instruments rules industrial water governance? I shall dive here into the regulations of industrial 

uses by public authorities, understood as the DREAL services, the water agency and local metropolitan 

authorities. Instead of studying the policy instruments separately, I choose to present them jointly, 

emphasizing trends and continuities in the way public authorities approach the industrial sector. To identify 

the nature of instruments used, I draw on Lascoumes and Le Galès’ typology (2007), which associates 

instrument types with specific forms of political legitimacy51.  The instruments perspective I adopt reveals 

more than relationship between the governing and the governed (ibid.). Industrial water governance bridges 

as well the relationships within the governing, the Water Agency and the DREAL. 

 

 

51 For the purpose of my argumentation, I took two liberties on the model of Lascoumes and Le Galès. First, I added to 
their approach local governments. They are part of the regulators of industrialists, and are a central locus in my 
demonstration. Second, I removed a category of instruments de jure and de facto standards, as I found no major evidence 
in the interviews of public authorities relying on them.  
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The stake at all scales: limiting harm while ensuring economic development 

Let us first begin by the dissection of regulatory instruments in the water and industrial realms. How are the 

governing (public authorities) relating to the governed (industrialists)? What is the nature of instruments 

used? What representations or problematization do they involve? I shall analyze here how the logics of 

economic and environmental balance are at play among different types of instruments (regulatory, economic, 

incentive-based or communication-focused), and across different scales of governance (the national and 

regional scale with the DREAL, the hydric scale with the water agency, and the local scale, comprising both 

the metropolitan governments and the watershed). 

 

 

Figure 1. Typology of instruments resorted to by public authorities for industrial water governance. Source: author 

 

First, let’s look at legislative and regulatory instruments. One may assume, at first glance, that these ones are 

solely coercive through the implementation of regulations. But the DREAL, that clearly stands out as the main 

regulatory power, is largely taken up by these compromises. This decentralized state actor retains a symbolic 

role and a monopoly over the regulation of industrial uses (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007, p. 12). Its authority 

lies in its ability to sanction non-compliance with regulations or put in place temporary measures such as 

drought decrees.  Yet, the regulation also points to an axiological meaning (ibid.), mapping out contradictory 

objectives. This excerpt from an interview with the Rhône state services illustrates the paradoxical injunctions 

faced by state services: supporting reindustrialization while ensuring water protection. 
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“We're kind of walking a tightrope, because on the one hand, we have to take care of the water 

resource. And on the other hand, we're trying to revitalize industrial activity. […] It is a bit 

paradoxical.” 

These tensions shall be understood within a multi-scalar perspective. Reindustrialization and the preservation 

of water are both state-led imperatives, pushed through a discussive apparatus (such as the Water Plan, or the 

series of industrial programs)52. There is in this sense a top-bottom pressure, from the central ministries to the 

prefect and then onto their decentralized state services. A bottom-top pressure can also be observed. The 

interviewee later in the interviewee how they were pressured to construct and examine the file of an “an 

important local industrial project” . Such tensions are far from being an exception. As risk and disaster studies 

widely demonstrate, such tradeoffs between economic and environmental goals are incorporated in the 

regulatory frameworks. A good example is the historical authorization system governing industrial pollution. 

Fressoz (2011) highlights that until the 19th century, pollution was addressed in the criminal sphere: 

workshops could be shut down if neighbors complained. The decree of October 15, 1810, shifted this into 

the administrative realm, introducing a classification and authorization logic. Fressoz attributes this neo-

corporatist shift to the will to protect the capitalist state, that is, the industrialists, by ensuring the continuities 

of industrial development without the impediments that the criminal handling bore. This legacy still 

dominates French pollution regulation today: industries are classified depending on the level of risk they 

represent, and are authorized to release substances in the environment within a certain limit. There is no 

formal ban on pollution, which would impede industrial development. Instead, exceeding set thresholds is 

sanctioned. As we saw in chapter 1, these limit values are fixed according to normative principles, with a data 

production partly transferred to industrialists. The introduction of thresholds pertains to an institutionalized 

logic that controls environmental toxic substances through the management of the risk, rather than its 

eradication (Jas, 2010). Furthermore, the environmental code allows some excess in framed contexts53. The 

industrialists interviewed all acknowledge having occasionally exceeded these pollution thresholds, which is 

understood as a normal and manageable aspect of industrial operations. In this sense, the regulation 

implemented by the DREAL pertains to a logic of “regulations on illegalisms” by state actors (Aguilera, 2019). 

The regulation of these illegalisms also reveals the impossibility for a state to fully control industrial activity 

(Sanseverino-Godfrin, 2015, p.4; Serva and Panot, 2021, p.72). In France, there are in total 500,000 facilities 

 

52 This discursive apparatus will be explored in chapter 3. 
53 See the order of February 2, 1998 concerning water withdrawals and consumption, as well as emissions of all kinds 
from installations classified for environmental protection subject to authorization. Chapter 5, Section 1, Article 21 
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with different levels of risks (80%  of which are industrial) that can be the object of DREAL control, for 1,600 

inspectors  (AIDA, 2018). 

On the water regulation side, industries also fall under hydric-administrative boundaries with the 

SDAGE for the river basin level, and the SAGE at the watershed level. The tradeoffs are also at play in these 

realms, though in less direct ways. The interviewee from Seine-Normandie and Rhône-Méditerrannée water 

agencies mentioned so far that the agencies enacted not to support financially projects of new industrial 

development. As new industrial facilities, they are considered as “extra pressures” on the resource. 

Nonetheless, the agents interviewed mention that it is possible in the future that pressures could come from 

the ministries, to favor reindustrialization. In Port-Jérôme, the local water commission is consulted on the 

development of new industrial projects with regards to their impact on the resource. No measures do however 

directly constrain industrial uses in the watershed planification document, the SAGE. This is the case even 

though it signals caution for future industrial implementation, as they might increase quantitative pressures 

on water(SAFEGE, 2015, p.74). Instead of constraints, what is implemented for industrialists seems to favor 

an incentive-based policy or an economic sponsor: the construction of a pipe to divert industrial effluents 

from the Commerce River (ibid., 172), or the rehabilitation of the industrial water plant to favor water 

abstraction in the Seine (ibid., 181). Nevertheless, alternative interpretations of industrial pollutions and 

intake could have been undergone. The SAGE could impose to decrease industrial effluents, or decrease water 

intakes. How should the weakly binding character of the SAGE be understood? On the one hand, the lack of 

data on industrial intakes or the effects of pollutions might hamper the prescription of decisive measures. This 

gap is being partly filled by the extractable volume study conducted. On the other hand, as it guides future 

planification planning decisions, the SAGE might retain some flexibility to not impede any further industrial 

development. Just like for the state actors, the local water commission seeks a certain balance between 

economic and environmental development. In the SAGE territory, 30% of jobs are connected to the industry 

(ibid., 66).  

Local governments do not escape these tradeoffs logics either. The analysis of  instruments used by 

the Caux Seine Agglo and Grand Lyon reveals however two distinct approaches in relating to the industries.  

Port-Jérôme’s actions rely more on incentives, such as the incentive of financing the Norville Water Plant. 

The SAGE - of which the facilitator is hired by the metropolitan area – belongs to similar logics. In the 

Chemical Valley, there is a wider mix of instruments, that could be considered as more binding. The 

metropolitan water department refuses certain industrial discharges and enforces an increased pricing for 

industrial drinking water withdrawals. The metropolitan economic department complements this with calls 
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for projects that frame industrial water use through circular economy logics. The pressures to instrument 

implementation reveal the distinct metropolitan-industry relationships that I will discuss below 

 

Another share of instruments belongs to the economic and fiscal realm. I shall focus on the water agencies 

here, since they are systematically mentioned by economic actors and public authorities as the main providers 

for subsidies to industrial water use. The French water governance system relies on two principles: “l’eau paye 

l’eau”, and “ le pollueur/préleveur-payeur” (Eau France, n.d.).54 The connected fees are collected and 

redistributed by the water agency, via subsidies or calls for projects led by the water agency. Two main 

criticisms are directed towards that fiscal system and reveal the way industrial water governance is treated: the 

failure in being a deterrent to pollution and the unfairness of the fee distribution. First, it is criticized for its 

inexact assessment of the costs of water, failing to apply this “pollueur/préleveur-payeur” principle. In that 

context, freshwater has been a relatively cheap resource to consume and to pollute for industrial uses. 55 An 

industrialist in Lyon explains: 

“We don’t evaluate [the cost of water] very well, we don’t track it very well, because, in fact, it’s a cost 

that has been, until now, rather marginal, unfortunately, so to speak. I say ‘unfortunately’ because it 

also means that, sometimes, when industrial facilities presented projects to reduce their water intake, 

in fact, there was no return time on investment. Because when we looked at the water savings made 

with the associated costs, it would take 25 years to recover the investment.” 

According to this interviewee, the limited costs of water induced by the system explain both the limiting 

tracking or care for the resource until now, as well as limited investments for its preservation (BPI France, 

2025). Doing so, these limited costs hamper the deterrent character of these economic signals. The roots of 

this notion – that environmental damage can be priced and compensated – may be found in the 1810 decree 

(Fressoz, 2011, p.21). However, it is also to be complemented by  an environmental governance perspective 

and history of water governance in France. The tensions between the budgetary logic and the incentive logic 

are a trope in environmental policy and constitutes a primary resistance, twisting of the economic instrument 

(Le Bourhis and Lascoumes, 2014). Water fees are intended as deterrents to change behavior, but they are 

never set high enough to achieve that goal. Water agencies and ministries still treat them primarily as revenue 

 

54 The “water pays water” (“l’eau paye l’eau”) means that the collection of fees by the water agency shall cover the 
investment they conduct. The “pollueur/préleveur-payeur” covers both the notion that the actors that release substance 
in the water (pollueur), or that is at the origine of water abstraction (préleveur) should contribute financially through the 
fee system 
55 I shall come back in chapter 3 on the evolutions of the costs of water pollution and abstraction 
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sources to be preserved, leading them to favor what they see as the acceptable level of taxation (ibid., p.503).  

In the French system, the acceptability of the fees was prioritized (Petit, 2020). A civil servant - working on 

the founding 1964 French Water Law – explained that the pressures from industrialists on the law ruled out 

from the debate any fee that could cover the marginal pollution exerted by industrialists (ibid.). It makes 

evident that economic acceptability has been prioritized over strong deterrents, thus undermining the 

polluter-pays logic. The uncompensated environmental damage by water agencies’ fees is set at 5 billion euros 

per year (Salvetti, 2024, p.35). The industrialist’s externalities are not offset by the compensation measures 

(ibid.). That leads to the second criticism: the unfairness of this fiscal system. The externalities of industrial 

activities on the environment are largely borne by public powers - through the financing of depollution, or 

the health costs that represent pollution – and by extent by the taxpayers. Yet, these costs appear more diluted 

within the larger taxation and redistribution system. In water policies, the financing system of fees and 

allocations at the river basin scale exemplifies and quantifies the unfairness of this distribution. The principle 

of financial and hydrographic solidarity makes it acute (Carré and Markovitch, 2024). In the river basin 

committee, the economic representatives are in a position to vote the fees and subsidies they will benefit from 

(Mayaux and Barone, 2019, p.58). The Seine-Normandie and the Rhône-Méditerranée water agencies have 

river basins characterized by industrial characteristics, which favor spendings in that sector (Salvetti, 2024, 48). 

The industry sector is the recipient of 23% of financial subsides in both cases, while it contributes respectively 

to 5% and 12% of the general taxation. Despite nuances in this imbalance -  notably with respect to the 

agricultural sector’s limited contribution - the solidarity principles of water policies remain threaten 

(Barraqué, 2003 ; Barone and Mayaux, 2019, p.59), 

 

The two last kinds of instruments to be mentioned are the incentives and the information tools. All public 

actors, regardless of coercive power, also use incentives and agreements. For water agencies, these tools make 

up for their lack of binding authority. For metropolitan areas, it also aligns with the local economic synergies 

industrialists represent in terms of local wealth and employment. On the DREAL’s side, two territorial tools 

develop at the regional scale reflect a more hybrid approach: the PSH in Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes and the audit 

eau in Normandie. They were initially applied in territories under hydric stress. The DREAL of both regions 

have extended their prescription to industrial facilities with high water consumption. These tools require 

industrialists to evaluate their water consumption and propose reductions. If the objectives are met, 

exemptions from restrictions measures may applied in a context of drought . The Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes  and 

Normandie DREAL describe these tools as a way to “call industrialists to think” and “reflect on their 
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consumption”. This mirrors trends in neo-corporatist governance once more, with a state positioned as 

noninterventionist, with a mobilizing role (Lascoumes and Le Galès, 2007, p.13).  

The last instrument are information and communication based. They are used across all categories of 

actors. State services and water agencies try to inform and involve industrialists in the implementation of water 

policies. Municipalities communicate on good practices, and also relay information. The information and 

communication area also unveils the role of local actors in the connection between regulators and 

industrialists. In Port-Jérôme, the industrial association INCASE plays a critical role in that regard. In the 

Chemical Valley, industrial associations and federations expand on their role to convey regulatory information 

and provide technical expertise. 

 

The instruments across scales and actors: territorialization and coordination mechanisms 

The analysis of the instruments to rule water governance highlight the high number of actors that exist  across 

scales in this polycentric system. How are they coordinated in this polycentric system ? I will analyze the 

interaction of the DREAL and the water agencies, as well as the sidelining of metropolitan authorities. 

 

Across these scales, territorialization logics rule these systems. The decentralized state services are at the 

forefront of European and national policies implementations. The water agencies decline the European Water 

Framework Directive. The DREAL services for their part decline and follow up the application of different 

European directives (e.g., European Emissions Directive; Seveso III Directive), and national regulations (the 

series of regulations on industries in the Environmental Code). The DREAL also have a margin in 

territorializing the applications of regulations, depending on the contexts. Local adaptation of tools—

territorialization—is encouraged by law. Regional decrees can be stricter than national ones. A DREAL agent 

from the Chemical valley region expands: 

“The Rhône-Alpes regional drought framework decree is indeed more restrictive. For example, the 

ministerial decree requires a 5% reduction in water use during a drought alert, while the local decree 

sets it at 25%. In a reinforced alert, it's 10% nationally versus 50% locally. [...] The most restrictive 

measure applies.” 

National frameworks coexist with regionally adapted tools. Clarifying the articulation between local and 

national instruments remains a challenge (Couvreur et al., 2023) 
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The frameworks also reinforce one another: the DREAL services more largely (and not necessarily the ones in 

charge of industries) participates in the river basin policy. The achievement of water “good status” for the 

European Level, followed by the water agency, can be favored by the DREAL application of regulations on 

industries. The water agency and the DREAL share goals, with different instruments at their disposal. The 

DREAL relies heavily on regulation but uses incentives and communication too. Water agencies, with limited 

coercive power, focus on economic and fiscal tools. In the field, I observe coordination mechanisms among 

this governing category. The DREAL and the water agencies exercise caution in distributing burdens fairly 

on industrial users, through an institutionalized system. As an agent of the Normandie Water Agency puts it: 

“We have planning tools that are also shared with State services, notably the DREAL, which acts 

under the classified installations regulations. In fact, we share priorities—so they use the regulatory 

lever, and we use the incentive lever of financial aid to act in the same direction.” 

This illustrates joint planning between state services and water agencies. A guiding document equips such 

decisions, that are discussed within dedicated state instances56. The DREAL and the water agency both pertain 

to different ministries (Ministry of Industry and Ministry of Environment), that might have tensions (Barone, 

2025). Yet, the agent puts it as “shared priorities”. This polycentric system also proves hardly readable, 

sometimes for state services working between national and territorial regulations, but also for industrialists. 

This limited readability, creating misunderstandings and complexities, could already threaten an instrument’s 

implementation (Le Bourhis and Lascoumes, 2014), 

 

In spite of this decentralization of functions towards decentralized state services and the water agency shall 

not, one should not be understand it as a retreat of the state from the water governance or industrial affairs. 

Instead, it rather belongs to a reconfiguration process, whereby its role is reinforced. In that system, the state 

is to ensure the coordination of these stakeholders and policies at all scales (Ghiotti, 2007). In that regard, I 

find that municipal authorities seem rather excluded from communication with the state services. No channel 

of communication is observed between local authorities and state services. The state maintains a consequential 

role in industrial water governance, leaving room for territorial services abiding by its ministries, but none for 

the metropolitan areas.  

 

56 The institutions in which state actors meet are the Inter-Services Water and Nature Mission (MISEN) and the Inter-
Services Delegation for Water and Nature (DISEN). The departmental priority actions to be undertaken to restore the 
water “good status” (in the 2000 Water Framework Directive sense) are enacted in the territorialized Operational Action 
Plan (PAOT) constructed during the MISEN. 
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The study of instruments shows how industrial water governance is based on compromises at the expense of 

water preservation. The public authorities show sensitivity to economic development when put in balance 

with water preservation. Beyond sensitivity, industrialists are given more power in the governance system, 

through a dynamic towards self-regulation. 

 

Self-governance tools: complementarity or resistance to public sector’s regulation   

In the field, industrialists and their representatives mentioned several times how “we should let the industry 

do its own diagnosis on water consumption”, and that “they know better” than the public power. This 

narrative supports the self-regulation of industrialists. Through that process, the relationship with the state is 

reconfigured (Borraz, 2007). 

 

France’s state policy has already tended, in the past thirty years, to transfer increasing power to industrialists 

through a series of simplification measures (Le Roux, 2021). It involved notably an increased production of 

data through the self-monitoring procedures for industrial uses (Boullet, 2012; Lo et al., 2020; Le Naour, 

2024). In this context, they build a trust relationship with the state services (Bonnaud, 2011). As one 

industrialist in Port-Jérôme put it, for a case of momentary effluent exceeding threshold: 

“As long as we’re honest, that we present the figures and don’t hide anything from them [...] we alert 

them [...] then trust is built, and things go smoothly.” 

Honesty refers here to a form of transparency. By things going smoothly, the interviewee could mean that 

they have a good relationship with their DREAL inspector, but also that they are not sanctioned. This notion 

of building trust  rather than imposing sanctions is inscribed and legitimized in regulatory texts framing the 

DREAL inspectors’ activity (Bonnaud, 2011, p.39). Sanctions are even perceived as a failure for the  inspectors 

(ibid.). This notion of partnership and the reliance on participatory mechanisms lead to a form of  self-

governance. Even in the (rare) cases when they are transferred to the judiciary realm, the sanctions are seldom 

and the amount of the fee is limited, as the magistrates lack training in this domain. (Serva and Panot, 2021, 

p.74; Le Roux, 2021; Cour des Comptes, 2023, p.55). 

 

Self-governance also involves the enactment of voluntary codes of conduct. During interviews, industrialists 

and their representatives often mention internal goals and environmental certification. In 2017, the 
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International Organization for Standardization listed 1,200 norms related to water (Couvreur et al., 2023, 

p.118)57. Similarly, regulatory authorities - whether the water agency, the DREAL, or local authorities - often 

mentioned that the industry was a sector relatively “less bad” than agriculture, owing to the “continuous 

improvement” at the core of their practices, through certifications. In that sense, the logics and merits of self-

governance are accepted by public authorities. According to this vision, businesses would be more aware of 

“feasible” and “cost-effective” solutions (Maurer et.al, 2013). 

 

What does it mean? I analyze these self-governance dynamics as a further devolution of power to industrialists, 

furthering the choice of instruments that themselves favor economic development over water preservation. 

Literature has expanded well on its limited effects, and on the motivating factors (i.e. corporate image and 

social responsibility). Under the name of transparency, scholars demonstrated the methodological and ethical 

limits of these procedures (Noel et al., 2017; Vigneau et Adams, 2023). Vigneau et Adams underline that the 

failure of transparency to translate sustainability efforts reinforced imbalances with the stakeholders interested 

with the corporation’s sustainability performance: “although transparency was meant to empower end users, 

it can be used by firms as a symbolic exercise to deflect our attention from their actual sustainability 

performance, thus effectively becoming a commodity within the global governance markets. [..] [it enables] 

to maintain legitimacy without engaging in moral development” (2023, p.868). 

 

Policy instrumentation, from the conception, leaves considerable power to industrialists in industrial water 

governance. Opposing this dynamic, counterweights develop at the local level. 

 

Countering the neo-corporatist pressures ? The local actors at play  

As the regulations seem to favor economic development, counterweights also emerge. I expose here the role 

of the civil society as a counterweight to this hegemonic paradigm, and the potential levers of metropolitan 

governments. 

 

 

57 For industrial uses, the “Rapport sur la sobriété hydrique des ICPE” notes the following ISO norms that target 
specifically industrial water uses: “ISO/TC 147 on water quality, ISO 22449-1:2020 concerning the use of recycled 
water in industrial cooling systems, and ISO 16075-1:2020, which provides guidelines for the use of treated wastewater, 
including a specific focus on industrial water reuse.” 
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In a context where economic pressures on water preservation are pervasive, the civil society plays a key role. 

Even though they are less conventional, environmental and neighborhood association are actors in public 

action, just like experts and state agents do (Gardon et al., 2020) In Port-Jérôme, local associations monitor 

both DREAL and industrial actors. One neighborhood association explains: 

“People come to us with problems [in industrial water use]. Our first instinct is to turn to the 

DREAL. […] Sometimes we also reach out to local authorities following alerts — whether it’s the 

municipality or the metropolitan structures” 

This excerpt clearly highlights collaborations with the state services in the logics to implement regulations. 

They rely on whistleblowing from workers and maintain informal exchanges with DREAL. It emphasizes the 

role of associations as intermediaries and watchdogs, where legal action can also come into play. One activist 

in the Port-Jérôme area recounts: 

“We went to court and did the water analysis. The DREAL was very pleased [...] because we did what 

they couldn’t enforce.” 

These actors step in where state regulation fails. Lascoumes qualifies these local associations them as “external 

services of the ministries” (1994, p.193), even though their proximity to authorities varies with context. In 

PFAS-related conflicts in the Chemical Valley, mistrust has grown—especially regarding state-industry 

relationships and municipal inaction in cases of drinking water pollution.  

 

Metropolitan areas, dotted with mixed tools due to their limited competency on industrial water governance, 

can take grips with the neo-corporatist status quo, and face struggles.  In Port-Jérôme, the municipality 

supports industrial activity. All industrial and local authorities interviewed underline the long-lasting synergies 

between the industries and local economic development, as well as an absence of conflict around industrial 

development projects. In contrast, in the Chemical Valley, the Grand Lyon metropolitan area resorts to its 

competency – the distribution of drinking water – to target economic water use. Is this case a form of 

metropolitan resistance against the permissive system of industrial water governance? I cannot assess whether 

this belongs to a larger strategy, but I can discuss the practical effects it has. In practice, yes, it does challenge 

it. Since January 2025, the metropolitan area has implemented a new solidary and environmental pricing of 

drinking water, with a progressive system. The documentation describes it as a  tool designed to “incentivize” 

the actors consuming the most water (Métropole du Grand Lyon, 2024, p.10). It is broken down in different 

categories to have a proportionate impact on smaller businesses with less consumption. The document 

introducing pricing states that this evolution “recognizes that not all uses of drinking water have the same 
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value. For example, 1 cubic meter of water used for a household’s vital needs such as drinking and hygiene 

does not have the same value as 1 cubic meter used for leisure purposes or economic activities” (ibid., p.10). It 

targets a limited share of industrialists in the Chemical Valley. Yet, the reception from the economic world of 

this policy was heated. An industrial representative in the Chemical Valley declares: 

“Dogmatic policies... that aim to penalize the industrial sector through environmental measures will 

eventually reach their limits [...] Especially in Lyon, which is historically an industrial region.” 

Here, “dogmatic” likely targets the green-majority Grand Lyon governance since 2020, perceived as hostile to 

industrial development. A metropolitan official reflects on the public's perception: 

“[Upon our election], everyone was saying, 'they're degrowth advocates.' [...] But our message was: 

support transformation of local actors.” 

Industrialists lament a shift in public-private relations, criticizing the loss of collaborative, “win-win” 

governance in the Grand Lyon. The shift in electoral politics challenges the hegemonic compromise, 

according to which politics managing water should not harm economic viability and development. It is 

remarkable that, in essence, this policy claims and applies a financial solidarity among users. Yet, this 

application is – contrarily to water policies – negotiated in a limited way. This pricing was not discussed in 

any instance. It is not made to please sectoral interests. It is likely that the green party in the Grand Lyon– by 

what they represent and by their action – proves less inclined to strike a balance favoring economic 

development, prioritizing  human health and environmental protection.  

 

These struggles between economic development and water protection are further unveiled by participatory 

processes in industrial water governance. 

 

2.2. The tensions of participatory processes  
 

Industrial water governance is also shaped by participatory tools. They pertain to different units and operate 

at various scales. At the hydric-administrative levels, the river basin committee and the local water 

commissions are spaces of consultation on water politics. Port-Jérôme has one local water committee, and a 
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SAGE, while none has been formed on the Chemical Valley.58 Looking at administrative boundaries, the 

regional and department levels display committees on industrial affairs (notably the CODERST59) but also 

on water (i.e., drought committees). At the industrial facilities level, there are also local monitoring 

commissions. During the installation of an industrial facility, associations may be consulted through 

regulatory channels or at the initiative of the businesses.  State actors, water agencies, metropolitan areas, 

industrialists and the civil society navigate these scales.  

Water is covered by territorialized institutions at a geographical scale (the river basin, the watershed), 

unlike other industrial input factors. The functions water has for different users, its characterization as a 

common good, favors a policy based on consultation for its governance. Therefore, studying the dynamics 

within these bodies is essential to understanding how water is governed and what role industrial actors play. 

Far from neutral instruments, I analyze participatory devices in this section as both the expression and 

the stage of power relationships arising between stakeholders in industrial water governance. After an 

introduction of how these institutions can shape industrial water governance, I expand more on the power 

struggles at play. Beyond the open power confrontations, I also highlight how the silent act of rendering 

technical discussion excludes counterpowers to industrialists.   

 

Shaping public action, easing the acceptance of measures 

Looking at industrial water governance, the participatory instances are key in shaping governance, but also 

easing the acceptance of policies, anticipating resistance (Ostrom et al., 2003; Le Bourhis and Lascoumes, 

2014). I shall introduce here the role of these instruments in those two domains. 

 

Consultation first shapes and is a space for construction public action instruments. As we saw in the first 

chapter, water guiding documents rely on policy co-construction. The unfolding of participation procedures 

helps build and reinforce the spatial scales at which water policies are articulated and adapted. It enables the 

"territorialization" of central frameworks. Its extent is, however, dependent on local dynamics, administrative 

configurations, and political backing (Pasquier, 2013). The case of the SAGE is telling. While being a critical 

 

58 Several interviewees mentioned the adjacent SAGE Mont de l’Est Lyonnais, where associations, the metropolitan 
authority, and industrialists interact. I will refer to this consultation arena, as it is a space where tensions between these 
actors become visible. 
59 The CODERST is a Departmental Council for Environment and Health and Technological Risks. In this consultation 
instance, various actors – state services, associations, experts, local authorities - participate to give an opinion installation 
of industrial facilities installation. 
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tool for the SDAGE policy to come to life, a SAGE may never materialize when consensus is lacking to form 

a local water commission60. The Chemical Valley lacks a unified space for cross-sector dialogue on water usage.  

 

Beyond these shaping logics, participatory devices also incorporate acceptability. Participation in water policy 

is as much a consultation, as a communication and prevention tool to ease the acceptance of the measures that 

could be seen as too coercive for industrialists (Petit, 2020, p.51). In that sense, participatory devices that 

render public action visible are also constructed to ease the acceptance of measures. State services emphasize 

communication and the importance of demonstrating that public actors are active. As a SAGE facilitator in 

Port-Jérôme stated: 

“It allows us to show that we’re working with industrial stakeholders, but not only them. I’ve always 

repeated this in discussions: they’re not the only ones being targeted. The strength of the SAGE is in 

gathering diverse actors. It’s important for stakeholders to realize others are also involved.” 

It belongs to the idea of solidarity, the notion to share the burden, to which regulators pay caution to when 

implementing the regulations (Barbier et al., 2010), in order to ease the acceptance of measures. In a similar 

way, the dissemination of information is also thought to ease the acceptance of future regulations. It aims to 

inform stakeholders—especially industrialists—about policy implementation and upcoming changes, thus 

fostering better acceptance of instruments (ibid.).  

 

Nonetheless, these processes to ease the acceptance do not remove all form of resistance. Power struggles are 

at play within institutions, with contestations of the order.  

 

Open power struggles: solidarity and sharing the burden 

Within participatory instances, open struggles might be at play. I find that water instances, because of their 

co-constructed character (Richard and Rieu, 2009), are spaces of confrontations. Consultation instances are 

a space to find alliances and defend interests.  I note that solidarity, understood as fairness in the treatment, is 

a central theme of open struggles (Marette et al., 2006; Barbier et al., 2007).   

 

 

60 The SDAGE and the SAGE have different legal values. The SDAGE requires a compatibility for the policy 
documentation covered. It allowed for a certain flexibility and margin in the implementation. The SAGE for its part 
imposes a relationship of conformity to local planning documents. It is a strict legal obligation that it not negotiable. 
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Barbier et al. describe drought committee unfolding as a form of “conflictual cooperation,” where each actor 

seeks to have their own objectives recognized, while framing them in broader, more legitimate terms (Barbier 

et al., 2007, p.18). The attempt to frame objectives as a larger issue could be observed with industrial 

representatives in the Chemical Valley, who mention seeking to establish common positions between farmers 

and industrial players. At the same time, industrialists also often denounce what they view as unequal 

treatment, especially in comparison with farmers. A representative of the Chamber of Commerce in the 

Chemical Valley region states: 

“I shouldn't be saying this as a representative of the Chamber of Commerce, but... we go after 

micropollutants in the industrial sector, while farmers are still dumping pesticides directly into 

nature.” 

Beyond water allocation, it is the distribution of regulatory constraints and environmental efforts that raises 

tensions. This could be understood as a lack of solidarity, or a certain inequality in the implementation of 

measures, or efforts in water preservation. The demand for a “fair” treatment of industrialists nourishes a 

narrative of under-representation among industrialists and their representatives. A representative of the 

Chamber of Commerce notes: 

“We're rarely listened to — the administrations are out of touch. They say, 'It doesn't matter, they're 

rich, we can ask them for anything.’” 

Other industrial representatives regretted the limited number of voices for economic actors in the SAGE 

commissions. In Port-Jérôme for instance, industrialists have 2 representatives out of 38 representatives 

(Préfecture de la Seine-Maritime, 2023). On the one hand, this perception is echoed by interviewees and 

environmental associations from public authorities, who acknowledge the limited number of seats they retain, 

or the alliances that might play out in favor of water protection. Yet, neither the conflicts nor the decisions-

making process unfolds necessarily in the dedicated participation arena. A Caux Seine Agglo employee 

explains: 

“We’ve never had any real clashes within this Local Water Commission. […] During the meetings, 

things might not always be openly said. And in fact, big companies [..], sitting up there in the Oval 

office, they’ll say, 'we don’t agree with you…” 

The “Oval Office” refers to the metropolitan presidency, suggesting that certain actors may access other, less 

visible spaces of power. The existence of “adhocratic” consultation centers – outside of consultation arenas 

planned by the law – calls to question the efficiency of participatory instances (Massardier, 2009). 

Negotiations happen outside of public arenas, and further fragment public actions (ibid.). Such adhocratics 
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meeting points  might also be particularly strong in the context of Port-Jérôme, a company town, in which 

synergies between the metropolitan area and the industry are – as we saw – strong.  In that sense, the conflicts 

happening within commissions, though telling, only portray a limited vision of the actual relationships. 

 

Power struggles can be invisible within participatory instances, outside of the instance, and remain silent. I 

shall expand on this below. 

 

Silent power struggles  

Participation unfolds in arenas where actors do not all have the same voice or the same tools. Studying these 

dynamics is even more important as it is in these arenas that policies, and their compromises, can be shaped. I 

find two ways in which industrialists happen to retain power in consultation and institutions: the framing of 

information and the act of rendering technical. 

 

First - about the information provided - consultation tools can be considered as a way to control out-of-sight 

information and by these means citizens (Gardon et al., 2020, p. 96). Such control is regularly mentioned for 

consultation devices around industrial governance. The local monitoring commissions, that are only about 

information, are considered as a means “to canalize contestations on hazardous industrial projects’ (Le  Roux, 

2021; Le Naour, 2024). Consultation happens in a context where industrialists master the information 

transmitted to the commissions, favored by a system of self-regulation that extends their power on disclosing 

information. Le Naour observes that the framing of communication from industrialists (and state services) 

towards the inhabitants revolves dominantly around accidental hazard, not chronic pollution. The 

inhabitants, for their part, regularly demand information about those chronic risks. Such framing participates 

in the answer to a “non-social demand” (2024, p.176). In the context of industrial consultation processes, 

industrialists retain a “framing power” (Morrisson et al, p. 2019), in the sense that they master the information 

provided. This potential framing power of industrialists is made visible in water commissions – where 

decisions happen – by their mastery of technical expertise. 

 

Second, the use and control of technical expertise is an important tool. It is not so much about industrialists 

represented numerically in an instance, but about the role played up in that instance, and the space one might 

occupy. For a SAGE neighboring the Chemical Valley case, an environmental association explains: 
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“The issue is that state services can’t speak as freely or as often as an industrial representative—they’re 

limited by their professional role. Meanwhile, as I was saying, the industrialist representative’s strategy 

is clearly to speak as much as possible, have an opinion on everything, and make sure things drag on. 

And since the SAGE is a consultation body, we’re required to take their input into account. So yes, 

even with just one or two people, they manage to slow things down a bit within the body.” 

The format of the meeting leaves space for consultation, that is both a strength of water politics and a 

weakness. The environmentalist comments how this industrial representative has the advantage of its technical 

expertise to slow the development of water protection policies. This strategy relies on mastering discourse and 

technical expertise. Industrialists and their representatives engage in a process of rendering the water topic 

technical (Lee, 2007). In a study on nature conservation in Indonesia, Li coins the concept of rendering 

technical. She defines it a set or practices that belong to the problematization of “a domain to be governed  as 

an ineligible field with specifiable limits and  particular characteristic” (ibid., 7). Two consequences of this 

process can be observed. First, this act of “rendering technical” creates and reinforces a boundary between the 

expert and the subject to expert directions. It marginalizes alternative approaches that do not  master the 

language of expertise. Second, it also leads to render questions “nonpolitical”. Such process seems at play in 

the industrial participatory arenas. Mastering knowledge for participation instances is a critical theme, 

acknowledge by all participants in these instances. All mention the time required to prepare the work 

conducted in these instances. Discussing these technical exclusions, Vergote and Petit (2016, p.10) analyze 

how the logics of indicators and quantifications (Marquet, 2014) reinforce a “structural secret” (Vaughan, 

1999) in water. The scientific approach to water management creates structural barriers to several actors, and 

excludes alternative approaches to the discussion. In that context, even qualified actors might feel out of their 

depth. An employee of an environmental association mentions not to attend the departmental industrial 

committee anymore (the CODERST) in the Chemical Valley area, since “they lack technical expertise”. The 

effects of this process of rendering the decision-making arenas too technical to tame participation are silent, 

but far from neutral, seeing the counterpart’s role associations play. While some training efforts exist within 

the SAGE or local monitoring commissions, none are reported for the departmental industrial committees 

(CODERST).  
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2.3. Unveiling the unsustainable neo-corporatist compromises? Attributing 
responsibilities when industrial pollution emerges  
 

Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley have both faced drinking water pollution from industrial activity. 

Throughout my interviews, I found that the case of industrial water pollution is a situation that unveils the 

socio-environmental unsustainability of the neo-corporatist governance model. In Port-Jérôme, the pollution 

was discovered in 2012 by accident during an official campaign analyzing water quality. It was traced to the 

only industrial users of the substance (nitromorphosoline)61. It led to the long-term closure of a well and two 

years of bottled water distribution by the metropolitan services. In Lyon, the widespread pollution of PFAS 

was unveiled by a media outburst in October 2022. Additionally, due to the widespread use of this substance, 

two industries were found to use them in their process: Daikin and Arkema. The cases highlight the 

interconnectivities created by water among its different functions: water as an absorptive flow of industrial 

activity, and as a resource to be shared, in these cases with drinking water provision. 

 Just like industrial risk management, industrial governance water seems characterized by sharp 

variations between periods of inactivity and absence of mobilization and moments of conflicts and civil 

mobilization (Bécot et Le Naour, 2023). On a daily basis, industrial water use follows its path, outside of the 

public eyes. Industrial water pollutions trigger mobilizations and publicizes the limits of the compromises 

made during  routine times.  

I argue here that the unsustainability of the models – part of the governance system – are exemplified 

by these times of crisis, thanks to the materialization and interconnectivities created by water. Three main 

dimensions are explored: fragilities of polycentric governance, the limited effectiveness of regulatory 

instruments, and the political tensions behind the polluter-pays principle. 

 

From polycentric struggles to publicization strategies 

These cases show the difficulties of a polycentric system requiring coordination among multiple actors. The 

DREAL oversees industrial surveillance, the regional health agency monitors public health, and municipalities 

manage drinking water provision. But there is no formal communication channel to ensure coordination 

between state services and metropolitan governments. In Lyon, this absence gave way to the creation of a crisis 

“PFAS committee” by the DREAL to gather stakeholders. In both cases, the regional health agency is blamed 

 

61 Nitromophosoline is an organic compound that present several risks to human health, depending on its concentration: 
toxicity, genotoxicity, carcinogenic (ANSES, 2012). 
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by local authorities for its lack of communication with metropolitan areas and inaction. This absence of 

coordination between the state services and local governments – though accepted in daily management – 

proves a struggle in this situation. This results in municipalities reporting being alone in the management of 

drinking water pollution, while standing at the forefront with the inhabitants affected by the pollution. One 

should note however that the state services interviewed mention taking action in both cases. The problems 

seem to lie in the extent of actions perceived (i.e., the metropolitan areas perceive state actions as limited, and 

too compliant with the industrialists), but also the communication between both parties (with no formal 

channel, actors are not mutually coordinating and informing each other of their action). The polycentricity 

of the model does not prove efficient in that case. Municipalities resort to strategies out of the regular 

industrial water governance realm.   

 

The unsustainability of the status quo is primarily revealed by the publicization strategies of the drinking water 

pollution, in order to put pressure on industrialists but also state actors (Gilbert and Henry, 2012). While in 

Port-Jérôme, their attempts at publicization failed, the PFAS theme was more publicized in the Grand Lyon62 

metropolitan area. The metropolitan area stands by this strategy of power struggle. An interviewee explains: 

"We have the dialogue and the power struggles, […], we join the fight, denounce, and ask questions 

to the state so that the economic actor is held accountable. And in this fight, we are supported by 

NGOs, residents' collectives, and even workers' unions. And it’s about creating the power dynamics.”  

Legal action becomes an additional response to impasses—initiated in Lyon, and avoided in Port-Jérôme 

through negotiation. As states a Grand Lyon metropolitan representative, "we're in a real conflict that couldn't 

be resolved in any other way than through legal action”. Alongside the media, the judicial sphere is expanded 

as an arena of publicization for the PFAS management (Gilbert and Henry, 2012, p.43). 

 

Limits of regulatory instruments 

Despite extensive regulation, pollution continues to emerge unexpectedly. Drinking water pollutions cases 

come to challenges the idea that more instruments equal more security. The PFAS scandal reveals how 

regulation profusion can mask latent risks and depoliticize environmental problems (Halpern et al., 2014; 

Swyngedouw, 2018). Industrial pollution reintroduces uncertainty into a supposedly stabilized system. 

 

62 This different in publicization could also be attributed to the widespread nature of the pollution for PFAS, contrarily 
to the pointed and local pollution for Port-Jérôme. 
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Trade-offs between economic development and environmental protection (even at the cost of public health) 

- become explicit. In the case of Port-Jérôme, a metropolitan agent underlined that the industry responsible 

for pollution was the second largest employer, which prevented any offensive communication from their part. 

In the case of  the Chemical Valley, the metropolitan services also denounced the state and industrialists’ 

synergies. Regulations thus appear limited by economic dependence.  

 

The effectiveness of participatory instruments is also questioned. In Lyon, a resident association discovered 

Arkema had long known the risks of PFAS, despite ongoing outreach and visits. 

"There were manufacturing processes in the past that were extremely dangerous […] Most of these 

things have been stopped. And for us, […] the factory was safer for the residents. A good neighbor, 

really. Until the revelation came. We realized that, for example... In the United States, Arkema was 

warned in the early 2000s […] that they should no longer use [PFAS] because it was dangerous [for 

the population]. They continued to use it in Pierre-Bénite until 2016. This is where we see all the 

duplicity. During that time, I had meetings in local monitoring commissions, I had encounters... I 

made visits. I was even part of the program established by Arkema, ... There were associations that 

came to visit the factory, to see the evolution of the techniques." 

It also comes as a reminder of the nature of communication transmitted in the participatory instances on 

industrial risks. In the Chemical Valley, the PFAS pollution resulted in a certain mistrust of the resident 

association towards industrialists and the state services in the protection of health and the environment. In 

this context, alternative approaches emerge.  

 

In that regard, the Grand Lyon metropolitan area commissioned a study to the Eco-Citizen Institute, to assess 

the exposure and extent of PFAS pollution on the inhabitants. During the interview, the Eco-Citizen Institute 

agent specified that they do not claim to discard “official expertise”, but to take up a complementary role. 

Their scientific protocol is co-constructed with participants in their opened workshops. The goals are to 

answer the questions participants have on their exposure to pollution, beyond the official threshold’s 

conversations. The regulations are not sufficient, and these cases prove how they might fail to ensure the safety 

of inhabitants. As the interviewee from the Eco-Citizen Institute puts it: 

“‘Everything is fine, or rather, don’t worry, it’s all being handled by the regional health agency. The issue 

is perfectly under control’. It’s really the classic discourse of the 1960s, where progress is meant for the 
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well-being of humanity and everything has been planned. What [the participants] want is for it to be 

written down somewhere, that ‘I’m worried […]. That I’m worried for my children.’ ” 

The Eco-Citizen Institute approach has far more than a scientific role to play. It is also a matter of restoring 

citizen’s trust through the production of knowledge that answers their concerns for health (Le Naour, 2024, 

p. 186). 

 

Attributing responsibility, enacting solidarity 

Both municipalities faced financial burdens: distributing bottled water, upgrading treatment facilities, and 

initiating depollution. The materialization of water uses through the infrastructure and its multiple uses are 

an important vector to establish – at least partially - the costs of industrial pollution. The effects of carbon 

emissions are comparatively, harder to assess.  But assigning responsibility remains complex. In Port-Jérôme, 

the unique molecule used made attribution straightforward to one industrial facility. In Lyon, diffuse PFAS 

use complicates the picture. Two main emitters were located, but PFAS are also widely used in other 

widespread purposes63. This crack is infiltrated by lobbying attempts. Associations report denial, and 

knowledge is selectively produced or withheld (Henry, 2017). This produces a dilution of responsibility, just 

like pollution is diluted in the river waterflow. Pollution by industries is solved through dilution: “they cause 

harm at trace quantities already present in the environment and bodies”, or at least frame it as such (Liboiron, 

2015, p.17). The targeted industrialist’s responsibility is in the process of being attributed. In this context, the 

dilution of this responsibility is observed by interviewees. Beyond the case of Lyon, the PFAS system 

interrogates more broadly the application of fundamental principles. A Grand Lyon elected official states:   

“The State relies solely on the regulatory framework, and neither the precautionary principle nor the 

polluter-pays principle is applied in France. And we, the local authorities, are left with the burden of 

both proving responsibility, repairing environmental damage, and setting up systems to provide 

compliant water.” 

The question underlying responsibility is also one of solidarity: who has to take action? The struggle to apply 

the polluter pay principle are not without reminding the limits of the water governance fiscal model 

(Howarth, 2009; Barone and Mayaux, 2019, p.58; Sanchez Tranchon and Lefaive, 2024; Carré and 

Markovitch, 2024) 

 

63 The actors questioning Arkema and Daikin responsibility often mention the use of PFAS in firefighting foam. They 
claim that the PFAS could come from regular fire drill in industrial complex, or from the industrial area’s port fire in  
1987. 
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Conclusion of the chapter  
 

The industrial water use realm is simultaneously governed by the fields of industrial (DREAL), water (Water 

agencies) and local governance (metropolitan areas). These actors’ resort to a variety of tools, balancing 

incentives and constraints, standing in the midst of contradictory goals. This is further complemented by 

participatory instances, in which industrialists relate to the public authorities, the civil society, and other end-

users. Even though the sector is framed by a large number of regulations, the dissection of policy instruments 

unveils attempts or pressures to balance economic development and water preservation. It provides economic 

actors advantages in the instances, notably through the affirmation of a given expertise and legitimacy games. 

In this context, the civil society is sidelined. While the state services are perceived by economic actors in a 

relatively similar manner in both empirics, the metropolitan-industrialists relationships differ. In Port-Jérôme, 

one remains in this long-lasting synergy system. In Lyon, the metropolitan area walks on a tightrope. While 

supporting industrial development, the green majority also defends transformation in the industrial water use. 

As the classic win-win situation is questioned, it plunges the municipality into turmoil with a share of 

industrialists. The case of industrial pollution of drinking water makes these governance stakes acute. Water, 

as simultaneously a resource and a recipient of effluent catalyzes the limits of industry-environment relations. 

Differently from other scopes of industrial impact, such as air and land, water is also dotted with instances for 

its collective management where struggles can play out.  
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Chapter 3. A green reindustrialization accounting for water? 
A transition without transformations  

 

 

"Reusing water isn’t innovation. It’s something we have to do. And that’s 

what I was saying earlier—the problem with communications people is that 

they try to pass off mandatory water treatment as innovation. And, if you 

will, that kind of rubs us the wrong way. […] Basically, that’s their 

doublespeak: 'oh yes, but we’re going to treat water better than others.' 

Sure, they might treat it better because they’ll have brand new facilities, 

unlike [another industry] which still has old facilities they didn’t want to 

maintain […]. But let’s stop calling it innovation—that’s just not true. 

We’re not doing anything better."  

– Neighborhood association representative, Port Jérôme area  

 

This last chapter explores the extent of change in industrial water governance, in the context of green 

transitions and reindustrialization. “We’re not doing anything better,” says this interviewee. While he 

acknowledged earlier in the conversation that there have been improvements in industrial water management 

since the 1990s, he remains skeptical of the current projects promoting water reuse and their supposed 

“innovative” character. He questions the depth of change in industrial practices—a theme that this chapter 

seeks to interrogate. According to interviewees, media accounts, and policy documents, the 2022 drought 

marked a shift in how water is perceived for industrial use, highlighting its vulnerability as a resource. 

However, disagreements persist as to whether industrial actors were genuinely proactive or simply complied 

with regulations to avoid sanctions. This is what the interviewee refers to as “mandatory water treatment”: 

industrial actors are compelled by state actors and regulations to reduce their consumption. Additionally, the 

emergence of the notion of “hydric sufficiency” and the promotion of technological approaches such as water 

reuse and industrial ecology raise the question of whether industrial water governance is undergoing deeper 

transformations toward sufficiency. This is particularly relevant since efficiency measures alone may not be 

sufficient (Davidson, 2019; Lorek and Fuchs, 2013), and sufficiency implies more substantial changes—

potentially including reductions in production. This intersects with another priority beyond green 

transitions: reindustrialization, which could itself increase pressure on water consumption. Under these dual 
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political pressures, the question becomes: are we witnessing a change64 in the way industrial water use is 

governed? And if so, what is its extent?  

Several conceptual debates are at play here to discuss the extent of change: sufficiency vs. efficiency, 

weak vs. strong sustainability. Covering these approaches, I draw in this chapter on the sustainability 

transitions or transformation debate. The two terms are often used interchangeably to depict change. Yet, 

some authors make a distinction between them (Hölscher et al., 2018). To put it simply, transitions can be 

understood as social, institutional, and technological change in societal sub-systems (such as energy, mobility, 

or water). Transformations, for their part, concern large-scale change processes and have implications for 

justice within system change (Raworth, 2012). I understand transitions here as one dimension of 

transformation. The latter involves a deeper systemic change. As I will develop, I associate transformation with 

sufficiency and a strong sustainability approach. A hydric transition, for its part, tends to favor efficiency, in 

a weak sustainability approach. Behind these concepts lies a set of narratives: the 2022 drought, green 

reindustrialization, and hydric sufficiency.  These changes and narratives circulate across scales. From national 

state-sponsored reindustrialization policy and the Water Plan to their local implementations, transition 

processes are often discontinuous and fragmented. This highlights the deeply multi-scalar nature of the 

transition (Bulkeley, 2005). Far from being an abstract notion, current representations shape the future, what 

I shall treat as imaginaries. Imaginaries play an important role in shaping solutions (Feola et al., 2021). I will 

study the performative powers, impacts of imaginaries and visions of transitions conveyed through political 

decisions and instruments. 

In this chapter, I argue that despite transformative narratives, the most significant shifts occur at the 

discursive level. I observe continuities in industrial practices, with changes largely driven by constraints. The 

transformation appears incremental and aligns more with a logic of weak sustainability, sustaining the status 

quo. A real transformation of water governance toward a strong sustainability approach is impeded by the 

absence of a systemic transformation of the wider industrial system and logics, still dominated by a growth-

oriented paradigm.  

This chapter is structured in three parts. First, I examine the so-called 2022 awakening and nuance 

the changes it spurred in industrial practices. Second, I explore the concept of hydric sufficiency, a 

consequence of the 2022 drought. Despite its radical wording, this notion depoliticizes sufficiency and leaves 

it in a grey zone, supporting the status quo. Third, I examine the trade-offs of green transitions and 

 

64 Here, I understand change as a modification of industrial practices to decrease the pressures exerted on water by their 
activity. 
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reindustrialization. I find that these trade-offs illustrate the absence of a deep transformation in the 

relationship to the resource. They maintain a growth-oriented logic guided by the reliance on innovation and 

technological solutions and excluding any reflection on planetary boundaries. Doing so, it further reinforces 

existing power dynamics. 

 

3.1. “Water is lacking”, the 2022 awakening?  
 

Since when has water become a concern for industrialists? This is a question I asked all interviewees. 

Regardless of how they assess the extent of change, the 2022 drought is described by the vast majority as a 

turning point for industrial water governance. Its effects—highlighting both water scarcity and the impacts 

of climate change—are frequently cited as key drivers of this transformation. This section aims to identify and 

situate the origins of this so-called change. Tracing its origin also helps to better understand its meaning and 

depth.  

Rather than accepting the idea of a sudden collective awakening, I offer a more nuanced view of the 

2022 drought as a pivotal moment. I argue that awareness of water vulnerability remains limited and is not the 

main driver of change. Instead, it is the costs of the drought, due to the enforcement of drought decrees by the 

state services that transformed the effects of water use.  

I will first examine how perceptions of water scarcity are tempered by the perceived abundance of 

large rivers, as discussed in Chapter 1. Second, I will show that it is not the drought’s direct effects that 

triggered change, but rather the state’s response—particularly the application of regulatory measures—that 

increased the costs of water use for industrial actors. 

 

A 2022 widely shared experience?  

The 2022 drought in France stood out for its intensity and its unprecedented geographical reach—nearly all 

departments were affected by restrictions measures and decrees  (Berne, 2023). Its impacts were felt across all 

sectors, though industrialists appeared less vulnerable than others (Bertrand et al., 2023). Can the 2022 

drought be then qualified as a widely shared experience, looking at the cases of the Chemical Valley and Port-

Jérôme? I answer below that - despite the perceived effects of the drought – the socio-political construction 

of the river as an abundant body hampered awareness to fully happen.  
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Despite being described as a significant episode, it did not unfold as threatening in the Chemical Valley and 

Port-Jérôme, due to their abstractions in large rivers. Both the Chemical Valley and Port-Jérôme had 

experienced direct or remote drought episodes before. In this sense, it is not seen as the first drought episode, 

but rather as a catalyst. An agent of a competitiveness cluster in the Chemical Valley states that “There was 

the 2022 drought, it had a huge role [in raising awareness on water scarcity even more]”. An industrialist in 

Port-Jérôme mentions how the awareness on water scarcity “accelerated with the 2022 drought episode”. Yet 

the two industrial complexes I study were only marginally affected. The larger rivers from which they draw 

water—the Seine and the Rhône—were dominantly exempted from drought restrictions, as they are not 

considered bodies under pressure65.   

 

The framing of large rivers as abundant – explained in the first chapter – is important to understand the effects 

of this drought decree’s relativization of water body vulnerability. On the one hand, the zoning system is 

inherent to the drought decree system and the notion of territorialization: it is constituted of zoning and 

exemptions, to allow for an application of restrictions that sticks as much as possible to the local state of the 

resource (Barbier et al, 2010, p.16). When applied, it signals the vulnerability of the water body (even though 

it can be an object of contestations) (ibid.). On the other hand, the effect of the drought decree’s repeated 

exemption of large rivers demonstrates the governmental view that  these water bodies are not vulnerable.  

This is also what might explain the actual limited awareness that regulators observe when it comes to 

the drought. In Port-Jérôme, public actors highlight difficulties in conducting prevention in a context where 

water is perceived as abundant. In Lyon, DREAL services note that some industrialists in the Chemical Valley 

do not feel significantly affected by drought risks. As an Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes DREAL agent puts: 

"[The Chemical Valley industrialists] don’t necessarily feel concerned because they draw water from 

the Rhône. And it’s unlikely that the Rhône would experience drought. So, they don’t really see the 

point of taking action.”  

This quote highlights three elements. First, the assessment that the industrialists do not feel targeted in this 

area since they are abstracting water from the Rhône. Second, the fact that this explanation also seems 

 

65 I identify two key factors that could explain a certain awareness, in spite of the absence of drought restriction measures. 
First, actors such as state agencies operate at broader territorial scales (departmental or regional), allowing them to observe 
drought-related struggles across multiple areas. Second, the widespread nature of the drought affected other industrial 
facilities outside of the industrial complex, including those within the same corporate groups. Many industrial facilities 
belong to larger national or international entities. Even if water scarcity was not a local issue, it became a strategic concern 
at the group level. 
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endorsed by the DREAL agent, who states that it is unlikely that the Rhône would undergo a drought. Yet, 

as discussed in the first chapter, the Rhône also presents vulnerability, even though on a larger timescale. 

Third, the framing: the vulnerability of the river to droughts, despite the 2022 episode, is far from being fully 

integrated by public agents and industrial users. If it is not for the intrinsic vulnerability of the river, in what 

does the so-called 2022  change lie ? I shall expand below on the role of regulations.    

 

Water scarcity or water costs? The role of the regulatory environment 

When questioned, industrialists often refer to past efforts in water preservation, casting doubt on the idea of 

a 2022 “shock”, and emphasizing their proactivity in the process of water preservation. I find however that the 

change rather came from the regulatory side, as the tightening of regulations presented costs and risks for 

industrial activity to continue. The awareness is not on the vulnerability of water, but on the vulnerability of 

the industrial sector with relation to water sources. 

 

When asked about the 2022 awakening, industrialists often stress that water-saving efforts predated the 

drought. An agent from an industrial federation in the Chemical Valley noted: 

“The reduction of water withdrawals is something that chemical facilities have already been 

implementing for some time. However, the turning point that made water management a truly 

pressing issue was the 2022 drought.” 

The evidence of existing progress can be supported by other sources (Perrot and Pilato, 2023, p.16; 

Arambourou et al.¸2024, p.11). The narrative of industrialists as anchored in a “continuous amelioration” of 

their practices is – as we saw in chapter 2 – pervasive. It is embraced by industrial actors, but also public 

authorities. In Port-Jérôme, the industrial water plant is mentioned across all actors to underline a historical 

care for the resource, and an attention for its preservation. It is often omitted, however, that this industrial 

water plant was also constructed in reaction to salinization risks, due to an overexploitation of groundwater 

in the industrial area (Catoire and Lecornu, 1972). This valorization of “continuous amelioration” also 

participates in a corporate image and hence an act of communication where good practices are valued (Bowen 

and Aragon-Correa, 2014). It also posits a functioning self-regulation of industrialists when it comes to water 

uses. As we saw in chapter 2, this is also tinged with limits. An approach through the sole continuous 

amelioration frame also masks the role of the state services, critical in driving change. 
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The existence of a  “2022 episode” – at least for these industrial complexes, both located around large rivers – 

appears to trace back from the state response to the crisis66. Though water has long been on the radar of 

industrialists, one may question how seriously it was treated. If it was so well anticipated, why was the 2022 

drought still a shock for them? The role played by state-led regulations is illustrated by a Rhône-Mediterranean 

Water Agency agent: 

“When the State services said 'Stop – you can’t produce anymore because there’s no more water left 

for ecosystems or aquatic life,' that marked a turning point. […] In that moment, the State really acted 

as a guardian of the public interest, and the industrial sector had no choice but to adapt. People started 

asking: if this kind of drought happens again, how can we keep producing? How do we anticipate 

this? Without the drought of 2022, water would likely have remained a background issue – just one 

of many operational concerns, not a real strategic priority […] But they really woke up after that 

episode, when things got complicated everywhere.” 

This excerpt highlights the interplay between the State’s action and the resulting changes by industrial actors. 

It is possible that without this pressure, water would have remained a secondary concern. The term 

“background” invites a reconsideration of how significant earlier improvements truly were. From that, it is 

rather a reactive approach, in the face of a state reasserting its authority through binding rules. In that sense, 

the assertion of water scarcity called to reassert the State’s role in managing industrial water use. The 

construction of scarcity in that context is not new (Woodhouse and Muller, 2017), a topic I shall come back 

to in the third section of this chapter. It is likely that the perception of a water crisis, of which the extent was 

enacted by state action, was perceived by industrialists as a threat.  

  What shape did this state action take? During the drought, decrees were taken with the 

aforementioned exemptions from restrictions measures. In the aftermath, the DREAL imposed new 

regulations on some industrial areas in both industrial complexes: the PSH in the case of the Chemical Valley 

and the Audit Eau in the Normandie region. These two instruments are territorial, they were developed 

autonomously by each DREAL, pre-2022. In both cases, these instruments were mandatory for some industry 

in precise areas that were perceived as more vulnerable to drought. Post-2022, both DREALs demanded 

industrial facilities that are largely consuming to apply these instruments. These two instruments demand an 

assessment of the water use of each industrial facility, and progress. Based on measurements, if industries make 

certain efforts towards the reduction of intakes (e.g., 20% for the Audit Eau), they can have exemptions in case 

 

66 The roots of state action for the 2022 drought cannot be precisely traced. It is likely that the extent of the effects, and 
the risk of emerging usage conflicts favored them.  
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of a future drought decree that could constrain them. Both DREALs describe these instruments as a way for 

industrialists to “raise awareness” on their consumption.  

   The way these instruments are described also relates to the notion of solidarity of French water 

politics. A DREAL agent from the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region explains: 

“So, we go to [industrialists] to say: ‘Hold on, you're also contributing to water consumption, there 

are users upstream who also need water. You do have a stake in this, and it’s in your interest to take 

action.’” 

In that sense, the framing seems to account for downstream uses. The notion of equal treatment, and fairness 

in the treatment among users is essential here. Just like it is for the drought decree (Barbier et al. 2007; Barbier 

et al. 2010). 

 

Can these new instruments be considered as an instance of change? This seems to showcase a case of layering 

(Mahoney and Thelen, 2010). New rules are added to the old ones. Is it opening the way for incremental 

change ? On the one hand, the PSH and Audit Eau are considered to have a positive effect, but not necessarily 

on intakes. It is rather a tool of diagnosis, at the disposal of the DREAL and the industrialist. On the other 

hand, its format also recalls a certain continuity with the way state services relate to industrialists, seeking to 

maintain a win-win situation for industrialists and the environment. The perspective on instruments allows 

us to map the extent of change (Halpern et al., 2019). These tools witness limited expected reductions in 

intakes proposed by industrialists, which is required to be exempted from measures in case of a drought decree. 

This logic mentioned by an interviewee from the municipality is also noticed at the national level (Couvreur 

et al., 2023, 23). Layering, though it can produce change, can also act in favor of stability as could Barone 

(2025) and Mayaux (2021) emphasize it in their empirical studies on water governance cases. 

 

The notion and extent of change in industrial water use is further questioned by the concept of “hydric 

sufficiency”, and the real meaning it takes up.  

 

3.2. The concept of “hydric sufficiency”: are the industries really transforming? 
 

The notion of “hydric sufficiency” is at the forefront of the industrial water use policy. State services and local 

authorities often refer to this goal. It is also the name adopted by certain instruments, such as the “hydric 
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sufficiency” plan (PSH) implemented by the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes DREAL, or the nationwide water-use 

diagnosis system by sector. The relatively recent emergence of the term can also be confirmed by a brief textual 

analysis of the French press67. The first occurrence appears in 2019, but 94% of the articles that mention the 

term are dated post-2023. A surge is observed in 2023, the year the nationwide Water Plan was announced. 

This plan is among the key terms associated with the articles, alongside “ecological transition” and “industrial 

facility”.  

Let us open the box of “hydric sufficiency”, as the terminology chosen matters to understand the 

tradeoffs and change to occur (De Jong et al, 2015, p.22). Generally, it is a term endowed with a notion of 

radicalism, that could call for production decrease (Jungell-Michelsson and Heikkurinen, 2022; Audren de 

Kerdrel and Fontaine, 2020) and shift the economic order broadly. How can this notion emerge to discuss 

industrial practices that are growth-oriented and favor efficiency (Niessen and Bocken, 2021)? Does it imply 

a change as radical as it sounds?   

I find that the use of the term hydric sufficiency is generally used in a fuzzy way, confusing it with 

efficiency practices. In this approach, sufficiency is depoliticized, and thus emptied of its radical meaning. 

There is no reflection on needs, distributive justice or long-term planning. In that respect, I argue that the 

concept of hydric sufficiency did not drive transformations in industrial practices. At most, it is an 

incremental hydric transition, failing to challenge the status quo. 

In this section, I shall first dissect the fuzzy approach to sufficiency in “hydric sufficiency”. I will then 

summarize the main characteristics of that concept and introduce the challenges it raises. 

 

A fuzzy approach to sufficiency 

Sufficiency is a term with a radical potential. Yet, I find that its appropriation under the banner of “hydric 

sufficiency” in the context of industrial water use dilutes this term at the profit of a depoliticization. I will 

introduce the meaning of sufficiency, contrasting it with efficiency. I find that in the field, sufficiency and 

efficiency are blended. It tends to favor a depoliticization of the term. 

 

 

67 This analysis was conducted through a Factiva search. I prompted the word “sobriété hydrique” to be included in the 
text, within the general French press. Even though I reckon that the browser may have its limits, and that the press does 
not involve other government report that have been used, I stand by the fact that the press content is indicative of the 
general debate/state of a question.   
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What does sufficiency mean? This term has been subject to various interpretations. In their literature review 

on the concept, Jungell-Michelsson and Heikkurinen confirm this observation (2022), finding that 

sufficiency remains characterized by its vagueness and difficult operationalization. Its understanding varies 

with economic scales and actors, around the micro- or macroeconomic scale (ibid.). For production purposes, 

they observe that sufficiency is often understood “as calls for a paradigm shift in business logic, as well as in an 

abstract aspiration for alternative imaginaries to organize the economy”. They also notice that sufficiency is 

also widely understood as a radical term, involving possible decrease in production. Despite various 

interpretations, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) stabilized a definition of sufficiency, 

to which I shall resort to compare with “hydric sufficiency”: 

“Sufficiency differs from efficiency: sufficiency is about long-term actions driven by non-

technological solutions, which consume less energy in absolute terms; efficiency, in contrast, is about 

continuous short-term marginal technological improvements. Sufficiency policies are a set of 

measures and daily practices that avoid demand for energy, materials, land and water while delivering 

human wellbeing-for-all within planetary boundaries.” (IPCC, 2022, p.114). 

This framing distinguishes sufficiency from efficiency in goals (long-term vs. short-term), mechanisms (non-

tech vs. tech), and adds the idea of limits (human well-being and planetary boundaries). The notions of “long-

term” and “measures and daily practices” refer to a notion of sufficiency that goes beyond an individual 

approach. In that regard, sufficiency shall be seen as a political project to be mainstreamed (Saheb, 2024). 

Sufficiency pertains to a strong sustainability approach (Brullot et al., 2017), involving a transformation of 

the economic model. Efficiency on its side pertains to a weak sustainability vision, according to which 

innovations and growth can compensate for negative externalities. 

 

In the field, two actors provided a definition of sufficiency that aligns with this strong sustainability approach. 

“Sufficiency is necessarily a key element of degrowth. So, the idea for us is degrowth. [...] Do we really 

need to produce so many cars every hour? Do we need so many washing machines per hour? Or so 

many consumer goods?” – a local association in Port-Jérôme 

“[A sufficient industry] means only what’s needed for your production tool. [...] If you're serving a 

market in China, maybe there's no need for you to be here. But if you're meeting local needs—I'm 

going to be very caricatural—but say, transforming wheat chaff into... insulating panels, well yes, 

because the wheat chaff comes from the Forez plain.” – a political representative of the Lyon 

Metropolitan Area 
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Both actors call to interrogate the needs, the enoughness that is required by consumption. They refer to the 

minimum required to ensure human well-being, while also questioning the maximum threshold (Spengler, 

2016), that can be understood as the planetary boundary. This view would imply a definition of needs, that 

remains however quite vague. The notion of degrowth, discussing decrease in production, is introduced by 

the local association representative. 

 

In the field, the meaning taken up by sufficiency appears diluted, confused and melted with efficiency. 

  To analyze it, let’s first have a look at what policies are covered by “hydric sufficiency”. I resort to two 

main sources: a national report on hydric sufficiency and the interviews conducted in the field.  A report on 

“industrial hydric sufficiency” produced by state agents summarizes several improvements in that domain in 

France under six main categories: Know and measure water flows; Optimize processes; Reduce, reuse, recycle; 

Estimate the true cost of water; Implement a water management system; Mainstream the use of water 

footprinting (Couvreur et al., 2023, p.51). It comes with other practices to a lesser extent: crisis preparedness, 

decrease of summer production, water stocking (ibid.). Similar trends could be observed in both of the 

empirical cases, with a clear direction towards synergies and reuse processes. In both cases, studies assess the 

potential for industrial ecology and reuse development. In Port-Jérôme, the new industries settling 

incorporate and communicate on the processes to reuse water (Eastman, 2024). All of these measures to 

preserve the resource pertain both to efficiency and sufficiency. In the interviews conducted in both 

fieldworks, sufficiency is described in the following ways : 

“For me, sufficiency means withdrawing only what we need. No waste, tackling leaks. And beyond 

that, I only withdraw what I need, and I also have a process that allows me to maximize the efficiency 

and use of water.” – an industrialist from Port-Jérôme 

“Water sufficiency is linked to the requirements that may be imposed by the inspection of classified 

installations, particularly the DREAL, through certain obligations tied to water sufficiency plans 

requested from industrial actors—especially when they wish, I won’t say exactly to ‘derogate,’ but to 

assert their longstanding good practices in water savings, in order to continue operating efficiently, 

even during somewhat challenging periods when water reserves are low and drought regulations 

impose withdrawal limits.”  – an industrial representative from the Chemical Valley 

“Sufficiency is a response to the water stress […]. When we talk about sufficiency, it means consuming 

less water. And consuming less water can involve water reuse (REUT), or it can mean modifying my 

process so that it consumes less.” – an actor from the innovation sector, Chemical Valley 
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“On one hand, we will focus on sufficiency, but on the other hand, there also needs to be 

consumption because of development. [...] Sufficiency doesn’t prevent development, but 

development needs to be done in a sustainable way.” – an economic actor, Port-Jérôme 

These four quotes encapsulate the main themes that could come up when discussing hydric sufficiency. They 

seem far from the radical sufficiency approach. I shall expand below on the five main characteristics that 

underpin the appropriation of this concept. 

 

Characterizing hydric sufficiency 

From the interviews, documentation on that topic (the Water Plan and the  report on industrial hydric 

sufficiency commanded by the Ecological Transition Ministry ), and a few pieces of literature on that topic, I 

identify five main characteristics to hydric sufficiency: a mainly crisis-driven response (1); a blend between 

efficiency and sufficiency (2); a fuzzy definition of needs (3); a technical approach (4); a solely resource 

oriented perspective (5) 

First, hydric sufficiency is conceived as a crisis-response, far from the long-term planning that is 

involved by a strong sustainability approach to sufficiency. Hydric sufficiency is captured through a short-

term vision, a “response to water stress” as an interviewee states. The 2023 Water Plan itself was a reaction to 

the 2022 drought, setting short-and medium-term goals—such as a 10% reduction in water use by 2030 

(Audren de Kerdrel and Fontaine, 2020). This policy is rooted in what Vergote and Petit describe as “a gestion 

de crise à froid” (2016). In their analysis of a local instrument responding to water scarcity, they observe that 

the planning followed a “transitory” logic. It was based on the assumption that “abundance might come back” 

(2016, p.12). The Water Plan, with its short-term logic, reflects similar tendencies.  

Second, hydric sufficiency and hydric efficiency are used jointly—often interchangeably. The authors 

of the industrial hydric sufficiency report observe that “sufficiency, efficiency, and reuse” are frequently 

confused by both industrialists and regulators (Couvreur et al., 2023, p.45). While the report does not clarify 

these distinctions, it asserts that sufficiency concerns reducing water needs at the source—i.e., minimizing the 

volume withdrawn for production (ibid., 8). In the Water Plan speech, President Macron referred to a “plan 

for water sufficiency and efficiency in the long run”. Yet in both the report and the speech, sufficiency never 

goes beyond the notion of reducing water use. Nothing seems to truly diverge from “longstanding” practices 

(Trottier, 2023, p.3). It combines reductions in environmental withdrawals and process consumption, and 

sometimes includes innovation (e.g., REUT). In the industry, sustainability measures mainly revolve around 

resource efficiency and consistency, around technological innovation (Niessen et Bocken, 2021, p.1092). 
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While the combination of efficiency and sufficiency appears necessary for conducting transitions, the issue is 

that sufficiency tends to be sidelined in favor of efficiency policies. Sufficiency is even more important when 

it comes to water uses, as efficiency on its own risks to produce rebound effects the progress conducted. 

Third, hydric sufficiency does not address the needs of production. The notion of needs—or a 

minimal required threshold—is either absent or framed in individual terms at the industrial level, without any 

questioning of the nature of production itself. Instead, as with the Port-Jérôme industrialist, needs are defined 

as what is necessary for production. But who defines the true needs of this production in a systematic way? 

The needs that are targeted by sufficiency are not about the requirements for production to continue. Instead, 

these needs ask the questions of the necessity of this production at a societal level. The focus on efficiency and 

technological innovation are identified as barriers to “reflection of consumption levels maintained through 

business” (Lorek and Fuchs, 2013). Does this production justify the right of corporations to withdraw water, 

a shared common good (Davidson, 2019)? The limitations of a hydric transition detached from broader 

systemic change become apparent—transformation cannot occur without structural shifts (Hölscher et al., 

2018). Sufficiency underpins avoidance and frugality. Such characteristics are incompatible with an increasing 

profitability approach, contrarily to efficiency that allows to sustain them (Schmidhäuser et al., 2024, 12). 

Fourth, hydric sufficiency is limited to a technical question: what are the best kinds of technologies 

to optimize water use? It remains in that regard a topic tackled by experts and technicians, in the hands of 

industrialists. It comes to further the process of rendering technical (Li, 2007) exposed in chapter 2. Doing so, 

it frames water governance under the lens of expertise. Governance, even though it is a pillar of the Water 

Plan, was not included in conversations around hydric sufficiency. The Plan demanded that each watershed 

shall be dotted with a local water instance and a “territorialized political project on the sharing of the resource” 

(“Plan Eau”, 2023, p.11). Port-Jérôme, already covered by a local water commission, does not display many 

governance or democratic concerns on the industrial projects developed. In Chemical Valley, a local water 

commission does not appear around the corner. In that respect, hydric sufficiency is a depoliticized term: the 

sphere of the political is refrained through a techno-managerial dispositive  (Swyngedouw, 2018, xv).  

Fifth, hydric sufficiency is resource-oriented. This concept puts water availability at the core. Quality 

and ecosystem are mentioned, but as a corollary. Scholars have already analyzed how the narrative of scarcity 

has been used to justify a state response (Swyngedouw, 1999; Woodhouse and Muller, 2017, p.14). This focus 

on the provision of water as the main goal also has the benefit of sustaining the status quo.  Approaching water 

through ecosystems and absorptive capacities could question fully the uses of industrialists, as chronic 

pressures on the resource and artificialization are often the corollary of industrial development.  
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Based on that definition, hydric sufficiency amounts to another instance of “climatization” of public action 

(Semal, 2017). In this vision, climate change is becoming a paradigmatic theme in the discourses, practices, 

and policies, and consequently shapes organizations and policy tools (Aykut and Maertens, 2021). While some 

degree of climatization is associated with transition pathways, the extent of practical change induced by those 

narratives is not guaranteed. The concept of hydric sufficiency incorporates the effects of climate change and 

overexploitation (in this case, solely water scarcity) and shapes the regulators and industrialists’ practices and 

discourses. The variety of tools and the widespread use of the word “sufficiency” supports that interpretation. 

As the discourse unfolds, the practices seem – again – to stand still. The change is lesser than what could 

announce the word sufficiency for a firm. To examine it, one can resort to the conceptual frameworks for 

sufficiency strategies within firms by Schmidhäuser et al. (2024). It has three levels (ibid., p.13), going from 

lowest to highest integration of planetary boundaries in company strategies. The lowest is individual 

sufficiency, understood as protecting the company’s viability. The second is industrial sufficiency 

(“integrating a new concept of value creating beyond monetary scales, including common good”). The third 

is societal sufficiency (“acting within the socio-ecologically acceptable levels of planetary boundaries”). In the 

current measures associated with hydric sufficiency, most of them belong to the lowest level, protecting the 

company viability, being the enactment of measures to protect water aligned with efficiency strategies. Within 

the industrialists interviewed, one of them mentioned a new “internal value to water”, in order to make  

investments in water “profitable”68. Though it could be leaning towards the second level, this approach does 

not reach beyond monetary scales, and does thereby not extend into a protection of the common good. 

 

With the notion of “hydric sufficiency”, the 2023 Water Plan announced hopes that relapsed. Transformation 

does not seem to come into play. The status quo is favored and reinforced under this new banner. The 

transition tradeoffs made in the application of hydric sufficiency further support this argument. I shall expand 

on them in the following section. 

  

 

68 The interviewee mentioned three criteria for assessing the new cost of water: the cost of water consumption (fees), the 
cost of water treatment (including products and energy used), and the cost of production interruptions. 
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3.3. Transition tradeoffs? The restrained scope of conservative greening   
 

Green transitions involve a series of tradeoffs in different realms, to which water is no exception (Halsnæs et 

al., 2024; Muller, 2015). By tradeoffs, I understand the conflicting consequences that arise in the pursuit of 

environmental goals. They can range across a variety of categories (environmental vs economic goals, 

environmental vs. social equity, or intra-environmental conflicts) and scales (short-term costs vs. long-term 

gains, local vs. global). Beyond technical decisions, these tradeoffs are about political arbitrations (Jackson, 

2024). As the goal of this section is to study change, I find that the study of the political arbitrations made in 

the process of the green transitions are indicative of the priorities given, but also of the extent of 

transformation that can be foreseen. 

I argue in this section that arbitrations in water preservation reveal the inertia of hydric transitions in 

industrial water use. The notion of tradeoff is appropriated to defend a “conservative greening” of industrial 

water practices. The status quo is maintained, if not reinforced as reindustrialization goals further favors these 

objectives.  

The term “conservative greening” is borrowed from Barone (2025). It refers to “the attempt to 

legitimize public action through ecological ideas or arguments that result in the maintenance of existing 

institutional arrangements and/or socio-political compromises.” It emphasizes the strength of inertia. As I 

study how the status quo is reinforced, I shall pay attention to the construction of lock-ins (self-reinforcing 

mechanisms that reproduce the status quo). Alongside socioeconomic, technological and institutional lock-

ins, cognitive lock-ins are also at play (Weituschat et al., 2022). The notion of “conservative greening” is 

notably tackled by scholars of socio-ecological transitions studies. They show the challenges to exit a growth 

paradigm that favors further extraction and depoliticization (Feola et al., 2019; Sievers-Glotzbach and 

Tschersich, 2019, p.6). As discussed with the concept of “hydric sufficiency”, a pervasive innovation bias 

sustains a business-as-usual under a growth-oriented paradigm (Lorek and Fuchs, 2013; Shove, 2018). I find 

that Barone’s concept performs in encapsulating these notions at the same time, while discussing in his article 

the institutional change and the replaying of power asymmetries. It also has the merit to be anchored in a 

similar dilemma as the one studied in this thesis: the management of sectoral antagonisms in water policy.  

 I will discuss these themes in three distinct subsections. I shall begin by introducing the multi-scalar 

tradeoffs that arise in water governance. I will then move on to discussing how business-as-usual is maintained 

through the mobilization and construction of tradeoffs. Finally, I will discuss how the local territory 

materializes the stakes of this conservative greening. 
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Multi-scalar tradeoffs 

Transition tradeoffs happen at multiple scales when it comes to industrial water governance, through similar 

trends in both Port-Jérôme and the Chemical Valley. I shall expand on them by level, below. 

 

Reindustrialization involves a local–global tradeoff. The relocation of industrial activities in France entails the 

internalization of industrial externalities that were increasingly borne by countries from the Global South, as 

a consequence of deindustrialization (La Fabrique de l’Industrie, 2024). It also entails environmental and 

economic tradeoffs, as the reindustrialization policy might increase pressure on the environment—especially 

water - while favoring employment and growth (Arambourou et al, 2016). In this sense, reindustrialization 

(with its economic and environmental goals) also conflicts with goals of equity, questioning who will bear the 

costs of these internalized externalities on the national territory. 

 

At the river basin or watershed level, tradeoffs may occur between different water sources. As large rivers are 

perceived as abundant, they may be targeted to divert water intakes from smaller river bodies. This appears to 

be particularly the case for the Rhône River. An interviewee from the National Rhône Company stated: 

“Many regions, as part of their climate change adaptation strategies, are considering stopping 

withdrawals from certain aquifers or tributaries, and thinking maybe pumping from the Rhône 

would be a good alternative. […] Everyone is looking to the Rhône as a solution.” 

 

Tradeoffs are also observed at the industrial facility level.  There are, of course, economic and environmental 

tradeoffs, as solutions to implement water preservation are described as too costly by industrialists. Water 

preservation measures also have intra-environmental implications. Industrialists often point to the difficulty 

of meeting two expectations simultaneously: decreasing water consumption and decreasing energy 

consumption. Interviewees mention how the reduction of water withdrawal entails a decrease in the water 

available to cool installations, which then requires an increase in alternative energies such as electricity. This 

issue is also observed at the national scale (Couvreur et al., 2023, p.56). 

 Another level of tradeoffs may occur within various dimensions of water. Two examples are regularly 

mentioned by economic actors and state services: water infiltration must be promoted, but industrial facilities 

must be on sealed surfaces to limit potential pollution; water saving involves decreased volumes released, 

which increases the concentration of pollutants in discharges. 
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Who wins the win-win?  

The choices made when it comes to tradeoffs are rarely about objective physical obstacles. As mentioned,  they 

reveal political priorities and arbitrations. As I analyze the tradeoffs justifications, I find that their logic aligns 

in what was aforementioned: the attempt to sustain a win-win-win fallacy (Anantharaman, 2023). Doing so, 

their proponents maintain the dream of an eco-modernist narrative (Hajer, 1995), that promises compatibility 

between ecological goals and economic growth through innovation and governance optimization. I will first 

introduce how water, among other environmental dimensions, is not favored. I will then discuss the 

construction of tradeoffs through the notion of “techno-economic limit”69 by industrialists and their 

representatives. 

 

If tradeoffs reveal political priority, water use is not the prime concern in industrial green transitions. In 

France, it is observed that water is preferred over electric systems for industrial cooling purposes (Couvreur et 

al., 2025, p.56). This is due to the lower cost of water for industrialists compared to energy, but also of a  

general perception of water as a less critical issue than energy transitions (ibid.). In the case of hydrogen 

production projects at the local level, similar dynamics are observed. An agent of the DREAL Normandie 

notes: 

“Currently, the narrative is more like, ‘yeah, great, there are hydrogen production projects, it’s going 

to bring jobs and it’ll be green hydrogen.’ Yes, there’s a lot of focus on the need for electricity. The 

water aspect, though, is definitely not being prioritized.” 

It is clearly stated by this interviewee: water is yet not a core concern when deciding on a local project, at least 

in Normandie. Water is one factor among others, such as decarbonation and employment. For hydrogen 

projects, it should be noted that some methods  retain a high-water footprint (Henriksen et al., 2023). While 

the specific proponents of hydrogen are not clearly mapped in this excerpt, one might interpret a broader 

enthusiasm among state services, local authorities, and economic actors. I also hypothesize that the perceived 

abundance of water tends to support transition pathways that run at its expense. I also find that this 

prioritization is unsurprising, if one looks at the foundations of green reindustrialization, under which new 

industrial projects – notably hydrogen – are driven. Green reindustrialization appears highly carbon-focused, 

with limited concern for water preservation. It is often introduced as a means to reduce carbon emissions 

 

69 The techno-economic limit is an argument that consists of the following logic: it is complicated, if not impossible, for 
industrialists to implement some solutions to enhance water preservation. These solutions are considered either as not 
existing (techno limit) or too costly to be accessed to (economic limit). 
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without truly accounting for territorial and physical impacts. One striking example is that within the Green 

Industry Act, only one measure concerns natural resource management (Legrand and Bourgeaux, 2023, p.23).  

 

The absence of water from the primary concerns also lies in the construction of the impossibility of some 

“tradeoffs”. A primary attempt of industrialists to maintain the win-win can be seen through the techno-

economic limit argument. While some solutions exist to reduce industrial water consumption, their 

implementation is often subordinated to questions of investment cost, return on investment, and 

competitiveness. Profitability remains the main driver of industrial behavior perceived in this study. Civil 

society and local authorities often cite this. The “technico-economic limit” is commonly invoked to justify the 

lack of investment in water-saving technologies, especially in Lyon: 

“Sometimes we reach technical limits [...] the access costs are not economically viable. [...] If we have 

to invest 5 million to reduce a 10% discharge of... say arsenic, it could jeopardize the company’s 

viability.”  – an industrialist representative in Lyon  

The excerpt of this interview underlines costs (a monetary limit), as a technical one (that could refer to the 

availability of the resolution. The frequent invocation of the “techno-economic limit” can be misleading, as it 

assumes that transformations are blocked due to both technical and financial constraints. Yet, regulatory 

powers and some industrialists widely acknowledge that the real limitation to sufficiency is often not the 

availability of technical solutions, but their economic viability. A Seine-Normandie Water Agency agent puts: 

“In fact, among the solutions for sufficiency, there isn’t really any innovative technique or 

technology. What we realize is that people just need to take ownership of the issue, put numbers on 

water usage—and that's very important. […]  After that, the real technical solutions for sufficiency 

are well-known, already available solutions that have been around for ten years. There may be some 

small optimizations, but that’s not the problem. It’s not a technical issue. It’s more about the financial 

aspect, especially the decision of industry leaders to approve investments.” 

The stakes for industrialists lie in the decisions and financial priorities according to this agent. This is also 

supported by the industrialist’s representative notion of “viability” being jeopardized.  Barriers to sufficiency 

are not primarily technological, they are about the costs, and the viability of these technological solutions for 

industrialists. This recalls the lowest level of sufficiency discussed above (Schmidhäuser et al., 2024). This 
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narrative of viability of industrialists also omits the heavy state subsidizing (Davidson, 2019) of water-related 

innovations70.  

 

This notion of techno-economic limit is also anchored in the short-term vision of hydric sufficiency.  

The costs of water are under-estimated, even though regulation seems to slowly question this 

paradigm. The rising costs of water are a new indicator that industrialists struggle to account for, as the notion 

of “techno-economic limit” emphasizes. In Port-Jérôme, an industrialist notes that public regulation remains 

essential, especially to enforce practices where profitability does not suffice: 

“Indeed, all this equipment is much more expensive, sometimes quite complex to implement. And 

so, inevitably, regulation, I think, goes in the right direction. It also sometimes pushes industrialists 

to be more careful and forces us to choose the right solutions for environmental preservation.” 

 

The attempt to maintain the status quo and the win-win-win paradigm is revealed by the support of 

technological advances. The same actors who state that “we lack technology” to improve water preservation 

or also the ones complaining about their costs and hence difficult implementation. This vision is supported 

at the state level. I observe the following paradox in the report on industrial hydric sufficiency, produced for 

the Ministry of the Environment: 

“The vast majority of good practices do not mention technological advancements. The mission 

recommends developing research and innovation on processes that consume less water.” (Couvreur 

et al.,2024, 6) [….]  

“The mission is convinced that more radical innovations could be achieved once the constraint of 

water resource availability becomes more stringent.” (ibid., p.53) 

We are thus in the midst of what is termed the “struggle for the eco-modernist promise”. Environmental 

problems—here, water scarcity—are framed as economic opportunities, either through internalizing the cost 

of environmental damage (e.g., water pricing) or through stimulating innovation that will, in turn, foster 

growth. This framing is already visible in water governance, as Barone and Mayaux (2019) observe. According 

to them, this narrative furthers the depoliticization of environmental issues, reducing them to technical, 

pricing, and managerial questions within a neo-managerial logic. On innovations, Davidson notes how 

 

70 The water REUT projects are subsidized by the water agencies. Industrial ecology processes are also heavily subsidized 
by the state services (ADEME, 2024, p.41). 
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“innovation is far more politically palatable after all, because it does not threaten any vested interests in the 

current regime. Innovations are also new and exciting; the stuff that wins awards, launches careers and 

stimulates stock markets.” (2019, 2). It keeps the system stuck in an innovation bias (ibid.). Behind this notion, 

I find that there is conservative greening, and the failure to map alternative pathways to efficiency. In that 

sense, the lock-ins might not be only institutional or sociopolitical or economic, but also cognitive. Studying 

agri-food transitions for farmers, Weituschat et al. (2022) find that “goal frames seem to be dominant in 

farmers’ reported decision-making” and that […] “goals framed are overwhelmed by the perceived risks and 

lack of profitability found in the gain frame” (ibid., p.2216). Throughout my interviews, apart from the local 

association in Port-Jérôme, I found a limited number of actors that challenged the growth paradigm model of 

over-accumulation and resource extraction. Among the actors that called for deep transformations of the 

industry and denounced its externalities on the environment and health, I could still observe justifications that 

they did not mean to stop economic development. An interviewee from the Lyon metropolitan area reminds 

us that “they want to support growth and transformation of local actors”. In Port-Jérôme, an interviewee 

working on wetland preservation states that “[new industrial developments] have to be non-impactful for the 

environment—for the air, for the water, for the soil. People have to be able to live too, so it's not like... we're 

not environmental ayatollahs.”. In these sentences, one could interpret a pragmatism, and a belief that 

industrial activity may transform to limit the harm caused on the environment. I also interpret these rhetorics 

as the manifestations of an omnipotent status quo, puzzling to challenge. Alternative pathways, such as 

exnovation (i.e., the phasing out of technologies or practices) (Davidson, 2019) are excluded. Philosopher 

Alexandre Monin discusses how as a society one can frame renunciation of projects as a political act. His 

approach discusses how “negative commons” (such as pollution, waste and environmental degradation) can 

be carefully dismantled to propose an alternative path, keeping distributive justice as the central theme (2023). 

The definition of needs, its scales and modalities, is a puzzling question, but it appears to not arrive soon.  

 

Ultimately, the eternal attempt to maintain the so-called win-win-win paradigm runs the risk of maladaptation 

(Barone, 2025). The effects of sufficiency measures and their rebound effects are well documented. This is 

also visible with tradeoffs guided by the notion of abundance, that allow for transfer of intakes between 

withdrawing from vulnerable water bodies to large rivers. Such tendencies are already observed in the Rhône: 

“Many regions, as part of their climate change adaptation strategies, are considering stopping 

withdrawals from certain aquifers or tributaries, and thinking maybe pumping from the Rhône 

would be a good alternative. […] Everyone is looking to the Rhône as a solution. At some point, 

there’s going to have to be coordination to make sure everyone doesn’t just... Even though the Rhône 
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will be prioritized over other tributaries, it will still experience reductions, since a further 20% drop in 

summer flows is expected — and it has already decreased by 13% at low flow, at Beaucaire, if we look 

at the confluence, at the mouth.” 

The attempt to maintain the illusion of abundance extends beyond the industry. The risk is to limit the 

possibilities for further transition pathways. The territorial scale, despite its materialities, displays the limits 

and challenges of such an approach. 

 

The territory, materializing the extent and nature of tradeoffs  

The territorial scale displays the implications of tradeoffs, beyond economic consideration. It is on the 

territory that the industry is materially settled, it is as well on the territory that  water is impacted. It displays 

the development of power dynamics within the transitions, its effects, and its priorizations. I will expand here 

on how conservative greening sidelines justice, while reinforcing power dynamics (Anantharaman, 2023). 

After discussing the reinforcement of territorial inequality that reindustrialization might include, I will 

expand on the way civil society is further sidelined. 

 

Green reindustrialization runs the risk of further reinforcing inequalities between and within territories. Even 

though the relocation of industrial activity (which is not yet fully realized) might have a positive overall impact 

in terms of green transition71, it may also reinforce existing inequalities in exposure to industrial externalities 

(Fressoz, 2011; Bécot and Le Naour, 2023; Chailleux and Smith, 2024). Water again becomes a question of 

solidarity or distributive justice: how are efforts distributed among different actors in the green 

reindustrialization process? The internalization of these externalities is acknowledged and accepted to varying 

degrees by local inhabitants. Contrary to anti-industrial perspectives, the internalization of externalities is, to 

some extent, endorsed and understood by local actors. A member of a neighboring association, engaged in 

denouncing PFAS pollution, states: 

“So, our concern — and it’s a real concern — is that they might move the company [responsible for 

PFAS pollution] to a poor country, to a third-world country, to do whatever they want over there 

without any oversight. We don’t want that. We absolutely don’t want that. We want the company to 

stay here — but to make sure that things change.” 

 

71 Reindustrialization retains potential to favor green transitions (i.e., internalization of externalities at a global scale, 
decrease in emissions due to transports,  enhancement of industrial practices, etc.) 
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Yet, is it fair that it is still the most exposed who bear the costs? In Port-Jérôme, an association representative 

complains that the industrial projects developed are far from a local concern: 

"[The new polymer recycling project] It's not just a small center doing a bit of recycling — we’re 

talking about thousands of tons of plastic here. And when I say thousands, I actually mean hundreds 

of thousands of tons. But locally, we don’t have that amount of plastic to recycle. So basically, it meant 

that this was some sort of European prototype. In other words, Port-Jérôme was going to become 

Europe’s trash bin or pollution factory for recycling… So, I don’t even need to mention the water, of 

course." 

This evokes the idea that Port-Jérôme—and its local environment, including water—must be sacrificed for 

broader European recycling goals. Waste becomes “a global resource and profit frontier to be mined” 

(Anantharaman, 2023, p. 141). This trope of a sacrificed place or river is far from new. The Rhône, as a central 

object of economic development from the 1960s onwards, was already denounced as a sacrificed river, taken 

away from its inhabitants (Bouleau and Fernandez, 2012). This notion of sacrifice is further materialized by 

territorial planning choices. The theme of flooding in Port-Jérôme makes these concerns acute. It may seem 

like background noise for now, but the question of flood protection could become more pressing. Tradeoffs 

may arise within the territory itself: 

“We know that we need flood expansion zones. But who’s willing to let the levee be removed to 

recreate those zones? […] And typically, we might see reactions — sociologically speaking — from 

certain areas saying, ‘So we’re going to get flooded to protect Port-Jérôme?’ And they’re well aware of 

that, and in a way, they feel it, because maybe they don’t have the same kind of economic stakes, even 

if agriculture is one.” 

Despite national enthusiasm, the prism of the territory reveals the costs of industrial development. The local 

level, where natural resource availability becomes material, highlights the limits of a state-led 

reindustrialization in which calculating carbon emissions is easier than reducing industrial outputs. In Port-

Jérôme, the perceived “acceptability” of the industry might mask a silence constructed by constrained choices 

and the absence of institutional space to discuss the fears (Le Naour, 2024, p.187). 

 

As the green reindustrialization unfolds, the civil society and local actors are further excluded from the 

consultation arenas. Their role in industrial governance has been continuously decreased by the simplification 

measures tied to reindustrialization (Le Roux, 2021). In the past years, local associations in both territories 

mention a decreasing number of files for which public inquiry is required. “The agendas are getting lighter” 
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as one puts it. This is to be linked with “simplification measures”, that include the simplification of 

consultation procedures, depicted as too heavy on industrial projects installations. Reindustrialization as 

evidence and a priority (Bouleau et Fernandez, 2012, p.215). 

Among all the pathways to sustainability that could be taken, Scoones, et al. (2018) explain how it 

must always be embedded in “plural, democratic politics, with central roles not just for policy, but also for 

mobilization, critique and political challenge”. They find three main themes for that: 1. taking diverse 

knowledge seriously, with the different worldviews, positions and knowledge it involves; 2. take plural 

pathways seriously, with the multiple transformations that might be required; 3. take politics seriously, and 

beyond technical expertise, ensure the representation of a plurality of perspective in fixing changes, focusing 

on agency. In the field, these preconditions for transformations appear far away. Regarding the first principle, 

we studied in the first and second chapter how alternative approaches to knowledge, diverse ones are 

marginalized. Regarding the second condition, the considerations of plural pathways are obscured by power 

dynamics, as we saw just above with the win-win fallacy supporting a conservative greening. The third 

principle and the representation of plurality of perspective appears threatened by the simplification of 

consultation procedure, and the marginalization of transitions within the reindustrialization. This 

detachment of citizens from public arenas also further favors the stability of the growth-oriented dominant 

system (Fouilleux and Jobert, 2017). State-led policies and economic development come to reinforce one 

another in the green reindustrialization, at the expense of the civil society’s inclusion. This trope is far from 

new, and has been observed throughout history in the way the state deals with rivers and water (Swyngedouw 

1999, Larrue, 2002). 

 

Conclusion of the chapter  
 

This last chapter has demonstrated that despite talks of transformation, industrial water governance is mostly 

ruled by continuities. It is at most a beginning hydric transition, but far from a transformation. I do not mean 

that no change at all is ongoing, especially as the industrial sector is a wide category among which behaviors 

differ. I find however that the extent of transitions claimed is to be utterly nuanced for the industrial 

complexes studied. First, I demonstrated that the extent of awareness in two industrial complexes near large 

rivers, that have so far been exempted from drought measures, is limited. The illusion of abundance comes 

into play again. I nuance the vision that it is the awareness of water vulnerability that triggered reactions. 

Instead, it is the state-led reactions that made industrialists realize their vulnerability to increased costs and 

risks for production. Hydric sufficiency, a widely used concept that vehiculated the idea of a rupture of the 
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status quo, is depoliticized in favor of business as usual. Far from a radical rethinking of practices, hydric 

sufficiency comes to legitimize a weak approach to sufficiency, anchored in a crisis-driven and technical 

approach, away from a reflection on the needs for production. The examination of tradeoffs in the green 

transitions comes to reinforce the inertia observed. A win-win fallacy is supported to sustain the eco-modernist 

dream of growth and expansion as resources shrink and degrade. The staging of the “techno-economic” 

supports the status quo. Paradoxically, it posits both the costs of technology as the limit for further 

improvements, but also demands the developments of new technologies to support the hydric transitions. 

The support of technology development abides by a logic of conservative greening, through which an 

innovation bias allows maintaining the existing socio-political compromises while claiming to support 

ecological transitions. The territorial level, through its materialization of hydro-social relationships, reveals the 

limits of these compromises, reinforced in the context of reindustrialization. It is looking at the territory that 

the effects of the green reindustrialization materialize. The notion of sacrificed rivers re-emerges, and power 

dynamics are reinforced. It is the ones already exposed to industrial externalities that are posed to bear the costs 

of the national cause. Their vulnerable position is reinforced as reindustrialization is further used to justify the 

exclusion of the civil society in participatory instances. Looking at water, the green reindustrialization becomes 

the reassertion of the state’s power on the environment, and the river, alongside the industrial actor. While the 

use of water for reindustrialization could be used as a vector to repoliticize the relationship to the environment, 

it is constructed to reassert power dynamics.   
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Conclusion 
 

 

Water, a common-pool resource at the center of hydro-social interconnections, is governed for industrial uses 

under constant tension. This tension seeks to balance the potential for economic development while limiting 

harm to water, treated here as a resource, sink, and occasionally, habitat. As reindustrialization and climate 

change increasingly pressure the status quo, this logic persists. A win-win fallacy is upheld to sustain the eco-

modernist dream of growth and expansion, even as water faces mounting strain. This thesis highlights how 

these dynamics unfold from a territorial and multi-level perspective.  

 

The two case studies are complementary in several respects. These industrial complexes sit at the forefront of 

green reindustrialization and together present a variety of stakes for industrial water governance. They show 

both hydrological and social differences, particularly in the games played by actors and the institutions 

involved. 

 

The three chapters allowed me to draw the following conclusions regarding industries located along large 

rivers: 

First, I analyzed how the foundations of industrial and water governance—specifically the 

production of knowledge and a shared diagnosis—are already framed by political considerations. Water 

uncertainties and vulnerabilities are controlled, and power dynamics emerge, providing all the necessary 

ingredients to frame water in a way that aligns with economic development potential. The cases of Lyon and 

Port-Jérôme proved complementary in highlighting different components of these governance steps. The 

PFAS pollution issue in Lyon was particularly relevant for understanding the stakes of data production, 

especially when it comes to attributing responsibility, thus underscoring its importance beyond routine 

management. Port-Jérôme, with its extractable volume study, highlighted the specific difficulties of 

knowledge appropriation within water institutions. By comparing the two local framings, I observed 

similarities in how water is framed for industrial use. First, water is primarily conceived from a resource-based 

perspective, which excludes another domain where industrial activity might have a significant impact: 

wetlands. Second, water is framed as abundant. 

Second, I examined how industrial water governance unfolds. In line with existing literature, I found 

that a neo-corporatist approach sustains the entire industrial water governance system. I highlighted the multi-
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level nature of these compromises and demonstrated how they are endorsed through coordination 

mechanisms by territorial state actors. The cases of drinking water pollution from industrial uses in Port-

Jérôme and the Chemical Valley revealed the limitations of the model. Water, as a hydro-social object, 

materializes these limits. The act of rendering water technical contributes to the exclusion of counter-

narratives within institutions. The analysis of policy instruments revealed the differences between the two 

metropolitan areas. In Port-Jérôme, the metropolitan area adopted a hands-off approach, supporting water 

provision for industrial development. In the Chemical Valley, the metropolitan area took a more hands-on 

approach, developing local pricing tools and questioning the triple-win model to which the industrial sector 

complied. 

Third, I examined the extent of change in industrial water use following the 2022 drought. I found 

that, despite some evolution, the techno-efficient solutions adopted still support a weak sustainability 

approach. Civil society, meanwhile, has been further pushed out of consultation spaces. The hydric transitions 

appear to reinforce the state’s role and the neo-corporatist system. Civil society is excluded from consultation 

arenas, at the same time as the green reindustrialization discourse could call for a repoliticization of resource 

use in industry. The green transition pathway followed by reindustrialization does not seem to align with a 

just transition. 

 

These findings lead to several contributions, both theoretical and empirical, which I will now detail. 

One contribution is the finding that larger French rivers are framed, across all categories of actors, as 

abundant water bodies that are relatively less vulnerable to climate change and anthropogenic use compared 

to other water bodies. Throughout the thesis, I showed how this framing of abundance shapes and reinforces 

current water management practices. Abundance justifies water intakes, dilution possibilities, and resource 

sharing potential. It also contributes to inertia in changing industrial practices. 

Another contribution is empirical. I addressed a gap in the French social sciences landscape, as no 

study I was aware of specifically targeted industrial water governance. This allowed me to deepen our 

understanding of how the challenges specific to industrial and water governance reinforce one another (e.g., 

data availability, participation, power dynamics). 

Additionally, in describing the governance of industrial water use, I provided evidence of changes in 

industrial water use in the specific context of reindustrialization and green transitions. I also offered a 

sociological analysis of the effects of the 2022 drought in France—an area that had not yet been studied. The 

conclusion that state action drives change, complementing the idea that resource vulnerability triggers 
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awareness, warrants further study in other fields. The guiding concept of this shift—“hydric sufficiency”—

also had not been studied previously. The territorial perspective I employed further opened the debate on 

distributive justice in the use of natural resources in ecological transitions, an issue often sidelined in carbon-

focused green transitions. 

 

Several themes touched upon in this thesis could be explored in future research. First, the dual nature of 

water—as both a resource and a pollutant emitter—has been hinted at throughout the thesis. This warrants 

further investigation, particularly into and across different categories of water use. Second, the pervasive 

notion of river abundance and its influence on water policy-making also requires deeper exploration. This is 

especially important because representations of water influence how it can be governed. In that regard, the 

absence of non-humans in the framing of industrial water governance is telling. 

 

Water, at the interface of various interconnections, is an object that carries strong political potential. It is both 

a cause of conflict and a source of connection among individuals and between them and their environment. 

Green reindustrialization also carries a political project, one that could call for the repoliticization of water 

and natural resource use on the national level. While the relocation of industries within the national territory 

appears necessary, it cannot be decoupled from a reflection on the actual needs of production and 

consumption. If abundance ever existed, it surely does not any longer. As we stand at a pivotal transitional 

moment, attention must be given to the decisions being made and their implications not only for the 

environment but also for justice. Now is the time to reorient pathways to change and avoid maladaptation to 

ensure a just transition beyond carbon emissions. 
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Annexes 
 

 

Annex 1 : Glossary 
 

Artificialization Process by which natural or agricultural land is transformed into built-up 
areas, resulting in the loss of natural habitats and soil sealing 
 

Audit Eau  Instrument developed at the regional level by the DREAL Normandie. It 
aims to foster a decrease in industrial water use.  
 

Caux Seine Agglo  Metropolitan area in which Port-Jérôme is located. 
 

CODERST Departmental council for the environment and health and technological 
risk. In this administrative commission, a range of stakeholders issues an 
opinion on draft prefectural orders, notably on industrial installation and 
extension. 
 

Commerce River  River that flows through the Port-Jérôme industrial complex.  
 

Compensation  Legal obligation to ecologically compensate for the consequences of land 
artificialization. 
 

Decentralized state services Decentralized state services in France are regional or departmental 
branches of the central government that implement national policies, 
operating with some administrative autonomy. 
 

DREAL Regional decentralized state service agency responsible for implementing 
environmental, urban planning, and housing policies. In this master thesis, 
this generic term refers specifically to a service in charge of industrial policy 
implementation. 
 

Drought decree Official government order that declares a water shortage situation. It can 
establish specific restrictions and measures to manage water use in that 
context. 
 

Estuary Coastal area where freshwater from rivers and streams meets and mixes 
with saltwater from the sea. 
 

Effluent Wastewater discharged by industrial facilities. 
 

GIP Seine Aval  Scientific organization working on the ecological state of the Seine Estuary. 
 

Grand Lyon  Metropolitan area in which the Chemical Valley is located. 
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Local monitoring 
commissions  

Local monitoring committee organized at the scale of a group of industrial 
facilities. It gathers public authorities, industrial operators, environmental 
NGOs, employee representatives, and residents to monitor the 
environmental impact and safety of classified industrial sites, promote 
transparency, and facilitate dialogue between stakeholders. 
 

PFAS  Group of human-made chemicals used in industrial processes. They are 
characterized by their environmental persistence and their effects on 
human health. 
 

PSH  Instrument developed at the regional level by the DREAL Auvergne-
Rhône-Alpes. It aims to foster a decrease in industrial water use.  
 

REUSE Process of treating and recycling wastewater or used water from industrial 
operations. The goal is to use it again, within the same facility or for other 
purposes. 
 

River basin In this master thesis, it refers to the largest hydrographic unit around river. 
There are six in France, including the Seine-Normandie river basin and the 
Rhône-Méditerranée river basin. 
 

SAGE Water planification document at the scale of the watershed. 
 

SDAGE Water planification document at the scale of the river basin. 
 

Seveso facility  Industrial facility classified under the European Union’s Seveso Directive. 
It is considered to present risk for the environment, due to the storage or 
use hazardous substances above certain thresholds. 
 

Water abstraction Water withdrawal refers to the total amount of water taken from a source 
(such as a river, lake, or aquifer). 
 

Water agency  Institution at the river basin scale in France. They are in charge of 
implementing the water policy. 
 

Water consumption Water consumption, on the other hand, refers to the portion of the 
withdrawn water that is not returned to its source, typically because it has 
evaporated, been incorporated into products, or been lost to the 
immediate water cycle. 
 

Water intake  Water intake refers to the total amount of water taken from a source (such 
as a river, lake, or aquifer). 
 

Water Plan  Action plan introduced by President Macron in March 2023. Following 
the 2022 drought in France, it introduced measures to relieve pressures on 
water in France. The aim is to reduce water withdrawals by 10% by 2030 
across all sectors (domestic, agricultural, and industrial). 
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Watershed In this master thesis, it refers to the smaller hydrographic units that 
compose the river basin (e.g. the Commerce watershed). 
 

Wetland Semi-aquatic ecosystem, covered partly or fully with water, that supports 
ecological functions (e.g. biodiversity, flood regulation, natural filtration 
of pollutions, etc.). 
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Annex 2 : The tables of actors interviewed 
 

The following table summarizes the actors met by each case72 :  

 

  Corresponding to  ...  Port-Jérôme Chemical Valley 

Decentralized 
State Services  

DREAL (for industries) 1 interview, regional unit 
(2 interviewees) 

2 interview  
- 1, regional unit 
- 1, departmental unit  
(2 interviewees, including one 
DREAL inspector) 

ARS (regional health agency) 1 interview, departmental unit  /  

DDT (departemental service) 1 interview  (2 interviewees) 1 interview  

Hydric scale 
governance  

River basin (water agencies) 1 interview  2 interviews 
- 1, intervention department  
- 1, planification department  

Watershed (SAGE facilitator)  1 interview  /  

Local 
government  

Metropolitan area  4 interviews, including :  
- 2, water department  
- 1, economic development 
department (2 interviewees) 
- 1, risk department  

3 interviews  
- 1 with the water department  
-2 with the economic department  

City  /  1 interview, City of Lyon 
environmental health department  

Other relevant public local 
actors 

1 interview with the Winding River 
Seine Regional Park (2 interviewees)  

/  

Scientific actors  French Geological Survey 
(BRGM) 

1 interview (2 interviewees) 1 interview 

Other  1 interview with the GIP Seine Aval  1 interview with the Eco-citizen 
Institute 

Industrial 
Actors  

Industries  2 interviews  1 interview  

Other Economic actors  1 with HAROPA port  1 interview with the National 
Rhone Company (2 interviewees) 

Actors related to the industries 1 interview, a person in charge of the 
SOCRATE study  

4 interviews  
-1, regional Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry 
-1, regional chemical industry 
federation  
- 1, regional association of 
industries 
- 1, regional competitive cluster  

Civil society Local association  2 interviewees (both neighborhood 
defense and environmental defense)  

2 interviews 
- 1, residents' defense association 
- 1, environmental association  

Total of interviews 18 19 

Total of persons interviewed 23 21 

 

 

72 Some actors classified in this table could be into several categories (e.g. the SAGE facilitator in Port-Jérôme is also hired 
an employee of the metropolitan area).  
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Annex 3: Complementary elements of contextualization 
 

This annex introduces complementary elements of contextualization to the ones provided in the introduction.  

It comprises four parts. A diagram of French water governance (1), a diagram of French industrial water 

governance (2),  a detailed case introduction of the Chemical Valley (3), a detailed case introduction of Port-

Jérôme (4). 

1. Water Governance in France   

Figure 1. Water governance in France. Source: Cour des Comptes (2023) 
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2. Industrial Water Governance in France 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2. Diagram of Industrial water governance. Source : author (2025) 
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3. The Chemical Valley, Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes, France 
 

The Chemical Valley is an industrial site located south of Lyon, in the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region of 

France. Its activity centers on the “chemical-energy-environment” nexus. Situated along the Rhône River, it 

draws and discharges most of its water there. While the perception of an abundant Rhône reduces concerns 

about quantitative scarcity, a major pollution scandal—the PFAS case—has become a central issue in 

industrial water governance. This section will delve deeper into these characteristics and examine the 

governance of water in the area. 

 

Territorial and Socio-Historical Context  

Historically connected to the chemical and petrochemical industry, the Chemical Valley has taken a turn 

towards sustainability in the past decade. This green reindustrialization governance displays a case of public 

private partnerships. 

The foundation of the chemical valley dates back to 1853, as the Perret brothers - industrialists from 

Lyon -  settled in Saint-Fons downstream from Lyon (Métropole du Grand Lyon, 2023, p.6). From then, the 

industrial development soared, the banks urbanized, population grew (ibid.). The hydroelectric plant 

installation in Pierre-Bénite by the National Rhône Company further developed the area, known as the 

“chemistry cradle” (ibid.). The current chemical valley stretches from Lyon to Givors, downstream from the 

Rhône and Saône confluence. On 1 100 hectares, it covers 14 cities (including 9 in the Lyon metropolitan 

area), corresponding to 100 000  inhabitants (80 000  in the metropolitan area) (AMARIS, 2020).  The 

economic activity employs 50 000 people, including 10 200 in the chemical, energy and environment branch 

(ibid). It comprises 10 high threshold Seveso sites (ibid.).  

Located in the Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes region, the Chemical Valley belongs to the region with the 

most production and export of chemical products in France (Plateforme IET, 2025). Despite prosperous 

times, the deindustrialization waves have hit the chemical site in the 2000s (Arab and Crague, 2023). Bouncing 

back in a context of degraded image and production, the chemistry sector took a turn towards the “chemical-

energy-environment sector” from the 2010s onwards (ibid.).  Activities pertaining to this branch have been 

developing, alongside the traditional chemical and petrochemical activity. It is exemplified with projects such 

as Terenvie (soil depollution and circular economy), Lyon Rhône Solaire (renewable energy) or Symbio 

(hydrogen)  (Métropole du Grand Lyon, 2021, p.6). Through these developments, Chemical Valley is 

anchored in the larger green reindustrialization ambitions. This is further exemplified by the DECLyC project 

: “DECarboner LYon vallée de la Chimie” (Decarbonizing the Chemical Valley). Laureate of the ZIBAC call 
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for project,  this project aims at reducing by 80% the carbon emissions of the site by 2050. It targets various 

themes, such as hydrogen, renewable energy, carbon capture, or reductions in water consumption. It has a 1,9 

million euros budget, the half is financed by the French State (Lyon Vallée de la chimie, 2024) 

 

Figure 3. Map of the Chemical Valley. Source : Lyon Vallée de la Chimie, (n.d.) 

The governance of this green reindustrialization has been relying  on a deepened co-development 

between local public and private actors (Arab and Crague, 2023). Through a hybrid model, various actors 

have come together to co-develop a territorial project : The Chemical Valley, and especially since 2013 its 

“Territorial Mission” (a particular dedicated department) to oversee the project; the municipalities; the state 
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services, and notably the DREAL in the context of the risk prevention plan; the regional council, and 

industrial actors (Ibid.). Since 2020, the green majority at the head of the metropolis has participated in this 

process. A notion of a “sufficient industry” is developed. In 2025, the reindustrialization dynamic in Lyon is 

described as limited, as the chemical sector faces fierce international competition. 

 

Industry and the waterscape  

The Chemical Valley is predominantly supplied by the Rhône River. While the river’s large flow poses few 

short-term concerns, the industrial water debate mainly centers on qualitative aspects, particularly around the 

issue of PFAS. 

The Chemical Valley’s existence relies on the presence of the Rhône River. Taking its source in the 

Furka Glacier in Switzerland, the Rhône flows down until the Mediterranean Sea. It is the French river with 

the largest waterflow. From 1839 onwards, the Rhône was artificialized to ensure the navigability and favor 

the production of hydroelectricity (SMIRIL, n.d.). Its riverbed, that could be between 1 to 3 km wide, was 

narrowed down (Parisot, 2013). Its secondary channels, the “lônes”, were  dried (ibid.). The installation of the 

Chemical Valley on the riverbeds of the Rhône participated in this artificialization. Today, the tendency of 

the chemical valley relies more on land use intensification than extension, limiting artificialization risks.  

On the long run, industrial activities in the Chemical Valley might face a provisioning question. So far, the 

site was preserved from the effects of the drought, thanks to its location on the Rhône. It contrasts with 

neighboring industrial sites (notably on the east of Lyon).  Yet, as a 2014 study pointed out, the abundant 

flows of the Rhône are threatened by climate change (Agence de l'eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse, 2014). It is 

the French River that is the most impacted by Climate Change. By 2055, periods of low waterflow will worsen 

and become more regular (Agence de l'eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse, 2023). Downstream, the waterflows 

that are already shrinking could reach a 20%d decrease (ibid.) By the end of the century, the melting of glacier 

will deprive the Rhône from a major alimentation source (ibid.).  

Looking at water quality in the river basin, notable improvements can be noted : between 2013 and 

2019, the micro pollution followed by regulations have decreased by 60% (Eau France, 2018, p.48). Yet, 

historical pollutions are still present, and pressures can still be exerted. The Rhône-Méditerannée SDAGE 

reports the Chemical Valley as one of the industrial areas that creates pressures on groundwaters (2022, 115). 

Since it has come to public attention in 2022, the per- and polyfluoroalkyl pollution (PFAS) in the Chemical 

Valley crystalizes the question of industrial pollution. PFAS are a class of over 4,000 synthetic chemical 

compounds. These substances have been used since the 1950s in industrial processes (e.g., firefighting foams, 
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surface treatment chemicals, electrical wire insulators, etc.) and consumer products (e.g., non-stick coatings, 

textiles and carpets, food packaging, non-stick kitchenware, etc.). Until now, were not listed in the regulated 

substances. PFAS are characterized by their high bioaccumulation in living organisms and their strong 

persistence in the environment. Traces of substances banned for several decades can still be found, which is 

why they are often referred to as “forever chemicals.” (ARS Rhône-Alpes, 2025). The scientific literature is 

still far from providing a comprehensive overview of the effects of pollution, but some impacts have already 

been proven on human health (e.g., carcinogenic effects, reduced birth weight, decreased immune response 

to vaccination) as well as on wildlife and plant life (ibid.). Even though PFAS come from various sources, two 

industrial actors are called out for their heavy use in their industrial processes : Arkema and Daikin. 

Downstream from Lyon, the Ternay withdrawal site presents particular high concentrations of PFAS. For 

years, the population of four cities alimented by this site - Givors, Grigny, Solaize et Marcy l’Etoile – has been 

drinking contaminated water. The extent of pollution is still in the process of being  assessed, especially as the 

PFAS contamination might happen through water, air and soil.   

 

Governing industrial water uses  

The governance of industrial water use in the Chemical Valley follows the classic French system, with two 

notable particularities. First, the transnational nature of the river gives its governance a specific character. 

Second, municipal authorities are particularly involved. In addition, various actors have emerged in response 

to the PFAS pollution. 

The transnational character of the Rhône makes its management particular. There is no dedicated 

organ of coordination between France and Switzerland. The governance relies on a system of self-

coordination, between private and public operators, on both sides of the border (Pflieger and Bréthaut, 2015, 

33). In the context of climate change, it raises the question of the ability of this system to adapt to climate 

change, and the rivalry that could emerge on water use, especially as the Rhône waterflows decrease (Ibid., 

p.36). Following a study on the governance, reflections on the future of this governance are still engaged at the 

moment. Indirectly, the water in the Chemical valley directly depends on this management.  

At the level of the chemical valley, the governance of industrial water use is organized in the traditional 

way, between the ICPE regulation and the Water agency. The Chemical Valley depends on the Auvergne-

Rhône-Alpes decentralized states services at the regional level, and the Rhône at the department level. 
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Regarding water governance, it is in the scope of the Rhone-Méditerrannée-Corse Water agency.73 There is 

neither a SAGE or covering the Chemical Valley, nor any contract or territorialized water governance 

instrument covering the chemical valley.  

The lowest administrative grade that covers the hydric scale of the chemical valley is the Grand Lyon 

metropolitan area. They administrative scale has limited competency on the side of industrial water 

management. The Economic department may favor best practices in their call for projects for the Chemical 

Valley. For instance, in 2024, CIRCULYZ – a metropolitan call for project for industrial land development 

– focused only on polymer recycling and bio-based chemistry but also on environmental decontamination 

(water, air, and soil).The Water department may interact with a small share of industrial actors from the 

Chemical Valley connected to their drinking water and have a sewage network. Linked to their competency 

on water distribution, the Grand Lyon may act in the context of pollution of their networks, through a pricing 

policy and  

In the context of water governance, some other structures can be called to participate. The  “Le 

Syndicat Mixte du Rhône des Iles et des Lônes (SMIRIL)” (The Joint Association for the Management of the 

Rhône, Its Islands and Side Channels) is a local public institution working on the preservation of the Rhône 

river, particularly in the Lyon Metropolitan Area. The Geological and Mining Research Institute (BRGM) 

can bring its expertise upon demand to decentralized state services, the water agency, or local governments. 

Associations such as France Nature Environnement can also be contracted by municipalities for their expertise 

on a given environmental topic, notably water. They can also conduct activities with economic and industrial 

actors. In the context of the P-FAS pollution, local scientific and health actors could be convoked (i.e. 

cancerology Lyon Berrard Center). The municipality also requested the expertise of the “Institut Ecocitoyen 

pour la Connaissance des Pollutions” (Ecocitizen Institute for Pollution Awareness and Research) to participate 

in the production of studies on PFAS pollution.  

At the level of the industrial site, different actors can be mentioned. Industrialists themselves of 

course, engaging with the regulation and with their internal process. There are also various regional industrial 

associations that represent them in institutional instances, notably in the River Bassin Committee, as well as 

federations such as France Chimie. There are also 7 R&D centers, as well as three notable key actors : Axelerea 

a regional competitivity cluster), Axel’one (a mutualization plateform), and the association for the Chemical 

Valley Sustainable Development (AMARIS, 2020). The regional Chamber of Commerce may also have a part 

in supporting water relates innovations, or in representing industries in some institutional instances. There is 

 

73 The names Rhône-Méditerannée and Rhône-Méditerranée-Corse will be sued interchangeably for the Water Agency. 
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no existing mutualization system on water for the Chemical Valley. Yet, in the context of the DECLYC study, 

coordination by the Chemical Valley Mission and Axelera, there is a dedicated batch on water in which 6 

industrialists participate.  

The civil society also participates in industrial water governance through different instances. They are 

represented in water governance institutions. There takes part in the several the local site monitoring 

committee (CSS) that cover the chemical valley, as well as in the Departmental council for the environment 

and health and technological risks (CODERST).  They can also be directly called to participate in public 

concertation by industrial actors. In the context of PFAS pollution, inhabitants and environmental 

association  mobilized, and filled charges against industrialists. 
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Figure 4. Water governance of industrial uses, main actors, Chemical Valley. Source: author (2025) 
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4. The case of Port-Jérôme, Seine-Maritime, France 
 

Port-Jérôme is an industrial site located on the Seine estuary, in Normandy, France. Its activity is mainly 

centered on the petrochemical industry. The site is known for its circularity processes—particularly its 

industrial water plant—and for the relatively low level of conflict surrounding industrial presence and 

development. Water-related issues primarily concern salinization, flooding, and wetland preservation. The site 

is also at the heart of a dynamic reindustrialization process. This section will delve deeper into these 

characteristics and examine the governance of water. 

 

Territorial and Socio-Historical Context  

Port-Jérôme illustrates a case of strong local synergies centered around one main industry. Although its 

activities have diversified, industrial operations remain a major employer and provider in the area. The region 

is positioned at the heart of green reindustrialization, as highlighted by several ongoing projects. It is marked 

by the presence of an industrial association and strong synergies between the city and the surrounding area. 

 
Figure 5. Map of Port-Jérôme. Source : Caux Seine Agglo (2022) 

Port-Jérôme is located on the last loop of the Seine, between Rouen and Le Havre, two major industrial cities 

in France. In the late 19th century, the industrial area was limited to the textile industry, around Notre-Dame-
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de-Gravanchon, a small city. In 1933, Esso and Mobil, two American oil companies, set their sights on Notre-

Dame-de-Gravenchon to develop their business (Lemaistre, 2024). From that moment, the area’s extension 

soared around petrochemical activity : demographic development, construction of amenities for workers 

(ibid.).   

Port-Jérôme is a dynamic industrial area, at the core of the green reindustrialization. The industrial 

landscape encompasses the historic petrochemical activity, in petroleum refining, chemicals, petrochemicals, 

solvents and alcohol (AMARIS, 2019). This activity is at the origin of risks : 14 sites are classified as Seveso, 

comprising 9 “high threshold” sites (Caux Seine agglo, n.d.). In the past decades, the industrial zone has 

coupled traditional activities with an orientation towards circularity. It is often introduced as a pioneer in 

industrial ecology processes. The examples range from the industrial water plant in 1972, an early study for 

France in 2009 on industrial symbiosis, the development of synergies among industries in energy recovery 

(CNR, 2019). In 2021, the Normandie Region labeled the industrial area as “Parc d'activités Normandie 

Responsable” (Normandy Responsible Business Park). New projects oriented towards circularity or the 

ecological transitions develop, such as Eastman (waste recycling), Air Liquide (hydrogen projects) or Futero 

(bioplastic production and recycling). Port-Jérôme also benefits from a larger regional industrial dynamism, 

surrounded by major industrial area such as Rouen and Le Havre. The certification of this area in the two 

phases of the “Territoires d’Industries” program (Industrial Territories)74 exemplifies it. Industrial green 

transition  is also operated at this scale. In 2023, Port-Jérôme belonged to the laureates of the ADEME75call 

for projects on industrial transitions, ZiBAC76. INCASE, industrial association, engaged with the two others  

to form the SOCRATE association.77 The goal is to work on the decarbonation of the Seine Axis, on topics 

such as  energy efficiency and conservation,  new energies,  industrial ecology,  carbon capture and storage, as 

well as acceptability and employment (Haropa, 2023). It has a budget of 15 million euros, half of which is 

financed by the State (ibid.). 

The industrial area cohabits with several cities and its inhabitants. The site lies on  a continuum of 1 

430 hectares (AMARIS, 2019). In 2016, the four cities covered which lies the industrial site - Notre-Dame-

de-Gravenchon, Auberville-la-Campagne, Touffreville-la-Cable and Triquerville -  merge and take Port-

 

74  Territoires d’Industries is an industrial program launched in 2018 to support reindustrialization. It is constituted of 
two phases : Phase I  (2018 à 2022) and Phase II (2023 – 2027). The selected territories received financial support. 
75   ADEME stands for  “Agence de l'Environnement et de la Maîtrise de l'Energie” translating as the agency for the 
enviroment and energy. This public agency is in charge of supporting and financing ecological transitions projects. 
76 ZiBAC -  “ Zone Industrielle Bas Carbone” - means Low Carbon Industrial Zone. 
77  The two other associations are from Le Havre (Synerzip) and Rouen (UpSide). SOCRATE means “Synergie pour une 
Organisation Collective et raisonnée sur l’axe Seine de la Transition Énergétique” (Synergy for a sustainable collective 
organization on the Seine axis of the Energy Transition). 
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Jérôme-sur-Seine as a name. In its current shape, the site thus covers now 4 cities : Port-Jérôme-sur-Seine, 

Lillebonne, and Saint-Jean-de Folleville, as well as Petitville in lesser proportions. Those four municipalities 

belong to the metropolitan area Caux Seine Agglo. The latter gathers 50 cities (80 000 inhabitants). Since 

2020, Virginie Carolo-Lutrot, Port-Jérôme-sur-Seine’s mayor, has become president of the agglomeration. 

The metropolitan area and the industry collaborate on industrial development, especially through the 

economic development services. Caux Seine Agglo also takes the role of facilitator for the local industrial 

association, INCASE. It is the only municipality ensuring such function in France. Gathering around 60 

members (Incase-Normandy, n.d.)., was founded in 1972. INCASE works on risk management, security and 

the environment, as well as economic development and the circular economy (Observatoire des Territoires 

d'Industrie, 2024, 10).  

Port-Jérôme is known for a certain “acceptability” of the industry, with limited conflicts and 

oppositions to industrial projects (Observatoire des Territoires d'Industrie, 2024). A large share of local 

inhabitants is linked to the industry through their employment or their closed ones, and though the spillovers 

from the industry. With a network of units and connected subcontractors, Port-Jérôme welcomes 200  

businesses, representing 6 000 jobs - including 3 000 directly linked to production activities (AMARIS, 2019). 

The founding actors, now merged together in ExxonMobil, is still a major local player, of which the activity is 

connected to various subcontractors. The announcement of the closing of their unit came as a shock, 

threatening hundreds of local employments (Derouet, 2024).  

 

Industry and the waterscape  

Port-Jérôme was built through land reclamation,  on the floodplain of the Seine. Industrial activity represents 

a major source of pressure on the river, the effects of which are still being assessed. While the area has been 

relatively spared from droughts, the overexploitation of aquifers and the risk of flooding remain central 

concerns. 

The development of the industrial area has always been connected to water use. The installation of 

Esso and Mobil relied on the presence of the Seine. Industrial activities rely on water withdrawal from the 

Seine and its groundwater to support their activity. use and discharge and dilute the effluents of their 

productions in the Commerce River and in the Seine. The Seine also allows for navigation, hence circulation 

of goods.  

The industrial area is also not settled on any land : it has been constructed on wetlands, in the Seine 

floodplain through processes  of dewatering and backfilling. Despite intense artificialization processes, there 
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are remaining wetlands within and at the borders of the industrial are (SAFEGE, 2015, p.42). Wetlands have 

important functions for the environment : hydraulic regulation, especially for flood risk; they act as natural 

filter, retaining pollutions: they are biodiversity reservoirs (ibid.,). Wetland are threatened by anthropic 

pressures (ibid.,), either through urbanization but also through industrialization processes. The question of 

wetland preservation is put in balance with industrial development projects in Port-Jérôme. 

In Port-Jérôme, industrial actors rely on three main sources : the water of the Seine, its groundwater, 

and the Commerce River. A limited share of water is on drinking water alimented by the metropolitan 

networks. On industrial water provision, Port-Jérôme displays a major specificity : the industrial water plant 

of Norville. In the 1960s, the Seine groundwater was put under pressure. The refineries development had led 

to an increase in water demand, that resulted in “a significant drop in the level of boreholes and a marked 

increase in water salinity in areas closest to the Seine”, leading to a near “exhaustion” of local water resources 

(Catoire and Lecornu, 1972). Salt water cannot be purposed without treatment for industrial uses, notably 

since it is unsuitable for certain production, and that sodium chloride is highly corrosive for infrastructure. 

To address this, it was recommended shifting towards surface water sources (ibid). The Norville waterplant is 

born from this situation, in 1969. This infrastructure relieved pressure on the aquifers by pooling industrial 

water withdrawals from surface water in the Seine. Since then, through a 32km network of pipes, Norville has 

been supplying water to the Port-Jérôme but also the Havre industrial Area. In 2016, the repartition of water 

uses was the following : 39% for the Havre Industrial Ara, 51% for Exxon Mobil, and 10% for 24 other 

subscribers to the Port-Jérôme industrial area. (Caux Seine Agglo, 2023). In 2023, as the water plant was 

wearing out, a renovation was conducted. The potential for water production was increased, from 7500 m3/h 

to 10 000 m3/h  (Agence de l'eau Seine-Normandie, 2023). Despite the water plant, the salinization still 

threatens the area. On the one hand, the effects of climate change cause the upward shift of the salinity gradient 

on the estuarian area (Berne, 2023, p.111)78. It risks salinization the water abstraction of the industrial water 

plant. On the other hand, overexploitation might lead also to the salinization of groundwaters. An “Etude 

 

78 The upward shift of the salinity gradient refers to the move upward of the freshwater/saltwater boundary. It may be 
due to different factors (reduced freshwater inflow, rising sea levels, or increased groundwater extraction). The upward 
shift of the salinity gradient can result in the intrusion of saltwater into areas that were previously freshwater, impacting 
ecosystems and water quality. This is a particular issue for industrialists, since salt water cannot be used for their industrial 
processes without treatment. 
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Volumes Prélevables” (Extractable Volume Study) is currently conducted to assess the risks of 

overexploitation. 

So far, Port-Jérôme’s industrial activity has been relatively preserved from the effects of droughts. 

Even though several events have been noted in the past decade, it never went as far as the production 

suspension79. The factors will be expanded upon in chapter 1 and 2. Nonetheless, the territory is still subject 

to the effects of climate change on the river, such as decrease in rainfall, increase in temperature, decrease of 

the average waterflow on the river basin from 10 to 30%, or sharp drop in aquifer recharge (Berne, 2023, 

p.111). Qualitative stakes, rise in effluents concentration, increased salinization, are to be expected. 

The quality of the Seine water has been primarily degraded by historical activity on the river, 

including the industry. Despite improvements, the effects of the past industrial pollutions can still be traced 

back in the river (Fisson, 2017, 2023), impacting the rivers’ biodiversity. Chronic hydrocarbon pollution from 

some industrial is still observe on the site (Grollier , 2025). The Commerce river faces high pressures on its 

quality (SAFEGE, 2015, 31). When it comes to drinking water, the main threats to quality do not come from 

industrial uses in Port-Jérôme, but rather from agricultural pollution. Yet, 2012 was an exception. ORIL, an 

industrial site upstream from the Commerce River caused the pollution of a metropolitan drinking water 

intake point (BRGM, 2020). The metropolitan area had to distribute the population plastic bottles for more 

than a year (Banzet, 2012). The intake point is not back to service in 2025. Even though the area is not settled 

on Port-Jérôme industrial zones, it is now connected administratively through a site monitoring committee 

(CSS). 

The water question in Port-Jérôme is also posed through the flooding theme, either through runoffs 

or by the river overflow (SAFEGE, 2015, p.51). Climate change further increases the risk of Seine flooding 

(Berne, 2023, p.111), to which the industries – located in the floodplain – are particularly vulnerable. 

 

Governing industrial water uses  

The governance of industrial water use in Port-Jérôme follows the typical patterns of industrial water 

management. What sets it apart is the strong involvement of the metropolitan area in supporting industrial 

development. It also features a distinct configuration of local actor dynamics. 

 

79 Production suspension can be demanded in the drought decree by the departmental prefect, depending on the severity 
of the drought and the water body in which the water abstraction happens. 
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The water governance of industrial uses in Port-Jérôme is organized through the usual system for that type of 

users. Industrialists depend on the Normandie regional service (for the DREAL, the DDT and the ARS), and 

on the Seine-Normandie Water agency, Corresponding to its river basin. Some local tools may be noted.   

The metropolitan area – Caux Seine Agglo – plays a pivotal role both in industrial development and water 

management. In terms of water governance, the agglomeration oversees a local planning instrument, the 

SAGE Commerce, which includes the Port-Jérôme area. When a SAGE is set up, a facilitator is appointed to 

ensure its implementation. In the case of Port-Jérôme, the facilitator is hired by Caux Seine Development. It 

is upon the request of the local water commission that the aforementioned Extractable Volume Study was 

commanded. The agglomeration also intervenes in the industrial water management, as it owns the Norville 

industrial water plant. It is handled by the metropolitan water management department. Economic 

development services may also grapple with water use. Upon the examination of filed for potential 

industrialists’ installation, the economic development department (Caux Seine Developpement) examines the 

file with the assistance of the Water department regarding water uses. They also work on compensation for 

industry-related artificialization, which often impacts  wetlands. This department oversees the development 

of synergies among industrialists in the industrial area.  

The metropolitan area might be in contact with various actors in the context of industrial water 

governance. The “Parc naturel régional des Boucles de la Seine Normande” (Seine Loops Regional Natural 

Park in Normandy). They have five missions defined in the French Environmental Code  : protection of the 

natural and cultural patrimony, local planification,  social and economic development, education and 

information, experimentation.(Fédération des Parcs naturels régionaux, n.d.). Even though the territory of 

Port-Jérôme does not belong to the perimeter of their charter, they entertain relationships with Caux Seine 

Agglo. At the Estuarian Level, the “Groupement d’Intérêt Public (GIP) Seine Aval” (Public Interest Group 

for the Downstream Seine) plays a part of scientific mediation. They conduct research on the Seine estuary 

and connect with their members who are developers, to which Caux Seine Agglo belongs. The “Syndicat mixte 

de gestion de la Seine Normande” (Mixed Union for the Management of the Seine Normande) – is an 

institution that works at the scale of the Seine River to unify flood protection strategies among 

agglomerations. The “Bureau de Recherches Gologiques et Minières (BRGM)” (Geological and Mining 

Research Institute) is  a scientific public institution to which the expertise can be resorted to by the 

metropolitan area in specific cases. The BRGM conducted a study on the 2012 pollution (David et al., 2020). 

They are also in charge of the extractable volume study commanded by the Local Water Commission (Idée et 

al. 2020).  
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At the level of the industrial area, some aspects of water governance may unfold. The aforementioned 

SOCRATE project – carried by three industrial associations -  involves a study diagnosing industrial water use 

and potential for synergies on the area of Port-Jérôme, Rouen and Le Havre. At the scale of the industrial unit, 

industrialists participate in the governance of the resource : they are in direct contact with the DREAL 

inspection. They also have water management  goals, pushed by their internal policy. Other economic actors 

play an important role. HAROPA port is a public institution. It is born from the merging of three ports on 

the Seine : Le Havre, Paris and Rouen. It has a role of economic development, and participates in the 

reindustrialization and its decarbonation goals. It interacts with the water question on different aspects, 

notably by handling cases of pollution emerging from port activity, but also through the industrial 

development process, that may involve wetland artificialization and compensation.  

In the area of Port-Jérôme, there is a limited development of civil society movements that connect to 

environmental impacts of the industry. Three main associations can be noted. Associations can take part in 

several instances that relate to industry and water use. They can be represented in water governance 

institutions : the Local Water Commission (sub-water shed level) and in the River Bassin Committee (river 

basin level). Several times a year, they take part in the local site monitoring committee (CSS)  and 

the Departmental council for the environment and health and technological risks (CoDERST).  
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Figure 6. Water governance of industrial uses, main actors, Port-Jérôme. Source: author (2025) 

  



119 
 

Bibliography  
 

 

Bibliography - Introduction 
 

Agence de l’eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse. (2023). Les débits d’étiage du Rhône en baisse sous l’effet du changement 
climatique. https://www.eaurmc.fr/jcms/pro_118311/fr/plaquette-les-debits-d-etiage-du-rhone-en-baisse-sous-l-eАet-
du-changement-climatique 

Agence de l’eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse & DREAL délégation du bassin Rhône Méditerranée. (2014). Etude de la 
gestion quantitative du fleuve Rhône à l’étiage. Constat et recommandations. www.eaurmc.fr/quantiterhone 

Agence de l’eau Rhône-Méditerranée. (2022). SDAGE 2022-2027. https://www.rhone-
mediterranee.eaufrance.fr/sites/sierm/Йles/content/2022-05/aermc_2022_sdage_rm_interactif_bigbang_leger.pdf 

Agence de l’eau Seine Normandie. (2022). SDAGE 2022-2027. 

AMARIS. (2019). La Zone Industrielle de Port-Jérôme—Fiche identité. https://www.amaris-villes.org/wp-
content/uploads/2019/03/AMARIS-Fiche-Identite%CC%81-LH03-Okbd.pdf 

AMARIS. (2020, September). Plateforme Lyon Vallée de la Chimie—Fiche Identité. https://www.amaris-villes.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/09/VDC-Fiche-Identite%CC%81.pdf 

Anantharaman, M. (2023). Recycling class: The contradictions of inclusion in urban sustainability. The MIT Press. 

Arab, N., & Crague, G. (2023). Une gouvernance métropolitaine de la réindustrialisation. Les enseignements du projet 
de mutation de la Vallée de la Chimie lyonnaise. Géographie, économie, société, 25(2–3), 269–291. 
https://doi.org/10.3166/ges.2023.0013 

Arambourou, H., Ferrière, S., & Oliu-Barton, M. (2024). Prélèvements et consommations d’eau: Quels enjeux et usagesࣟ? 
(No. 136; p. 16). France Stratégie. https://www.strategie.gouv.fr/sites/strategie.gouv.fr/Йles/atoms/Йles/fs-2024-
na_136_enjeux_et_usages_de_leau_avril.pdf 

ARS Rhône-Alpes. (2025, January 30). PFAS, ce qu’il faut savoir. https://www.auvergne-rhone-alpes.ars.sante.fr/pfas-
ce-quil-faut-savoir 

Baldwin, E., McCord, P., Dell’Angelo, J., & Evans, T. (2018). Collective action in a polycentric water governance 
system. Environmental Policy and Governance, 28(4), 212–222. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1810 

Banzet, E. (2012, July 27). En Normandie, une usine du groupe Servier à l’origine d’une pollution de l’eau. Le Monde. 
https://www.lemonde.fr/planete/article/2012/07/27/une-usine-du-groupe-servier-a-l-origine-d-une-pollution-de-l-
eau_1739196_3244.html 

Barbier, R., Barreteau, O., & Breton, C. (2007). Gestion de la rareté de l’eau: Entre application négociée du décret 
sécheresse et émergence d’arrangements locaux. Ingénieries eau-agriculture-territoires, (50), p-3. 

Barone, S. (2025). The state against the environment? Water management and the regulation of tensions between 
sectoral policies in France. Environmental Policy and Governance, 35(1), 3–12. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.2121 

Barone, S., & Mayaux, P.-L. (2019). Les politiques de l’eau. LGDJ-Lextenso. 

Barraqué, B. (1995). Les Politiques De L’eau En Europe. Revue Française de Science Politique, 45(3), 420–453. 



120 
 

Barraqué, B. (2021). La gestion de l’eau comme un bien commun et sa diГcile application en France. Administration 
(Revue de l’association Du Corps Préfectoral et Des Hauts Fonctionnaires Du Ministère de l’Intérieur), 269. 

Barreteau, O., Giband, D., Schoon, M., Cerceau, J., DeClerck, F., Ghiotti, S., James, T., Masterson, V. A., Mathevet, R., 
Rode, S., Ricci, F., & Therville, C. (2016). Bringing together social-ecological system and territoire concepts to explore 
nature-society dynamics. Ecology and Society, 21(4), art42. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-08834-210442 

Béal, V. (2016). La modernisation écologique. Quelle théorie pour quel changement social? Guide Des Humanités 
Environnementales, Presses Universitaires Du Septentrion. 

Bécot, R. (2020). «ௗC’est la réaction des populations qui intéresse l’État en premier lieuௗ» Renaud Bécot, historien, 
étudie les rapports entre les hauts fonctionnaires et les industriels. Revue itinérante d’enquête et de critique sociale, 13(1), 
81–85. https://doi.org/10.3917/rz.013.0081 

Bécot, R., & Naour, G. L. (2023). Vivre et lutter dans un monde toxique: Violence environnementale et santé à l’âge du 
pétrole (p. 466). Éditions du Seuil. https://shs.hal.science/halshs-04190164 

Berne, A. (2023a). L’eau en Normandie Enjeux d’une gestion durable de la ressource. CESER Normandie. 

Bethemont, J. (1999). Les grands fleuves, entre Nature et société. Armand Colin. 

Blowers, A. (2000). Ecological and political modernisation: The challenge for planning. Town Planning Review, 71(4), 
371. https://doi.org/10.3828/tpr.71.4.g1h1n51x037157t2 

Boiral, O. (2007). Corporate Greening through ISO 14001: A Rational Myth? Organization Science, 18(1), 127–146. 
https://doi.org/10.1287/orsc.1060.0224 

Bonnaud, L. (2011). De la catastrophe de Feyzin (1966) à l’explosion d’AZF (2001): La naissance du métier d’inspecteur 
des installations classéesௗ? Annales des Mines - Responsabilité et environnement, 62(2), 35–42. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/re.062.0035 

Bonnefous, B. (2023, November 9). L’Etat cible 183 territoires pour sa politique industrielle. Le Monde. 
https://www.lemonde.fr/economie/article/2023/11/09/l-etat-cible-183-territoires-pour-sa-politique-
industrielle_6199188_3234.html 

Borraz, O. (2007). Governing Standards: The Rise of Standardization Processes in France and in the EU. Governance, 
20(1), 57–84. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2007.00344.x 

Bouleau, G., & Fernandez, S. (2012). La Seine, le Rhône et la Garonne: Trois grands Мeuves et trois représentations 
scientiЙques. In D. Gautier & T. Benjaminsen (Eds.), Environnement, discours et pouvoir. L’approche Political ecology 
(pp. 201–217). Editions Quae. https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02597323 

Boullet, D. (2012). La politique de l’environnement industriel en France (1960-1990): Pouvoirs publics et patronat face 
à une diversiЙcation des enjeux et des acteurs. Vingtième Siècle. Revue d’histoire, n° 113(1), 155–168. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/vin.113.0155 

Bourhis, J.-P. L., & Lascoumes, P. (2014). En guise de conclusion / Les résistances aux instruments de gouvernement: 
Essai d’inventaire et de typologie des pratiques. In L’instrumentation de l’action publique (pp. 493–520). Presses de 
Sciences Po. https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.halpe.2014.01.0493 

Brullot, S., Junqua, G., & Zuindeau, B. (2017). Écologie industrielle et territoriale à l’heure de la transition écologique 
et sociale de l’économie. Revue d’Économie Régionale & Urbaine, 5. https://www-cairn-info.acces-
distant.sciencespo.fr/revue-d-economie-regionale-et-urbaine-2017-5-page-771.htm 

Brunier, S., & Pilmis, O. (2020). La règle et le rapporteur. Presses des Mines. https://sciencespo.hal.science/hal-
02529589 



121 
 

Calvo-Mendieta, I., & Scarwell, H.-J. (2008). Chapitre 2. Acteurs de l’eau et gouvernance de l’eau ? In C. Kergomard & 
R. Laganier (Eds.), Environnement et gouvernance des territoires: Enjeux, expériences, et perspectives en région Nord-Pas de 
Calais (pp. 205–241). Presses universitaires du Septentrion. https://doi.org/10.4000/books.septentrion.15717 

Carré, C., & Marcovitch, D. (2024). Le principe de solidarité dans les politiques françaises de l’eau: Originalité, 
fonctionnement et fragilités. Cybergeo: European Journal of Geography. https://doi.org/10.4000/cybergeo.40885 

Catoire, B., & Lecornu, J. (1972). L’alimentation en eau des zones industrielles de Port-Jérome et du Havre. La Houille 
Blanche, 58(2–3), 119–129. https://doi.org/10.1051/lhb/1972007 

Dantec, R., & Roux, J.-Y. (2019). Rapport d’information  au nom de la délégation sénatoriale à la prospective (1) sur 
l’adaptation de la France aux dérèglements climatiques à l’horizon 2050, (No. 511). Sénat. 

David, P.-Y., Meire, B., Pennequin, D., Jallais, N., Bault, V., Idee, E., Albinet, R., & Belbeze, S. (2020). Fonctionnement 
de l’hydro-système, interactions et cheminements des eaux naturelles et de la n-nitrosomorpholine dans le secteur de la 
Faille de Lillebonne—Fécamp (76)—Volet hydrogéologique (No. BRGM/RP-69139-FR). 
https://infoterre.brgm.fr/rapports/RP-69139-FR.pdf 

Davidson, D. J. (2019). Exnovating for a renewable energy transition. Nature Energy, 4(4), 254–256. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-019-0369-3 

Davidson, S. L., & de Loë, R. C. (2014). Watershed Governance: Transcending Boundaries. 7(2). 

de Jong, L., Veldwisch, G. J., Melsen, L. A., & Boelens, R. (2024). Making Rivers, Producing Futures: The Rise of an 
Eco-Modern River Imaginary in Dutch Climate Change Adaptation. Water, 16(4), Article 4. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/w16040598 

European Environment Agency. (2024). Europe’s state of water 2024: The need for improved water resilience. 
Publications OГce. https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2800/02236 

Feola, G., Vincent, O., & Moore, D. (2021). (Un)making in sustainability transformation beyond capitalism. Global 
Environmental Change, 69, 102290. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2021.102290 

Fisson, C. (2017). Industrialisation de l’estuaire de la Seine: Quel héritage pour la qulaité des eauxࣟ? GIP Seine Aval 
(Fascicule Seine-Aval). https://www.seine-aval.fr/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/3-6-Dvpt-industriel-et-
qualit%C3%A9-des-eaux.pdf 

Fisson, C. (2023). La contamination chimique des sédiments de l’estuaire de la Seine: Etat des lieux et enjeux de la gestion 
(Fascicule Seine-Aval). GIP Seine Aval. https://www.seine-aval.fr/publication/fasc-contamination-chimique-sediments/ 

Fressoz, J.-B. (2011). Le décret de 1810: La libéralisation des «ௗchoses environnantesௗ»: Annales des Mines - 
Responsabilité et environnement, N° 62(2), 16–22. https://doi.org/10.3917/re.062.0016 

Ghiotti, S. (2006). Les Territoires de l’eau et la décentralisation. La gouvernance de bassin versant ou les limites d’une 
évidence. Développement durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie, Dossier 6. 
https://doi.org/10.4000/developpementdurable.1742 

Gilbert, C., & Henry, E. (2012). DeЙning Social Problems: Tensions between Discreet Compromise and Publicity. 
Revue française de sociologie, 53(1), 35–59. 

Grimonprez, B. (2022). Méga-bassines: Aux sources d’un conМit pour l’eau. Analyse Opinion Critique. 
https://hal.science/hal-03670851 

Guitton-Boussion, J. (2023, July 17). Loi Industrie verte: Les contre-projets de la gauche. Reporterre. 
https://reporterre.net/Loi-Industrie-verte-les-contre-projets-de-la-gauche 



122 
 

Hajer, M. A. (1995). The Politics of Environmental Discourse: Ecological Modernization and the Policy Process. 
Clarendon Press. 

Halpern, C., & Galès, P. L. (2011). Pas d’action publique autonome sans instruments propres: Analyse comparée et 
longitudinale des politiques environnementales et urbaines de l’Union européenne. Revue française de science politique, 
61(1), 51–78. https://doi.org/10.3917/rfsp.611.0051 

Halpern, C., Lascoumes, P., & Le Galès, P. (2022). Instrument de politique publique. In M. Benzerafa-Alilat, D. 
Lamarque, & G. Orange (Eds.), Encyclopédie du management public (pp. 394–397). Institut de la gestion publique et 
du développement économique. https://doi.org/10.4000/books.igpde.16313 

HAROPA. (2023). L’association SOCRATE, pour faire de l’axe Seine un territoire décarbonéࣟ! 
https://www.haropaport.com/fr/actualites/lassociation-socrate-pour-faire-de-laxe-seine-un-territoire-decarbone 

Hölscher, K., Wittmayer, J. M., & Loorbach, D. (2018). Transition versus transformation: What’s the diАerence? 
Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 27, 1–3. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2017.10.007 

Howarth, W. (2009). Cost recovery for water services and the polluter pays principle. ERA Forum, 10(4), 565–587. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12027-009-0134-3 

Idee, E., Jallais, N., Meire, B., David, P.-Y., Bault, V., Malcuit, E., & Paquet, F. (2020). Etude préalable à la définition de 
volumes prélevables pour le SAGE de la vallée du Commerce. Etat des connaissances géologiques et hydrogéologiques—
Acquisition de données complémentaires. No. BRGM/RP-69580-FR. BRGM. 

JasanoА, S. (1998). The Fifth Branch. Harvard University Press. https://www.hup.harvard.edu/books/9780674300620 

La Fabrique de l’industrie. (n.d.). La désindustrialisation en France et en Europe. La Fabrique de l’industrie. Retrieved 
July 4, 2024, from https://www.la-fabrique.fr/fr/thematique/desindustrialisation-france-europe/ 

Larrue, C. (2002). La gestion de l’eau: À la croisée des politiques publiques et des territoires (Water management, between 
public policies and territories). Bulletin de l'Association de géographes français, 2002, vol. 79, no 1, p. 67-77. 
https://doi.org/10.3406/bagf.2002.2258 

Lascoumes, P. (1994). L’éco-pouvoir, environnements et politiques. La Découverte. 

Lascoumes, P., & Le Gales, P. (2007). Introduction: Understanding Public Policy through Its Instruments—From the 
Nature of Instruments to the Sociology of Public Policy Instrumentation. Governance, 20(1), 1–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2007.00342.x 

Legrand, D. (2024). Eau et industrie: Quelles pistes pour améliorer la gestion de l’eau par l’industrie en France ? Annales 
des Mines - Responsabilité & environnement, 114(2), 20–26. https://doi.org/10.3917/re1.114.0020 

Legrand, D., & Bourgeaux, J. (2023). Comment réindustrialiser les territoiresࣟ? [Mémoire du corps des mines]. Mines 
Paris - PSL. 

Lemaistre, M. (2024, July 17). Grand format. ExxonMobil, 90 ans d’histoire dans la zone industrielle de Port-Jérôme: Et 
aprèsௗ? 76actu. https://actu.fr/normandie/port-jerome-sur-seine_76476/exxonmobil-90-ans-d-histoire-dans-la-zone-
industrielle-de-port-jerome_61338982.html 

Li, T. M. (2007). The will to improve: Governmentality, development, and the practice of politics. duke university Press. 

Lo, C. W.-H., Liu, N., Pang, X., & Li, P. H. Y. (2020). Unpacking the complexity of environmental regulatory 
governance in a globalizing world: A critical review for research agenda setting. Journal of Environmental Policy & 
Planning, 22(5), 594–607. https://doi.org/10.1080/1523908X.2020.1767550 

Loi n° 2023-973 Du 23 Octobre 2023 Relative à l’Industrie Verte (1), 2023-973 (2023). 



123 
 

Lorek, S., & Fuchs, D. (2013). Strong sustainable consumption governance – precondition for a degrowth path? 
Journal of Cleaner Production, 38, 36–43. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2011.08.008 

Marette, S. S., Plavinet, J.-P., & Crespi, J. M. (2006). La politique communautaire dans le domaine de l’eau et 
l’application du principe pollueur-payeur en France. In Les politiques de l’eau: Grands principes et réalités locales. Presses 
de l’Université du Québec. https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02823221 

Molle, F., Gautier, D., & Benjaminsen, T. (2011). La gestion de l’eau et les apports d’une approche par la political 
ecology. In Environnement, discours et pouvoir: L’approche political ecology. Editions Quae, pp. 219–240. 

Moretti, G. (2021). In Les Veines de la Terre, une anthologie des bassins-versants. Éditions Wildproject. 
https://wildproject.org/livres/les-veines-de-la-terre 

Morrison, T. H., Adger, W. N., Brown, K., Lemos, M. C., Huitema, D., Phelps, J., Evans, L., Cohen, P., Song, A. M., 
Turner, R., Quinn, T., & Hughes, T. P. (2019). The black box of power in polycentric environmental governance. 
Global Environmental Change, 57, 101934. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101934 

Muller, M. (2015). The “Nexus” As a Step Back Towards a More Coherent Water Resource Management Paradigm. 8(1). 

Naour, G. L. (2024). Développer de nouveaux savoirs pour en Йnir avec «ௗl’acceptabilité socialeௗ» des risques 
industriels. Questions de communication, 45, 173–190. https://doi.org/10.4000/11wxa 

Noel, J., Lazzarini, Z., Robaina, K., & Vendrame, A. (2017). Alcohol industry self-regulation: Who is it really 
protecting? Addiction, 112(S1), 57–63. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.13433 

Observatoire des Territoires d’Industrie. (2024). Du Havre à Vernon, l’Industrie en scène. https://www.la-
fabrique.fr/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/du-havre-au-vernon.pdf 

OECD. (2021). Boîte à outils pour des politiques et la gouvernance de l’eau: Converger vers la Recommandation du 
Conseil de l’OCDE sur l’eau. OECD. https://doi.org/10.1787/e867acbb-fr 

Ostrom, E. (1990). Governing the commons: The evolution of institutions for collective action. Cambridge University 
Press. 

Özerol, G., Vinke-de Kruijf, J., Brisbois, M. C., Flores, C. C., Deekshit, P., Girard, C., Knieper, C., Mirnezami, S. J., 
Ortega-Reig, M., Ranjan, P., Schröder, N. J. S., & Schröter, B. (2018). Comparative studies of water governance: A 
systematic review. Ecology and Society, 23(4). https://www.jstor.org/stable/26796888 

Pahl-Wostl, C., & Knieper, C. (2014). The capacity of water governance to deal with the climate change adaptation 
challenge: Using fuzzy set Qualitative Comparative Analysis to distinguish between polycentric, fragmented and 
centralized regimes. Global Environmental Change, 29, 139–154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.09.003 

Palierse, C. (2024, January 26). Nouvelle avancée dans la réutilisation des eaux usées. Les Echos. 
https://www.lesechos.fr/industrie-services/energie-environnement/nouvelle-avancee-dans-la-reutilisation-des-eaux-
usees-2071974 

Paquerot, S. (2017). La résurgence du concept de bien(s) commun(s) et ses signiЙcations. . In Ecologie politique de l’eau. 
Hermann. 

Paysages et histoire des îles et lônes du Rhône. (n.d.). SMIRIL. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from 
https://www.smiril.fr/paysages-et-histoire-des-iles-et-lones-du-rhone/ 

Perrot, P., & Pilato, R. (2023). La gestion de l’eau pour les activités économiques (No. 1455). Assemblée Nationale. 
https://www.assemblee-nationale.fr/dyn/16/rapports/cion-eco/l16b1455_rapport-information.pdf 

Qu’est-ce qu’un SAGEࣟ? (n.d.). Gest’eau. Retrieved July 4, 2024, from https://www.gesteau.fr/presentation/sage 



124 
 

Réseau Action Climat, & ADEME. (2024). La France face au changement climatique: Toutes les régions impactées (No. 
79° 56 03 E). 

Richard, S., & Rieu, T. (2008). Une approche historique de la gouvernance pour éclairer la gestion concertée de l’eau en 
France. Communication au XXIIIème Congrès mondial de l’eau de l’IWRA, Montpellier  

Roustan, M., & Grasmick, A. (2015). Usages de l’eau pour l’industrie. In L’eau à découvert. CNRS Éditions; 
https://doi.org/10.4000/books.editionscnrs.9746 

Roux, T. L. (2021, November 28). Le risque industriel sans eАort (as soon as possible). Terrestres. 
https://www.terrestres.org/2021/11/28/du-risque-industriel-cles-en-mains-as-soon-as-possible/ 

SAFEGE. (2015). SAGE Vallée du Commerce. 
https://www.gesteau.fr/sites/default/Йles/gesteau/content_Йles/document/pagd_sage_commerce_14_10_2015.pdf 

Salvetti, M. (2024). Panorama  du financement global  de la politique  de l’eau en France  métropolitaine. Cercle Français 
de l’Eau. https://www.cerclefrancaisdeleau.fr/2024/11/20/cp_04042023-2-2/ 

Salvetti, M., & Canneva, G. (2017). Water Sector Regulation in France: A Complex Multi-Model and Multi-Level 
Regulatory Framework. In The Political Economy of Local Regulation (pp. 205–218). 

Sanchez Trancon, D., & LeМaive, X. (2024). The implementation of the Polluter Pays principle in the context of the Water 
Framework Directive (No. 238; OECD Environment Working Papers, Vol. 238). OECD. 
https://doi.org/10.1787/699601fc-en 

Sanseverino-Godfrin, V. (2015). Le contrôle des installations classées: Une relation négociée entre le «ௗcontrôleurௗ» et le 
«ௗcontrôléௗ»ௗ? Riseoࣟ: risques études et observations, 2. 

Schröder, N. J. S. (2018). The lens of polycentricity: Identifying polycentric governance systems illustrated through 
examples from the Йeld of water governance. Environmental Policy and Governance, 28(4), 236–251. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1812 

Snyder, G. (2020, September 2). Accéder au bassin-versant. Terrestres. https://www.terrestres.org/2020/09/02/acceder-
au-bassin-versant/ 

Suhardiman, D., Nicol, A., & Mapedza, E. (Eds.). (2017). Water governance and collective action: Multi-scale challenges. 
Routledge. 

Swyngedouw, E. (1999). Modernity and Hybridity: Nature, Regeneracionismo, and the Production of the Spanish 
Waterscape, 1890–1930. Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 89(3), 443–465. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/0004-5608.00157 

Swyngedouw, E. (2018). Promises of the political: Insurgent cities in a post-political environment. The MIT Press. 

Thiel, A. (2023). Polycentric Governing and Polycentric Governance. In F. Gadinger & J. A. Scholte (Eds.), 
Polycentrism: How Governing Works Today (p. 0). Oxford University Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780192866837.003.0005 

Trottier, J. (2023). Le partage des ressources en eau entre coopération, conМictualité et concurrence des imaginaires. La 
revue internationale et stratégique, 131, 107–116. https://doi.org/10.3917/ris.131.0107 

Vergote, M. H., & Petit, S. (2016). Du futur à aujourd’hui, mettre la gestion de l’eau sous tension. Développement 
durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie, 7(2). 

Vigneau, L., & Adams, C. A. (2023). The failure of transparency as self-regulation. Sustainability Accounting, 
Management and Policy Journal, 14(4), 852–876. https://doi.org/10.1108/SAMPJ-01-2022-0051 



125 
 

Woodhouse, P., & Muller, M. (2017). Water Governance—An Historical Perspective on Current Debates. World 
Development, 92, 225–241. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.11.014. 

Zwarteveen, M., Kemerink-Seyoum, J. S., Kooy, M., Evers, J., Guerrero, T. A., Batubara, B., Biza, A., Boakye-Ansah, A., 
Faber, S., Cabrera Flamini, A., Cuadrado-Quesada, G., Fantini, E., Gupta, J., Hasan, S., ter Horst, R., Jamali, H., 
Jaspers, F., Obani, P., Schwartz, K., … Wesselink, A. (2017). Engaging with the politics of water governance. WIREs 
Water, 4(6), e1245. https://doi.org/10.1002/wat2.1245 

 

 

  



126 
 

Bibliography – Chapter 1  
 

Agence de l’eau Rhône-Méditerranée-Corse. (2023). Plan de bassin d’adaptation au changement climatique pour le 
bassin Rhône-Méditerranée. https://www.eaurmc.fr/jcms/pro_124922/fr/plan-de-bassin-d-adaptation-au-changement-
climatique-pour-le-bassin-rhone-mediterranee 

Agence de l’eau Seine-Normandie. (2023, October). Stratégie Adaptation au Changement Climatique sur le bassin 
Seine-Normandie. https://www.calameo.com/agence-de-l-eau-seine-normandie/read/004001913d83a4950a1db 

Arambourou, H., Ferrière, S., & Oliu-Barton, M. (2024). Prélèvements et consommations d’eau: Quels enjeux et usagesࣟ? 
(No. 136; p. 16). France Stratégie. 

Bafoil, F. (2024). L’eau perdue, la confiance aussiࣟ? https://sciencespo.hal.science/hal-04569942 

Baker, K. S., & Mayernik, M. S. (2020). Disentangling knowledge production and data production. Ecosphere, 11(7), 
e03191. https://doi.org/10.1002/ecs2.3191 

Barbier, R., Barreteau, O., & Breton, C. (2007). Gestion de la rareté de l’eau: Entre application négociée du décret 
sécheresse et émergence d’arrangements locaux. Ingénieries eau-agriculture-territoires, 50. 

Barbier, R., Riaux, J., & Barreteau, O. (2010). Science réglementaire et démocratie technique: RéМexion à partir de la 
gestion des pénuries d’eau. Natures Sciences Sociétés, 18(1), 14–23. https://doi.org/10.1051/nss/2010004 

Barreteau, O., Leenhardt, D., & Voltz, M. (2020). Des outils et des méthodes à articuler pour une gestion coordonnée 
de l’eau. In L’eau en milieu agricole: Outils et méthodes pour une gestion intégrée et territoriale (pp. 271–278). Éditions 
Quæ. https://books.openedition.org/quae/37645 

Benford. (1987). Framing activity, meaning, and social movement participation: The nuclear disarmament movement 
[The University of Texas]. 
https://www.proquest.com/openview/bcef5f7abc3df9b0bd0d4acbef47ac88/1?cbl=18750&diss=y&parentSessionId=
%2BZNfWrdmcsjolXDABlN4F9w21pzfJ9FxDe6tgmF3f%2FA%3D&pq-origsite=gscholar&accountid=13739 

Benford, R. D., & Snow, D. A. (2000). Framing Processes and Social Movements: An Overview and Assessment. 
Annual Review of Sociology, 26, 611–639. 

Boudia, S., & and Jas, N. (2007). Introduction: Risk and ‘Risk Society’ in Historical Perspective. History and 
Technology, 23(4), 317–331. https://doi.org/10.1080/07341510701527393 

Bouleau, G., & Fernandez, S. (2012). La Seine, le Rhône et la Garonne: Trois grands Мeuves et trois représentations 
scientiЙques. In D. Gautier & T. Benjaminsen (Eds.), Environnement, discours et pouvoir. L’approche Political ecology 
(pp. 201–217). Quae. https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02597323 

Bourhis, J.-P. L. (2003). Complexité et trajectoires d’apprentissage dans l’action publique.: Les instruments de gestion 
durable des ressources en eau en France et au Royaume-Uni. Revue internationale de politique comparée, 10(2), 161–
175. https://doi.org/10.3917/ripc.102.0161 

Bourhis, J.-P. L., & Lascoumes, P. (2014). En guise de conclusion / Les résistances aux instruments de gouvernement: 
Essai d’inventaire et de typologie des pratiques. In L’instrumentation de l’action publique (pp. 493–520). Presses de 
Sciences Po. https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.halpe.2014.01.0493 

BRLi. (2014). Etude de la Gestion Quantitative du Fleuve Rhône à l’étiage, princpaux résultats. Agence de l’eau Rhône 
Méditerranée Corse - DREAL. 

Calvo-Mendieta, I. (2015). 19. Les conМits d’usage autour de l’eau. In A. Euzen, C. Jeandel, & R. Mosseri (Eds.), L’eau 
à découvert (pp. 196–197). CNRS Éditions. https://doi.org/10.4000/books.editionscnrs.9970 



127 
 

Catoire, B., & Lecornu, J. (1972). L’alimentation en eau des zones industrielles de Port-Jérome et du Havre. La Houille 
Blanche, 58(2–3), 119–129. https://doi.org/10.1051/lhb/1972007 

Cefaï, D. (1996). La construction des problèmes publics. Définitions de situations dans des arènes publiques. Réseaux. 
Communication-Technologie-Société, 14(75), 43-66. https://doi.org/10.3406/reso.1996.3684. 

Crespin, R., & Ferron, B. (2017). Un scandale à la recherche de son public: La construction médiatique du problème de 
la «ௗpollution de l’air intérieurௗ» en France (1995-2015). Politiques de communication, N° 7(2), 151–181. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/pdc.007.0151 

Davidson, D. J. (2019). Exnovating for a renewable energy transition. Nature Energy, 4(4), 254–256. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-019-0369-3 

Farinetti, A. (2017). La protection de la qualité de l’eau: Des valeurs sociales aux valeurs chiАrées. Les Cahiers de la 
Justice, 1(1), 143–157. https://doi.org/10.3917/cdlj.1701.0143 

Fisson, C., & Seine-Aval, G. (2014). Qualité des eaux de l’estuaire de la Seine. 

Gardon, S., Gautier, A., & Le Naour, G. (2020a). Chapitre 10  & 11: L’instrumentation de l’action publique & 
incertitude. In La santé globale au prisme de l’analyse des politiques publiques (pp. 91–98). Éditions Quæ. 
https://books.openedition.org/quae/36650 

Gardon, S., Gautier, A., & Le Naour, G. (2020b). Chapitre 11—L’action publique au temps de l’incertitude et de 
l’ignorance scientiЙques. Savoirs, sciences et expertise en actions. In La santé globale au prisme de l’analyse des politiques 
publiques (pp. 99–106). Éditions Quæ. https://books.openedition.org/quae/36655 

Garin, P., & Rinaudo, J. D. (2002). Savoirs profanes et expertise en débat pour une planiЙcation concertée de la gestion 
de l’eau. Sociologies Pratiques, 7 : Pratiques et Interventions des sciences sociales dans la gestion des problèmes 
environnementaux, 96–116. 

Gilbert, C., & Henry, E. (2012). DeЙning Social Problems: Tensions between Discreet Compromise and Publicity. 
Revue française de sociologie, 53(1), 35–59. 

Grandjean, P. (2013). Science for Precautionary Decision-Making. Late Lessons from Early Warnings: Science, 
Precaution, Innovation, 517–535. 

Grimonprez, B. (2022). Méga-bassinesௗ»: Aux sources d’un conМit pour l’eau. Analyse Opinion Critique. 
https://hal.science/hal-03670851 

Hecht, G. (2004). Le rayonnement de la France: Énergie nucléaire et identité nationale après la seconde guerre mondiale 
(La Découverte). https://cir.nii.ac.jp/crid/1130000798362667392 

Henry, E. (2007). Amiante: Un scandale improbable. Sociologie d’un problème public (Res Publica). 

Henry, E. (2021). La fabrique des non‐problèmes. Ou comment éviter que la politique s’en mêle. Presses de Sciences Po. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.henry.2021.01 

Horel. (2023, February 23). Révélations sur la contamination massive de l’Europe par les PFAS, ces polluants éternels. 
Le Monde. https://www.lemonde.fr/les-decodeurs/article/2023/02/23/revelations-sur-la-contamination-massive-de-l-
europe-par-les-pfas-ces-polluants-eternels_6162940_4355770.html 

JasanoА, S. (1998). The Fifth Branch. Harvard University Press. https://www.hup.harvard.edu/books/9780674300620 

King, A. (1985). Agendas, Alternatives, and Public Policies. Journal of Public Policy, 5(2), 281–283. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0143814X00003068 

Lascoumes, P. (2012). L’action publique environnementale. Presses universitaires de France. 80–122. 



128 
 

Lascoumes, P., & Le Gales, P. (2007). Introduction: Understanding Public Policy through Its Instruments—From the 
Nature of Instruments to the Sociology of Public Policy Instrumentation. Governance, 20(1), 1–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2007.00342.x 

Lemerle, P. (2025a, February 5). PerМuorés: Le point sur les aАaires judiciaires au sud de Lyon. Rue89 Lyon. 
https://www.rue89lyon.fr/2025/02/05/perМuores-les-10-aАaires-judiciaires-sur-arkema-et-daikin/ 

Liboiron, M. (2021). Pollution Is Colonialism. Duke University Press. 

Liziard, S., Barbier, R., & Fernandez, S. (2020). Réglementer au plus près des territoires: Le cas de la ressource en eau en 
France. VertigO - la revue électronique en sciences de l’environnement, Volume 20 Numéro 1. 
https://doi.org/10.4000/vertigo.28057 

Marquet, V. (2014). Les voies émergentes de l’adaptation au changement climatique dans la gestion de l’eau en France et 
au Québec: Mise en visibilité et espaces de définition [These de doctorat, Bordeaux]. https://theses.fr/2014BORD0371 

Méral, P., Castellanet, C., & Lapeyre, R. (2008). La gestion concertée des ressources naturelles L’épreuve du temps. 
Karthala. https://www.researchgate.net/proЙle/Philippe-
Meral/publication/309536805_La_gestion_concertee_des_ressources_naturelles_l'epreuve_du_temps/links/58580ece
08ae64cb3d47e67e/La-gestion-concertee-des-ressources-naturelles-lepreuve-du-temps.pdf#page=87 

Molle, F. (2011). La gestion de l’eau et les apports d’une approche par la political ecology. In Environnement, discours et 
pouvoir: L’approche political ecology. Editions Quae, pp. 219–240. 

Naour, G. L. (2024). Développer de nouveaux savoirs pour en Йnir avec «ௗl’acceptabilité socialeௗ» des risques 
industriels. Questions de communication, 45, 173–190. https://doi.org/10.4000/11wxa 

Notre AАaire à Tous. (2024, June 4). Bien vivre à Pierre-Bénite, PFAS contre terre et Notre AАaire à Tous, demandent 
l’annulation et la suspension par la justice de l’extension de l’activité PFAS de Daikin. Notre Affaire à Tous. 
https://notreaАaireatous.org/bien-vivre-a-pierre-benite-pfas-contre-terre-et-notre-aАaire-a-tous-demandent-
lannulation-et-la-suspension-par-la-justice-de-lextension-de-lactivite-pfas-de-daikin/ 

Padioleau, J. G. (1982). L’État au concret. Presses universitaires de France. 
https://cir.nii.ac.jp/crid/1130000793898469632 

Riaux, J., Barbier, R., & Barreteau, O. (2009). Construire et argumenter des enjeux de vulnérabilité en comité 
sécheresse. In Risques et environnement: Recherches interdisciplinaires sur la vulnérabilité des sociétés (pp. 75–87). 
L’Harmattan. https://hal.science/hal-00615480 

Richard-Ferroudji, A. (2008). L'appropriation des dispositifs de gestion locale et participative de l'eau. Composer avec une 
pluralité de valeurs, d'objectifs et d'attachements (Doctoral dissertation, Doctorat de l'Ecole des Hautes Etudes en 
Sciences Sociales, Spécialité: Sociologie, EHESS, Paris). 

Robert, C. (2008). Expertise et action publique. In Politiques publiques. 1, La France dans la gouvernance européenne 
(Presses de Sciences Po, pp. 309–335). 

Sanchez Tranchon, & LeМaive. (2024). The implementation of the Polluter Pays principle in the context of the Water 
Framework Directive (OECD Environment Working Papers No. 238; OECD Environment Working Papers, Vol. 238). 
https://doi.org/10.1787/699601fc-en 

Tous, N. A. à. (2024, June 4). Bien vivre à Pierre-Bénite, PFAS contre terre et Notre AАaire à Tous, demandent 
l’annulation et la suspension par la justice de l’extension de l’activité PFAS de Daikin. Notre Affaire à Tous. 
https://notreaАaireatous.org/bien-vivre-a-pierre-benite-pfas-contre-terre-et-notre-aАaire-a-tous-demandent-
lannulation-et-la-suspension-par-la-justice-de-lextension-de-lactivite-pfas-de-daikin/ 



129 
 

Vergote, M. H., & Petit, S. (2016). Du futur à aujourd’hui, mettre la gestion de l’eau sous tension. Développement 
durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie, 7(2). 

Vlassopoulou, C.-A. (2007). Protection de l’environnement où protection du pollueurࣟ? L’emprise des industriels sur la 
politique antipollution. Dalloz. https://shs.hal.science/halshs-00361272 

Woodhouse, P., & Muller, M. (2017). Water Governance—An Historical Perspective on Current Debates. World 
Development, 92, 225–241. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.11.014 

Zoeller, R. T., & Vandenberg, L. N. (2015). Assessing dose–response relationships for endocrine disrupting chemicals 
(EDCs): A focus on non-monotonicity. Environmental Health, 14(1), 42. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12940-015-0029-4 

 

 

  



130 
 

Bibliography – Chapter 2  
 

Aguilera, T. (2012). Gouverner les illégalismes: Les politiques urbaines face aux squats à Paris. Gouvernement et action 
publique, 1(3), 101–124. https://doi.org/10.3917/gap.123.0101 

AIDA. (2018). Chiffres clé de l’Inspection. https://aida.ineris.fr/inspection-icpe/inspection-installations-
classees/presentation/chiАres-cle-linspection 

ANSES. (2012). Avis de l’Agence nationale de sécurité sanitaire de l’alimentation, de l’environnement et du travail relatif 
à l’évaluation des risques sanitaires liés à la présence de N-nitrosomorpholine dans l’eau destinée à la consommation 
humaine (Nos. 2012-SA-0172). 

Arambourou, H., Ferrière, S., & Oliu-Barton, M. (2024). Prélèvements et consommations d’eau: Quels enjeux et usagesࣟ? 
(No. 136; p. 16). France Stratégie. https://www.strategie.gouv.fr/sites/strategie.gouv.fr/Йles/atoms/Йles/fs-2024-
na_136_enjeux_et_usages_de_leau_avril.pdf 

Arrêté Du 2 Février 1998 Relatif Aux Prélèvements et à La Consommation d’eau Ainsi Qu’aux Émissions de Toute 
Nature Des Installations Classées Pour La Protection de l’environnement Soumises à Autorisation. 
https://www.legifrance.gouv.fr/codes/id/LEGISCTA000006110203?utm 

Arrêté Du 10 Novembre 2023 Fixant La Composition de La Commission Locale de l’eau Du Schéma d’Aménagement 
et de Gestion Des Eaux de La Vallée Du Commerce. (2023). 

Arrêté Ministériel Relatif Aux Mesures de Restriction, En  Période de Sécheresse, Portant Sur Le Prélèvement d’eau 
et  La Consommation d’eau Des Installations Classées Pour La  Protection de l’environnement (2024). 

Baldwin, E., McCord, P., Dell’Angelo, J., & Evans, T. (2018). Collective action in a polycentric water governance 
system. Environmental Policy and Governance, 28(4), 212–222. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1810 

Barbier, R., Barreteau, O., & Breton, C. (2007). Gestion de la rareté de l’eau: Entre application négociée du décret 
sécheresse et émergence d’arrangements locaux. Ingénieries eau-agriculture-territoires, (50), p-3. 

Barone, S. (2018). L’impunité environnementale. L’État entre gestion diАérentielle des illégalismes et désinvestissement 
global. Champ pénal/Penal field, Vol. XV, Article Vol. XV. https://doi.org/10.4000/champpenal.9947 

Barone, S. (2025). The state against the environment? Water management and the regulation of tensions between 
sectoral policies in France. Environmental Policy and Governance, 35(1), 3–12. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.2121 

Barone, S., & Mayaux, P.-L. (2019). Les politiques de l’eau. LGDJ-Lextenso. 

Bécot, R., & Naour, G. L. (2023). Vivre et lutter dans un monde toxique: Violence environnementale et santé à l’âge du 
pétrole (p. 466). Éditions du Seuil. https://shs.hal.science/halshs-04190164 

Bonnaud, L. (2011). De la catastrophe de Feyzin (1966) à l’explosion d’AZF (2001): La naissance du métier d’inspecteur 
des installations classéesௗ? Annales des Mines - Responsabilité et environnement, 62(2), 35–42. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/re.062.0035 

Borraz, O. (2007). Governing Standards: The Rise of Standardization Processes in France and in the EU. Governance, 
20(1), 57–84. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2007.00344.x 

Boudia, S., & and Jas, N. (2007). Introduction: Risk and ‘Risk Society’ in Historical Perspective. History and 
Technology, 23(4), 317–331. https://doi.org/10.1080/07341510701527393 



131 
 

Boullet, D. (2012). La politique de l’environnement industriel en France (1960-1990): Pouvoirs publics et patronat face 
à une diversiЙcation des enjeux et des acteurs. Vingtième Siècle. Revue d’histoire, n° 113(1), 155–168. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/vin.113.0155 

Bourhis, J.-P. L., & Lascoumes, P. (2014). En guise de conclusion / Les résistances aux instruments de gouvernement: 
Essai d’inventaire et de typologie des pratiques. In L’instrumentation de l’action publique (pp. 493–520). Presses de 
Sciences Po. https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.halpe.2014.01.0493 

Bpifrance. (2025, April 8). Gestion de l’eau: Face au changement climatique, la soif de l’industrie. L’ADN. 
https://www.ladn.eu/nouvelle-economie/gestion-de-leau-face-au-changement-climatique-la-soif-de-lindustrie/ 

Carré, C., & Marcovitch, D. (2024). Le principe de solidarité dans les politiques françaises de l’eau: Originalité, 
fonctionnement et fragilités. Cybergeo: European Journal of Geography. https://doi.org/10.4000/cybergeo.40885 

Chiffres clé de l’Inspection. (n.d.). INERIS. Retrieved May 7, 2025, from https://aida.ineris.fr/inspection-
icpe/inspection-installations-classees/presentation/chiАres-cle-linspection 

Cour des Comptes. (2023). Gestion des risques liés aux installations classées pour la protection de l’environnement dans le 
domaine industriel (Nos. S2023-1508). Cour des Comptes. https://www.ccomptes.fr/sites/default/Йles/2024-
01/20240201-S2023-1508-ICPE-industrielles.pdf 

Couvreur, S., Kahn, P., Herault, M.-L., & Pascal, M. (2023). Sobriété hydrique des installations classées pour la protection 
de l’environnement (Nos. 015264–01). IGEDD. 

Financer l’eau par l’eau. (n.d.). Eaufrance. Retrieved May 15, 2025, from https://www.eaufrance.fr/Йnancer-leau-par-
leau 

Fisson, C. (2017). Industrialisation de l’estuaire de la Seine: Quel héritage pour la qualité des eauxࣟ? GIP Seine Aval. 
https://www.seine-aval.fr/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/3-6-Dvpt-industriel-et-qualit%C3%A9-des-eaux.pdf 

Fressoz, J.-B. (2011a). Le décret de 1810: La libéralisation des «ௗchoses environnantesௗ»: Annales des Mines - 
Responsabilité et environnement, N° 62(2), 16–22. https://doi.org/10.3917/re.062.0016 

Gardon, S., Gautier, A., & Le Naour, G. (2020). La santé globale au prisme de l’analyse des politiques publiques. Editions 
Quae. https://doi.org/10.35690/978-2-7592-3259-8 

Ghiotti, S. (2007). Les Territoires de l’eau et la décentralisation. La gouvernance de bassin versant ou les limites d’une 
évidence. Développement durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie. 
https://doi.org/10.4000/developpementdurable.1742 

Gilbert, C., & Henry, E. (2012). DeЙning Social Problems: Tensions between Discreet Compromise and Publicity. 
Revue française de sociologie, 53(1), 35–59. 

Gunningham, N., & Rees, J. (1997). Industry Self-Regulation: An Institutional Perspective. Law & Policy, 19(4), 363–
414. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9930.t01-1-00033 

Halpern, C., Lascoumes, P., & Galès, P. L. (2014). Introduction / L’instrumentation et ses eАets débats et mises en 
perspective théoriques. In L’instrumentation de l’action publique (pp. 15–62). Presses de Sciences Po. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.halpe.2014.01.0015 

Henry, E. (2017). Ignorance scientifique et inaction publique. Les politiques de santé au travail. Les politiques de santé au 
travail. Presses de Sciences Po. https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.henry.2017.01 

Howarth, W. (2009). Cost recovery for water services and the polluter pays principle. ERA Forum, 10(4), 565–587. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12027-009-0134-3 

Lascoumes, P. (1994). L’éco-pouvoir, environnements et politiques. La Découverte. 



132 
 

Lascoumes, P., & Le Gales, P. (2007). Introduction: Understanding Public Policy through Its Instruments—From the 
Nature of Instruments to the Sociology of Public Policy Instrumentation. Governance, 20(1), 1–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0491.2007.00342.x 

Le Bourhis, J.-P. (n.d.). De la délibération à la décision: L’expérience des commissions locales de l’eau. 

Roux, T. L. (2021, November 28). Le risque industriel sans eАort (as soon as possible). Terrestres. 
https://www.terrestres.org/2021/11/28/du-risque-industriel-cles-en-mains-as-soon-as-possible/ 

Li, T. M. (2007). The will to improve: Governmentality, development, and the practice of politics. Duke university Press. 

Liboiron, M. (2021). Pollution Is Colonialism. Duke University Press. 

Liziard, S., Barbier, R., & Fernandez, S. (2020). Réglementer au plus près des territoires: Le cas de la ressource en eau en 
France. VertigO - la revue électronique en sciences de l’environnement, 20–1, Article 20–1. 
https://doi.org/10.4000/vertigo.28057 

Lo, C. W.-H., Liu, N., Pang, X., & Li, P. H. Y. (2020). Unpacking the complexity of environmental regulatory 
governance in a globalizing world: A critical review for research agenda setting. Journal of Environmental Policy & 
Planning, 22(5), 594–607. https://doi.org/10.1080/1523908X.2020.1767550 

Marette, S. S., Plavinet, J.-P., & Crespi, J. M. (2006). La politique communautaire dans le domaine de l’eau et 
l’application du principe pollueur-payeur en France. In Les politiques de l’eau: Grands principes et réalités locales. Presses 
de l’Université du Québec. https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02823221 

Marquet, V. (2014). Les voies émergentes de l’adaptation au changement climatique dans la gestion de l’eau en France et 
au Québec: Mise en visibilité et espaces de définition [Phd thesis, Université de Bordeaux]. https://theses.hal.science/tel-
01158427 

Massardier, G. (2009). La gouvernance de l’eau: Entre procédure de concertation et régulation «ௗadhocratiqueௗ». Le cas 
de la gestion de la rivière Verdon en France. VertigO - la revue électronique en sciences de l’environnement, Hors série 6. 
https://journals.openedition.org/vertigo/8993 

Maurer, S. M., & von Engelhardt, S. (2013). Industry self-governance: A new way to manage dangerous technologies. 
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, 69(3), 53–62. https://doi.org/10.1177/0096340213486126 

Métropole du Grand Lyon. (2024). Nouvelle tarification solidaire et environnementale de l’eau potable. 

Morrison, T. H., Adger, W. N., Brown, K., Lemos, M. C., Huitema, D., Phelps, J., Evans, L., Cohen, P., Song, A. M., 
Turner, R., Quinn, T., & Hughes, T. P. (2019). The black box of power in polycentric environmental governance. 
Global Environmental Change, 57, 101934. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101934 

Naour, G. L. (2024). Développer de nouveaux savoirs pour en Йnir avec «ௗl’acceptabilité socialeௗ» des risques 
industriels. Questions de communication, 45, 173–190. https://doi.org/10.4000/11wxa 

Noel, J., Lazzarini, Z., Robaina, K., & Vendrame, A. (2017). Alcohol industry self-regulation: Who is it really 
protecting? Addiction, 112(S1), 57–63. https://doi.org/10.1111/add.13433 

Ostrom, E., Stern, P. C., & Dietz, T. (2003). Water Rights in the Commons. Water Resources Impact, 5(2). 
https://www-jstor-org.acces-distant.sciencespo.fr/stable/wateresoimpa.5.2.0009 

Pasquier, R. (2012). Le pouvoir régional. Mobilisations, décentralisation et gouvernance en France. Presses de Sciences Po. 

Petit, O. (2020). Chapitre 2—Le cadre réglementaire, les acteurs et les instruments de la gestion intégrée des ressources 
en eau en France. In D. Leenhardt, M. Voltz, & O. Barreteau (Eds.), L’eau en milieu agricole: Outils et méthodes pour une 
gestion intégrée et territoriale (pp. 39–54). Éditions Quæ. https://books.openedition.org/quae/37275 



133 
 

Richard, S., & Rieu, T. (2009). Vers une gouvernance locale de l’eau en France: Analyse d’une recomposition de l’action 
publique à partir de l’expérience du schéma d’aménagement et de gestion de l’eau (SAGE) de la rivière Drôme en France. 
VertigO - la revue électronique en sciences de l’environnement, 9–1, Article 9–1. 
https://journals.openedition.org/vertigo/8306?  

SAFEGE. (2015). SAGE Vallée du Commerce. 
https://www.gesteau.fr/sites/default/Йles/gesteau/content_Йles/document/pagd_sage_commerce_14_10_2015.pdf 

Salvetti, M. (2024). Panorama  du financement global  de la politique  de l’eau en France  métropolitaine. Cercle Français 
de l’Eau. https://www.cerclefrancaisdeleau.fr/2024/11/20/cp_04042023-2-2/ 

Sanchez Trancon, D., & LeМaive, X. (2024). The implementation of the Polluter Pays principle in the context of the Water 
Framework Directive (No. 238; OECD Environment Working Papers, Vol. 238). OECD. 
https://doi.org/10.1787/699601fc-en 

Sanseverino-Godfrin, V. (2015). Le contrôle des installations classées: Une relation négociée entre le «ௗcontrôleurௗ» et le 
«ௗcontrôléௗ»ௗ? Riseoࣟ: risques études et observations, 2, 12 pages. 

Serva, O., & Panot, M. (2021). Rapport fait au nom de la commission d’enquête relative à la mainmise sur la ressource en 
eau par les intérêts privés et ses conséquences (No. 4376). Assemblée Nationale. https://www.assemblee-
nationale.fr/dyn/15/rapports/ceeau/l15b4376_rapport-enquete 

Swyngedouw, E. (2018). Promises of the political: Insurgent cities in a post-political environment. The MIT Press. 

Vaughan. (1999). Technologie à hauts risques, organisation, culture. Le cas de Challenger. Point de vue de Diane 
VAUGHAN | MSH-ALPES - Université Grenoble Alpes. https://www.msh-alpes.fr/msh-alpes/msh-alpes-et-ledition-
scientiЙque-en-shs/publications-gisrisques/technologie-hauts-risques-organisation-culture-cas-challenger-point-vue-
diane-vaughan 

Vergote, M. H., & Petit, S. (2016). Du futur à aujourd’hui, mettre la gestion de l’eau sous tension. Développement 
durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie, 7(2). 

Vigneau, L., & Adams, C. A. (2023). The failure of transparency as self-regulation. Sustainability Accounting, 
Management and Policy Journal, 14(4), 852–876. https://doi.org/10.1108/SAMPJ-01-2022-0051 

 

 

  



134 
 

Bibliography – Chapter 3  
 

ADEME. (2024). Etat des lieux de l’écologie industrielle et territoriale en France en 2024. 
https://librairie.ademe.fr/industrie-et-production-durable/7658-etat-des-lieux-de-l-ecologie-industrielle-et-territoriale-
en-france-en-2024-9791029724428.html 

Anantharaman, M. (2023). Recycling class: The contradictions of inclusion in urban sustainability. The MIT Press. 

Arambourou, H., Ferrière, S., & Oliu-Barton, M. (2024). Prélèvements et consommations d’eau: Quels enjeux et usagesࣟ? 
(No. 136; p. 16). France Stratégie. https://www.strategie.gouv.fr/sites/strategie.gouv.fr/Йles/atoms/Йles/fs-2024-
na_136_enjeux_et_usages_de_leau_avril.pdf 

Audren de Kerdrel, G., & Fontaine, A. (2024). Et si la sobriété n’était plus un choix individuel? (Les Docs de La 
Fabrique). Presses des Mines. 

Aykut, S. C., & Maertens, L. (2021). The climatization of global politics: Introduction to the special issue. 
International Politics, 58(4), 501–518. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41311-021-00325-0 

Barbier, R., Riaux, J., & Barreteau, O. (2010). Science réglementaire et démocratie technique: RéМexion à partir de la 
gestion des pénuries d’eau. Natures Sciences Sociétés, 18(1), 14–23. https://doi.org/10.1051/nss/2010004 

Barone, S. (2025). The state against the environment? Water management and the regulation of tensions between 
sectoral policies in France. Environmental Policy and Governance, 35(1), 3–12. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.2121 

Barone, S., & Mayaux, P.-L. (2019). Les politiques de l’eau. LGDJ-Lextenso. 

Bécot, R. (2020). «ௗC’est la réaction des populations qui intéresse l’État en premier lieuௗ» Renaud Bécot, historien, 
étudie les rapports entre les hauts fonctionnaires et les industriels. Revue itinérante d’enquête et de critique sociale, 13(1), 
81–85. https://doi.org/10.3917/rz.013.0081 

Bécot, R., & Naour, G. L. (2023). Vivre et lutter dans un monde toxique: Violence environnementale et santé à l’âge du 
pétrole (p. 466). Éditions du Seuil. https://shs.hal.science/halshs-04190164 

Berne, A. (2023). L’eau en Normandie, enjeux d’une gestion durable de la ressource (p. 149). CESER Normandie. 
https://ceser.normandie.fr/sites/default/Йles/2023-
06/L%27eau%20en%20Normandie%2C%20enjeux%20d%27une%20gestion%20durable_0.pdf 

Bertrand, N., Blanc, P., Cazin, P., Debrieu-Levrat, C., Kles, V., & Plante, S. (2023a). Retour d’expérience sur la gestion de 
l’eau lors de la sécheresse 2022 (p. 114). IGEDD - IGA - CGAAER. 

Bouleau, G., & Fernandez, S. (2012). La Seine, le Rhône et la Garonne: Trois grands Мeuves et trois représentations 
scientiЙques. In D. Gautier & T. Benjaminsen (Eds.), Environnement, discours et pouvoir. L’approche Political ecology 
(pp. 201–217). Editions Quae. https://hal.inrae.fr/hal-02597323 

Bowen, F., & Aragon-Correa, J. A. (2014). Greenwashing in Corporate Environmentalism Research and Practice: The 
Importance of What We Say and Do. Organization & Environment, 27(2), 107–112. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1086026614537078 

Brullot, S., Junqua, G., & Zuindeau, B. (2017). Écologie Industrielle et Territoriale à l’heure de La Transition 
Écologique et Sociale de l’économie. Revue d’Économie Régionale & Urbaine, 5. 

Bulkeley, H. (2005). ReconЙguring environmental governance: Towards a politics of scales and networks. Political 
Geography, 24(8), 875–902. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2005.07.002 



135 
 

Bulkeley, H., & Kern, K. (2006). Local Government and the Governing of Climate Change in Germany and the UK. 
Urban Studies, 43(12), 2237–2259. https://doi.org/10.1080/00420980600936491 

Catoire, B., & Lecornu, J. (1972). L’alimentation en eau des zones industrielles de Port-Jérome et du Havre. La Houille 
Blanche, 58(2–3), 119–129. https://doi.org/10.1051/lhb/1972007 

Chailleux, S., & Smith, A. (2024). Ecological transition in France’s margins: How industries adapt to ecological crisis 
and redeЙne their national and local roles. Journal of Environmental Policy & Planning, 26(5), 465–472. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1523908X.2024.2404012 

Costa-Campi, M. T., del Rio, P., & Trujillo-Baute, E. (2017). Trade-oАs in energy and environmental policy. Energy 
Policy, 104, 415–418. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.01.053 

Couvreur, S., Kahn, P., Herault, M.-L., & Pascal, M. (2023). Sobriété hydrique des installations classées pour la protection 
de l’environnement (Nos. 015264–01). IGEDD. 

Davidson, D. J. (2019). Exnovating for a renewable energy transition. Nature Energy, 4(4), 254–256. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41560-019-0369-3 

De Jong, L., Veldwisch, G. J., Melsen, L. A., & Boelens, R. (2024). Making Rivers, Producing Futures: The Rise of an 
Eco-Modern River Imaginary in Dutch Climate Change Adaptation. Water, 16(4), Article 4. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/w16040598 

De Jong, M., Joss, S., Schraven, D., Zhan, C., & Weijnen, M. (2015). Sustainable–smart–resilient–low carbon–eco–
knowledge cities; making sense of a multitude of concepts promoting sustainable urbanization. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 109, 25–38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.02.004 

Eastman. (2024, June). Projet d’usine  de recyclage  moléculaire  des plastiques  à Port-Jérôme,  en Normandie. 

Ehrenfeld, J. (2004). Industrial ecology: A new Йeld or only a metaphor? Journal of Cleaner Production, 12(8–10), 825–
831. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2004.02.003 

Feola, G., Vincent, O., & Moore, D. (2021). (Un)making in sustainability transformation beyond capitalism. Global 
Environmental Change, 69, 102290. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2021.102290 

Fouilleux, È., & Jobert, B. (2017). Le cheminement des controverses dans la globalisation néo-libérale: Pour une 
approche agonistique des politiques publiques. Gouvernement et action publique, 6(3), 9–36. 
https://doi.org/10.3917/gap.173.0009 

Fressoz, J.-B. (2011). Le décret de 1810: La libéralisation des «ௗchoses environnantesௗ»: Annales des Mines - 
Responsabilité et environnement, N° 62(2), 16–22. https://doi.org/10.3917/re.062.0016 

Hajer, M. A. (1995). The Politics of Environmental Discourse: Ecological Modernization and the Policy Process. 
Clarendon Press. 

Halpern, C., Lascoumes, P., & Galès, P. L. (2019). Instrument. In Dictionnaire des politiques publiques (Vol. 5, pp. 321–
330). Presses de Sciences Po. https://doi.org/10.3917/scpo.bouss.2019.01.0321 

Halsnæs, K., Some, S., & Pathak, M. (2024). Beyond synergies: Understanding SDG trade-oАs, equity and 
implementation challenges of sectoral climate change mitigation options. Sustainability Science, 19(1), 35–49. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-023-01322-3 

Henriksen, M. S., Matthews, H. S., White, J., Walsh, L., Grol, E., Jamieson, M., & Skone, T. J. (2023). TradeoАs in life 
cycle water use and greenhouse gas emissions of hydrogen production pathways. International Journal of Hydrogen 
Energy, 49(Part C). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2023.08.079 



136 
 

Hölscher, K., Wittmayer, J. M., & Loorbach, D. (2018). Transition versus transformation: What’s the diАerence? 
Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 27, 1–3. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2017.10.007 

IPCC (Ed.). (2022). Climate change 2022: Mitigation of climate change. IPCC. 

Jackson, J. (2024). Trading-oА or trading-in? A critical political economy perspective of green growth’s policy framing. 
Globalizations, 21(7), 1309–1329. https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2024.2348259 

Jungell-Michelsson, J., & Heikkurinen, P. (2022). SuГciency: A systematic literature review. Ecological Economics, 195, 
107380. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2022.107380 

La Fabrique de l’industrie. (n.d.). La désindustrialisation en France et en Europe. La Fabrique de l’industrie. Retrieved 
July 4, 2024, from https://www.la-fabrique.fr/fr/thematique/desindustrialisation-france-europe/ 

Larrue, C. (2002). La gestion de l’eau: À la croisée des politiques publiques et des territoires (Water management, 
between public policies and territories). Bulletin de l’Association de géographes français, 79(1), 67–77. 
https://doi.org/10.3406/bagf.2002.2258 

Legrand, D., & Bourgeaux, J. (2023). Comment réindustrialiser les territoiresࣟ? Les Mines - PSL. 

Li, T. M. (2007). The will to improve: Governmentality, development, and the practice of politics. duke university Press. 

Lorek, S., & Fuchs, D. (2013). Strong sustainable consumption governance – precondition for a degrowth path? 
Journal of Cleaner Production, 38, 36–43. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2011.08.008 

Mahoney, J., & Thelen, K. (n.d.). Explaining Institutional Change: Ambiguity, Agency, and Power. 

Mayaux, P.-L. (2024). Layering and perpetuating: The logics of conservative reforms in Morocco’s irrigation policies. 
The Journal of North African Studies, 29(2). https://www-tandfonline-
com.scpo.idm.oclc.org/doi/full/10.1080/13629387.2021.1950348?casa_token=nT6wYcuJUskAAAAA%3A5wyeW_r
6SrLpphVtxg1x59dbOoWLmw2sszWGa3KZB3lhn79JZF7e7ZZ3XnC6uZUFXGfkk6dxFWUPkQ 

Monin, A. (2023). Politiser le renoncement. Editions Divergences https://www.editionsdivergences.com/livre/politiser-
le-renoncement 

Muller, M. (2015). The “Nexus” As a Step Back Towards a More Coherent Water Resource Management Paradigm. 8(1). 

Naour, G. L. (2024). Développer de nouveaux savoirs pour en Йnir avec «ௗl’acceptabilité socialeௗ» des risques 
industriels. Questions de communication, 45, 173–190. https://doi.org/10.4000/11wxa 

Niessen, L., & Bocken, N. M. P. (2021). How can businesses drive suГciency? The business for suГciency framework. 
Sustainable Production and Consumption, 28, 1090–1103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spc.2021.07.030 

Perrot, P., & Pilato, R. (2023). La gestion de l’eau pour les activités économiques (No. 1455). Assemblée Nationale. 
https://www.assemblee-nationale.fr/dyn/16/rapports/cion-eco/l16b1455_rapport-information.pdf 

Plan Eau—53 mesures pour l’eau. (2023, March 30). Press release. 

Raworth, K. (2012). A safe and just space  for humanity. Can we live within the doughnut. Oxfam. 
https://primarysources.brillonline.com/browse/human-rights-documents-online/a-safe-and-just-space-for-humanity-
can-we-live-within-the-doughnut;hrdhrd98240069 

Saheb, Y. (2024, April 9). «ௗQuand on n’aura plus à manger, la sobriété s’imposera à nousௗ». Reporterre. 
https://reporterre.net/Yamina-Saheb-Quand-on-n-aura-plus-a-manger-la-sobriete-s-imposera-a-nous 

Schmidhäuser, P., Inhofer, M., Buchholz, A., Mais, F., & Miehe, R. (2024). Industrial SuГciency: A Conceptual 
Methodological Framework. Sustainability, 16(24), Article 24. https://doi.org/10.3390/su162411121 



137 
 

Scoones, I., Scoones, A., Abrol, D., Atela, J., Charli-Joseph, L., Eakin, H., Ely, A., Olsson, P., Pereira, L., Priya, R., van 
Zwanenberg, P., & Yang, L. (2024). Transformations to Sustainability. TEPS Working Paper 104, Brighton: STEPS 
Centre, 258–264. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429282348-53 

Semal, L. (2017). Une mosaïque de transitions en catastrophe. RéМexions sur les marges de manœuvre décroissantes de 
la transition écologique. La Pensée Écologique, 1(1). https://doi.org/10.3917/lpe.001.0145 

Shove, E. (2018). What is wrong with energy eГciency? Building Research & Information, 46(7), 779–789. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.2017.1361746 

Sievers-Glotzbach, S., & Tschersich, J. (2019). Overcoming the process-structure divide in conceptions of Social-
Ecological Transformation. Ecological Economics, 164, 106361. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2019.106361 

Swyngedouw, E. (1999). Modernity and Hybridity: Nature, Regeneracionismo, and the Production of the Spanish 
Waterscape, 1890–1930. Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 89(3), 443–465. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/0004-5608.00157 

Swyngedouw, E. (2018). Promises of the political: Insurgent cities in a post-political environment. The MIT Press. 

Tozer, L., & Klenk, N. (2018). Discourses of carbon neutrality and imaginaries of urban futures. Energy Research & 
Social Science, 35, 174–181. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.10.017 

Trottier, J. (2023). Le partage des ressources en eau entre coopération, conМictualité et concurrence des imaginaires. La 
revue internationale et stratégique, 131, 107–116. https://doi.org/10.3917/ris.131.0107 

Vergote, M. H., & Petit, S. (2016). Du futur à aujourd’hui, mettre la gestion de l’eau sous tension. Développement 
durable et territoires. Économie, géographie, politique, droit, sociologie, 7(2). 

Weituschat, C. S., Pascucci, S., Materia, V. C., Tamas, P., de Jong, R., & Trienekens, J. (2022). Goal frames and 
sustainability transitions: How cognitive lock-ins can impede crop diversiЙcation. Sustainability Science, 17(6), 2203–
2219. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-022-01156-5 

Woodhouse, P., & Muller, M. (2017). Water Governance—An Historical Perspective on Current Debates. World 
Development, 92, 225–241. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2016.11.014 

 

 

  



138 
 

Bibliography – Annexes 
 

Agence de l’eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse. (2023). Les débits d’étiage du Rhône en baisse sous l’effet du changement 
climatique. https://www.eaurmc.fr/jcms/pro_118311/fr/plaquette-les-debits-d-etiage-du-rhone-en-baisse-sous-l-eАet-
du-changement-climatique 

Agence de l’eau Rhône Méditerranée Corse & DREAL délégation du bassin Rhône Méditerranée. (2014). Etude de la 
gestion quantitative du fleuve Rhône à l’étiage. Constat et recommendations. www.eaurmc.fr/quantiterhone 

Agence de l’eau Rhône-Méditerranée. (2022). SDAGE 2022-2027. https://www.rhone-
mediterranee.eaufrance.fr/sites/sierm/Йles/content/2022-05/aermc_2022_sdage_rm_interactif_bigbang_leger.pdf 

Agence de l’eau Seine Normandie. (2022). SDAGE 2022-2027. 

Agence de l’eau Seine-Normandie. (2023). Réhabilitation de l’usine d’eau industrielle de Norville (76) | Agence de l’Eau 
Seine-Normandie. https://eau-seine-normandie.fr/node/4492 

AMARIS. (2019). La Zone Industrielle de Port-Jérôme—Fiche identité. https://www.amaris-villes.org/wp-
content/uploads/2019/03/AMARIS-Fiche-Identite%CC%81-LH03-Okbd.pdf 

AMARIS. (2020, September). Plateforme Lyon Vallée de la Chimie—Fiche Identité. https://www.amaris-villes.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/09/VDC-Fiche-Identite%CC%81.pdf 

Arab, N., & Crague, G. (2023). Une gouvernance métropolitaine de la réindustrialisation. Les enseignements du projet 
de mutation de la Vallée de la Chimie lyonnaise. Géographie, économie, société, 25(2–3), 269–291. 
https://doi.org/10.3166/ges.2023.0013 

ARS Rhône-Alpes. (2025, January 30). PFAS, ce qu’il faut savoir. https://www.auvergne-rhone-alpes.ars.sante.fr/pfas-
ce-quil-faut-savoir 

Banzet, E. (2012, July 27). En Normandie, une usine du groupe Servier à l’origine d’une pollution de l’eau. Le Monde. 
https://www.lemonde.fr/planete/article/2012/07/27/une-usine-du-groupe-servier-a-l-origine-d-une-pollution-de-l-
eau_1739196_3244.html 

Berne, A. (2023). L’eau en Normandie Enjeux d’une gestion durable de la ressource. CESER Normandie. 

Bréthaut, C., Mulhauser, G., Fauvain, H., Marsac, G., & Nayemi, S. (2022). Outils de gestion tranfrontalière de l’eau et 
de ses usages. Water Hub - Université de Genève - République et Canton de Genève. 
https://www.genevawaterhub.org/sites/default/Йles/atoms/Йles/brochure_outils_transfrontaliers_www_Йnal2022031
1.pdf 

Catoire, B., & Lecornu, J. (1972). L’alimentation en eau des zones industrielles de Port-Jérome et du Havre. La Houille 
Blanche, 58(2–3), 119–129. https://doi.org/10.1051/lhb/1972007 

Caux Seine Agglo. (2023). Doublement de la conduite d’eau industrielle entre les réservoirs de Canteleu et la Porte Saint-
Georges à Port-Jérôme-sur-Seine. Déclaration d’intérêt général. 

CNER. (2019). Territoires d’industrie: L’économie circulaire comme levier de la compétitivité à Caux Seine Agglo. 
https://www.cner-france.com/Actualites/Du-cote-des-agences/Territoires-d-industrie-l-economie-circulaire-comme-
levier-de-la-competitivite-a-Caux-Seine-Agglo 

David, P.-Y., Meire, B., Pennequin, D., Jallais, N., Bault, V., Idee, E., Albinet, R., & Belbeze, S. (2020). Fonctionnement 
de l’hydro-système, interactions et cheminements des eaux naturelles et de la n-nitrosomorpholine dans le secteur de la 
Faille de Lillebonne—Fécamp (76)—Volet hydrogéologique (No. BRGM/RP-69139-FR). 
https://infoterre.brgm.fr/rapports/RP-69139-FR.pdf 



139 
 

Derouet, L. (2024, April 24). En Seine-Maritime, la ville de Port-Jérôme encore sonnée par la fermeture programmée 
d’ExxonMobil. Le Parisien. https://www.leparisien.fr/seine-maritime-76/en-seine-maritime-la-ville-de-port-jerome-
encore-sonnee-par-la-fermeture-programmee-dexxonmobil-24-04-2024-WYZH3BKVNFFPXERG2UJFU7KYSI.php 

Fisson, C. (2017). Industrialisation de l’estuaire de la Seine: Quel héritage pour la qulaité des eauxࣟ? GIP Seine Aval. 
https://www.seine-aval.fr/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/3-6-Dvpt-industriel-et-qualit%C3%A9-des-eaux.pdf 

Fisson, C. (2023). La contamination chimique des sédiments de l’estuaire de la Seine: Etat des lieux et ejeux de la gestion 
(Fascicule Seine-Aval). GIP Seine Aval. https://www.seine-aval.fr/publication/fasc-contamination-chimique-sediments/ 

Grollier, J. (2025, March 3). La justice va enquêter sur les récidives en série de la raГnerie normande d’ExxonMobil. 
Mediapart. https://www.mediapart.fr/journal/ecologie/030325/la-justice-va-enqueter-sur-les-recidives-en-serie-de-la-
raГnerie-normande-d-exxonmobil 

HAROPA. (2023). L’association SOCRATE, pour faire de l’axe Seine un territoire décarbonéࣟ! 
https://www.haropaport.com/fr/actualites/lassociation-socrate-pour-faire-de-laxe-seine-un-territoire-decarbone 

Idee, E., Jallais, N., Meire, B., David, P.-Y., Bault, V., Malcuit, E., & Paquet, F. (2020). Etude préalable à la définition de 
volumes prélevables pour le SAGE de la vallée du Commerce. Etat des connaissances géologiques et hydrogéologiques—
Acquisition de données complémentaires (No. BRGM/RP-69580-FR). BRGM. 

Incase-Normandy. (n.d.). L’association INCASE. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from https://www.incase-
normandy.fr/incase/lassociation.html 

KICK OFF - Lancement projet DECLYC. (n.d.). Lyon Vallée de la chimie. Retrieved October 28, 2024, from 
https://lyonvalleedelachimie.fr/actualites/actions/kick-oА-lancement-projet-declyc/ 

Lemaistre, M. (2024, July 17). Grand format. ExxonMobil, 90 ans d’histoire dans la zone industrielle de Port-Jérôme: Et 
aprèsௗ? 76actu. https://actu.fr/normandie/port-jerome-sur-seine_76476/exxonmobil-90-ans-d-histoire-dans-la-zone-
industrielle-de-port-jerome_61338982.html 

Mairie de Lillebonne, & Préfecture de la Seine-Maritime. (2024, March). Dossier Communal de Synthèse: Risques 
naturels et technologiques. 

Métropole du Grand Lyon. (n.d.). Vallée de la Chimie: Transformer ensemble l’industrie (p. Juillet 2021-Lyon). 
https://www.grandlyon.com/Йleadmin/user_upload/media/pdf/espace-presse/dp/2021/20210702_dp_vallee-
chimie.pdf 

Métropole du Grand Lyon. (2023). Lyon Vallée de la chimie 1853—2023. Une plateforme historique tournée vers un 
avenir industriel décarboné et circulaire. https://www.grandlyon.com/Йleadmin/user_upload/media/pdf/espace-
presse/dp/2023/20230920_dp_vallee-chimie.pdf 

Missions. (n.d.). Fédération des Parcs naturels régionaux. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from https://www.parcs-naturels-
regionaux.fr/les-parcs/missions/missions 

Observatoire des Territoires d’Industrie. (2024). Du Havre à Vernon, l’Industrie en scène. https://www.la-
fabrique.fr/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/du-havre-au-vernon.pdf 

Parisot, C.-J. (Director). (52 min). Le Rhône, la renaissance d’un fleuve [Broadcast]. ARTE. 

Paysages et histoire des îles et lônes du Rhône. (n.d.). SMIRIL. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from 
https://www.smiril.fr/paysages-et-histoire-des-iles-et-lones-du-rhone/ 

PМieger, G., & Bréthaut, C. (2015). GOUVRHONEࣟ:  Gouvernance transfrontalière du Rhône, du Léman à Lyon (p. 
218). Université de Genève, Institut des Sciences de l’Environnement. 



140 
 

Plateforme IET. (n.d.). Panorama de la filière chimie en Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from 
https://plateforme-iet.auvergnerhonealpes-entreprises.fr/informations-economiques/publications/panorama-de-la-
Йliere-chimie-en-auvergne-rhone-alpes 

Portrait du bassin Rhône-Méditerranée (Tableau de bord du SDAGE - version à mi-parcours). (2018). Eau France. 
https://rhone-mediterranee.eaufrance.fr/sites/sierm/Йles/content/2018-09/TBD2013_portrait-bassin.pdf 

Prévention des risques majeurs. (n.d.). Caux Seine agglo. Retrieved April 10, 2025, from 
https://www.cauxseine.fr/services/vie-quotidienne/prevention-des-risques-majeurs/ 

Qu’est-ce qu’un SAGEࣟ? (n.d.). Gest’eau. Retrieved July 4, 2024, from https://www.gesteau.fr/presentation/sage 

Richard-Ferroudji, A. (n.d.). L’appropriation des dispositifs de gestion locale et participative de l’eau. Composer avec une 
pluralité de valeurs, d’objectifs et d’attachements. 

SAFEGE. (2015). SAGE Vallée du Commerce. 
https://www.gesteau.fr/sites/default/Йles/gesteau/content_Йles/document/pagd_sage_commerce_14_10_2015.pdf 

The Forever Pollution Project—Tracking PFAS across Europe. (n.d.). The Forever Pollution Project. Retrieved May 4, 
2025, from https://foreverpollution.eu/ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


