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Please reply to Sandra Bayes, The Old Mill, Newport SA42 0PL   sandrabayes@talktalk.net  

01239820889
Questions to Rod Thomas, Natural Resources Wales   February 2014

Thank you for offering to meet with members of NAEG in the near future.  

NAEG would be grateful for answers to the following questions.

1. What investigative, preventative and remedial actions have been undertaken by NRW in relation to BWQ at Newport North and what have been the results, particularly following James Perry’s Report “Bathing Water Quality at Newport Sands, 2011” (EAW), over 2 years ago?

1(1)   Have Nevern River waters been tested at the Iron Bridge whenever you test Newport North?    When tests are carried out at the Iron Bridge, do results show a correlation with BWQ results at the designated sampling point at Newport North?

1(2)    What tests have been carried out at Cwm, and has any correlation been shown with BWQ results at the designated sampling point at Newport North?

1(3)   Why, as James Perry had identified Afon Gammon as having “elevated concentrations of indicator organisms (35,000cfu/100ml for total coloforms) and has done so in other studies”, and it is “suggested that an investigation into farming practice in this smaller catchment should be undertaken to reduce the contribution from this source” has Brian Klass concentrated on testing in, and on working with farmers on, Afon Duad?   What studies and remedial actions have been carried out on Afon Gammon by NRW since James Perry’s Report?

1(4)   When James Perry stated that to reduce impact from “local surface waters, particularly from land to the north and east of the beach, and surface water flowing through the town” (which he concluded “also make significant contributions”), then “relevant landowners should be advised of good management practice”, and “if the problem of surface waters in the town persists”, then misconnections should probably be investigated, what action has since been taken in these respects?  

What has NRW/PCC done about this for Newport, for Golf Club Road and Morfa Head recently?

2. CSO spills affecting Newport North
2(1)   Have you regularly received spills data from Cwm CSO and if not why not?  (As you know, as Cwm CSO spills are telemetrically recorded by DC/WW, as a condition of consent, there is no reason why this data should not be transmitted to you immediately as NAEG has pleaded for many years)   Have you regularly received spill data from Parrog CSO and if not why not?

2(2)   Have you checked that the frequency of spills is in compliance with the conditions of consent for both of these CSOs?  If conditions are not being met, what powers do you have to rectify the situation?

2(3)   Do you receive spills data from Parrog CSO and from the other 18 consented CSOs discharging into the River Nevern?

2(4)  Looking at the 2013 BWQ results for Newport North, and the data (at long last received from DC/WW) for the 2013 season on spills from Cwm CSO, have you asked DC/WW why there were spills prior to the 19th August result, in the absence of significant rainfall?   In other words, was there a problem and, if so, why were NRW and PCC not automatically informed by DC/WW so that the procedure for dispensation could be considered and other required actions could be put into place?
3. The 29th August 2012 Bathing Water Quality (BWQ) result at Newport North Designated Sampling Point

3(1)   NAEG has been told by the PCC Pollution Officer that an indication of the test result can be received within 24hrs of the BWQ sample being taken. 

NAEG is in touch with Zoe Abbott of Keep Wales Tidy (KWT) concerning the 29th August 2012 BWQ result at Newport North with a view to asking PCC to make application for dispensation now.  

Zoe Abbott has responded 

In order to make any inquiries to FEE about a review I would first need information from NRW about the cause of this result and reasons why it was not discounted if indeed it was a sample taken during short term pollution rather than the result of poor weather.  As far as I can tell the Blue Flag was withdrawn during the 2011 season due to loss of water quality, so I would have to be sure that this one sample was indeed the cause of the loss.
NAEG seeks to understand in detail from you what investigative and other actions were taken by NRW once the 29th August 2012 BWQ result was received.
3(1)(a)    Did you obtain spills data from Cwm and Parrog CSOs?  Did you ascertain from DC/WW whether there had been any problems/continuing works, following the recently constructed long sea outfall? 
3(1)(b)    Was the River tested at the Iron Bridge and at Cwm?
3(1)(c)    Did you test surface waters local to the sampling point?

3(2)    If action was not taken by NRW, will you please explain why not? 

3(3)    What plans does NRW have for appropriate actions to be taken in the event of a repeat of the 29th August 2012 BWQ result during 2014?
4. Short Term Pollution

KWT appears to be making a distinction between short term pollution and the result of poor weather in the above quoted email and NAEG has written seeking clarification.
Paragraph 8 of Article 2 Definitions of the rBWD states

“‘short-term pollution’ means microbiological contamination as referred to in Annex I, column A, that has clearly identifiable causes, is not normally expected to affect bathing water quality for more than approximately 72 hours after the bathing water quality is first affected and for which the competent authority has established procedures to predict and deal with as set out in Annex II;”
Reg. 2 Interpretation of the UKBWRs states

“short term pollution” means contamination by intestinal enterococci or Escherichia coli where the appropriate agency –

(a) has identified the causes, and

(b) does not normally expect the contamination to affect bathing water quality for more than 72 hours after the bathing water is first affected”

Is it the view of NRW that the provisions, in the European Bathing Water Directive and UK Bathing Water Regulations, for identification, monitoring and management of short term pollution are applicable where the cause of the event is rain water run-off following exceptional storm conditions?
If this is not NRW’s view, NAEG hereby informs you that we are determined to challenge this. 
5.  What steps are being taken by NRW now to prepare for revision of the 2011 Newport North Bathing Water Profile? 

Paragraphs (1) and (2) of Regulation 14 of the UK Bathing Water Regulations 2013 (Public information and general provisions about short term pollution) only repeat what came into force in May 2008:- 
14.—(1) This regulation applies where, having consulted the local authority or private controller that controls a bathing water, the Agency has established relevant procedures for short-term pollution at the bathing water. 

(2) The Agency must— 

(a) ensure that the bathing water profile established under regulation X7X contains— 

 i)  information as to the anticipated nature, frequency and duration of expected short-term pollution; 

(ii) details of any remaining causes of short-term pollution; 

(iii) details of the Agency management measures taken and the time schedule for the elimination of the causes of the short-term pollution; and 

(iv) information on relevant procedures for short-term pollution taken during a short-term pollution incident and the identity and contact details of any person responsible for taking such action 
5(1)   Could you explain why this information is not currently explicit in the Newport North Bathing Water Profile?  

5(2) The 2011 Newport North Bathing Water Profile, as it appears on the Environment Agency website, states that it will be updated by May 2013.  Did this happen, and if so has the information required in Regulation 14 been included?

5(3) Regulation 7(1) (b) of the UK Bathing Water Regulations 2013 “Bathing Water Profiles” states that the “appropriate agency”…“must keep every bathing water profile under review”   

Schedule 3 of the UK Bathing Water Regulations 2013 “Bathing Water Profiles” states under

Review

2.—(1) Where a bathing water is classified as “poor”, “sufficient” or “good” under regulation

11, the appropriate agency must review, and if necessary update, the bathing water profile, taking into account the nature and severity of the pollution which affects the bathing water and at the following minimum frequency— 

(c) if classified as “good”, every four years (Our emphasis)

When do you intend to review the 2011 Newport North Bathing Water Profile and when will statements explicitly concerning “short term pollution” be included and how will NAEG be involved in the process?    In this respect, please find attached at the end of this document a draft text prepared by NAEG to replace the current section entitled ‘Streams & Rivers’ within the Newport North Bathing Water Profile. 
Short term pollution action plans need to be in place in time for the start of this year’s (2014) bathing season for Newport North.   NAEG wishes to be assured by NRW that this will happen.

6.  Looking to the future,
The PBWS sets out action plans for each target beach, of which Newport North is one.
NAEG has commented to Cllrs Mike James and Paul Harries, as organisers of the recent Beach Awareness Meeting in Newport, on the limited activity under the action plan for Newport North during 2013 and stressed the need for better designed and implemented, detailed plans, efficiently and effectively involving PBWS partners and local groups, from 2014
What plans does NRW currently have for investigative, preventative and remedial work at Newport North Designated Bathing Water and do you have the resources to carry out the work that falls to your agency?
Thank you for your attention

Sandra Bayes

For Newport Area Environment Group    7th February 2014

Newport North Bathing Water Profile 2011

Proposed replacement to current section entitled ‘Streams & Rivers’ as follows:

“Dealing with predictable short-term pollution events.

The River Nevern drains a large area (113 km2) beginning east of Crymych, flowing around the Preseli hills, through Felindre Farchog and Nevern, before entering the sea at Newport. The catchment is predominately rural with dairy farming on improved pasture being the main land use (61 %), followed by moorland (17%). The river discharges into Newport Bay at the southern tip of Newport Sands (Beach), approx. 1000m south of the ‘designated sampling point’, where samples of bathing water are taken for testing under the terms of the relevant European Bathing Waters Directive
. 

Bathing water quality in the Bay is adversely affected by high flows in streams, rivers and sewers draining into the Nevern, due to heavy rainwater run-off. Natural Resources Wales (‘NRW’) does what it can to advise local farmers on preventing farm slurry run-off and is prepared to take enforcement action where minimal standards of practice are repeatedly ignored. However, inevitably in such a large agricultural catchment area, in the immediate aftermath of a heavy rain storm, the quality of the Nevern River water discharging into Newport Bay can fall dramatically, to very much lower standards than we would wish. Also, there are numerous small streams and surface water drains which empty directly into the Bay, and which can equally become sources of reduced water quality after heavy rainfall
In addition, NRW has granted legal consents for a total of x20 combined (sewage/rainfall) storm overflows (CSOs) which also discharge into the Nevern at times of severe storm water conditions, and two of these are especially close to Newport Sands where the Nevern itself discharges to the sea. Parrog CSO is located in a field drain, a little way above the ‘red’ telephone kiosk at the entrance to Parrog Car Park. Whilst the Newport town sewage pumping station, at Yr Cwm, has a CSO which discharges directly into the recently upgraded sewage sea outfall, and which terminates some 500m or so off the beach at mean low tide. (see map).

Whenever NRW is made aware of reduced and poor quality bathing waters, as a result of sample testing following a severe rain-storm event (or otherwise), if deemed of sufficient concern, a public notice will be put up at the Newport Beach notice board, warning of any potential hazard to public health bathing and the results of both initial, and on-going, sample testing will be immediately posted. We will also examine whether there has been any discharge from the CSOs associated with any storm event, especially those mentioned, and publicise those results as well. We will also give notice of any relevant procedures, including management measures, we deem it appropriate to undertake in order to minimise and terminate the effects of any such short-term pollution events. All of this information will also be made available to the public on our website @  http://environment.data.gov.uk/bwq/explorer/info.html?site=ukl1403-38600”

Draft prepared by NAEG 7th February 2014-02-07 
� Currently the EU Bathing Waters Directive of 1976 (76/160)[cBWD] , but soon to be fully replaced by the EU Bathing Water Directive of 2006 (2006/7/EC 76/160) [rBWD] as of 24 March, 2015.
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