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Questionnaire and Report

bate within the Water and Land group of IMPEL Members:

t state of play regarding point source discharge planning ar

>f good or best practice,

and implement training




oint source discharge control

es / Don’t Know/ No” format

Please note, resp to the q i ire will be held confidentially within the IMPEL project and will not be attributed to
individuals.
Please answer the questions as a nominated Member State (MS) expert, using your personal knowledge.
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yresentation of Questionnaire Information — Question 2

Policy Planning- % Responses

2.4, Will it deliver WFD compliance?

2.3.Isit being implemented on time?

2.2.Is it clear and well understood by all that it impacts

upon?

2.1. Is your Member State water environment
strategy/strategic water plan published and available to all?
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Ctrl+Click on box to see relevant
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Planning, Objectives & Legislation

F
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d strategic elements of the WFD are generally in place and to a hig

ny not have sufficient expertise in the regulation and permi

n achieving outcomes.

nd the planning phase or the
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Planning, Objectives & Legislation

F
L)

ory cycle is a good model on which to focus.

harges most respondents believe that the legislation is in pla

od, but is not always usec
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1t sources are generally in place.

it discharges are not always in place with around 30°




Permitting
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elating to permit limits include:

pal STW may be set to UWWTD standards but may not be sufficiently prot

ion to metals and accumulative substances, linked to bio-availabili
s for seasonal permit standards, which are rarely taken up

nisation of pollution loads within catchments and

D, but is rarely taken up. Itis a

. I n e
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Compliance & Feedback
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itoring of effluents and the receiving environment, may be a primary
of respondents commented on this.
e a lack of data from the receiving environment and the discharges.
ent accurate and evidence based modelling and setting or revisio
ment of best practice, and discussion on the optimisation of m
ing.

ges may be responsible for high
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Compliance & Feedback
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1g points were raised:
e concerned about the validity of results reported

ance methodologies were not fully utilised to validate and increase the

reporting.
1agement Systems were rarely thought to be utilised effectiv.

about the level of confidence in compliance assessm




Enforcement & Review
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ement most responses were positive.

al differences are important here and there is often a split between plan

ities which emphasises this gap.

de developing an optimum regulatory structure or pathway wit

number of institutional arrangements.

ence and potential conflicts of interest may also

latory toolbox’ is img




Enforcement & Review
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d feedback loop is an essential part of the ‘check & review’ elements ¢

thought that this needed attention.

failures may not be detected. Systemic failure of WFD delivery cc

ory improvement will not occur.

ines were generally set too low, so that the

e




pollution was explored in one question.

greement that this was an area for future development

options, in its widest sense.

action plans, but few ‘hard too




responses the following issues are highlighted:

ces, reductions of staff and capability, and diminishing resources

and recession pressures.

fficient decision making — noted above.

eceiving water capacity

etting and enforcement.




ng issues identified
o-pollutants and novel substances — need new capabilities and met

acts on WFD outcomes.

cost of water service.

sharing knowledge of best ¢




SION AND POINTS FOR DISCUSSION

e need and direction of future work in this area

2as for potential solutions and co-working

gagement of IMPEL partners

future Phases of SWETE Project
ification of WFD Regulatory Good Practice Website
population of Website

ad Training Needs




