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General Comments  
 
The draft is a bold attempt to bring under one umbrella all scattered legislation on the 
management of water resources in the country. It is definitely an improvement on the existing 
Water Resources Decree 101 of 1993. 
 
The document is generally well structured and has covered most of the essential aspects of 
water resources management. Most importantly, the document rightly highlighted the need for 
the development of suitable supporting regulations that would guide regulators and 
stakeholders in the implementation of the provisions of the proposed Water Act.  
 
However the document was silent on some issues that I consider pertinent to successful 
management of water resources.  
 

1. For instance no mention was made of aquifer dewatering that may be necessitated by 
minerals and aggregates mining, and underground engineering works.  

2. Also there was no indication on how to handle multi-lateral donor agencies involved in 
water services provision. There should be guidance on how these agencies should be 
processed with respect to licensing application. While there can be no exception in 
undergoing the due process with respect to the technical issues, it may be necessary to 
have a different procedural approach to issuing licences to these water supply projects 
of the country’s development partners.  

3. Mention was not made on which agency should be responsible for ensuring Public 
Water Supply Agencies adhere to stipulated Drinking Water Quality. There ought to be 
an Inspectorate of Drinking Water Quality that will perform this function or NAFDAC’s 
(National Agency for Food and Drug Administration and Control) mandate should be 
expanded to cover this role.  

 
 
COMMENTS on the EXPLANATORY NOTES ON THE DRAFT NATIONAL WATER 
RESOURCES BILL 
 
Part I: Fundamental Principles and Entitlement to use Water 
 
2.2:  
No Comment 
 
Part II: National Council on Water Resources 
 
2.3: “Technical guidance and support would continue to be provided by the Federal Ministry of Agriculture and Water 
Resources” 
 
I would suggest that Technical guidance and support should be through an independent Agency 
of Government (Federal Ministry of Agriculture & Water Resources) responsible for water 
resources regulation and control, such as the proposed River Basin Management Commission.  
 
Part III: Powers and functions of the Federal Ministry responsible for water resources 
 
2.4: “The role of the ministry as a policy making body with responsibility to esatablish national strategies……” 

I would suggest that the responsibility to establish national policy framework, strategies and 
general standards for water management should be devolved to the River Basin Management 
Commission working as an agent of the minister. 
 
“By clearly identifying and delineating the powers of each of the institutions operating in the sector, the situation 
where multiple agencies have authority and power of control over the same functions will be removed” 
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I fully agree with the above statement, unfortunately it was contradicted in Section 2, subsection 
5 on page 17 that allows States to create parallel agencies. 
 
Part IV: Establishment, Powers and Functions of River Basin Commissions 
 
This should read River Basin Management Commissions 
 
2.5: “They will act as a co-ordinating agency for water resources management in the basin” 
 
The role of the River Basin Management Commissions is not that of a co-ordinating body. They 
are to be fully responsible for the entire management of the water resources, including its 
allocation, regulation, conservation, protection and sustainable development. 
 
Part V: Establishment, Powers and Functions of Irrigation Management Authorities 
 
2.7: My suggestion is somewhat totally different from what is being proposed here. I would like 
to see a situation where the public irrigation projects are transformed into Public Limited 
Companies. These will then, like all other stakeholders, participate in the water sector subject to 
the same regulatory and licensing control (with respect to water use, infrastructure 
development, reservoir safety, etc.)    
 
This could borrow from the very recent examples in the power and energy sector and in the 
petroleum and gas sector of the nation’s economy. The National Agriculture Bank could work in 
collaboration with approved Micro-Finance organisations to ensure that local farmers have 
access to funding to pay for the water they require.  
 
This approach is in line with the principle of treating water as an economic good, and it would 
also help people to begin to appreciate the need to pay for water services, especially where it is 
an input into commercial production, as is the case for irrigated agriculture beyond subsistence 
farming. 
 
Part VI: Directive Principles for the Water Services Sector 
 
2.8 and 2.9: The control, regulation and management of water resources are quite distinct from 
the provision of water supply and sanitation services. This distinction must be clearly 
highlighted. States and Local Governments have the constitutional responsibility to provide 
these services, and can delegate these responsibilities to third parties, as they deem fit. 
However they must, like all other stakeholders in the water sector comply with regulations 
guiding the development and use of water. Hence States and Local Governments or their 
agents must also agree their water services development plans with the River Basin 
Management Commission for their home basin. One of the advantages of having the RBMC is 
that States and Local Governments do not need to have a water resources development plan 
but must have a water services development plan. 
 
Part VII: Establishment, Functions and Powers of Inspectorate of Dam Safety 
 
2.10 and 2.11: I would recommend that the preparers study closely the provisions of the UK 
Reservoirs Act, especially with respect to risk assessment and management. I do believe that it 
is necessary to put in place a very robust and dynamic legislation in place with respect to dams 
and reservoir safety.  
 
Thus I disagree with the statement “… however such an approach will require sophisticated risk assessment 

procedures…” 
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The focus should be to develop the needed institutional capacity to achieve that target. 
 
Part VIII: Water Resources Planning and management 
 
2:12: I strongly recommend for consideration, The Catchment Abstraction Management 
Strategy (CAMS) as used by the Environment Agency in England & Wales. It is a very good 
approach to catchment-scale water resources management.  
 
Part IX: Licensing 
 
2.13: It is necessary for the River Basin Management commission to also develop guidelines 
and procedures to be followed by the licensing officers, and to provide adequate training for 
these officers.  
 
Part X: Monitoring, Reporting and Information Systems 
 
2.14: This, without doubt, is a very critical aspect of the entire process of Integrated Water 
Resources Management. It is not enough to establish these monitoring networks, it must be 
made mandatory that monitoring is actually carried out at stipulated frequency and the database 
well maintained. 
 
It is quite essential to establish a very solid IT Infrastructure that links all the locations of the 
entire River Basin Management Commission. The Water Act should therefore stipulate the need 
to establish such an infrastructure and make it mandatory to keep it always up-to-date. There 
should also be a strategy document for the management of all the assets and infrastructure, 
including the monitoring networks, databases, and associated equipment and tools. 
 
Guidelines ought to be established on what type of information and to what detail (raw data, 
processed data, published reports, etc) could be provided to the public and at what cost to 
whom.  
 
Part XI: Appeals and Dispute Resolution 
2.15: No Comment 
 
Part XII: General 
2.16: Publication consultation procedures should be limited to representation by key 
stakeholders only. 
 
Part XIII: Offences 
 
2.17: The list of offences left out those offences that could be committed under the dams and 
reservoir safety regulations. These are very essential as they constitute greater risks to man 
and the environment. 
 
Part XIV: Consequential and Transitional Provisions 
 
2.18: This should also relate to any existing State Laws and Local Government Bye-Laws and 
Edicts on Water Resources Regulation and Management. Most States are known to have some 
form of water legislation dating back to the 1960s. All these laws and regulations should also be 
repealed. 
 
Part XV: Interpretation and Citation 
2.19: No Comment  
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COMMENTS ON THE 
NATIONAL WATER RESOURCES BILL 

SECOND DRAFT 
 
 
 
Preamble: An Act to provide for the equitable, beneficial, efficient and sustainable development, 
management and use of ………… 
 
 
Part I: Fundamental Principles and Entitlement to use Water 
 
1. Purpose of the Act 
Subsection 2:  
(a): participation and consultation with Public Water Supply Agencies/Companies, Industrial and 
Agricultural Users, Conservation Groups and with States and Local Governments and 
Communities. 
 
2. Public trusteeship of water 
Subsection 5: “States may make provisions……………” I do not think States should have the power to 
do this. States have the responsibility to provide water services and should be treated as all 
other service providers. States should not have the powers stipulated here. States should, as 
water developers, also have their water development plans harmonised with the river basin 
management objectives and approved by the RBMC. All powers to manage and control the use 
of water should be vested in the River Basin Management Commission as an independent 
agency of the Federal Ministry of Agriculture and Water Resources. (refer to the CAMS process 
in England & Wales). 
 
3. Entitlement to use of water 
Subsection 1a: “reasonable domestic use”. What constitutes reasonable domestic use may vary 
from country to country depending on a variety of factors. It is thus essential to give a volumetric 
indication (e.g. an amount not exceeding 10,000 liters/day). 
 
Subsection 1b:  “ for the purposes of subsistence fishing”. Needs to be clarified, as this may be 
interpreted to also include the diversion of water courses or the construction of artificial ponds to 
breed fishes, both of which may cause unwanted impacts on water resources. 
 
Part II: National Council on Water Resources 
 
6. Membership of the Council 
Subsection 3: The composition of the council should be restrictive, as such a large number 
would be too wieldy to manage effectively. However it should be mandatory for the Council to 
engage with a broad spectrum of stakeholders as indicated here and to always try to build a 
national consensus on intended policies. Hence the membership should be spelt out and 
restricted to key persons/organisations relevant to the water industry.  
 
8.  Financial Provisions 
Subsection 3: Based on its final composition this may not be necessary, as only key 
organisations would be members of the Council. But people invited by the Chairman may be 
considered for such subsidy.  
 
Part III: Powers and functions of the Federal Ministry responsible for water resources 
 
11. Powers related to international agreements, negotiations and meetings 
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Subsection 1: This provision would amount to creating a parallel body, which may result in 
duplication of efforts and ineffectiveness as well as unnecessary frictions. Rather it should be 
standard practice that all water-related functions should be coordinated through the appropriate 
River Basin Management Commission(s). 
 
13. Functions of the Minister 
Subsection 1i: “to collate surface water (including coastal zone waters) and groundwater……..” 
 
Part IV: Establishment, Powers and Functions of River Basin Commissions 
 
17. Powers of the Commission 
 
Subsection 1g: shall also have power to enforce drought orders and to establish procedures for 
implementation of drought orders and to require water services providers to prepare and submit 
their drought plans (refer UK Water Act)   
 
Subsection 1h: shall also have power to establishment enforcement units and have power to 
prosecute offenders. 
 
Subsection 1i: It should be mandatory for all Water Undertakers to submit  to the Commission, 
upon request, 5-year rolling plans for their water requirement and asset management. 
 
Subsection 3: Regulations regarding the protection and management of the country’s water 
resources must be applicable to all water bodies in the country, hence it should be a generic 
federal function, and not on commission by commission basis. Regulations must be national 
and uniform, but Strategies may vary from place to place, depending on the peculiarities of the 
respective catchments and the overarching goals of the stakeholders within that basin.    
 
18. Functions of the Commission 
Subsection 1b: “protect, conserve,………………………………and to maintain environmental 
integrity (environmental flows, river ecology, wetlands, etc), including management and 
protection of river catchments  
 
Subsection 1d: Support water supply undertakers to “promote the supply of safe drinking 

water…………and the provision of adequate sanitation to all people in the basin”.  
This should be the focus of the States and Local Governments, and not a function of the RBMC. 
Furthermore it needs to be clarified what sanitation is being referred to here (i.e. is it water 
sanitation or is it environmental sanitation or both?) 
 
Subsection 1g, h: It is necessary to consider here the need to establish a National Dams 
Commission that would be responsible for all the technical issues relating to dams and reservoir 
design, construction and supervision. The RBMC role should be strictly the management 
(licensing, regulation and control) of the water resources. Thus its role should be to grant 
operations permit to dams and reservoir owners. The RBMC should not be involved in dams 
and reservoirs operation and management. 
Subsection 1l: Every RBMC should own and manage all the assets under the monitoring 
network within its basin area. 
 
Subsection 1p: Activities such as dewatering for underground engineering works, metals and 
minerals mining, sand and aggregates quarrying, burials etc. should also be included. While 
these may not require licensing, it should be mandatory for clearance to be obtained as to their 
level of probable impact and there must be an approval for such activities to proceed. 
 
20. Appointment tenure, qualification and removal of commission members 
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1. Composition of the Commission 
Subsection 1a(iii): I do not see what purpose “Traditional Authorities” would serve in this 
commission, as their interests are adequately served by all the stakeholders represented in the 
commission as listed in this subsection.  
 
Part V: Establishment, Powers and Functions of Irrigation Management Authorities 
 
31. Establishment of an Irrigation Management Authority 
 
My proposal is to completely excise Part V from the Water Act, so I will not comment further on 
that beyond what is here below. 
 
My suggestion is somewhat totally different from what is being proposed here. I would like to 
see a situation where the public irrigation projects are transformed into Public Limited 
Companies. These will then, like all other stakeholders, participate in the water sector subject to 
the same regulatory and licensing control (with respect to water use, infrastructure 
development, reservoir safety, etc.)    
 
Farmers would be encouraged to form co-operatives of water users and these would then be 
able to collectively bargain for water delivery from the irrigation water supply companies. 
 
This could borrow from the very recent examples in the power and energy sector as well as the 
petroleum and gas sector of the nation’s economy. The National Agriculture Bank could work in 
collaboration with approved Micro-Finance organisations to ensure that local farmers have 
access to funding to pay for the water they require.  
 
This approach is in line with the principle of treating water as an economic good. It would also 
help people to begin to appreciate the need to pay for water services, especially where it is an 
input into commercial production, as is the case for irrigated agriculture beyond subsistence 
farming. 
 
Part VI: Directive Principles for the Water Services Sector 
 
43. General principles for the water services sector 
 
Subsection 1 - 4: This would be acceptable provided that States and Local Government water 
supply agencies are subject to the same conditions applicable to all other water users nation-
wide as stipulated by the Act, and that all regulatory and control powers are vested in the River 
Basin Commission alone. 
 
Subsection 4h: “recognising and promoting traditional sources of community water supply”. What are these 
traditional sources? Do they meet recognised and accepted standards for safe water supply? 
Emphasis should always be on promoting safe and sustainable water supply technologies 
appropriate to every type of community. 
 
Subsection 5: I would suggest here that each state should establish a body responsible for all 
issues relating to the economics of water supply (refer here to Water Services Regulation 
Authority (OfWat) – the economic regulator for the water and sewerage industry in England & 
Wales). 
 
 
 
 
45. State responsibility for water services 
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The regulatory functions referred to here in subsections 1 & 3 must be clearly explained as 
being the regulation of water supply services. Such an authority as I suggested in section 43, 
subsection 5 above should regulate the licensing of water undertakers for the purposes of 
providing water supply services in a state. But the actual taking of water must remain under the 
sole control of the River Basin Management Commission. 
 
Subsection 5: States, through the State Water Services Regulatory Authority, shall ensure that 
–  
(a): All persons (Government or Private) engaged in commercial water supply services to any 
sector of the community (whole communities, private housing estates, etc) are  subject to the 
same operating conditions 
 
Subsections 6: States, through the State Water Services Regulatory Authority, shall ensure that 
all water undertakers (including State Water Supply Agencies) incorporate principles of good 
governance…….. 
 
Subsection 7c: “monitor and protect sources of raw water……”. This must be a licensing condition for all 
water undertakers (duty of care) both government-owned and privately-owned.  
Subsection 7d: Data and information must be provided to the ministry through the regulatory 
authorities (River Basin Management Commission and State Water Services Regulatory 
Authority). 
 
47. Formulation of water services development plans 
 
Subsection 1: All water undertakers, including State Water Agencies shall prepare…….”. It must be a 
licensing condition for all water undertakers to provide their water development and supply 
plans to the regulatory authorities (River Basin Management Commission and State Water 
Services Regulatory Authority). 
 
Subsection 2: “…..improve reliability and security of supply, ……” 
 
Part VII: Establishment, Functions and Powers of Inspectorate of Dam Safety 
 
48. Establishment of an Inspectorate of dam safety 
 
Subsection 1: This should be a National Dam Commission. The tag “Inspectorate of dam safety” 
seems somewhat restrictive in it is meaning and does not reflect adequately the spectrum of 
functions expected of a commission. I suggest to replace this with commission. 
 
The institutional relationship between the River Basin Management Commission and the 
National Dam Commission must be spelt out. In my opinion the National Dam Commission 
should handle all aspects relating to technical design, construction, operation and maintenance 
of dams and reservoirs while the River Basin Management Commission focuses on all issues 
relating to the water capture and use. 
 
49: Powers and Functions of the Inspectorate of Dams Safety 
 
Subsection 1e & 1g: these two subsections are nearly identical and should rather be merged as 
here indicated: “review plans and designs for new dams and undertake periodic safety 
inspections of existing dams and dams under construction in accordance with the provisions of 
this Act” 
 
Subsection 1m & 1n: I would suggest juxtaposing positions m and n to make it more logical. 
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52. Staff of the Inspectorate 
 
Subsection 1a & 1b: These subsections refer to Agency, but which Agency is this supposed to 
be. I guess this is an error. The Inspectorate is meant here. 
 
53. Structure of the Inspectorate 
 
Subsection 1: I want to suggest the following set-up:  
Directorate of Engineering and Technical Services  
Directorate of Administration and Finance 
Directorate of Corporate Services (to include Legal Unit, Education Unit, etc.) 
Directorate of Facilities Management Services ( including ICT services) 
 
Subsection 4: I would suggest that a zonal office be established in each of the 8 River Basin 
Management Commission areas, but the strength of representation in each office could be such 
as to reflect the distribution density of dams. 
 
54. Responsibilities and Functions of approved professional persons 
 
I am of the opinion that this section is rather scanty. For instance, no disciplinary or other 
measures have been proposed in the case of non-compliance with dam safety regulations 
among others. I would therefore suggest that Sections 4 & 5 of the UK Reservoir Act (1975) be 
consulted for a fuller description of the roles and functions of approved professional persons. 
 
56. Design and commencement of works on dams 
 
Subsection 1: No person shall commence any works in respect of any dam (large or small) 
unless approval for water impoundment has been obtained from the RBMC and until -  
 
Part VIII: Water Resources Planning and management 
 
64. Basin Water Resources Strategy and Plans 
 
Subsection 5: The basin water resources strategy should also necessarily include plans for 
investigation and assessing the resource quantity. I would refer here to the UK Catchment 
Abstraction Management Strategy (CAMS) process and River Basin Management Plans built 
upon the framework of the EU Water Framework Directive. 
 
Subsection 6: The strategy must also include an Assets Management Plan of all existing and 
planned assets. 
 
65. Classification of water resources and resource quality objectives 
 
I would suggest a closer look at the EU Water Framework Directive and adaptation to the 
Nigerian situation. Further reference could be made to the Environment Agency (England & 
Wales) CAMS/WFD documents and  the Abstraction Licensing manual in establishing 
procedures for establishing among others: River Quality Objectives, Ground Water Quality 
Objectives, Environmental Flows requirements, Resource Protection Zones, etc. 
 
Subsection 1: The term “significant” as used here needs to be clarified. It is necessary to identify 
major and minor aquifers and also major river systems. 
 
66. Determination of reserve 
 



 

Partners for Water and Sanitation   Page 9 
Date  

Subsection 2: The reserve of water must also consider what may be needed to maintain a 
certain level of economic activity. Consideration for ecological reserve must also include water 
needed to sustain wetlands and groundwater-dependent terrestrial ecosystems. 
 
Subsection 4b: In addition to what has been suggested here, all applicants for large quantities 
of water must provide the RBMC with sufficient proof of the impact of their proposal on the 
resource reserve and on existing users (derogation issues) and on protected water features (if 
any).  
 
Part IX: Licensing 
 
68. Considerations for issue of licenses and general authorisations 
 
Subsection 2: In considering an application for water use license or discharge consent…. 
 
Subsection 2e: “significant harm”. What constitutes a harm in this sense? I suggest replacing this 
with “derogation”. 
 
69. Licensing Categories 
 
Subsection 1: “shall be licensed by a commission”. This is rather vague. Which Commission is being 
referred to here, since the activities listed hereunder do not all fall within the premise of the 
River Basin Management Commission. Licensing categories should be limited to those activities 
licensable by the RBMC. The RBMC may be cited as a mandatory Statutory Consultee for other 
activities that may impact on the water resources within any basin. 
 
The following comments may be appropriate here: 
 
It is necessary to distinguish between a license to use water and a consent to discharge 
water/wastewater and these should necessarily be guided by different regulations. There should 
also be a consent to investigate a groundwater source. 
 
For instance activities listed under subsections 1f-1j primarily require discharge consents and 
not licenses to take water.  
 
Subsection 1k – 1s: Activities listed under 1k – 1s, where they do not require consumptive water 
use, only need the RBMC as a mandatory Statutory Consultee.  
 
Subsection 1t: All issues of consultants/contractors accreditation and licensing should be done 
by the professional bodies. The RBMC can only ensure that only qualified persons may make 
presentation for license applications.  
 
Subsection 2: This subsection should be expunged from the Act. Only the RBMC should license 
every category of water undertakers. Exemptions from licensing should be solely based on the 
maximum requirement for domestic use (not exceeding 15 m3/d per household) and for 
emergency cases only. All other persons, for whatsoever purposes must apply for an 
abstraction licence through the River basin Management Commission. 
 
71. Application for a licence 
 
Subsection 1: see proposed amendments to that section. 
Subsection 5a(ii): resource quantity and quality 
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Subsection 5a(iii): There should be no need for an independent review by an external person, 
except in the case where the Commission does not have in-house capability to carry out such a 
review.  
 
Subsection 5b: The Commission should always be in position to primarily assess the impact  of 
any proposed water development and use. 
 
Subsection 8c: The issue of derogation of existing user rights and impact on protected water 
features (e.g. wetlands, streams, etc.) must be mandatory for every application. 
 
72. Essential requirements for licenses 
 
Subsection 1e and f: The proposed validity period of 25 years is excessive. Licence validity 
period should not be longer than 10 years, after which it must be renewed. It is advisable that 
licences be time-limited and short time review cycles are recommended as this will allow for a 
periodic review as the resource becomes better understood. 
 
Subsection 4: Application for variation of a licence should be permissible at anytime within the 
validity period of the licence, but must satisfy the conditions stipulated in section 71. 
 
74. Emergency powers in case of shortage of water 
 
Subsection 1: “……….by reason of an actual or anticipated exceptional shortage of water in the 
basin, due to prolonged dry conditions, or by reason of accident …… “ 
 
Subsection 6: What is the prescribed punishment for this offence?  
 
76. Charges for water use 
 
Subsection 4a(iii): While this provision may be suitable in the case of water supply services, 
differential pricing based on water user types may be seen to be discriminatory with respect to 
bulk water. This provision should be removed.  
 
78. Groundwater conservation areas 
 
I suggest replacing conservation with protection. In line with this the Commission needs to 
produce maps of groundwater protection zones and groundwater vulnerability maps. These 
maps will indicate those areas where the groundwater resource is of exceptional public interest. 
 
Part X: Monitoring, Reporting and Information Systems 
 
83. Establishment of basin information systems 
 
Subsection 1: The RBMC should primarily establish an ICT Infrastructure that links all its 
locations country-wide.  
 
Subsection 1e: This should be the duty of the Water Services Regulatory Authority and not that 
of the River Basin Management Commission. 
 
84. Information on floods and droughts 
 
Subsection 1b: an impending drought or a drought that has occurred. 
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Subsection 2: The Ministry needs to establish also flood protection zones and produce flood 
zone maps in addition to establishing an early warning system in relation to events listed in 
subsection 1. 
 
85. Objectives of national and basin information systems 
 
Subsection 1c: there is a numbering error that needs to be corrected. 
 
Part XI: Appeals and Dispute Resolution 
 
No further comment beyond what I have expressed under comments on explanatory notes 
 
 
Part XII: General 
 
95. Entry onto land in furtherance of duties 
 
Subsection 3: “reasonable notice” here is subjective. A minimum required period should be 
stipulated (e.g. 48 hours) except in the event of an emergency. 
 
Subsection 6: “reasonable time” here is subjective and should be qualified. Pending the 
outcome of final results (depending on the type of investigation) some kind of communication 
should be sent to the owners within 21 days. 
 
Part XIII: Offences 
 
101. Non-compliance 
Offences (and the required punishment in case of conviction) relating to dams and reservoir 
safety need to be catalogued and included in this section. Reference could be made to the UK 
Reservoirs Act. 
 
Part XIV: Consequential and Transitional Provisions 
No further comment beyond what I have expressed under comments on explanatory notes 
 
Part XV: Interpretation and Citation 
No further comment beyond what I have expressed under comments on explanatory notes 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Partners for Water and Sanitation   Page 12 
Date  

 
 
 
Bibliography: 
  
1. Handbook for the Assessment of Catchment Water Demand and Use(DfID) 
2. A sustainable water industry – To PR09 and beyond (OfWat, October 2006) 
3. Guidance on the Water Resources (EIA) Regulations 2003  
4. The Water Act 2001 (Czech Republic) 
5. German Federal Water Act (2002) 
6. The Water Resources Act  36/1995 (Jamaica) 
7. National Water Act (36/1998) Republic of South Africa 
8. The Water Act 2003 (Swaziland) 
9. Water Management Act 2000 (Australia) 
10. Reservoirs Act 1975 (England & Wales) 
11. CAMS_WFD_Brief v3.5 (Environment Agency, England & Wales) 

 

 
 


