


A possibly-landmark piece of legislation (LN 121 of 2008 - Prevention and Remedying of
Environmental Damage Regulations, 2008) under the Environment Protection Act (EPA) was
approved earlier in the year. This warrants a closer look.

The purpose of this legislation is to establish a framework of environmental liability based on
the 'polluter pays' principle and to prevent and remedy environmental damage. Article 7 of this
legislation stipulates that 'Where environmental damage has occurred, the operator shall,
without delay, inform the competent authority of all relevant aspects of the situation and take all
practicable steps to immediately control, contain, remove or otherwise manage the relevant
contaminants, or any other damage factors in order to limit or to prevent further environmental
damage and adverse effects on human health or further impairment of services, and the
necessary remedial measures'.

In turn, Article 9 states that 'the operator shall bear the costs for the preventive and remedial
actions taken pursuant to these regulations and that the competent authority shall recover the
operator who has caused the damage or the imminent threat of damage, the costs it has
incurred in relation to the preventive or remedial action taken'.

Activities that fall within the remit of this legislation, possibly resulting in environmental damage,
include: Waste management operations, including the collection, transport, recovery and
disposal of waste and hazardous waste; all discharge into the inland surface water; all
discharge of substances into groundwater; the discharge or injection of pollutants into surface
water or groundwater which require a permit, authorisation or registration; and any deliberate
release into the environment, transport and placing on the market of genetically modified
organisms.

At first glance, this legislation greatly bolsters enforcement officers’ clout - time will tell if it's put
to good use after all.

Jellyfish nonsense
Jellyfish blooms seem to become the pet subject of many correspondents in summer, who try
to provide an explanation for this increase.

While the local press has reported several reasons for these blooms, such as the decline in
marine turtle populations and global warming, the phenomenon might actually be a cyclical one:
According to Mills (2001) 'In the western and central Mediterranean Sea, population peaks for
Pelagia noctiluca have occurred on average every 12 years between 1785 and 1985, with each
peak enduring over several years - eight population highs, separated by seven low Pelagia
noctiluca periods, have been reported during this period. Researchers have concluded that
climatic factors between May and August including low rainfall, high temperature and high
atmospheric pressure appear to correlate well with Pelagia noctiluca blooms, these factors
occurring during the reproductive period for this species and likely influencing it, at least
indirectly’.
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