
Introduction

Urban stormwater is one of the major problems related
to potential contamination of the receiver. The amount of
water flowing into rainwater sewage differs significantly in
time and a great load of pollution can be supplied to a
receiver in a short period of time [1-3].

The amount of total suspended solid and bacterial con-
tamination is the main cause of low water quality in rivers
[4]. Faecal pollution of surface waters is a worldwide prob-
lem. It has a significant effect on both public health and the
economy, plus degradation of drinking water sources [5].
Rainwater discharge is one of the most significant microbi-
ological contamination sources [6]. The urbanization
process contributes to an increase of impervious areas and
thus leads to an increase in the amount of rainwater [7].

Rainwater is already contaminated during precipitation
but, in general, much more pollution comes from surface
runoff. Many studies have indicated that even roof-collect-
ed rainwater has poor physicochemical quality and high

levels of bacterial contamination [8-14]. Apart from the
level of air contamination, runoff water quality depends on
many other factors such as profile and land use of the catch-
ment area, the amount of the impervious area and greenery,
season, frequency and downfall length, and many other sec-
ondary factors [1, 15-18]. The strong impact on the con-
centration of fecal bacteria in the runoff have e.g. applica-
tion of poultry litter to small watersheds when runoff occurs
a few days after litter application [19]. The potential for soil
erosion and surface runoff means that poultry waste could
degrade surface and ground water quality [20].

One of the largest sources of contaminants to surface
waters is urban stormwater [18] owing to high concentra-
tions of numerous pollutants. Furthermore, the high per-
centage of impervious surfaces leads to higher volume of
urban stormwater runoff than from natural catchment of the
equivalent area [21]. Urban stormwater runoff contains
large quantities of both faecal microbes and sediment, con-
tributing to surface water quality decrease [22, 23]. Due to
the fact that urbanization grows abruptly, the problem of
proper rainwater treatment becomes more and more impor-
tant.
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Abstract

The aim of this study was to determine the microbiological quality of runoff from an urban area with

different catchment land use flowing into the Cybina River in Poznań, Poland. Water samples were taken from

October 2009 to March 2011 at five research stations situated at the outlets of sewers draining a road surface,

a car park, and residential and industrial areas. Microbiological analyses included: total bacterial count at 22ºC

and at 37ºC, coliform group and faecal coliform bacteria. In each sample the coliform group and faecal col-

iform bacteria, probably of animal origin, were present. MPN coliform group ranged from 48 to 24·105 cells

in 100 ml. The results indicated that quality of stormwater depended on such factors as duration of the rain-

less period, season, and size and state of the impervious area. High microbiological contamination betokens

an adverse influence on the water quality of the Cybina, and therefore treatment of this sewage before the out-

lets to the receiver is necessary. 
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There are very few rainwater sanitary analyses hitherto.
Most research has been done outside Europe [9, 12, 13, 24,
25]. Abundant research involves analysis of lake and river
water quality after a rain event, but not directly rainwater
quality [26-40].

Polish law referenced rainwater contamination for the
first time in 1992. Since then, an increased number of
papers describing the contamination of rainwater and grad-
ual deployment of proper devices for protection of water
environment against such contamination could be observed
[1, 41-44].

In terms of microbiological analyses, rainwater runoff is
still poorly known; therefore, there is an urgent need to fill
this gap. The main aim of this study was a microbiological
assessment of rainwater flowing into the Cybina River in the
area of Poznań. It was analyzed in comparison with various
land uses of the drained catchment area, which is a new
approach to support the solution of this problem. This study
was part of more extensive research related to rainwater
runoff [3]. Chemical data are still under preparation for pub-
lication.

Materials and Methods

The Cybina is a right-bank tributary of the Warta River.
It is a typical third-order river situated in the Wielkopolska
Region (midwestern Poland). The Cybina has a length of 41
km and its catchment area is 195.5 km2 [45]. The lower
course is located in the area of Poznań City – from
Swarzędzkie Lake to the river mouth into the Warta.

Analyses were carried out from October 2009 to March
2011. In this period water samples were collected 10 times
at five research points (Fig. 1): 
1. Outlet of sewer situated below Swarzędzkie Lake, col-

lecting rainwater from the residential area with 28.9%
impervious area, treated in sedimentation tank with
PAH separator.

2. Outlet of sewer equipped with Imhoff tank, collecting
stormwater from the area of a car production factory
and a section of 745 m of national route (51.6% imper-
vious area).

3. Outlet of sewer that collects rainwater from glassworks
transported into the Antoninek Reservoir (88% imper-
vious area).

4. Outlet of sewer that collects stormwater from the area
occupied by a car dealer together with a car parts ware-
house and a car park, transported into the Antoninek
reservoir (76% impervious area).

5. Outlet of sewer situated below the Olszak Reservoir,
which collects untreated rainwater from a short section
of road (149 m), and the area of multi-family housing
estates (26.7% impervious area).
Altogether, 38 samples were taken during the period of

research (7 at stations 1 and 4, and 8 samples at stations 2, 3,
and 5). All of the samples were taken directly from outlets of
sewers into sterile bottles during a rain event. Raining intensi-
ty estimation on a four-point scale was made during the sam-
pling. Water samples were transported to the laboratory and
immediately processed for bacterial analysis. The research of
water comprised analysis of total bacterial count at 22ºC, total
bacterial count at 37ºC, most probable number (MPN) of 
coliform group, and MPN of faecal coliform bacteria. The
total bacterial counts at 22ºC and at 37ºC were analyzed using
the plate count method. To determine the number of psy-
chrophilic and psychrotroph bacteria, the plates were incubat-
ed in an inverted position at 20-22ºC for 72 hours and, to
determine the number of mesophilic bacteria, at 37ºC for 24
hours. Analysis for the coliform group and faecal coliform
bacteria were carried out by the multiple-tube fermentation
technique. The number of positive tubes in each of the three
selected dilution inoculations was used to determine the MPN
in 100 ml. Proper confirmatory tests also were done [46, 47].

Statistical analyses were done using STATISTICA 5.5
software. Differences between the stations were tested with
the nonparametric Kruskal-Waliss test for non-matched
groups.

Results and Discussion

The amounts of particular bacterial groups in the analyzed
period were highly variable between sites and sample dates.
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Fig. 1. The location of research stations Nos. 1-5 (acc. to 3, changed).



Total bacterial counts at 22ºC (psychrophiles and psy-
chrotrophs) were always higher than total bacterial counts
at 37ºC (mesophiles). Every sample also comprised col-
iform group and faecal coliform bacteria at all stations. The
presence of psychrophilic and psychrotrophic bacteria indi-
cates contents of organic matter flushed from the catchment
area, whereas coliforms are an indicator of faecal contami-
nation and the possible presence of the pathogenic bacteria.
The mean values of mesophiles, psychrophiles, and psy-
chrotrophs were different between stations. The highest
values of these indicators were noted at station 4 and the
lowest at station 3 (Fig. 2). The mean values of psy-
chrophiles and psychrotrophs were similar at stations 1, 2,
and 3.

The first contamination of rainwater is due to rinsing the
lower atmosphere. The air is not a good environment for
microorganism growth, but it is the main environment to
dispersal between microorganisms and abiotic matter.
Depending on many factors, the amount of microorganisms
in the air is from a few to 107 colony-forming units (cfu) in
1 m3. They originate from various environments such as
ground and water surface, plants, and feces [48-51]. The
contamination of rainwater collected from roofs depends on
various factors [9, 10, 12-14]. There are two separate
derivations of microbiological contamination: either direct
depositions by birds and small mammals or atmospheric
deposition of airborne microorganisms [12, 13]. In the case
of rainwater flowing into the Cybina, most mesophilic bac-
teria originate presumably from animal feces.

The differences between minimum and maximum val-
ues were high among the stations (Table 1). The highest

minimum and maximum values were observed at station 4.
Variability of the MPN coliform group, which was
observed between stations, was statistically significant
(KW-H (4;38)=11.5, p<0.05). The highest concentration of
total bacterial count was at 22ºC and at 37ºC; coliform
group and faecal coliform bacteria occurred in samples
from the car dealer area (station 4). This catchment area
does not have the biggest impervious area, but it has a high
share in total area. There also is a modern infrastructure that
makes infiltration impossible and almost all of rainwater
fits the sewer as an overland flow. Also at the catchment
area with the glassworks (station 3) there is a high percent-
age of impervious surfaces, but the concrete surface is old
and fissured there, which could cause a decrease in the
amount of rainwater.

High variability among stations could also be due to the
fact that rainwater runoff is characterized by inhomoge-
neous volumetric flow. This has an influence on the value
of contaminant concentrations in runoff originating from
roads. Other reasons for contamination are intensity and
duration of downfall period, duration without downfall,
road type, traffic intensity, and roads precincts. All of those
factors cause considerable fluctuations of contaminant con-
centration in rainwater runoff. The highest contaminations
are observed in the first runoff. In the first 15-60 minutes of
downfall there are maximum values of contamination [16,
17, 52]. Excessive amounts of coliform bacteria were
observed more often in rainwater runoff from urban areas
with a significant section of impervious areas [53].

Dependence of the amount of bacteria in rainwater on the
duration of the rainless period was confirmed in Nigeria [25].
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Fig. 2. Comparison of mean values ± standard deviation of mesophiles and sum of psychrophiles and psychrotrophs at particular sta-
tions.

Table 1. Comparison of faecal coliform bacteria (MPN·100 ml-1) at particular stations.

Station Minimum value Maximum value Mean value Standard deviation Number of samples

1 150 39,000 8,173 824 7

2 23 110,000 14,530 1,053 8

3 21 2,400 837 1,028 8

4 480 1,100,000 231,754 490,346 7

5 23 240,000 37,752 657 8



American research confirmed the influence of the amount
of bacterial contamination of rainfall on the range of faecal
microbiological indicators in Florida’s rivers [33]. Also,
surface runoff during heavy rainfalls caused an increase of
microbiological contamination of bathing waters, which
resulted in a deterioration of quality of those waters [37].
Increased amounts of coliform group and Escherichia coli
after rain events also were noted in another stream in the
USA [36], but not in all sampling dates. Copious rainfalls
in August could cause an augmented wash of faecal mater-
ial before the day when samples were taken. Similar results
were observed in rainwater runoff flowing into the Cybina.
November 2010 was rainy and lower levels of Escherichia
coli were found in the samples from this month. This might
have been significantly influenced by inter alia rainfall
duration just before sampling. For example, on the 18th of
May 2010 the amount of mesophilic bacteria was low. On
this day samples were taken two hours after the beginning
of the rain, which could flush the contamination before
sampling. Similar data was observed in October 2009.
There was not any rain for four days before the sampling
day, so the contaminations accumulation was anticipated,
but morning rain before sampling probably rinsed the con-
tamination from the surface, hence the amounts of bacteria
were not very high. However, low values of mesophilic
bacteria in January 2011 were not an effect of rinsing, but
low temperature. The influence of rainfall intensity on the
amount of bacteria in runoff also was noted. On the 12th of
May 2010 samples were taken from stations 2, 3, and 5 dur-
ing heavy rain in the fourth point intensity. These samples
included the highest amount of psychrophiles and psy-
chrotrophs at stations 2 and 5, which could have been
caused by a stronger elution of bacteria from the soil. This
relationship was not observed at station 3, probably due to
a high percentage of impervious area in this catchment area.

Contaminations of rainwater runoff from roads and
roofs in Częstochowa also vary significantly depending on
the site, sampling date, and rainwater duration [54]. In sam-
ples of rainwater flowing into the Cybina, contaminations
were also various, especially in rainwater runoff from a
motorway. Sanitary water contamination caused by rainwa-
ter runoff can increase several times during rainfall.
Besides, rainwater is characterized by patchy runoff in
time, a so-called shock effect [1, 16, 52].

The amount of total suspended solids that significantly
exceeds the allowed limit is the main problem of urban
runoff [55]. Contamination accumulates on the suspension,
and merely part of them is water-soluble. Suspended solids,
especially soil particles, play a vital role in the transport of
bacteria [1, 56]. High amounts of psychrophilic and psy-
chrotrophic bacteria in rainwater flowing into the Cybina
followed an abundance of suspension content. High values
of the bacteria occurred in March due to snow melting,
which influenced both suspended solids and the bacteria
content in runoff.

Green belts in the catchment area influence the faecal
coliform bacteria number in surface runoff, decreasing their
content, but usually not enough to fulfill water quality stan-
dards [20]. The impact of greenery on curtailment runoff

and decrease of coliform group content in rainwater also
was proved by American researchers [57].

The literature points to significant contamination of
runoff water and its impact on surface water deterioration
[29, 33, 34, 40, 58, 59]. Bacterial contamination of rainwa-
ter flowing through storm drains into the Cybina influences
river water quality as well [60]. Coliform group and faecal
bacteria contamination of rainwater flowing into the
Cybina are high; therefore, they indicate the necessity of
better treatment of this rainwater runoff before the dis-
charge to the receiver. The results of the research proved
that settling tanks at stations 1, 2, and 4 do not fulfill effec-
tively their role and scantily protect the Cybina against bac-
terial contamination.

Conclusions

The studies were carried out from October 2009 to
March 2011 to determine the microbiological quality of
runoff water flowing into the Cybina in Poznań. The sta-
tions were situated at the outlets of sewers draining catch-
ments with different land uses.

Rainwater runoff composition depends on many fac-
tors, such as the duration of the rainless period, season, and
size and state of impervious area. Values of particular bac-
terial groups were highly variable between sites as well as
between sample dates, which caused difficulties in stating
their typical composition. The highest contaminations were
noted in the first period of rainfall.

The coliform group in water indicates faecal contami-
nation and its presence points to other pathogenic organ-
isms of faecal origin. In the case of rainwater runoff from
the studied catchment they originate mainly from animal a
feces. Psychrophilic and psychrotrophic bacteria indicate
suspended solids content washed from the surface of the
catchment.

It was proved that rainwater runoff through storm drains
from an urban area can input high bacterial contamination
load into receiving waters. Therefore, a better treatment of
this runoff before the outlets is necessary.

Urban stormwater is one of the major problems related
to potential contamination of receivers, especially in town
and metropolitan areas. Microbiological contamination is
of vital importance due to the recreational use of these
waters, therefore the problem needs an urgent solution.

Acknowledgements

This work was financially supported by grant N N 305
085635. The authors would like to thank Dr. Monika
Piechowiak for her help in the microbiology analyses and Dr.
Dariusz Świerk for his help in rainwater runoff sampling.

References

1. HELMAN GRUBBA M., MARCINKOWSKI M.,
FALKOWSKI W. The effective protection of water sur-

484 Napieralska A., Gołdyn R.



rounded by roads – theory and practice. [In:] The protection
of surface water, subsoil water and soil along roads and
highways. Materials of the International Scientific-
Technical Conference, Krzyżowo 2004 [In Polish].

2. YUFEN R., XIACKE W., ZHIYUN O., HUA Z., XIAO-
NAN D., HONG M. Stormwater runoff quality from differ-
ent sources in an urban catchment in Bejing, China, Water
Environ. Res., 80, (8), 719, 2008.

3. DONDAJEWSKA R., GOŁDYN R., BARAŁKIEWICZ
D., SZPAKOWSKA B. The quality of rainwater runoff from
urban area to a lowland river. [In:] Jankowski A.T., Absalon
D., Machowski R., Ruman M. (Eds.) Przeobrażenia sto-
sunków wodnych w warunkach zmieniającego się
środowiska. Uniw. Śląski, Wydział Nauk o Ziemi,
Sosnowiec: 105-116, 2009.

4. GROMAIRE-MERTZ M.C., GARNAUD S., GONZALES
A., CHEBBO G. Characterization of urban runoff pollution
in Paris, Wat. Sci. Tech., 39, (2), 1, 1999.

5. BURTON G.A., PITT R.E. Stormwater Effects Handbook:
A Toolbox for Watershed Managers, Scientists and
Engineers, Lewis Publishers, Boca Raton, 2002.

6. ALMEIDA C., SOARES F. Microbiological monitoring of
bivalves from the Ria Formosa Lagoon (south coast of
Portugal): A 20 years of sanitary survey, Mar. Pollut. Bull.,
64, (2), 252, 2012.

7. JAMWAL P., MITTAL A., MOUCHEL J-M. Point and non-
point microbial source pollution: A case study of Delhi,
Phys. Chem. Earth, Parts A/B/C, 36, (12), 490, 2011.

8. LEE J.H., BANG W.K. Characterization of urban stormwa-
ter runoff, Water Res., 34, (6), 1773, 2000.

9. UBA B.N., AGHOGHO O. Rainwater quality from different
roof catchments in the Port Harcourt district, Rivers State,
Nigeria, J. Water. Supply. Res. T., 49, (5), 281, 2000.

10. SIMMONS G., HOPE V., LEWIS G., WHITMORE J.,
GAO W. Contamination of potable roof-collected rainwa-
ter in Auckland, New Zealand, Water Res., 35, (6), 1518,
2001.

11. HANDIA L., TEMBO J.M., MWIINDWA C. Potential of
rainwater harvesting in urban Zambia, Phys. Chem. Earth.,
28, 893, 2003.

12. EVANS C., COOMBES P., DUNSTAN R. Wind, rain and
bacteria: The effect of weather on the microbial composition
of roof-harvested rainwater, Water Res., Australia, 40, (1),
37, 2005.

13. AHMED W., HUYGENES K., GOONETILLEKE A.,
GARDNER T. Real-Time PCR Detection of pathogenic
microorganisms in roof-harvested rainwater in Southeast
Queensland, Australia, Appl. Environ. Microb., 74, (17),
5490, 2008.

14. VIALLE C., SABLAYROLLES C., LOVERA M., JACOB
S., HUAU M., MONTREJAUD-VIGNOLES M.
Monitoring of water quality from roof runoff: Interpretation
using multivariate analysis, Water Res., 45, (12), 3765,
2011.

15. QURESHI A.A., DUTKA B.J. Microbiological studies on
the quality of urban stormwater runoff in Southern Ontario,
Canada, Water Res., 13, (10), 977, 1979.

16. SANSALONE J.J., BUCHBERGER S.G. Partitioning and
first flush of metals in urban roadway storm water, J.
Environ. Eng., 123, 134, 1997.

17. MITSOVA D., VOS J., GARDINALI P., STAFEYCHUK I.
Variability in Road Runoff Pollution by Polycyclic Aromatic
Hydrocarbons (PAHs) in the Urbanized Area Adjacent to
Biscayne Bay, Florida, Journal of Environmental Protection,
2, 1317, 2011.

18. MCCARTHY D.T., HATHAWAY J.M., HUNT W.F.,
DELETIC A. Intra-event variability of Escherichia coli and
total suspended solids in urban stormwater runoff, Water
Res., 2012 [In Press].

19. JENKINS M., ENDALE D., SCHOMBERG H., SHARPE
R. Fecal bacteria and sex hormones in soil and runoff from
cropped watersheds amended with poultry litter, Sci. Total
Environ., 358, (1-3), 164, 2006.

20. COYNE S., GILFILLEN A., VILLALBA A., ZHANG Z.,
RHODES R., DUNN L., BLEVINS L. Fecal bacteria trap-
ping by grass filter strips during simulated rain, J. Soil.
Water Conserv., 53, (2), 140, 1998.

21. ECKLEY C.S., BRANFIREUN B. Simulated rain events on
urban roadway to understand the dynamics of mercury mobi-
lization in stormwater runoff, Water Res., 43, 3635, 2009.

22. SELVAKUMAR A., BORST M. Variation of microorgan-
ism concentrations in urban stormwater runoff with land
use and seasons. Journal of Water and Health, 4, (1), 109,
2006.

23. KROMETIS L.H., DRUMMEY P.N., CHARACKLIS
G.W., SOBSEY M.D. Impart of microbial partitioning on
wet retention pond effectiveness. J. Environ. Eng., 135, (9),
758, 2009.

24. ELLIS J.B., YU W. Bacteriology of urban runoff: The com-
bined sewer as a bacterial reactor and generator, Water. Sci.
Technol., 31, (7), 303, 1995.

25. AKHARAIYI F., ADEBOLUAND T., ABIAGOM M. A
comparison of rainwater in Ondo State, Nigeria to FME
approved drinking water quality standard, Research J.
Microbiol., 2, (11), 807, 2007.

26. ELDER J.F. Indicator bacteria concentrations as affected by
hydrological variables in the Apalachicola River, Florida,
Water Air Soil Poll., 32, 407, 1987.

27. FERGUSON C.M., COOTE B.G., ASHBOLT N.J.,
STEVENSON I.M. Relationships between indicators,
pathogens, and water quality in an estuarine system. Water
Res., 30, (9), 2045, 1996.

28. YOUNG D.K., THACKSTON L.E. Housing density and
bacterial loading in urban streams. J. Environ. Eng., 125,
(12), 1177, 1999.

29. KISTEMANN T., CLAßEN T., KOCH C., DANGEN-
DORF F., FISCHEDER R., GEBEL J., VACATA V.,
EXNER M. Microbial load of drinking water reservoir trib-
utaries during extreme rainfall and runoff, Appl. Environ.
Microb, 68, (5), 2188, 2002.

30. KELSEY H., PORTER E.D., SCOTT G., NEET M.,
WHITE D. Using geographic information systems and
regression analysis to evaluate relationships between lan-
duse and fecal coliform bacterial pollution, J. Exp. Mar.
Biol. Ecol., 298, 97, 2004.

31. SHIBATA T., SOLOGABRIELE HM., FLEMING LE.,
EMIR S. Monitoring marine recreational water quality using
multiple microbial indicators in an urban tropical environ-
ment, Water Res., 38, 3119, 2004.

32. ELERIA A., VOGEL R.M. Predicting fecal coliform bacte-
ria levels in the Charles River, Massachusetts, USA, J. Am.
Water Resour. As., 41, (5), 1195, 2005.

33. SHEHANE S., HARWOOD V.,WHITLOCK J., ROSE J.
The influence of rainfall on the incidence of microbial fae-
cal indicators and the dominant sources of faecal pollution in
a Florida river, J. Appl. Microbiol., 98, 1127, 2005.

34. HILL D., OWENS W., TCHOUNWOU P. The impact of
rainfall on fecal coliform bacteria in Bayou Dorcheat (North
Louisiana), International Journal of Environmental
Research and Public Health, 3, (1), 114, 2006.

Sanitary Analyses of Runoff Water a River 485



35. SCHOONOVER J.E., LOCKABY B.G. Land cover
impacts on stream nutrients and fecal coliform in the lower
piedmont of West Georgia, J. Hydrol., 331, 371, 2006.

36. O’NEAL S., HOLLRAH D. Monitoring of total coliform
and Escherichia coli levels in a second order stream in West-
Central Oklahoma, Proc. Okla. Acad. Sci., 87, 69, 2007.

37. SOYEUX E., BLANCHET F., TISSERAND B. Stormwater
overflow impacts on the sanitary quality of bathing waters,
Water. Sci. Technol, 56, (11), 43, 2007.

38. LINE D.E., WHITE N.M., KIRBY-SMITH W.W., POTTS
J.D. Fecal coliform export from four coastal North Carolina
areas, J. Am. Water Resour. As, 44, (3), 606, 2008.

39. KIRSCHNER A., KAVKA G., VELIMIROV B., MACH
R., SOMMER R., FARNLEITNER A. Microbiological
water quality along the Danube River: Integrating data from
two whole-river surveys and a transnational monitoring net-
work, Water Res., 43, (15), 3673, 2009.

40. LYIMO T. Microbial and nutrient pollution in the coastal
bathing waters of Dar es Salaam, Aquatic Conservation:
Marine and .Freshwater Ecosystems, 19, 27, 2009.

41. POLKOWSKA Ż, GRYNKIEWICZ M., ZABIEGAŁA B.,
NAMIEŚNIK J. Levels of pollutants in runoff water from
roads with high traffic intensity in the city of Gdańsk,
Poland, Pol. J. Environ. Stud., 10, (5), 351, 2001.

42. GRYNKIEWICZ M., POLKOWSKA Ż., NAMIEŚNIK J.
Determination of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in bulk
precipitation and runoff waters in an urban region (Poland),
Atmos. Environ., 36, (2), 361, 2002.

43. KLIMASZEWSKA K., POLKOWSKA Ż, NAMIEŚNIK J.
Influence of Mobile Sources on Pollution of Runoff Waters
from Roads with High Traffic Intensity, Pol. J. Environ.
Stud., 16, (6), 889, 2007.

44. TSAKOVSKI S., TOBISZEWSKI M., SIMEONOV V.,
POLKOWSKA Ż., NAMIEŚNIK J. Chemical composition
of water from roofs in Gdansk, Poland, Environ. Pollut.,
158, (1), 84, 2010.

45. GOŁDYN R., KOWALCZEWSKA-MADURA K.
Chlorophyll a and other water quality variables in lentic and
lotic sections of the Cybina River, Oceanological and
Hydrobiological Studies, 34, (1), 87, 2005.

46. BS EN ISO 6222:1999, BS 6068-4.5:1999. Water quality.
Enumeration of culturable micro-organisms. Colony count
by inoculation in a nutrient agar culture medium, 1999.

47. ISO 9308-2:2012: Water quality – Enumeration of
Escherichia coli and coliform bacteria –  Part 2: Most prob-
able number method, 2012.

48. PROCTOR B.E., PARKER B.W. Microbiology of the
Upper Air: II, J. Bacteriol., 30, (4), 363, 1935.

49. LIGHTART B., SHAFFER B.T. Airborne bacteria In the
atmospheric surface layer: temporal distribution above a
Grass seed field. Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 61, 1492,
1995.

50. BURROWS S.M., ELBERT W., LAWRENCE M.G.,
PÖSCHL U. Bacteria in the global atmosphere – Part 1:
Review and synthesis of literature data for different ecosys-
tems, Atm. Chem. Phys., 9, 10777, 2009.

51. SIMKHADA K., MURTHY K., KHANAL S.N.
Assessment of ambient air quality in Bishnumati corri-
dor,Kathmandu metropolis, Int. J. Environ. Sci. Tech., 2, (3),
217, 2005.

52. BERTRAND-KRAJEWSKI J.L., CHEBBO G., SAGET A.
Distribution of Pollutant Mass vs Volume in Stormwater
Discharges and the First Flush Phenomenon, Water Res., 32,
(8), 2341, 1998. 

53. MALLIN M., JOHNSON V., ENSIGN S. Comparative
impacts of stormwater runoff on water quality of an urban, a
suburban, and a rural stream, Environ. Monit. Assess., 159,
(1-4), 475, 2009.

54. OCIEPA E., KISIEL A., LACH J. Stormwater pollution
flowing into sewage systems, Proceedings of ECOpole, 4,
(2), 465, 2010 [In Polish].

55. REGULATION OF THE MINISTER OF ENVIRON-
MENT dated 08 July 2004 on the conditions that must be
met to discharge wastewater to water or land, and on the
substances that are particularly hazardous for aquatic envi-
ronments [In Polish].

56. MUIRHEAD R., COLLINS R., BREMER P. Interaction of
Escherichia coli and soil particles in runoff, Appl. Environ.
Microb., 72, (5), 3406, 2006.

57. ROODSARI R., SHELTON D., SHIRMOHAMMADI
A., PACHEPSKY Y., SADEGHI A., STARR J. Fecal col-
iform transport as affected by surface condition,
American Society of Agricultural Engineers, 48, (3),
1055, 2005.

58. GANNON J., BUSSE M. E. coli and enterococci levels in
urban stormwater, river water and chlorinated treatment
plant effluent, Water Res., 23, (9), 1167, 1989.

59. PASSERAT J., OUATTARA N.K., MOUCHEL J-M.,
ROCHER V., SERVAIS P. Impact of an intense combined
sewer overflow event on the microbiological water quality
of the Seine River, Water Res., 45, (2), 893, 2011.

60. GOŁDYN R., ZIĘTKOWIAK Z. Assessment of the status
and tendency of Cybina water quality, [In:] A. Kaniecki,
Rotnicka J. (Eds.), Surface waters in Poznan: water prob-
lems of urban areas: a scientific conference, Poznan, Sorus,
1995, [In Polish].

486 Napieralska A., Gołdyn R.


