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Suitability for Swimming at Freshwater Beaches

Figure 1: Number of recreational freshwater beaches by SFRG, 2011-2013 HIGHLIGHTS:
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them, 36 (18%) sites were graded as “very good” (suitable for swimming for al-
most all of the time), 27 (13%) sites as “good” (suitable for swimming for most of 10
the time), 38 (19%) sites as “fair” (generally suitable for swimming), 55 (27%) sites
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Figure 2: Proportion of recreational freshwater beaches by SFRG, 2011-2013
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