
1



2



3



4

Currently about 70 facilities are covered under the BY GP.
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Since at least July of last year, ECY has asked for and received ideas from the public and

from Permittees about the current BYGP and how it might be improved.
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Plus: Correct errors (mostly grammar)

Add more explicit details to some requirements & processes

Clarify confusing language

8



9



10

Tonya



11



305(b) 303(d) Impaired Category Situation

Yes Yes Yes 5                 Does not have a TMDL

Yes         No          Yes             4A              Has a TMDL

Yes         No          Yes             4B              Has a plan similar to a TMDL

Yes         No          Yes             4C              A TMDL cannot fix the problem

Yes         No          No 3                Insufficient information / No data

Yes         No          No 2                “Water of Concern” – Not bad enough

Yes         No          No 1                Acceptable for those parameters tested
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Present extent of “Lake Union and Lake WA Ship Canal”
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Proposed extent of “Lake Union and Lake WA Ship Canal”

Would take precedence if EPA approves ECY’s WQ Assessment pre-issuance of GP
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S1.B:  “for marine surveys” == “for inspections by marine surveyors”

[ What does 25% of . . . mean? ]

S4.A:  Explanation of “mixing allowance”
No action required of Permittees, so this will move to the Fact Sheet.

Multi1:  “Stormwater” has been used at several points in the permit where it’s
unclear whether it refers to all or some stormwater.

So, similar to the ISWGP, we’ll make the meaning clear.

Multi2:  Too many violations due to DIYs or boat owners.
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If you have questions re on-site issues:
Call local ECY rep via contact info on the Web.

If you have questions, comments, or suggestions re the new permit,
Call me.
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