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Cc: Bob Trimble

Subject: New aquatic weed herbicide permits

Date: Wednesday, September 15, 2010 5:47:31 PM

To whom it may concern. Invasive aquatic weeds have been ruining Lake Washington.
Ruining it for swimmers. Ruining it for boaters. Ruining it for fish. Over the past two
years we have gotten the weeds in the water off our bay to a somewhat manageable level
thru the use of aquatic herbicides applied by a trained and permitted company. It has
been brought to my attention that your department is looking at changing the permitting
process for application of aquatic weeds and that you were soliciting public input so here is
my input — Jon Roskill, Yarrow Point, Wa

« We generally support this permit program, aquatic herbicides are a necessary tool
for the management of Aquatic Weed Growth and we require a system to utilize
these tools where appropriate

» Ecology should consider the economic impact of developing the required discharge
plans. There are many things present such as need for bathymetry map that may
cause excessive costs and make smaller projects unfeasible. These plans are a new
cost we will have to bear and will impact our ability to manage noxious or nuisance
weed and algae growth

« In the past Ecology staff have denied submitted plans as a means of halting
treatment programs. As long as submitted plans meet the critieria listed in your
document there should be no additional need to require re-submittal

« Diquat should not be subject to the fish timing windows. Ecology funded research
have shown little to no impact. There are cases where this tool is necessary to
manage noxious aquatic weeds and is the only option, but timing windows prevent
it's use

« There are US EPA registered products missing from the list of approved products.
Chelated copper algaecides may be necessary to treat toxic algae blooms, Galleon
herbicide has a role against hydrilla and other species. These need to be added to
the permit

« There must be an easy way for products that receive registration after this permit is
issues to be added to the permit

« Phoslock should be added as a nutrient inactivation tool
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