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This permit is well done and contains all the herbicides tools that
will be required to manage aquatic weeds in the future.
A few specific comments.
1)  It might be a good idea to put a source for obtaining  more
information in the section on surfactants - what  is most and what is
least toxic,  what do I use when etc.
2) I would also refer the readers to the PNW weed control handbook to
obtain the yearly recommendations and registration updates and PICOL
data base. I would hate for someone to use a product for the wrong
weed etc.  That section is downloadable as a pdf.
3) I think the state should consider adding  marine species to this
permit, other than Spartina.  If a year from WDFW or DNR are required
to consider managing japonica because it affect critical habitat of
green sturgeon  (see Characterization of green sturgeon feeding
habitat in Willapa Bay, Wa .23rd Annual Meeting of
the Gilbert Ichthyological Society. 2011. M. Moser, S Corbett, K.
Patten, B. Feist and S. Lindley. NOAA, WSU and Paficic State Marine
Fisheries Commission) what are you going to do. The agencies could get
sued for failure to protect habitat and then what?
4)  The permit only requires monitoring for emergent weeds? Might want
to consider submergent weed species also? If I use one of the new
herbicide on a submersed species I don't have to monitor?
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