
EXHIBIT B 

SWM AGREEMENT 

INTRODUCTION 

Both the City and Port own and operate surface water management programs and facilities. This 
Agreement implements the parties' desire to coordinate development of their facilities and 
develop lnutually compatible Surface Water Management (SWM) programs. 

The parties acknowledge that the purpose of City SWM rates and charges is to provide a method 
for payment of all or any part of the cost and expense of surface and storm water ma~lagelnent 
services. or to pay or secure the payment of all or any portion of any issue of general obligation 
or revenue bonds or other debt issued for such services. These rates and charges are necessary to 
promote the public health, safety and welfare by minimizing uncontrolled surface and storm 
water, erosion and water pollution; to preserve and utilize the many values of the City's natural 
drainage system. including water quality, open space, fish and wildlife habitat, recreation, 
education, urban separation and drainage facilities; and to provide for the comprehensive 
management and administration of surface and storm water. 

The parties agree that the update of the SWM iees described in Section I below is not intended to 
provide the basis for modifying or changing tile policy underlying the City's SWM program. The 
parties agree that any adjustments to fees or charges paid by the Port will occur if: 

1.  any of the conditions contained in KCC 9.08.080 are present; 

2. any of the conditions contained in RCW 35.67.020 are present; or 

3. the City may grant a credit pursuant to RCW 90.03.510 if the Port has storm water 
facilities that mitigate or lessen the impact of stor~nwater. 

1. SWM FEES 

The City and the Port agree to the terms cited in the 2001 Interlocal Agreement (ILA) Between 
the City of SeaTac and the Port of Seattle, Amendment to the Interlocal Agreement Between the 
City of SeaTac and the Port of Seattle of September 4, 1997 and Termination of the Interlocal 
Agreement Between the City of SeaTac and Port of Seattle of 1992. These terms shall continue 
through the construction of all stormwater facilities required in the Port's 404 permit and 401 
water quality certification hereafter referred to as the Port's Comprehensive Stormwater 
Management Program (CSMP). After completion of the CSMP, the City and Port agree to 
review the existing fee structure and adjust fees appropriately. 
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SWM fees collected from the Airport are currently pledged to the City's existing bond debt 
service through 2013. Any future adjustn~ents of SWM fees shall not affect the portion of the 
Port's SWM fee, which the City applies to the existing bond debt service, as shown in 
Attachment B-1. 

2. WATER QUALITY REVIEW 

'The Port and the City shall provide each other with data on sediment and water quality and Best 
Management Practices (BMPs) implemented to address pollutants on Port property, in the City 
and in regional surface water management facilities. The Port and the City shall: 

a. share data and reports which include annual reports, Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plans, and monitoring data from storm drains; 

b. consult with each other about data and potential water quality impacts to receiving 
waters and/or stormwater discharging onto each other's properties; and 

c. shall adopt BMP's required by each jurisdiction's National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit requirements or SWM design standards as 
described in Section 4 below in order to address water quality impacts to receiving 
waters and/or stormwater impacts upon each other's properties. A list of the 
BMPs and water quality measures now undertaken by the City and Port are 
included as Attachment B-2 and B-3. 

The Port, as required by its NPDES permit for stormwater discharges from the Airport, will 
complete a Comprehensive Receiving Water and Stormwater Runoff Study in April 2008. The 
Study will identify sources of pollutants discharging to Miller and Des Moines Creeks. The Port 
will include in the Study Report an action plan to address pollutants that discharge to Miller and 
Des Moines Creeks that could result in exceedances of water quality standards. 

3. COORDINATED COMPREHENSIVE DRAINAGE PLANS AND BASIN 
PLANNING 

3.1 Comprehensive Drainage Plans. The Port and City acknowledge that each 
periodically undertakes a review of its respective Comprehensive Drainage Plans, and that they 
should share information concerning these plans in order to achieve the greatest possible 
consistency between these plans. The parties shall share GIs based mapping of their respective 
SWM systems. 

3.2 Des Moines Creek Basin. The Port and City shall complete and implement the 
projects identified in the Des Moines Creek Basin Interlocal Agreement GCA-3921with the City 
of Des Moines, King County and the Washington State Department of Transportation (WSDOT) 
dated June 1 1,2004. 
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3.3 Miller Creek Basin. The original design of this facility assumed that 27 acres of 
impervious surfaces from Port property drained into the Miller Creek Regional Detelltion 
Facility, but in fact. discharges into the Port's Industrial Wastewater System (IWS). In order to 
properly credit the Post for the 27 acres ofinlpervious surface that it treats through the IWS, the 
Port may now discharge the equivalent of up to 27 acres of inlpervious surfaces into the Miller 
Creek Regional Iletention Facility without providing any additional on-site detention. The Port 
shall notify the City as it utilizes this 27 acre credit. 

Except for the Port's discharge from the 27 acres, the Port shall provide on-site detention for new 
surface water discharges consistent with the "SWM threshold" described in Section 5.3 beforc 
these flows reach the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility. 

The Port and City shall complete and implement the projects identified in the ongoing Miller 
Creek Basin Interlocal Agreement dated May 28, 2002 with the cities of Burien, Normandy Park 
and King County. Pending the finalization of the Miller Creek Basin Plan recommendations for 
capital improvenlents, regulatory standards and operational changes, both parties reserve the right 
to review and consider or object to the Basin Plan's final recommendations. 'The City 
acknowledges that the Port is obligated to ensure that Basin Plan projects do not affect the safe 
operation of the Airport, and do not cause wildlife attraction issues. 

4. SWM DESIGN STANDARDS 

Both the Post and the City shall adopt and follow the standards and requirements for surface 
water management as contained in the King County Surface Water Design Manual and King 
County Code (KCC) Chapters 9.04 and 9.08 existing on the date of this Agreement, except (a) 
specific County permitting procedures (e.g. KCC 9.04.090). These surface water management 
standards are preempted by the FAA or other federal or state requirements such as specific 
NPDES permits or 401 certifications identified in Attachment B-5. 

If King County amends its surface water requirements and standards after the date of this 
agreement, then the Port and City shall meet to decide whether to adopt the revised King County 
Standards. The parties presume that revisions to King County standards should be adopted by 
the Post and City, unless adoption of those revised standards will create serious practical 
difficulties or incompatibilities with their existing drainage systems. (e.g. if the revisions would 
require retrofit or significant revision of the planned surface water systems of either). 

5. COORDINATED PROJECT REVIEW & APPROVAL 

The Port and City adopt a cooperative process for reviewing the SWM components of projects as 
set forth in this Agreement. Each party shall use the SWM standards set forth in Section 4 
above. 
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5.1 Port I'rojects. The Port shall be responsible for the surface water design and 
requirements for projects that discharge directly into Port SWM facilities. No permit or approval 
fiom the City is required for these discharges subject to the permitting conditions cited in Exhibit 
A of this ILA. However, SWM Consultation shall be required if any of the flows from Port 
propesty will exceed the "SWM lhreshold" defined in Section 5.3 below. The parties 
acknowledge the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility is owned, operated and maintained by 
the Port for use by it, the City and other agencies. No SWM Consultation shall be required for 
any surface water from Post property that discharges into its Industrial Waste Systcm, except if 
the IWS discharge would result in a significant reduction of stream flows that would have a 
likely adverse environmental impact on habitat. 

5.2 Non Port-Owned Projects. The City shall be responsible for the surface water 
design and requirements for projects on properties that discharge into non Post-owned facilities. 
No permits or approvals from the Port are required for these discharges. However, SWM 
consultation shall be required if any of the flows from projects located on non-I'ort-owned 
properties will exceed the "SWM Threshold" defined in Section 5.3 below. The parties 
acknowledge the Miller Creek Regional Detention Facility, is owned, operated and maintained 
by the Post for use by it, the City and other agencies. 

5.3 Definitions. 

5.3.1 "SWM Threshold" means runoff or impacts that exceed any of the following 
standards: (a) an increase in the runoff between the 100-year, 24-hour pre-development 
site conditions and the 100-year, 24-hour post-development site conditions, as calculated 
for each discharge location, of 0.1 cubic feet per second or greater, (b) diversion from one 
drainage sub-basin to another, (c) any variance from the SWM design manual, or (d) a 
diversion that would result in a significant reduction of stream flows that would have a 
likely impact on habitat. 

5.3.2 "SWM Consultation" means a meeting between the Post and City officials 
charged with implementing SWM design and that shall occur within 14 days after either 
party requests consultation. Each party shall consider in good faith the colnments or 
revisions requested by the other party. 

5.4 Dispute Resolution. If any disagreement or dispute arises regarding interpretation 
or application of the SWM standards, the11 the dispute shall be resolved through the Dispute 
Resolution procedures set forth in Section 13 of this ILA. 

5.5 Notice Information. The Port shall include drainage design information with each 
"Port Project Notice" submitted to the City as part of the Port's "Project Notice" under the Land 
Use Agreement (Exhibit A to this Interlocal Agreement). The City shall deliver to the Post a 
copy of any SEPA determination on a project that i~lvolves discharge of surface water into Miller 
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Creek Regional Detention Facility, the Tyee Pond or the NW Ponds. (Even if the SWM 
threshold is not exceeded). If a party requests an explanation about the design of a particular 
SWM project, the other party shall provide an explanation, data and documentation regarding the 
SWM design. 

ATTACI 1MENTS: 

Attachment B-1 - City of SeaTac Storn~ Water Revenue Bonds Outstanding at October 14,2005 

Attachment B-2 - List of City's Existing BMPs and Water Quality Measures 

Attachment B-3 - List of Port's Existing BMPs and Water Quality Measures 

Attachment B-4 - Port's Information on Detention Facilities (April 10, 1997) 

Attachment B-5 - Federal Regulations Affecting SWM Standards 

Attachment B-6 - Letter from the Depai-tment of Ecology to the Des Moines Creek Basin 
Planning Committee dated July 23,2003 
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ATTACHMENT B-1 

City of SeaTac 

Storm Water Revenue Bonds Outstanding at February 1, 2006 

Date - 
6/1/2006 

1211 12006 
6/1/2007 

12/1/2007 
6/1/2008 

1211 12008 
6/1/2009 

12/1/2009 
6/1/2010 

12/1/2010 
6/1/2011 

12/1/2011 
6/1/2012 

12/1/2012 
6/1/2013 

12/1/2013 
Total 

1999 Refunding Bonds Total Debt 
Principal Interest Service 

$ $ 57,400.00 $ 57,400.00 
275,000.00 57,400.00 332,400.00 

51,487.50 51,487.50 
285,000.00 51,487.50 336,487.50 

45,288.75 45,288.75 
300,000.00 45,288.75 345,288.75 

38,688.75 38,688.75 
31 5,000.00 38,688.75 353,688.75 

31,601.25 31,601.25 
320,000.00 31,601.25 351,601.25 

24,481.25 24,481.25 
335,000.00 24,481.25 359,481.25 

16,860.00 16,860.00 
355,000.00 16,860.00 371,860.00 

8,695.00 8,695.00 
370,000.00 8,695.00- 378,695.00 

$ 2,555,000.00 $ 549,005.00 $ 3,104,005.00 
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ATTACHMENT B-2 

LIST OF CITY'S EXISTING BMPS AND WATER QUALITY MEASURES 

1. City adoption of King County Surface Water Design Manual with: 
Drainage review required with specified permits; 
Core requirements; and 
Special requirements. 

2. Engineering Division of Public Works Department review of drainage, utility and site 
improvements on public and private development proposals. 

3. On-going Public Works projects utilizing surface water management fund. 

4. Surface water management operation and maintenance program. 

[Copies of the above were provided by the City to the Port.] 
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ATTACHMENT B-3 

LIST OF PORT'S EXISTING BMPS AND WATER QUALITY MEASURES 

Port adoption of relevant surface water design manuals 
Areas within Port's Individual NPDES Permit Boundary 

o Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington (Department of 
Ecology, 2005 or current version) 

Areas outside of Port's Individual NPDES Permit Boundary 
o King County Surface Water Design Manual (King County, 2005) 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for Airport Industrial Activities 

Stormwater Facilities Operations and Maintenance (O&M) Plan 

Non-construction stormwater discharge monitoring including conventional, BODICOD, 
glycols, oil and grease, metals, other priority pollutants and acute toxicity. 

Ambient conditions monitoring for sublethal toxicity. 

Comprehensive Receiving Water and Stormwater Runoff Study 

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for construction projects including 
erosion/sedimentation control plan (ESC) for all land disturbing activities and site 
discharge monitoring for land disturbing activities greater than 1 acre. 

Implementation of Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan (Parametrix 2000 and 
2005 updates) for flow control 

Procedures manual analysis by a state-certified laboratory. 

Spill control containment and countermeasures plan (SPCCC). 

Industrial Wastewater Management System 

Stormwater Best Management Practices and AKART Compliance (Stormwater 
Engineering Report, RW Beck 2005 and Facility Assessment Report, Parametrix 2005) 
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ATTACHMENT B-4 

PORT OF SEATTLE DETENTION FACILITIES AND 1997 MEMORANDUM 

Facility Name Purpose Service 
Area 

Storage Capacity 

Miller Creek Detention 
Facility 

Regional Flood and 
Erosion Control 

North Employee Parking Lot 
(NEPL) Vault 

Tyee Regional Pond 

SDS-3A (1 998 Taxiway 
Vault) 

Regional flood control 
and fuel spill 
containment 

Limit stormwater 
runoff to pre- 
developed conditions 
for the 2-year, I 0-year 
and 100-year 24 hour 
design storms 

Limit stormwater 
runoff to pre- 
developed conditions 
for the 50% of the 2- 
year and 100% of the 
I 0-year and 100-year 
24 hour design storms 
(Ecology 1992) 

Airport and 
Surrounding 
Communities 

68 AF at emergency spillway 
crest 

91 AF at maximum water 
surface elevation 

Airport only 
- NEPL 
(40.8 acres) 

3 AF at overflow elevation 

I 

4.48 AF at maximum water 
surface elevation 

Airport only 
- connecting 
taxiways for 
Runway 
16R-34L 
(48.4 acres) 

7 AF at overflow elevation 

6.54 AF at maximum water 
surface elevation 

South Employee Remote 
Parking Lot and Expansion 

Doug Fox Infiltration Facility 

Limit stormwater 
runoff 

Airport only 
- parking 

Limit stormwater 
runoff - infiltration 

0.7 AF 

S 160"' St. Remote Parking 
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Airport only 
- DF parking 
lot and flight 
kitchens 

Airportonly Limit stormwater 

0.06 plus 300ft X 300 ft 
infiltration trench 

1.3AF 



Lot 

Starling Road Detention Pond 

Flying Food Detention Vault 

Lufthansa Detention Pond 

Des Moines Creek Regional 
Detention 

runoff 

Limit stormwater 
runoff 

Limit stormwater 
runoff' 

Limit stormwater 
runoff 

Regional flood control 

Airport only NA 
- Starling 
Road 

Airport only 0.05 AF 
- Roof and 
parking lot 
Airport only 0.06 AF 
- Roof and 
parking lot 
Airport, AF 
SeaTac 
Des Moines 
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ATTACHMENT B-5 

FEDERAL REGULATIONS AFFECTING SWM STANDARDS 

Note: The following list is intended to be a representative sample of applicable federal 
environmental regulations. Attempts have been made to ensure that it is comprehensive, 
but it is not necessarily all-inclusive. The SWM and sensitive areas agreements should 
acknowledge that other federal regulations not listed here may apply and that the 
regulations may be amended or new regulations adopted from time-to-time. 

I. GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL - Typically are addressed during planning: 

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) - established a broad 
national policy to improve the relationship between man and the environment and 
set out policies and goals to ensure that environmental considerations are given 
careful attention and appropriate emphasis in all Federal decisions. 

Council on Environmental Quality (CEO) Regulations - Regulations established 
by the President's Council on Environmental Quality to implement the NEPA. 

FAA Airport Environmental Handbook. 5050.4A 

11. WATER 

Federal Water Pollution Control ActIClean Water Act - regulates pollutant 
discharges into the waters of the U.S. including discharges from retention basins, 
wastewater treatment units, stormwater, etc. Established a permit process 
(Section 404) for the dredge and fill of navigable waters. 

Safe Drinkinn Water Act - regulates on-site water wells supplying water for 
public consumption. 

Executive Order 11990 Protection of Wetlands - defines wetlands and the 
importance of wetlands to the nation. 

Executive Order 1 1988 Floodplain Management - links the need to protect lives 
and property with the need to restore and preserve natural and beneficial 
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floodplain values. 

111. WILDLIFE HAZARDS, LANDFILLS, CLEAN AIR 

14 CFR Part 139.337 (FAR Part 139.337) - Requires the certificated airports 
provide an ecological study when potentially hazardous birds or other wildlife are 
observed or if a serious bird strike occurs. 

40 CFR Part 258 - provide landfill site criteria concerning the establishment, 
elimination or monitoring of waste disposal facilities in the vicinity of an airport 
(Included in FAA Order 5200.5A). 

Clean Air Act - requires the EPA to set ambient air quality standards, to control 
emissions from stationary and mobile sources, to establish new source standards 
and to control hazardous air pollutants. Including 40 CFR Part 51 and 93 which 
govern conformity with a State Implementation Plan - Projects involving federal 
funding must show that they conform to the objectives of the SIP. 

IV. NOISE 

Airport Noise and Capacity Act of 1990 - Requires the transition to a Stage 3 fleet 
(for aircraft weighing more than 75,000 pounds) by December 31, 1999 with 
exemptions possible on a case-by-case basis through December 3 1,2003. 

* FAR Part 91 (14 CFR Part 91) - Establishes a phased transition to an all Stage 3 
aircraft fleet. 

FAR Part 16 1 (14 CFR Part 16 1) - Establishes a program for reviewing airport 
noise and access restrictions on the operations of Stage 2 and Stage 3 aircraft. 

FAR Part 150 (14 CFR Part 150) - Airport Noise Compatibility Planning process 
establishes a framework for preparing airport noise and land use compatibility 
plans. Contains the FAA land use compatibility guidelines. 

V. HAZARDOUS WASTE 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
(CERCLA of 1980 - also known as the superfund law. Enacted to address past 
and present national problems of hazardous substances. It finances the clean-up 
by the government of waste spills and uncontrolled disposal of past industrial 
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practices. 

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 - regulates the 
management and disposal of newly created industrial hazardous waste. 

Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) of 1976 - established a system for 
identifying and evaluating environmental and health effects of chemicals. TSCA 
established controls for such substances as asbestos-containing building materials, 
PCB capacitors, transformers, etc. 

40 CFR Part 261 - Identification and Listing of hazardous waste. 

VI. FEDERAL GRANT ASSURANCES 

As a condition for federal funding of airport developments, FAA requires airports 
to sign Grant Assurances which require, among other actions; 1) to not cause or 
permit any activity or action that would interfere with the use of the Airport for 
Airport purposes; 2) to mitigate or prevent the establishment of flight hazards; and 
3) to carry out developments in accordance with federal policies, standards, and 
specifications including but not limited to the FAA Advisory Circulars (Grant 
Assurances 19,20,2 1, 34). 

OTHERS 

29 CFR 1926 Federal Occupational Safety and Health Act 

40 CFR Part 61 National Emission Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants 

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 

Endangered Species Act of 1974 

e Farmland Protection Policy Act 

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 

E.O. 1 15 14 Protection and Enhancement of Environmental Quality 

E.O. 11 593 Protection and Enhancement of Cultural Environment 
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E.O. I 1 1990 Preservation of Wetlands 

E.O. 12372 Intergovernmental Review of Federal Programs 

E.O. 12898 - Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income Populations 

E.O. 1 1998 Floodplain Management 

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC 303(c)) 

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (3 1 CFR 800) 

Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974 (16 USC 469 et seq.) 

Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 

Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 

FAR Part 77 - Height limitations near airports 
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ATTACHMENT B-6 

LETTER FROM THE-DEPArRTMEW+F.-E;C4bMY-Te THGBWMOINES CREEK 
BASIN PLANNING COMMITTEE DATED JULY 23,2003 

Mr. David Masters, Project Coordirlator 
Iles Moines Clpek Regiongtl Detenticrn F;tcifity Plartnirig Comnrittee 
P.0. Box 4fR8 
Seattle, WA ClS1C)4 

Dear Mr. ll"Ir75Lcrs; 

lie: Ilycfrologic Alaalysis of the Bcs hilleillcs Grccl; Rcgiaslal Dclcrrticta~ F:icitity 

hCde t ~ a v e  revietved tfrc b'otleitving refsorts sul>ntiltcd tty yoit an bchaifsf tlno nranbesi; <$the Des 
Mbaclincs Creek Pfar~riirrg C:amnzirtec: 

tVc litid tElar tilcsc doctirncrlfs r1t-r: rcspcrrnsivc to tflc Dcpltlrtsrxctlt of Ecology's , S f ~ , ~ r t ~ , ~ ~ r ~ t , -  
i%f~rr~rr,ncr~z nr t A4t2 t 2 ~ 2  f 3(b11 J 12e.1;fertt @'t~~vl~if~gft~i~, 1;4~~j~~i?dix 83, G;.N~L!(Z~Y ~:t*~fbr* .4 11~2"i$?g the Mitt imtan 
ftc~q~ci~ct~~i:a~;,s l7lr.r;ilaglt Brxsirr Plaii?iir~g, The iahi trlatisn sublnincd jsrovidcs sufiicient Eeclzfaical 
dtrta to jltsti fy an nltenrativc to Zhc ricpaaancnl" scmrtu~xczaded tl~iraimurn reiqitiren~etjt for flow 
co~arrclf i~it1jin ~Iic DL'S iMoiile~ C:I-CCK $Vafcrs1i~d, '^tlte aiiea-rz;ative recciviazg GIG de]aalii31~1lt*a 

ecbi2cun.ence requires tlre irr~plemcntslrittm oTtiiroc rcesnn~nlctrd~tioils fratn "r~e subject reports: 

A I3e.1; h~foines rcgiannl dt.?c~~tilsrt ihcility irs lfle "I'yoc Golf Course at tt~c ~otlff~e~x~ exicf of  
Sea-Tac airport, north a l Souti1 200'" St., including ivipo new stonnwatcr deter11 ion ljonds 
referred to ;xs the Nortiltvest f'onJ and tlte Approach Light Road Ptsmlcl, as ftirtlter 
Jcscr.il>ecf ill fl-rc docirnlents. 

Two bypass t,ipefljzcs; n 48-ixtel-i diameter ljrte tc, c:in-y flaw h l i r  the existing Tyec 
Rcgtairaf Stcst-rx~water Polad tclt the Northwest PoniX, anti ;r 30-inch ciiz~a3tetcr line fi-onx atte 
Tyec Pond fo all abaxacist.it:cj senibary sewer line that u i"l blac refirrl>ishctf to ea17.y 
stcarrnt%*alcr tet i%uget S~urad. 



I-Xydralagie Arlalysls of itra Des h4oirres Creek Regional Dctea-Itisa Facility 
Jtjly 23, 2003 
$-'age 2 of 2 

,4pplicatian o f  tile King County ZPuttafrTiit~e Series (MCK'FS) flaw modct or orflcr DOE 
approvcd models, the King Gcrunty I,evcl f itow ealzrr~l stai~dard, aird tltie 1994 lirrad use 
cstidition as Ihc prc-dwefopud condition far sizing fla~~yt ~cmlrol EkciIifie~ far new 
dcvelopmeni ai~d redevelupmenf once the regional Facilities ;ill$ b3qsass fines are 
cnrtstn-tactcd w d  ~yscratisnal~ 

This ccrstcumncc staotidd nat be construed 8 the issuance s f  t l r ~  t1cccss;ary  enni nits for 
ctslnst nictiotr of the abnvc projec4~. 

Bc;c.;iut;e the planning doctbn~ents do rlot prwide allcmalivc rcconrs~~c~xllzalictns to tile water 
q ~ : ~ l i t y  treal~~?e~lf guidairee psovidcd in Ilic 2001 Stctnllwatcs Management Na~~rtaf for {%'estenl 
Waslri~~gtt?~~, the‘ Depnrtnrct~t nf Ecology encourages the loeaf govenmienss to use the rllall~icli 
rccc!::p1te;1datiâ j:rs lo:. xtew dove!op~;i,cni mil. n"c*dcvelopi;1~112~ liS aJCiiiioii, kit(: Depiirng~let'tt 
er~ca~trrrgcs the R s i n  Ca%tnmillee to continue ptgnning is rzddress ihe existing water quality 
proble~ns s f  tlze creek, 'X'11e cflcrnieal parmielers idelltifie4 in ffle pla~xning dacaama~ts that 
cuct.t.cf applicitt? I c water quality startdards Include: f ~ a l  cof ifonmi bacteria, temperature, disstllvcd 
copper aalci zinc. Irr atliiitiizn, because of the relatiz:cly er&ar~ixecl rtaturc rrd'the wniersl.tcr%, it is 
fikclp thar cctlzce~~trarions nf various pslycyclic arsxnatic Irycjr~pearhons pcslicida arc 
~)criudtcaIly proble~l%atic, 

We cotxgrat~alaic tile local gu'\r~r~~~ltltltc=IltS tlicir foresigi~t, dereg~l~it~atiatx, atrd commitment tc, 
iclcntifjt armd i~n~~lctnent a strategy that should give Wcs Moitaes Cresk aald i t s  biologic resstnrces a 
1rxue.21 impruvcd chance at itot orily sumivlng, but trlriiviing. 

CCf nlcr Quality Ma~ragcr 
Nosthwest regional Offifice 

: I3et~f;kld Altl~auser, P .E., King Comly 
Ed U'Bric~l, P.E., L . E ,  Wafer Quality, IiQ 
Ed Abttasi, Water Quality, NkVRO 


