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WASHINGTON STATE BEACH PROGRAM SWIMMABLE PUGET SOUND BEACHES? IDENTIFYING PROBLEMS & FINDING SOLUTIONS
What Is The BEACH Program? How Does the Puget Sound Partnership
Washington State’s BEACH Program is funded through the federal BEACH determine if our beaches are “Swimmable”?

Act of 2000 which amends the Clean Water Act. This program is designed The BEACH Program uses 41 Puget Sound Core beaches to evaluate
to reduce the risk of disease to users of recreational saltwater beaches. long-term trends at swimming beaches in Puget Sound.

The program tests heavily used beaches and notifies the public when there

Identifying Beaches with Chronic Bacteria
Problems

Seasonal geometric means are calculated at the end of each BEACH
season (Memorial Day — Labor Day) to help identify beaches with
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Fixing Bacteria Problems
Figure 2. Percent of Core beaches that meet bacteria

standards for swimming at all times (May-Sept.).

Oak Harbor City Beach Park — The Island County BEACH Program has
identified numerous pollution sources and made corrective actions. The BEACH
Program continued monitoring this beach through 2007 and again in 2008. In July
2008 the Oak Harbor City Beach Park was reopened to swimming.
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Walker County Park- The BEACH Program monitored Walker County Park
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Figure 1. Prioritizing beaches with
limited funding.




