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BEFORE THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL

)
In the Matter of Application No. 96-1, )
) APPLICATION NO. 96-1
Olympic Pipe Line Company Cross Cascade )
) KITTITASCOUNTY OPENING
Pipeline Project ) STATEMENT FOR ADJUDICATION
) HEARING
)
)

It seems clear that some of the parties to this proceeding are inherently opposed to this
project under any circumstance. Kittitas County is not one of those parties. This County views
development regulations as tools to facilitate successful development — development that is gpod
for both the proponent and the public. The thoughtful process necessary to make that
determination requires complete information at the beginning, not simply assurances by a
proponent that they will address areas of concern after the project has been approved. In the
absence of complete information and analysis, a reasonable individual or government agency|can
not make an intelligent decision on whether a project should be approved. It is impossible to
comment on a project when the applicant will not tell you what it is.

At this time and under the present circumstances, Kittitas County cannot support the
Olympic Pipeline project. Kittitas County has been attempting in good faith to avoid the
necessity of participating in the adjudicatory process by reaching a mitigation agreement with
Olympic. To date we have been unable to do so, but will continue to attempt to reach such a

resolution unless Olympic refuses to negotiate further.

(2]

The concerns of the impacts on the County are many and we will not attempt to addres
them all in this brief opening statement. Kittitas County has many concerns regarding this project
and the process by which this application is being considered. The application presented to

EFSEC is incomplete. The “one stop shopping” concept of the EFSEC process does not mean
1
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that applicants are not required to submit a complete application for the proposal. To the
contrary, a project that crosses numerous jurisdictions should call for even more heightened
scrutiny due to the cumulative effects of such aproposal. Hearings on this project should not be
held until such time as Olympic has submitted a complete application. It is not, nor should it be,
the obligation of this County to write the application or design the project for Olympic.

Those concerns have only been further exacerbated by the most recent federal ESA
listingsin this state. Kittitas County currently has at least four different threatened fish species
listing applicable to this county. Agriculture in this County depends upon water. Most of the
irrigated lands in this County have junior water rights. An ESA listing coupled with the
construction phase disruption to the land and any spill or leak could be catastrophic to this
County.

Whether presented as an environmental concern or an economic concern, a spill or leak
could mean disaster. Olympic has made it clear, however, that it will not develop a spill response
plan at thistime. They are only willing to do so after the pipelineis approved. The ability or
inability to timely respond to remote locations needs to be addressed at this time to make
knowledgeable decisions about the pipeline design and location. If, for example, particular areas
are inaccessible during much of the year, the pipeline would need to be reengineered in those
areas for enhanced safety, realigned to more accessible locations, or have site certification denied
if such inaccessibility for spill response results in unacceptabl e risks.

Another major concern of this county isthe lack of any fire or explosion plan. Again,
Olympic has made it clear that it will not develop such a plan until after the pipeline is approved.
Such critical issues cannot be deferred until after adecision on site certification is made. They
must be done now, not later. The complexity and size of this project does not relieve Olympic of
the obligation to address these completely and in detail before a site certification decision is
made.
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Olympic obviously has the ability to prepare spill, fire and explosions plans for the
pipeline corridor as proposed in the application. They likewise have the ability to prepare
specific mitigation plansto address local emergency response capacity issues. They have ssimply
chosen not to do so. If the route were modified during the certification process then they would
have to modify their spill, fire and explosion plans. That iswhat any applicant for a project
would be required to do as part of the local development review process pursuant to existing
State statutes.

Kittitas County is extremely troubled by the fact that it is even necessary that it
participate in these hearings. The limited resources of this County should not have to be
expended addressing a project application that isn’t even complete. We will participate,
however, because it is the obligation of the County to protect the interests of this community.

Respectfully submitted

James E. Hurson WSBA 12686
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for
Kittitas County
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