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November 7, 2003

Carole J. Washburn, Secretary

Washington Utilities and Trangportation Commission
P.O. Box 47250

Olympia, WA 98504- 7250

Subject: Notice of Opportunity to File Written Comments on WAC 480-93, Docket
UG-011073

Dear Ms. Washburn:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed rules for Chapter
480-93 WAC. Enclosed please find Puget Sound Energy’s (PSE) comments. PSE |ooks
forward to the stakeholder workshop scheduled for Monday, December 9, 2003 to discuss
these comments with commission staff.

Sincerdly,

Kaaren Daugherty, PE
Consulting Engineer, Standards and Compliance

Cc.  Kimberly Harris
Karl Karzmar
Sue McLan
Greg Zdler
Jm Hogan
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PSE’s Comments on Proposed Draft Rules Chapter 480-93 WAC

Proposed WAC Rule

Content Comments

Grammar Comments

-005(1) “Active corrosion”

PSE is concerned about the broad impact of a state
defined term for ‘ active corroson’ because thisterm is
defined and used in CFR Part 192. 1t isPSE's
understanding that the state’ s definition would also
gpply to any federd rules pertaining to active corrosion
in addition to the WAC rule (480-93-110) that
incorporates thisterm. In 192.465(e) active corrosion
means “continuing corroson, which, unless controlled,
could result in a condition that is detrimental to public
safety”. The proposed WAC definition (continuing
corroson, which, unless controlled, could result in
leakage”) can be interpreted as meaning any corrosion,
because corrosion which is not controlled will
eventually result in leskage (this may not occur for
many years depending on the corrosion rate). PSE
requests an explandtion of why the commission finds it
necessary to separately define active corrosion. PSE
believes rules should be written in amanner that
facilitates operator successin compliance; duplicetive
definitions hinder compliance.

-005 (4) Business didtrict

PSE is concerned that this proposed definition expands
the higtorica understanding of a business didtrict,
namdy an area generdly with wal towdl paving and a
series of attached, high occupancy buildings. The
definition as proposed could be interpreted to include
drip mdls. Assuch, thiswill dgnificantly increase the
amount of annua leskage surveys based upon the
requirements set forth in 480-93-188. PSE requests
discussion and darification regarding this proposed
definition, including an explanation from the
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commission on what areas they are trying to capture.

-005 (8) Covered Task PSE disagrees with the commission proposd to expand
the covered task definition to include new congtruction
activity. Thiswill have adramatic impact onan
operator’ s ahility to attract competition for construction
bidding. Contractors that work outside the State of
Washington would have reduced ‘ portability’ and
smply may choose not to do businessin this Sate.
Welders and PE joiners dready require quaification,
and contractors are required by contract to follow an
operator’ s desgn and congtruction specifications. PSE
believes the cost for both the operator and an operator’s
contractor outweighs any perceived benefit. In
addition, OQ activity at the federd level and the
development of ASME B31Q asaguideline for
operator qudification, should be completed and tested
before Washington State devel ops new and
incompatible OQ regulations.

-005 (13) Gathering line PSE disagrees with the commisson’sincluson of a
definition of gathering lineintheserules. Thistermis

not used in any rule contained within this chapter. In
addition, the proposed definition is based upon an
advisory bulletin issued by RSPA in 2002, yet RSPA

has struggled with re-defining thisterm for severd

years and just recently issued anotice of public meeting
and request for comments (Docket No. RSPA-98-4868;
Notice 2 FR November 5, 2003) on the gathering line
definition.

-005 (16) Main It appears that subsection (b), “Which crosses property
not owned by the customer or the gas company.”,
conflicts with the part of the service line definition (-
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005 (24)) that reads, “Service lines shdl include gas
pipelines extended fromamain . .. which traversea
public right of way or an easement immediately
adjacent to apublic right of way or another easement.”
PSE would like to discuss the possihility of diminating
the definition of ‘main’ from these rules.

-005 (18) Operator PSE disagrees with the broad definition for “ operator”
as proposed. Specificaly, subsection () (iii) aswritten
would mean a contractor providing congtruction or
maintenance activities for anatura gas distribution
company isnow an operator, and therefore subject to dl
of the WAC requirements for such an entity. PSE
believes thisisingppropriate and would like to discuss

this with the commisson.
-005 (19) Pace or buildings The verbiage for this definition is nearly verbatim from
of public assembly 192.5 (b)(3)(ii), which explains a class 3 location unit.

PSE finds this proposed definition confusing in the
context for which it is used within these rules. Firg, it
does not seem necessary to include the word * buildings
in the title because building is separately defined in
theserules. Second, the inclusion of a distance as part
what defines aplace of public assembly is incongruous
with the use of the term in 480-93-020 (Proximity
congderations.), 480-93-170 (Tests and reports thereof
for pipelines), and 480-93-188 (1)(c) because these
rulesinclude distance criteria

It appears that a place of public assembly is a subset of
abugness didrict, in that abusiness digtrict includes
places of public assembly but a place of public
assembly may not necessarily be in abusiness district
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because there may not be two or more “located within
100 yards of each other.” PSE would like to discuss
this proposed definition with the commisson.

-005 (20) Prompt action

It appears that the word “ congstently” in this proposed
definition was inadvertently included when the phrase
“shdl congs of” from the exidting definition was
changed to “meansto”. PSE recommends ddeting this
for darity.

(20) “ Prompt action” means to
consistently dispatch qualified personnel
without undue delay for the purpose of
evaluating and, where necessary, abating
an existing or probable hazard.

-005 (24) Serviceline

PSE previoudy recommended that the Commission
delete this definition because of a proposed change to
the federa definition. Staff apparently did not agree.
The changeto Service linein 192.3 isnow find
(effective 10/15/03) and PSE would like to discuss with
the commission the reason why they bdieve having a
separately defined term for service line improves

pipdine safety.

-010 Compliance with federd
standards.

The commisson moved mos of this rule into 480-93-
999. However, the last sentence, “ The provisions of
this chapter shall govern to the extent that the standards
in the date regulations are compatible with the federd
sandards.”, was completely diminated from the
proposed rules. In addition, 480-93-220 (Rule of
precedence) was also deleted. PSE requests an
explanation of these deletions.

-017 Design, specification,
and construction procedures

The commission added, “All procedures must detail the
acceptable types of materids, fittings, and components
for the different types of facilitiesin the operator’s
sysem.”, to thisrule. PSE is unsure what the
commission wants— materias catal ogues, purchase
specifications? This requirement is very broad and
would create an undue burden on operators and

PSE requests the following change for

darity. “ Any Each operator eperating-a

ga.sﬂ-pelmeiaeumj—m-thl-s-state must file .
. Therequested deletion is because

this is redundant to the definition of
operator.
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diminate flexibility in day to day operationsif each

time a non-stock materia item was required the
commission had to be natified. The commisson
dready has the authority to request this information
under 480-93-017. PSE requests further discussion on
thisrule.

-017 Maps, drawings, and
records of gasfacilities.

PSE suggest the following revisons
The maps, drawings, and records must
show the size and type of material for all
facilities, the corrosion control system, and
... The maps and drawings must indicate
the location of all district regulators, . . .”

-020 Proximity congderations

PSE finds some of the language in the rule
awkward and requests the following

revison for darity ‘ Each operator must
submit . . . prior to operating any gas
pipeline fae#ﬁ-y4hat—has¢he—teﬂem#ng
characteristics at a pressure: (a) Greater
than ﬁsqtehund#ed-peundsper—squa;eneh

gauge-{psig) 500 psig that is eperated
within 500 feet of the places described

below: (i) A building intended for human
occupancy .. ." .

And, “ (b) Greater than 250 psig, up to and
including 500 psig, that is eperated within
100 feet of the places described below: (i)
A building intended for human occupancy .

And in subsection (4), “ Upon request of
the commission, the operator must provide

with-s+eguest the construction,
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maintenance, eenstruetion; and . . . .
PSIG is defined in 480-93-005; and
‘operated’ is aready understood from the
lead-in paragraph of subsection (1). Is
“intended for human occupancy”
redundant to the definition of building or is
there a digtinction necessary to be made?

-040 L ocation of gas
compressor stations on gas
pipdines

In response to PSE’ s previous comments, the
commission requested clarification on why PSE
believed the reformatting of this rule dso changed the
intent. The current rule refers exclusvely to
compressor stations designed to operate at pressuresin
excess of 250 psig — namely, they need to be 500 feet
from abuilding except if they have a reduced capacity
(1,000 hp) they only need to be 250 feet away. The
proposed wording in subsection (2) does not convey
that the requirements only apply to compressors
operating in excess of 250 psg.

PSE suggests the following for darity.

“ (1) Gas compressor stationsthat are
designed to operate at pressures in excess
of 250 pounds per-squareinch-gauge
{psig), and having an installed capacity
equal to or greater than 1,000 hor sepower,
must be located at |east 500 feet away from
any existing buildings intended for human
occupancy that are not under the control
of the operator.

(2) Gas compressor stations that are
designed to operate at pressures in excess
of 250 psig, and having an installed
capacity of less than 1,000 hor sepower
must be located at |east 250 feet away from
any existing buildings intended for human
occupancy that are not under the control
of the operator.”

Again, is*“intended for human occupancy
redundant to the definition of building or is
there a distinction necessary to be made?

-080 Welder and joiner
identification and
qualification certificates

»  PSE findsthefirst and second sentencesin
subsection (1) to be in conflict with each other
because there is no exception provided in the first

PSE suggests the following dternative for
subsection (1). “ AH-weldingprocedures
Lwld I lifiod
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sentence for the alowance given in the second Standard-1104-(18™-edition)-or-sectionHX
sentence. In addition, the first sentence is redundant of the ASME Boiler-and-Pressure Vessel

to 192 requirements and adds no value. Duplicating GCode{1995)-edition)- Oxyacetylene

Part 192, and later incorporating the APl and wel der s may-guatHfy qualified under 49
ASME documents by reference in 480-93-999, is CFR Part 192 Appendix C-and may only
confusing to operators because the editions between performfillet and butt welds on nominal
WAC and CFR Part 192 may not match. PSE two-inch or smaller diameter pipe. . . “

requests darification on why the commisson finds
It necessary to repegt Part 192 in thisrule.

» PSE requests darification on the language in
subsection (1) that states“ . . . may only perform
fillet and butt welds on nominal two-inch or smaller
diameter pipe.” For afillet weld, it isunclear
whether thisis regtricting the branch connection
only or dso the main line pipe that the branch is
connected to.

» PSE bdievesthe testing requirements for Appendix
C welders st forth in the proposed rule is excessve
and would like darification from the commission
on the pipeline safety concern they are trying to
address. In accordance with 192.229 (b), welders
may not use a particular welding process unless
they have performed aweld within the previous 6
months. Increasing qudification testing to a 6-
month cycle creates alossin productivity and will
double current costs associated with testing and
record keeping.

»  PSE requests clarification on subsection (2)
regarding ‘joining by means other than welding'.
Does the commission intend for thisto include
mechanica joining of sted pipdines (i.e. threading
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and flanging) or is it meant to cover only PE joining
asin mechanicd, dectrofuson, and fuson joining
of PE pipdines?

-100 Vaves PSE strongly disagrees with this proposed rule. This
rule will cost millions of dollars to implement and
comply with, but does nothing to increase pipdine
safety. Vadvesareingdled in agas digribution sysem
for avariety of reasons, including congtruction
convenience to help with purging anew line into
savice. Not every vadveingdled isingrumentd to the
safe operation of asystem. The burden to identify and
maintain these non-essentid vaves far outweighs any
percaved benefit to public safety that this rule might
provide. In complying with 192.747, an operator must
identify those valves necessary for the safe operation of
the system. If the commission is concerned with what
vaves an operator isidentifying then PSE asks that the
commission work with that operator under the authority
granted in 480-93- 180 rather than dictate in regulations
what vaves must be maintained.

-110 Corrosion control = Asdaed in previoudy submitted comments, PSE
believesit is prudent to include language in
subsection (1) that acknowledges the excluson
provided for in subsection (7). (e.g. “Except as
provided in subsection (7), . . *)

» PSE finds subsection (2) redundant to the
requirements of 192.491 (c). Operators must
comply with 192.491 and in doing so mest the
commission’ srequirements. This redundancy
creates confuson because it isunclear if thereis
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intended to be some additiona requirement. PSE
requests that this subsection be deleted.

» |nameeting on October 8, 2003, the Commission
agreed to work with  PSE on revised language for
subsection (7). PSE is currently waiting for the
Commission to completeits review or our proposed
bare stedl replacement program.

=  PSE requests clarification on the requirements set
forth in subsection (8). The use of the term *active
corroson’, by the commissions proposed definition,
would require further investigation of any
corrosion.

» PSE ds0 requests clarification on whether the
requirements of subsection (8) apply to both
underground and exposed metdlic pipdinesor just
underground (as subsection (8)(a) and (b) would
imply).

= Therearerecord requirementsin subsections (2)
[requested to be deleted due to duplicity], (6)(b),
(8), and (9). PSE findsthat subsection (2) and (9)
are not unique and are covered by Part 192 and
therefore should be deleted.

-115 Casing of pipdlines.

PSE is concerned with subsection (3) of thisrule
because there are no redtrictions to differentiate
between “casing” a pipe for structura reasons versus
placing a pipe in conduit for construction convenience
or to guarantee separation. Conduit, suchasPVC, is
used frequently in new plat work to facilitate
congtruction of road crossings and services. Itisaso
used to provide a barrier between gas and other utilities
a congested joint trench crossings. At aminimum,
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PSE believes conduit used for separation at utility
crossings should not be subject to the proposed rule.
PSE recommends including some specific criteriathat
exempts ‘deeves used a crossings. In addition, PSE
requests further discussion to establish criteriafor only
sedling casings that come within acertain distance from
abuilding.

-124 Pipeline markers.

PSE strongly disagrees with this proposed rule. As
drafted, the rule omits the currently alowed exceptions
by excluding the language, “ Exceptionsto thisrule
must conform with 49 CFR, Part 192.707(b).” Without
this excluson, pipeine markers would be required on
al exposed piping, including service lines, with no
regard for accesshility by the public, and on al mains
in class 3 and 4 locations even though a damage
prevention program isin effect. This has a huge impact
to PSE operations and the expense far outweighs the
perceived public safety benefit. PSE believes the
remediation time for replacement of damaged or
missing markers should be 90 days for consstency with
remediation times contained in other rules within this
chapter. PSE would like to discuss this rule further
with the Commission.

PSE recommends the following revisons.

“ (1)Each operator must place pipeline
markers over each main and transmission
line at all railroad, road, irrigation and
drainage ditch crossings, and at all fence
lines where a pipeline crosses private
proper ty-or-where a-pipelinets-exposed.
Exceptions to this rule must conform with
49 CFR, Part 192.707 (b), however, mains
operating above 250 psig are not excluded.
(2)For buried pipelines, operators must
place pipeline markers approximately 500
yards apart if practical, and at points of
horizontal deflection.

& (3)Where gas pipelines are attached to
bridges or otherwise span an area,
operators must place pipeline markers at
both ends of the suspended pipeline.
(4)Each operator must conduct inspections
once each calendar year, not to exceed 15
months of suspended pipelines, and
maintain the markers to ensure that they
arevisibleand legible.

(5)Surveys of pipeline markers not
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associated with seetien subsection &) (4)
abeve must be conducted once every three
calendar years, not to exceed 39 months
between surveys.

{4)(6)Each operator must replace markers
that are reported damaged and or missing
within 45 90 days of discovery.

(7)The survey records must be kept for a
minimum of five years.

-140 Service regulators.

PSE bdlievesit is not necessary to check the regulator
St pressure “each time’ they are turned on. Performing
thisactivity & initid sart-up or when a customer has a
pressure problem is sufficient. There is Sgnificant
operational impact and cost to PSE if the requirement
remains “each time’.

PSE requests the following revison to
subsection (2). “(2) Each operator must
ingpect and test service regulators and
asociated safety devicesingaled on
sarvices lines eachtime whenthe
regulators and devices are turned on
intidly, to . . . Safety devices such as
fracture discs are not required to be tested

-155 Increasing maximum
alowable operating pressure.

PSE finds subsection (1)(h) confusing and recommends
it be deleted. In accordance with the rule, an operator is
required to review certain design, operation,

congiruction and maintenance records. At thetimethe
plan is submitted to the Commission, there is no way

for an operator to know what other “records deemed
necessary by commission staff to evaluate the pressure
increasg” would be required. The Commission can
aways request additiond information, but subsections
(2) () through (g) are extremely comprehensive.

Based upon our comment PSE

recommends that subsection (1)(h) be
deleted in entirety. In addition, PSE
recommends the following revisons for
carity. “ (1) Each operator . . . greater
than sixty peundsper-sguare-Hch-gadge
{psg. ...

And, “(1)(e) Original welding standards
and recordsiif the pipeline will operate at
20 percent of the specified minimumyield
strength or greater at the new pressure. #
§ ep et e IIS lbemg le'atﬁed to-a speelheel,
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I I ralwdd ord I

-170 Tests and reports thereof
for pipelines.

It gppears that the Commission was considering

creating anew rule on testing but decided to keep 480-
93-170 for this purpose. PSE recommends arevison to
the title to more appropriately reflect whet isin this

rule. PSE is concerned about subsection (2)(c)
requiring the sogp testing of joints to occur a some
pressure other than ‘norma operating pressure’.

PSE requests the following revison to
subsection (2)(c). “Operators must soap
test a tie-in joints a netlessthanthe
operating pressure when placed into
sarvice iowhich-the pipdinewill-be
subjected.

-175 Moving and lowering
metalic gas pipdines.

PSE previoudy requested darification from the
commission for the basis of thisrule change as it rdlates
to plagtic pipelines and no response was provided. The
proposed rule limits moving or lowering to pipeines 2
inch diameter and smadller, regardiess of the materid
type. PSE again requests an explanation for this
revison.

--yyy Protection of plastic
pipe.

» PSE requests clarification under subsection (1) that
an operator can use the manufacturerslimit if itis
greater than 2 years. The proposed languageis
awkward. (1) (a) and itslead-in sentence do not
seem related to (1)(b).

»  PSE bdieves (1)(b) should only apply when
mechanica means are used to pull PE through the
ground.

= PSE isconcerned that the requirements set forth in
subsection (2) areimpractica for joint trench
gpplications. PSE dready requires 12 inch
separation from power and requests clarification on
why the same separation is needed from dl utilities.

»  PSE disagrees with the requirements set forth in
subsection (4). Proposed federd ruleswill dlow




PSE’s Comments on Proposed Draft Rules Chapter 480-93 WAC

PE ingdlations on bridges. This proposed rule will
preclude that and PSE believes thisis significant to
warrant further discusson.

» |naddition, PSE believes the 30 day limitation on
above ground ingdlationsis too prohibitive and
reduces operator flexibility. In some cases more
time is needed for permitting or because
congtruction of a permanent structure is not yet
complete. PSE requests an explanation of what
pipeline safety problem this proposed subsection is
trying to address that the federd limitations do not
cover.

-185 Gas legk invedtigation.

For clarification, PSE requests that the commisson
divide thisrule into more sections. Thereisalot of
information/requirements included in the current
subsection (especidly subsection (3)) thet is sufficient
to create additiona subsections.

-186 Leakage classfication
and action criteria

In subsection (5) the proposed rule now requires
follow-up inspections for al leak grades. PSE requests
an explanation for this change. PSE aso requests an
exception to this requirement if the leak was repaired
by replacement. PSE would like further discusson
with the commission on this subsection.

-187 Gasleak records and slf
audit.

» PSE understands that subsection (4) isreferring to
follow-up ingpections and recommends that this be
stated as such.

» The requirements st forth in subsection (15) will be
difficult to comply with because the person making
the repair will not know the type of cathodic
protection. In addition, acp reading isrequired
under 480-93-110 each time afacility is exposed 0

PSE recommends the following changes
for conastency informat. “(1) Each
operator must prepare and maintain
permanent gas leak records—Fhe-teak

I ) e I I
e . e o
assessthe adeguacy-of the operator's
leakage program,-and-to-provide the data
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the requirement stated in thisrule is redundant.

PSE requests that the Commission delete this
subsection from the proposed rule for these reasons.
The commisson is proposing to delete the sdlf-audit
requirements currently contained within thisrule

and incorporate them into 480-93-188 because it
aso currently contains a salf-audit requirement.
However, 480-93- 187 dedswith lesk classfication
and repair records, whereas 480-93-188 dedls
specificaly with leak survey records. PSE requests
that the Commission reconcile the records and
record audit requirements and ether put them al in
onerule (-187) or keep in the sections they
currently are (leskage classfication and repair in —
187 and leskage survey in —188).

PSE finds the format of the proposed rule
incongstent with the new formet in dl other
proposed rules. In addition to making format
changes, PSE requests that the commission consider
grouping the leak records separately from the leak
repair records for clarity.

7100.2-1leak reports—Gasleak records
must that contain, at a minimum, the
following information: (a){&)Date and
time the leak was detected, investigated
and reported, and the name of the
employee(s) conducting the investigation;
(byEADate and time the leak was
reevaluated before repair, and the name of
the employee(s) involved;

(c)3)Date and time of repair and the name
of the employee(s) in charge of the repair;
(d)4)Date and time of any rechecks
performed follow-up inspections, and the
employee(s) involved; (e)(5)-. . -

-188 Gasleak surveys.

PSE finds the language in subsection (1) confusng.
As gated previoudy PSE would like to discuss the
definitions for business digtrict and places of public
assembly and the use of those terms in the context
of thisrule.

In subsection (1)(€) the additiond wording that
“within business digricts the entire service length
must be surveyed” is unnecessary because dl
services have to be surveyed per (1)(a). The
emphads here is confusing and redundant.

Based upon our comments, PSE requests
the following revisons

“(1) Operators must perform gas leak
surveys using a gas detection instrument
covering the following areas:

(a)Over all mains, services, and
transmission lines including the testing of
the atmosphere near a other utility (gas,
electric, telephone, sewer, or water) boxes
or manholes, and other underground
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= PSE would like to discuss the new requirement in
subsection (3)(f) asit relates to PSE’ s proposed bare
sted replacement program.

= PSE would like to discuss the new requirement of
subsection (4)(e) because it appears to overlap the
follow-up ingpection requirements set forth in 480
93-186.

= Asdated above, PSE aso recommends that the
sdf-audit requirements pertaining to lesk repair
records remain in 480-93-187.

structures;
(b)Through cracks in paving—+a-wat-te-
waH-paved-areas; and 1 sidewalks;
(c)Along the walls of businesses-and
buildings efpublic-assembly that are
within 100-feet-of an-active pipeline a
business district, whether or not served
with gas;
(d)On all above ground piping (may be
checked with either a gas detection
instrument or with a soap solution);
(e)Where a gas service line exists, at the
building wall point of entrance, using a
bar hole where necessary {within-business
itricto . o lonat I

surveyedy;

(HWithin all buildings, where gas leakage
has been detected at the outside wall, and;
at al-peints|ocations where escaping gas
could potentially migrate into and
accumulate inside the building;.”

And, “(4)(b)Eallowing completion of
construction but prior to paving, in areas
wher e substructure construction occurs
adjacent to underground gas facilities, and
thereis potential that damage could have
occurred to the gas facilities -operaters

mustperform-a-gasteaksurvey following
I o f g .
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-200 Reports associated with »  The Commission has added moreitems for

operator facilities. operators to report on. PSE requests an explanation
for the need of these additiona reporting
requirements. PSE believes (1)(d) and (e) as
requested would be extremdly difficult to track and
finds these to be out of context with the other
requirements because they are causes and not
effects.

= PSEisconcerned about (1)(c)because often
evacuations are performed as a precautionary
measure rather than a necessity.

=  PSE bdieves (1)(K) is covered under the
requirements of (1)(h) and therefore is not
necessary to list separately.

=  PSE disagrees with the new requirement set forth in
(1)(m) and would like to discuss this further with
the commisson.

» Intheinformation required in the report, subsection
(4)(d) requires “the system operating pressure at
that time’. The exact pressure may not be known,
depending upon how pressurein agiven sysem is
monitored. PSE requests that this be replaced with
“normal operating pressure’.

» PSE bdievesthe revison to the requirementsin
subsection (5) are burdensome. At the very least,
an operator should be afforded 45 days to submit
the report.

» PSE isextremey concerned over the requirement
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st forth in subsection (8) and requests an
explanation of the pipeline safety issue that the
commission istrying to address. Operators are
aready required to submit to the commission
records upon request and PSE dready submitsdaily
crew logsfor our service providers. PSE believesit
is unnecessary and overly burdensome to regulate
thisissue.

-999 Adoption by reference » PSE finds adiscrepancy between subsection (2) of
this rule and 480-93- 080 with respect to the edition
referenced.

= PSE requests an explanation of how the
Commission expects operators to ded with potentia
conflicts between WAC 480-93 and Appendix A to
Part 192 — Incorporated by Reference when Part
192 isrevised.

»  PSE requeststhat the effected date in subsection
(2)(a) be October 15, 2003 to reflect the most
current amendments to CFR Part 192.




