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BE IT REMEMBERED that the interview of FRANK
IMHOFF was conducted on August 16, 1922, at the hour of 9:15
a.m., at 126 Kellogg Road at the Days Inn, Bellingham,
Washington, before AMY SMELTZER, CSR, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State of
Washingtoen.

WHEREUPON, the following proceedings were had

and testimony given, to-wit:

FRANK IMHOFF, called as a witness in the above-
entitled cause and testified as
follows:

QUESTIONS BY MR. BESHORE:

Q. Frank, I just want to introduce myself. For the record
my name's Allan Beshore. 1I'm the lead investigator for
National Transportation Safety Board looking into the
pipeline rupture and fire that occurred in Bellingham
on June 10th. I want to thank you for coming in today
and answering some guestions we might have for you
about IMCO's work that was done back in the '90s.

Just because the other gentlemen are here at the
table - you already met them - but I want them to
introduce themselves also for the record since they'll
be answering -- asking you some questions also.

MR. BEU: Doug Beu, Olympic Pipeline

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

© PO p OB O FO PO

operations manager.

MR. HOLCOMB: I'm Ron Holcomb, Washington
State Department of Ecology investigator on the
incident.
And Frank, you have a representative with you here also
if you could identify yourself.

MR. FLOYD: I'm Francis Floyd with Floyd
& Pflueger in Seattle, and I represent Frank and IMCO
in this matter.
Frank, if you could just state your full name, please.
Frank Imhoff.
And you're the --
I'm the president of IMCO General Construction.
What's the address for IMCO?
4509 Meridian Street.
And that's in Bellingham?
Yes.
And the phone?
671-3936.
Thank you. If we could just kind of start maybe and go
back, Frank, and just if you could go back and kind of
describe to us when IMCO became involved in the
modifications or additions to the water treatment
facility and just kind of go through that process as

best you can remember.
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We were awarded a contract, which we were low bidder.

It was bid by the City of Bellingham. And I believe it

was awarded in '94. And it was to install piping and a

new pump station in the City of Bellingham.

So you first got an invitation to bid or was there --
ig that a public process where they --

Yeah, a public bid.

So then you reviewed the -- were you the one that
prepared the bids and reviewed the specifications for
IMCo?

I don't know.

You don't recall?

Just in terms of the contract -- well, so your
part of the work was to install the -- it included
gseveral phases. One of them was building the pump
station, correct?

Yes.

And the installation of some water pipelines; is that
correct also?

That's correct.

And what pipelines did that include; do you recall?
No.

Did that include a 72-inch water line?

Probably.

Did that include a 24-inch discharge water line that

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO
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tied into an existing pipeline at the pump station?

I believe gso. I think there was a -- without a set of
drawings, I guess I'm not -- I mean, this was how many
years ago?

It was in '94 so it's five, six years ago. Well, yeah,
we've got a couple of drawings. Maybe that will help
refresh your memory.

This one here is kind of busy, but this is just a
blow-up basically of that one. Feel free to look at
those for a moment if you want to and familiarize
yourself with them. This is kind of -- isn't that just
a blow-up, Doug, of the other one?

MR. BEU: Yeah, just a blow-up.
So it's a little easier to read. This was the 24-inch
pipeline I was referring to that's clouded here in this
print here, the blow-up print, with the tie into the
existing line. And here's the 72-inch water line that
I was referring to. So if you want to look at those
for a momernt.
Yeah, this is not the original drawing of the bid. I
don't know what this is. This shows revisions made.
So that's not the bid document?
Uh-uh. We did build this pump station. We did put
this pipe in, 72, 16 inch. That's a bypass and pipes.

This is your incoming pipe to your pump station. This
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is your discharge pipe.
And then you tied the discharge intc the existing 16
inch?
Yes. This is a 24-inch discharge, which ties in
through a tee into a 16 inch with reducers. So the
24-inch tee reduces to 16 inch and makes it tie into
the existing pipe.
And we'll label these as exhibits. The blow-up we'll
call Exhibit A. And the 11 by 17, the site plan,
that's a little smaller we'll call Exhibit B.

Now, when you went out on -- when we when out the
other day and met on the site, you looked around. Did
some of that help to jog your memory also of how things
were arranged? Was there anything that struck you as
unusual based on looking at the print versus what was
out there?
Struck me as unusual?
Well, was there anything that was substantially
different than what you remembered in terms of the
piping arrangement?
Well, I wouldn't -- I'd remember very little of it
without looking at drawings.
Ckay. Let's talk about the specifications. Well,
let's talk a little bit about did you have any

interaction with anyone from Olympic Pipeline during
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this construction project?

If you're asking did I personally, I don't believe so0.
Are you aware of whether there was any contact with
them by any of your employees?

I believe there was.

Are you --

Yes.

Are you aware who that might have been from your
employees?

It was probably my superintendent, on-site
superintendent.

Who would that have been?

Greg Burress.

Are you aware if anybody else had any interaction with
Olympic?

No.

During the course of the construction, did you -- did
anybody have any discussions with you about possible
damage to any facilities at the water treatment plant?
No.

So nobody brought anything like that to your attention
or had any conversation with you?

When you're saying -- nobody had any conversations with
me, no, that's correct.

Let me back up a little bit here and help out, maybe

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

18

20

21

22

23

24

25

clarify because I'm not talking just specifically about
the gasoline pipeline and Olympic's pipeline at this
time. I'm talking about other -- any damages that you
might remember during the project that came up.

Nothing I recall.

And then specific to a gasoline pipeline, there was not
any discussions that you're aware of about any
potential damage?

No.

In terms of the specifications, let me ask you a
hypothetical, I guess. If some damage had occurred,
what would the process have been? What would you
expect your operator to do? What would you expect your
superintendent to do?

Well, if there were damage, I would -- it depends on
what was damaged. Our superintendent if there was
damage to the water lines would consult with the
inspectors on-site and come up with a plan to repair
it.

I'm sorry. GO on.

Well, that's --

In terms of the gasocline pipeline if there had been
some damage that occurred to it, what would you expect
your operator to do in that circumstance?

Well, they would consult with the inspectors on-site

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO
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and a plan to repair it would be developed.

By the inspectors are you talking about Barrett's
people or Clympic's people? What would you expect?
Well, it would depend on what was damaged. If there
was damage to city water lines, it would be Barrett's
people. And if it was damage to property owned by
Olympic, our communication would be through Barrett's
who would be consulting with other inspectors
throughout their --

Well, that's what I was getting at. So you would
expect them to bring it to Barrett's attention?

Yes. We would not be taking direction from our
contractors between IMCO, the city. 8So if we took
direction, it would be from Barrett who was the City's
repregentative to perform inspection and direct us in
-- I mean, they inspect the work we do, make sure it's
done per contract and they approve it as we proceed.
Here again this is just if there were damage that were
done, would you expect to be informed of that
personally?

I would expect to, yes, that I would hear about it,
yes.

How large a company is IMCO? I'm just trying to get a
feel for --

At that time we were probably 23,
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25-million-dcllar-a-year company.

And how many employees would you have had at that
point?

Hundred.

Hundred employeesg?

Yeah.

So you're a pretty good size.

Hundred to 120.

So that's a lot of projects you've got going on at one
time?

Yeah.

Do you recall, Frank, was there any -- what kind of
coating was applied to the water lines; do you recall?
Well, I was just looking at those photographs. There
was polyethylene bags. It's a poly cover that goes
over the water line.

Do you recall if there was any Mastic products, you
know? Do you know what I'm referring to with Mastic?
Yeah, I know what you're referring to. No, I don't
believe there was.

So you don't believe there was any Mastic products used
or specified?

Uh-uh.

In terms of your personal involvement in the project,

how often would you say you had an opportunity to go by
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and see the site?
Probably three times a week.
Did you attend the construction meetings on a regular

basis?

Some of them, some of the meetings. I don't recall how

mamny .

Do you recall ever seeing Olympic's gascline pipeline
exposed during any of your tours?

I don't recall specifically.

Well, when you went out to visit the site, did you
generally just -- how long would you spend at a given
-- it's kind of a general question I realize.

An hour.

An hour? So you try to get out there and see the
excavation work and the field part of it, not just
vigsit with the office folks or whatever?

OCh, yeah.

And you mentioned Greg Burress was the site
superintendent. Do you recall operators that worked
out on the site that --

Names of operators?

Yeah, names of operators that might have excavated in
this area.

No, I don't recall who the operators were. 1 believe

Cal VanderPol was one of my guys that did operate on
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that job site.

And is he still an IMCO employee?

Yes. BAnd I don't know who else was an operator. I
could guess, but I don't know. And in fact, I went
downtown and looked at some records at the City because
the job required certified payroll reports. And there
were a bunch of those reports that were missing. Some
of them were there. That was the purpose I wanted to
do was to see who did operate.

And you were unable to locate those records?

Neo. Some of them were there and then some of them were
missing. Somebody may have those. You could see,.
Would you retain copies at IMCO?

No, we don't have copies. We don't have -- we don't
have our job files.

OCh. Did --

Well, we've thrown them out.

So vou purge them periodically and this was over --
Yeah,

-- a certain length of time old?

Over a couple years old. We threw that stuff out.

In terms of operators, do you ~-- I mean, are your --
did you subcontract ocut any of the excavation work
during this project if you recall?

I don't think so.

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO
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In terms of operators, do you use, I guess, company
employees or would you have, you know, picked somebody
up out of the union hall for a couple days or do you do
that kind of thing or do you recall?

They would have been company employees.

So --

Because we are an open shop. We don't hire through
union.

So you're a nonunion operation?

Yeah.

But I mean, would you do that routinely or is that --
would that be unusual to have to hire somebody just
temporary like that?

It would be unusual. It was somebody that's worked for
us prior to this and came in for this work.

And in terms of -- let's go back to Calvin here as far
as -- VanderPol. So he's been there at least since
this project so the last five years?

Yeah.

How long was he with IMCO prior to this project?
Probably ten years.

So a total of about 15 years he's been with you?

Yeah, I think so at least.

S0 would you congider him to be a good operator?

Yeah.

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO
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Iz he one of your better ones?

Yeah.

In terms of damages, I guess, in this project - and I'm

talking about all damages to any facilities or whatever

the case may be - does this project stand out as one
that there's maybe more problems than some other
projects?

It doesn't stand out that way, no.

Did the project go fairly smooth?

I don't recall how smooth it went. I really don't.
Was there any litigation that came about, --

No.

-- anything like that?

No.

Do you recall if the bid had performance incentives, I
guess, or on the other side deadlines with penalties
involved or do you recall?

I'm sure it had a contract completion date and it had
liquidated damages. All Public Works contracts do.
Well, do you ~-- was this job finished? I mean, was it
finished ahead of schedule? Was it a bump on the
schedule?

I don't recall.

Did you pay liquidated damages?

I don't know.
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And I just want to go back. I know I already asked you
thisg, but you had no personal interaction with Olympic
No.

-- 1f I understood you correctly?

Iz there anything else that you can think of that
you can share information with us that might help us
out here on investigating what happened?

I'd 1like to go to the bathroom maybe.
MR. BESHORE: Let's go off the record.
(Off the record.)
Frank, you were just mentioning that you thought that
you had a vague recollection maybe of where the lines
might have -- or the gasoline line, Olympic's line,
might have been exposed.
Well, I recall the gasoline line being exposed in this
area (indicating)}, which would be the northwest of the
pump station and --
And that would be in the vicinity of where the suction
line --
Yeah, the intake to the pump station, which I believe
the intake goes underneath the gas line. So that's why
it was exposed in that area because we had to actually
uncover that pipe --

MR. FLOYD: Just so the record's clear,
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it's not in the area where there was -- the explosion
occurred because cof the rupture?

MR. IMHOFF: ©Neo, not at all. It's north
of that.
North of the rupture where the --
Yeah.
-- or I guess the intake to the pump station where that
line crosses. You think that line's actually
underneath the gasoline pipeline?
I think sc. I believe one of the -- you've got a
24-inch ductile iron pipe, and we've got a four-inch
PVC chemical goes through there. And there's another
eight-inch PVC utility duct in this area. I don't have
the rest of the -- these drawings are not complete
where they give me elevations, but I believe one of
those three pipes went underneath that. It was
probably this 24-inch intake.
Let's go to the pictures. These are pictures that were
previously labeled as Exhibit A to Mr. Franklin's
interview on July 14th. But maybe some of these
pictures might help. Here on page eight on the left
side of the page, left photograph, is that the intake
line you're referring to?
I believe it is. I believe it is, these two existing

pipes. Thies is this area (indicating)}.
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So perhaps one of those exposed pipes is the gasoline
pipeline?

Yes.

We'll get some further detail from Greg. He might --
there's another photograph of it on page nine. But you
don't recall or do you recall specifically seeing that

during one of your visits or what it might have looked

like?

No. We've built 70 jobs since then. I just -- if I
did, it would be -- I don't recall something specific
without looking at the documents and -- no.

Now, did you guysg do the concrete? There were some
thrust blocks installed around this wvalve here --
Yes.

-- where the 24-inch tied into the existing 16 inch.
Yes.

Did yvou guys do those thrust blocks yourselves or is
that something you would have subcontracted out?

I don't recall. I woculd say we probably did it
ourselves.

And --

You also asked me another question. that I want to
comment on.

Okay.

When I was out there that day, you said did I see
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anything that struck me unusual and I did. And what
struck me the day we were out there was that this pipe
was laid in a very rocky area with no bedding.

MR. FLOYD: When you say "this pipe,"
what type of pipe are you talking about?

MR. IMHOFF: Well, the pipe in this area,
the gas line.
And I know, you know, the work we do, a lot of work,
the pipeline work, everything's required to be bedded
egpecially any time it's in a rocky area.
Did you guys use any kind of imported fill on this job?
Probably, yeah. I'm sure we did. I'm sure this pipe
was bedded.
The 24 inch?
It may not have been. I shouldn't say I'm sure. I
would guess it was. I know some of this pipe was
bedded, but I couldn't tell vyou specifically what was
and wasn't.
But when you went out and looked around, you remember
there being blocking and there was something --
Yeah.
Frank, I don't think I have any more questions at this
point.

MR. BESHORE: Doug, do you have any

gquestions for Frank?
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MR. BEU: No, I don't have any.

MR. BESHORE: Ron, do you have any?

MR. HOLCOMB: Yeah, I do. Ron Holcomb,
Department of Ecclogy. I appreciate your time here

today, Frank.

QUESTIONS BY MR. HOLCOMB:
Q. Has your company done any other jobs that you're aware
of where you've had to excavate around specifically

Olympic Pipeline or, say, Transmountain Pipeline?

A, If we have, I couldn't tell you specifically.
Q. So maybe --
A. We have possibly.
Q. Possibly, okay.
Would that be something, I guess, that would make
the project a little more complex than a typical --
A. Definitely. Our people -- everybody I've talked to

that worked for me on this project and I remember at
the time we were very concerned with working around a
gas line. There was no -- I mean, it wasn't a secret
that that pipe was there. We were very -- safety's a
big deal with our company. We were aware that was
there. Those guys were all very concerned about it. I
think it was probably one of their big concerns is that

they were working around a live gas line,
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Were there any specific procedures or practices that,
you know, going into the project that, "Okay, we know
we've got this gas line" that you would do, I guess,
somewhat differently than a normal construction job?
I'm sure there were. There were procedures that we
discussed in our weekly safety meetings about exposing
and working around a gas pipe.

Do you remember anything specific?

I remember specifically that the contractors required
any time we work near the pipe that we have insgpectors
from Olympic on-site. The City was required to have
thoge people out there. We always had a City inspector
there, and we always had a Barrett engineer inspector
there.

But any time you worked around the Olympic pipeline,
any time it was close --

Any time we got near, remotely close, yes.

You indicated that you did go out there approximately
three times a week just to check on it?

Yeah, I would guess. The reason I say that is I lived
in the area. 1 would kind of make it a point of gecing
by the job on a regular basis.

I'll just ask you again. I mean, when you were out
there - I'm sure there was probably quite a few people

- but, you know, any way that you identified any
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Olympic inspectors were there when you were there?
Not that I recall.
You just can't remember.

You did mention that you checked the City, the
certified payroll, in looking for some of your folks
that worked on the project. You indicated some of the
records were missing, but I didn't get the impression
that all of them were. So you did get a chance to look
at some of them?

I think prior to -- it seemed like it was April 15th
after that that certified payrcll records were missing.
And we -- I believe we still have some computer records
from people.

The cnes you were able to look at, though, is that how
you came that Calvin was maybe on that project or is
that --

He told me that and Greg Burress. And Greg will --
you're talking to Greg later today. I think he knows
another operator or two that was on that.

You'd also indicated that standard practice would be if
there was damage that was caused as a result of, you
know, just construction activities that probably wculd
have been or should have been noted to you. Is that
what I understood you to say?

I would suspect that's what an inspector would do.
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He's there for that purpose.

You also indicated you don't recall anybody indicating
that there was any damage --

No.

-- to anything?

No.
So if --
Not at all.

-- in the reports it indicated that, for example, a
fire hydrant was broken by a backhoe --

Oh, I think there was a fire hydrant broken by a
backhoe. I believe there was a water -- I believe we
broke a hydrant or a pipe. And I couldn't tell you the
area that was in.

So now you do recall some damage?

Yeah.

Any other?

In looking -- no, I don't recall any other. If there
was, I think Greg would recall it. He was on the job
all the time. I recall the hydrant because I remember
Cal and Greg saying that there was a hydrant that was
broken or a water line broken somewhere. And they can
tell you specifically where that was.

What was your recollection of any relationship between

your folks out there and Barrett and the City as to how
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things went?
I think it went fairly well. I think we had a good
working relationship with everybody. I don't think
there were conflicts. It was a difficult job. There's
no question about that. Just the way the thing was
designed was very difficult.

MR. HOLCOMB: Okay. That's it.

MR, BESHORE: I just have a couple

follow-up questions here.

QUESTIONS BY MR. BESHORE:

Q.

In terms of the City's involvement, you mentioned the
City had an inspector out there. Did you guys report
at all directly with the City or through Barrett? I
guess --

Greg could tell you.

And the number -- how many operators in terms of
equipment operatorsgs would you have had do you think at
that point in time?

In my company?

Yeah. I mean, how many possible pecple might have been
out there operating during this period just an
approximation?

Could have been three or four, I guess.

Because you had mentioned you had a hundred and some
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employees and not all of them, of course, are
operators. I don't think --

Another thing that struck me unusual about this - I
just recalled that - is the way -- I was looking at
this tee that was removed after the fact. It was
laying out there on the job. And if you look at this
tee, you see a valve and then a reducer, flange
reducer. This pipe was broke off right in this area.
It was removed. And it almost looked like it was taken
out with a - I don't know - broke with an excavator.
It wag bent up. It was a very crude job of removing
it, which I was very surprised at. I thought when this
thing was taken apart it would have been done very
carefully with kid gloves. And I would think the way
that would have been removed was you unbolt this,
remove it instead of breaking it off, banging it off.
Qkay.

It was real crude. And the other thing that just
struck me while I was saying this --

Qkay.

-- is had we, people who were working at IMCO, why
weren't we asked to participate when that was removed
at least as an observant because what I see is I don't
think it was carried out properly. I don't know who

was in charge of that operation.
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Okay. Anything else?
No.
MR. BESHORE: Ron?
MR. HOLCOMB: I've got one more thing

that came to mind.

QUESTIONS BY MR. HOLCOMB:

Q.

Frank, there was that 72-inch water line that was
installed as part of this. And did that --

You're referring to this pipe (indicating)?

Right. And it goes right over the Olympic line.

I believe it does. I believe this is Olympic's line
{indicating) .

Right.

Yes, it does.

I'm just wondering at that time that that part of the
project was going on, I mean, a big pipe over the
Clympic pipe, do you recall activities around that time
especially if you went to the site maybe more often?
If T did, nothing that comes to mind.

And any of the pouring of the CDF, whatever that is or
around there within the wvicinity of the pipe, any of
that?

I don't recall that.

MR. HOLCOMB: Thank you, Frank.
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MR. BESHORE: I don't have anything
further. Thank vou, Frank.

{(Exhibits A and B were marked for

identification purposes.)

{Interview concluded 10:00 a.m.)

LIKKEL & ASSOCIATES, COURT REPORTERS/VIDEO

27



10

11

12

13

14

15

le

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CERTIFICATE
STATE OF WASHINGTON) I, AMY SMELTZER, CSR, a
)SS Notary Public in and for the
COUNTY OF WHATCOM ) State of Washington, residing

at Bellingham in said county
and state, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing interview of FRANK IMHOFF was taken
before me and completed on August 16, 1999, and thereafter
transcribed under my direction; that the interview is a
full, true and accurate transcript of the testimony of said
witness to the best of my ability;

That I am not a relative, employee, attorney or counsel
of any party to this action or a relative or employee of any
such attorney or counsel, and I am not financially
interested in the said action or the outcome thereof;

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and
affixed my official seal this 18th day of August.

‘74’ YA KSW%;;N
Notary [Public inrand for the State
of Washington, residing at Bellingham.

My Commission expires Oct. 9, 2001.
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