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Watershed council, partners
intervene in Line 5 case
The followlng guest commentary
rYas ruitten by Jennifer
MclG, watershed council
policy director for rhe Tip of
lhe Mitt Watershed Council.

ip of the Mitt Water-
shed Council along
with partners Mich-
igan Environmental
Council, National

Wildlife Federation, and the
Grand Ttaverse Band of Ottawa
and Chippewa Indians, have
been granGd permission to
participate in a Michigan Public
Service Commission (MPSC)
regulatory case involving plans
to construct the Line 5 pipeline
into a tunnel beneath the Stnits
ofMackinac.

This is the fust time the Wa-
tershed Council will formally
intervene in a commission case.
We are doing so because of the
utmost importance of protect-
ing the natural resources, citi-
zens, and economy of Northern
Michigan.

On April rZ Enbddge Energy,
Limited Partnership, filed an
application with the Michigan
Public Service Commission
requesting authority to replace
and relocate a segment ofline
5 crossingthe Straits of Mack-
inac into a tunnel beneath
the Staits. The mission of the
commission is to protect the
public by ensuring safe, reliable
and accessible energy and
telecommunications services at
reasonable rates for Michigan's
residents. Enbridge submitted
the application under Public
Act 16 of 1929, which requires
anyone proposing to site and
constuct a petroleum pipeline
in Michigan to obtain commis-
sion approval.

ln thiB case, the Act 16 appli-
cation is reviewed as part of a
formal hearing process, known
as a contsd cas€, r,vhtch
allows interested parties to
intervene in the case to present
evidence and arguments for
consideration. Tip of the Mitt
Watershed Council and its part-

gan's energy needs. In addition,
we believe Line 5 is not a neces-
sity given the small amount of
its product actually consumed
in the state by citiz6ns and
industry. The public harm ftom
the tunnel and pipeline far
outweighs the priv"ate benefits.
The project u.ill harm the most
pristine Great Lales coastal
wetland withln Lakes Mich-
igan and Huron, and greatly
impact threatened and endan-
gered species and a site that is
world renowned for migratory
birds. Ihere are also questions
about the tunnel construction
itself, as well as the salety of
continuing to operate Line 5,
a 67-year-old pipeline, in the
Straits while the tunnel and
pipeline are constructed. Con-
sEuction could take decades
due to legal challenges.

A contested case takes
approximately one year for
the commission to make a
decision. This process includes
expert witness testimony with
cross examination by legal
counsel representint parties to
the case. The process requires
lawyers, expert witnesses and
technical analysis with thou-
sands ofpages of documents,
testimony and legal papers
submitted. As a resulL the
effort is not cheap.

You can help protect North-
ern Michigan from the risks of
Line 5. Please consider giving
to the watershed council today
to help pay for expert witness-
es and legal fees needed in
the Michigan Public Service
Commission intervention. Your
support is vital to our success!

You can donate by sending a
check to Tip of the Mitt Wa-
tershed Council, 426 Bay St.,
Petoskey, MI49770. Be sure to
include "Enbridge MPSC" on
the memo line of check. You
can also donate by calling our
ofEce at [23]) 347-1181.

For more information about
the commission case and our
interventio0 contact our policy
director, Jennifer McKay at (231)
347-l r8l.

r

ners chose to intervene in this
application.

The watershed council wants
to make sure that the commis-
sion delivers a decision that's
based on policy and taw. By in-
tervenin& we will ensure that
the Great Lakes and citizens of
Michigan are adequately repre-
sente4 and that Michigan laws
are fully met. We will male
sure t]rcre is robust analysls of
the impacts ofthe tunnel and
the risks to Michigant waters
from operation ofan oil pipe-
line for anot}er 99 years. We
are intervening to help ensure
the case is marked by careful
planning and transparent
inlormation exchanges.

Administrative Law Iudge
Dennis Mack granted per-
mission for the watershed
council to formally intervene
in the case, despite objections
and a request for denial being
submitted by Enbridge. The
watershed council was deemed
that we would suffer "injuries
in fact" based upon the work
we conduct. This means that
the pipeline and tunnel could
cause concrete and actual
harm to our members and the
work we perform in Northern
Michigan, including watershed
management plarts, invasive
species surveys and removal,
and more, within the area that
will be impacted by Enbridge's
proposed tunnel and pipeline
activity.

Ihe case before the commis-
sion will determine whether
Enbridge can relocate Line 5
to a planned tunnel beneatl
the Straits of Mackinac. The
commission will be asking key
questions: Is the pipeline need-
ed? Is it u/orth the environmen-
tal and public health risks it
poses? Are there cheaper, safer
alternatives for meeting Michi-
gan's energy needs?

We believe that the pipeline
is not needed as there are alter-
natives available to protect the
Great Lakes, Michigant public
inland waterways, and our way
oflife, and to provide for Michi-
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