


















































































Jan 3, 1980 

Jan 11, 1980 

Jan 1 8 , 1980 

Jan 22 , 1 980 

Jan 23 , 198 0 

"' .. 

The U.S. Court of Appeals upheld the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commissions' Order on Pipeline Design, setting the operating pres­
sure at 1260 pounds per square inch. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission agreed to the project sponsors' 
request that separate decisions on the prebuild facilities for the 
eastern and western legs be issued in order to expedite procedures 
necessary for completion of the western system by the end of 1980. 

Regarding the western leg, the Commission approved Northwest [ 
Alaskan's application for import of 240 million cubic feet daily 
of Canadian gas and sale of same to Pacific Interstate Trans­
mission Company. Interstate is authorized to sell these 
daily volumes to Southern California Gas Company, according to the 
terms of the order. 

FERC also issued a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity, to 
Pacific Gas Transportation Company for construction of 160 mile s 
of looped line between Kingsgate, British Columbia and Stanfield, 

(The western prebuild section) 

The Commission also issued certificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity t o J ipeline Corporation, Pacific Interstat e 
Trans mission Company, and El Paso Natural Gas Company , authorizing 
the transportation of the Canadian volumes to Pacific Interstate 
Transmission through June 1981. 

The Canadi a n government approved a 30 % increase in the price 
of natura l gas exported to the Unite d States . Effectiv e 
February 17, the cost per 1 , 000 cubic feet of gas rose to $4.47 
from $3.45. 

Foothills Pipe Line s (Yukon ) Ltd. announced construction of the 
weste rn l e g of the pre build would begin in s umme r , with initial 
deliveries of Al berta natura l gas to Unite d States markets 
scheduled to s t a rt Novembe r 1, 1 980. 

Foothill s Pipe Li n e s (Yukon ) Ltd., Alberta Gas Trunk Line Com-
p any Lt d ., a nd Pan-Albe rta Gas Ltd . i ssue d a joint s tate me nt 
expre ssing their s upport of the prebuild proposal for the Alaska 
gasline system. In their statement , the companies announced their 
intention to proceed with commitments which must b e ma de to meet 
the Novembe r 1 1980 s tart-up da t e of the western prebuild portions . 
The y were joined in this c ommitme nt b y Northwest Pip e l ine Corporati o n, 
Pacific I n t e r s t a t e Tra n smission Company , a nd El Pas o Natura l 
Gas Compan y . 
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Jan 28 , 1980 The sponsors of the Alaska Highway Pipeline Project announced a 
1980 budget for the project of $127.5 million, or just about triple 
the expenditures approved for 1979. Nearly $100 million of the 
amount budgeted will be spent on field programs in Alaska, and 
engineering and pipeline design activities necessary to develop 
design and cost estimates for a mid-1980 filing before the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 

Jan. 29, 1980 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Company submitted a final routing pro­
posal to the Department of Interior, for comment. 

Jan 31, 1980 The Federa l Energy Regulatory Commission, following discussions 
with Energy Secretary Charles Duncan, issued a supplemental order 
authorizing a n upgrade from 38" to a 42" pipe size for the pre­
build port i ons of the Western l e g of the Alaskan gas project . It 
wa s felt that the l arger pipe size would be more economical and 
efficient. 

Feb 1980 The Northern P i peline Agency rece ived the report of the Van­
couver Women's Research Centre outlining t h e potential impact 
of the Al a s ka Highway gas pipeline on women and their families 
in northern communities. Beyond The Pipeline. 

Feb 11 , 1980 The Federal Energy Regulator y Commission issue d an o rder approving 
part of the Pacific Gas.Transmiss ion Co . western l eg prebuild . 

-
Feb 13, 1 980 The Canadian Imperial Bank of Commerce agreed to finance 75% 

of the cost of the pre-build portion of the Alaska Highway gas 
pipeline project in Canada. 

Feb . 13, 1 980 Pan Alberta Gas Ltd., the purchasing agent for Foothill s Pipe 
Lines (Yukon) Ltd., applie d to Canada's National Energy 
Board for addit i onal natural gas exports to the Unite d States 
unde r t h e pre-build propo sal . Pan Albe rta Gas Ltd. rece ived 1. 8 
trillio n cubic feet o f ·the total exports a uthorized by the Nati o nal 
Ene rgy Board in December . 



,_, . 
Feb 15, 1980 

Feb 15, 1980 

Feb 19, 1980 

Feb 19, 1980 

W. Winston Mair released his report on the British Columbia 
Hearings on the Environmental Terms and Conditions. Forgotten 
Land, Forgotten People. 

The Department of the Interior stated that it would provide a detailed 
response, by April, to Northwest Alaskan's final routing proposal 
for the Alaskan segment, which was submitted on January 29. In the inte 
the Department of the Interior informed the company it could con-
tinue to plan and make cost and design estimates on the basis 
of the January 29 proposal. 

The National Energy Board began public hearings to approve 
financing of the pre-build sections of the Alaska Highway 
gas pipeline. 

Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co.'s contractor the Drilling Company 
began work on the Borehole Drilling Program. 

Feb 26, 1980 · The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission attached a condition to 
Northwest's Certificate of Convenience and Necessity to give the 
Federal Inspector authority on stop-work orders. 

Feb. 26, 1980 First major gas pipeline drilling began in Alaska, to gather soil 
samples on the southern part of the route. 

March 3, 1980 The Han. H.A. (Bud) Olson was appointed Minister of State for 
Economic Development and Minister responsible for the Northern 
Pipeline Agency, replacing the Han. Robert de Cotret . 

• 

March 11, 1980 The National Energy Board determined that the pre-build was in the 
public interest, and granted Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd.'s 
request for depreciation of pre-build facilities during the 
period of export of Alberta gas. The NEB also changed in the Incentive 
Rate of Return Structure. 
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March 11, 1980 Canada's National Energy Board authorized natural gas export of 
710 Bcf for the western leg and 2,047 Bcf for the eastern leg of 
the natural gas pipeline. 

March 12, 1980 Pacific Gas Transmission Company received a right-of-way grant from 
the Department of the Interior's Bureau of Land Management to construct 
a prebuild portion of the western leg of the gasline project on federal 
lands. This is the first such grant issued to the project. 

March 18, 1980 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Company met with representatives of 
the North Slope producing companies (Exxon, ARCO and BP-Sohio), the 
State of Alaska, and the Department of Energy, in Washington, D.C., 
to discuss joint participation in a private financing plan for the 
project. Producers and sponsors agreed to try to develop an oper­
ating agreement for the design and engineering phase of the 
project (Phase I) by mid-April. They also agreed to define the 
key issues involved in formulating a financing plan and establish 
a time table for resolution of those issues (Phase II). 

March 18, 1980 National Energy Board of Canada began rehearings on Canadian gas 
exports. 

March 31, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission delegated the authority 
to attach conditions to preserve cultural Resources, to the Certi­
ficate of Convenience and Necessity on a system wide basis, to the 
Office of the Federal Inspector. 

April 2, 1980 The Canadian National Energy Board issued an order ammending the 
Northern Pipeline Act to allow prebuilding of the Southern Canadian 
portions of the pipeline. 

April 15, 1 98 0 The Hon. ~!arc Lalonde, Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources, an­
nounced a three month freeze on the border price of Canadian natural 
gas exported to the United States. This freeze postponed the price 
redetermination till October 1, 1980. 

April 15, 1980 Exxon, Atlantic Richfield and Standard Oil of Ohio, companies owning 
the Alaskan gas, agreed to match the $75 million to $100 million 
already spent by the pipeline builder in Alaska, Northwest Alaskan 
Pipe line Co., on preliminary design and engineering work. The 
companies also agreed to match future costs of design up to $500 
million. 



~ , . 
April 19, 1980 Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. was granted approval by Sen. Olson 

for the procurement of approximately $20 million worth of turbo­
machinery for the eastern leg of the Alaska Highway gas pipeline. 
Approval was also granted for the purchase of large diameter valves 
and fittings for the pre-build sections. 

April 21-25, Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. held meetings in 6 gasline corridor 
1980 communities to discuss the socioeconomic profile being done 

of their communities. 

April 24, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission approved, in principle, 
plans to construct the eastern leg of the Alaska Highway gas pipe­
line. This 1,116 mi portion of the pipeline extends from Monchy, 
Saskatchewan to Ventura, Iowa. 

April 28, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission issued a Certificate of 
Convenience and Necessity to Northern Border Pipeline Co. for the 
Eastern leg pre-build, involving 811 miles and $1-1.2 billion in cost. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission announced a new gas im­
port pricing policy which would cap in dollar terms the amount 
the United States would pay to Canada under the "take" or "pay" 
provisions of contracts which support the eastern leg of the pre­
build system. 

April 29, 1980 Canada's Nation~l Energy Board commenced hearings to determine 
whether Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. can meet financing 
conditions imposed under the Northern Pipeline Act. 

April 30, 1980 Canada's National Energy Board recommended the government ap­
prove applications made by Pan-Alberta Gas Ltd. for lic.enses 
to export natural gas to the United States and an application 
by Consolidated .Natural Gas Limited for an amendment to its 
natural gas license adding Monchy, Saskatchewan as an export 
point. 

Landowners of the first 77 mi of the western leg of the pre-build 
segment of the pipeline in Alberta presented their route objections 
to the Northern Pipeline Agency. The hearings were chaired by the 
Agency's Deputy Administrator and Designated Officer, William A. 
Scotland. 
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May,June 1980 The Bureau of Land Management in Alaska, through the OFI one­
window, issued permits for Northwest to build four construction 
flycamps. 

May 2 , 1980 

May 5, 1.980 

May 8, 1980 

May 9, 1980 

Hay 12 , 1 980 

May 12, 1980 

June 1 980 

June 2, 1 980 

The Northern Pipeline Agency approved contract awards to the Steel 
Company of Canada (STELCO) and Interprovincial Steel and Pipe 
Corporation Ltd. (IPSCO) for the supply of 1.4 million ton of 
line pipe at an approximate cost of $2 billion. 

The National Energy Board began another set of hearings on out­
standing tariff matters relating to the overall Alaska Highway 
gas pipeline project. 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission issued an order adopting 
EEO/MBE conditions. These conditions were published May 12. 

Canada's National Energy Board issued its decision approving a 
full cost of service tariff. 

The Trans.- Alaska Pipeline experienced a . gasket failure resulting 
in an oil· spill at Pump Station 10. 

The Equal Employment Opportunity Regulations for the project 
were published in the Federal :Register. 

The State of Alaska r eceived proposals from 6 companies , to study 
t h e de ve lopment o f a n in stat e'petroch emical industry, u s ing royalty 
gas. The companies were Earth Resources Co. of Alaska/Mitsubishi, 
Alaskan Arctic Resources Study Group, Alaska Interior Resources Co, 
Phil l ips Petrol e um, N:i.sc:ho-Iwai Con sortium, a nd Dow/Shell Con­
sortium. One Company would be selecte d to complete the proj ect . 

Public hearings were held in Claresholm, Albe rta to consider ap­
plications made by Foothills Pipe Line s (Alta.) Ltd. to acquire 
additional l and rights along the route of the west e rn l eg of the 
Al aska Highway gas pipeline in Alberta. 



June 4, 1980 Amos "Mo" Matthews became Director of the Alaska Office of the 
Federal Inspector. Matthews was the Alaska State Pipeline Coordinator 
April 1978 to July 1979. Prior to that he had been Sr. Vice 
President of Alaskan Arctic Gas Study Co. 

June 10, 1980 U.S. and Canada formally agreed on procedures for use by both 
countries in approving contracts for the Alaska Natural Gas 
Transportation System goods and services. 

June 10, 1980 Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. issued a $6 million release order 
with the Steel Company of Canada (STELCO) for approximately 21 mi 
of .36 in diameter pipe for the Flathead Ridge area of southeast 
British Columbia. This was the first release order under the pipe 
contracts. 

June 13, 1980 On rehearing, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, finalized 
their January 10, 1980, Western Leg order, but provided for an 
additional 30-day rehearing on the Northwest Energy's Western 
Delivery System. 

June 16-18, Public hearings were held in Sundre and Cochrane, Alberta on ap-
1980 plications made by Foothills Pipe Lines (Alta.) Ltd. to acquire 

additional land rights along the western leg of the pre-build 
portion of the Alaska Highway gas pipeline. 

June 18, 1980 W. Winston Mair, presiding officer of the British Columbia p ublic 
hearings, submitted his report to the Northern Pipeline Agency. 

The report, titled Forgotten Land, Forgotten People, outlined 
proposals for dealing with the~ concerns respecting the pipeline 
project that were expressed by residents during the hearings. 

June 19, 1980 Northwest Alaska Pipeline, the Prudhoe Bay Gas Producers and Pipe­
line Sponsors reached an agreement on Phase I (the engineering), and 
a tentative agreement on Phase II (equity participation and financing) 
of the project. A letter of intent was signed by Northwest, Atlantic 
Richfield, Exxon and Sohio. 

/ 



July 24, 1980 The formation of Norther Plains Natural gas Co., to be the managing 
partner of Northern Border Pipeline Co. on the Eastern Leg of the 
Pipeline, WCl.s announced. 

July 25, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission released its final EIS 
on the location of the sales gas conditioning plant. Prudhoe 
Bay Project Final Environmental Impact Statement. Prudhoe Bay was 
selected as the best site for the conditioning plant. 

July 25, 1980 The final British Columbia Environmental Terms and Conditions were 
issued by the Northern Pipe line Agency. 

July 28, 1980 The Procurement Program developed by Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) 
Ltd . for construction of the Alaska Hiqh>·.-ay gas pipeline project 
was approved by Sen. Olson, Minister responsible for the Northern 
Pipeline Agency. 

July 28 , 1980 The Manpower Plan developed by Foothill s Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. 
for 1 980 construction of the western l eg o f the pipel ine in Alberta 
and southeastern British Columbia was approved by the Norhtern 
Pipeline Agency. 

July 28 , 1980 The Northern Pipeline Agency approved the socioeconomic plans 
developed by Foothills P i pe Lines (South B. C.) Ltd, for :construction 
of the gas p ipeline in southern British Columbia. The plans out­
lined business opportunities, opportunity measures, employee orien­
tation, and p ublic information programs. 

July 28 , 1 980 The Opportunity Measures Plan developed by Foothil ls Pipe Lines 
(Alta.) Ltd. for construction of the western l eg in Alberta was 
approved by Canada ' s Northern Pipeline Agency. 

The Agency also approved the plan for the protection of. tracE tional 
harvesting and native cultural areas developed by Foothills Pipe­
Lines (Alta .) Ltd . for construction of the e ntire 1 , 312 km (75 5 mi) 
section o f the Alaska Highway gas pipeline. in Alberta . 



June 20, 1980 Cooperative Agreement for Design and Engineering of Alaska Gas 
Pipeline and Conditioning Plant (Design and Engineering Agreement), 
was executed between Northwest and Prudhoe Bay Natural Gas Pipe­
line producers, and the State of Alaska. 

June 20 , 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission issued its Final Certi­
ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity for the Eastern Leg 
of the Project. 

June 20, 1980 OFI announced creation of a Citizens' Environmental Advisory 
Committee. 

June 27, 1980 The U.S. Senate unanimously passed SR 1 04 stating that the natural 
gas pipeline system was a priority of the U.S. government. This 
resolution, and the July lst resolution of the House of Repre­
sentatives, was made in response to Canadian government requests 
for additional assurances of U.S. corrmittment to building the 
entire system. 

June 27, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission issued an order granting 
permission to Northern Natural Gas Co. to import an additional 
100,000 cubic feet of gas per day from Canada. 

July 1, 1980 Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas Transportation Co. filed its ap­
plication for final Certificate of Convenience and Necessity and 
Presidential Permit to build and operate facilities on the border, 
for the Alaska leg of the Pipeline before the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 

July 1, 1980 Alaska North~est Natural Gas Transportation Co. filed its Supple­
mental Right of Way Application with the Department of Interior. 

July 1, 1980 U.S. House of Representatives passed a resolution affirming Con­
gressional support of the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline system. 

July 3, 1980 The socio-economic and environmental terms and conditions to be 
applied to Foothills Pipe Lines (South B.C.) Ltd. and Foothills 
Pipe Lines (Alberta) Ltd. in building the Alaska Highway gas pipe­
line were passed by Canada's Governor-in-Council. 



July 15, 1980 The Federal Right of Way Grant and Stipulations for the Eastern 
Leg of the Project were submitted for review to the U.S. Congress. 

July 17, 1980 In a letter to Prime Minister Trudeau, President Carter stated 
that the United States government had taken a number of major 
steps to ensure that the U.S. portion of the Alaska Highway gas 
pipeline is completed expeditiously. 

July 17, 1980 The Canadian Cabinet announced approval of pre-building the Canadian 
southern segments of the Alaska Highway gas pipeline, (from Edmonton, 
Alberta to the continental u.s.) pending findings on the financial 
feasibility of the line. The government accepted United States 
assurances on the timely completion of the whole system within its 
territory, and approved the National Energy Board amendment to Condition 
12 of the Northern Pipeline Act with respect to financing of the 
pipeline. They also approved a recommendation made by the Board 
authorizing Pan-Alberta Gas Ltd. to export additional gas through 
the pre-build section. 

July 18, 1980 Northwest Pipeline Company awarded a $52 million contract to 
Kaiser Steel for pipe for its portion of the Western leg of the 
pipeline. 

July 19, 1980 Alaskan North Slope Gas Producers and U.S. Pipeline sponsors of 
the Pipeline established a Design and Engineering Board and 3 Advisory 
Committees to continue design and engineering of ·the Alaska Gas Pipe­
line and conditioning plant. John G. McMillian was chairman of the 
board. The State of Alaska was represented by Lt. ·Governor Terry 
Miller. The three committees were a technical committee, an audit 
committee, and an accounting committee. 

July 22, 1980 Sen. Olson, Minister of the Northern Pipeline Agency, stated he 
was satisfied Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. has met the revised 
requirements on the financing of the gas pipeline in Canada. 

July 22, 1980 The Northern Pipeline Agency announced the acquisition of additional 
land rights by Foothills Pipe Lines (Alberta) Ltd. in the Sundre and 
Cochrane, Alberta areas has been approved. 



July 29, 1980 The Northern Pipeline Agency issued formal notice to proceed with the 
pre-build section in Canada, to Foothills Pipe Lines. The company 
immediately began to clear the right-of-way between Caroline Junc­
tion, Alberta and Kingsgate, British Columbia. 

July 30, 1980 The Federal Right of Way Grant and Stipulations for the Western 
Leg of the project were submitted for review to the U.S. Congress. 

Aug. 1, 1980 

Aug. 1, 1980 

Au g . 1, 1 980 

Aug. 5, 1980 

Aug 6 , 1980 

The Information Plan and EEO Plan developed by Foothills Pipe Lines 
(Alberta) for construction of the Alaska Highway pipeline in Alberta 
was approved by Canada's Northern Pipeline Agency . 

Effective this date, Foothills Pipe Lines (Alberta) Ltd. had received 
all engineering approvals required for contstruction of the pre-build 
section of the western leg of the pipeline. 

Columbia Alaska Natural Gas Transmission Corp. (Subsidiary of 
Columbia Gas System Inc.) joined the partnership of Alaska North­
west Natural Gas Transportation Co. 

Construc tion b egan on the Canadian segment of the system. 

Foothills Pipe Lines (South B.C.) Ltd. was authorized by the Desig­
nated Officer, William A. Scotland, to commence construction of the 
western leg of the Alaska Highway gas pipeline in the Flathead 
Ridge area in southeastern British Columbia. 

The Environmental Plans and Procedures Manuals developed by Foot­
hills Pipe Lines (Alberta) Lt~. and Foothills Pipe Lines (South B.C.) 
Ltd. for c on s truction of the Jestern l e g of the pipeline were approved 
b y t he Northern Pipeline Agency. 

The Of f i c e o f the Federal Inspector issued an Order clarify ing which 
parts of the Weste rn Le g were to be considered upgrades of existing 
systems and which parts would fall unde r jurisdiction of the 
Alaska Natrual Gas Transportation Act. 

.. 
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Aug. 8, 1980 Foothills Pipe Lines (Alberta) Ltd. was authorized by the Designated 
Officer, William A. Scotland, to commence construction of the 
western leg of the Alaska Highway gas pipeline in the area between 
Chain Lake Park and the Old Man River. 

Effective this date, Foothills Pipe Lines (South B.C.) Ltd. had re­
ceived all engineering approvals required for construction of the 
pre-build portion of the pipeline in southeastern British Columbia. 

Aug. 13, 1980 Pacific Gas Transmission Co. announced that it had awarded $60 
million in contracts for pipe. They expected to begin construction 
on their portion of the Western Leg of the Alaska Natural Gas Pro­
ject early winter 1980. 

Aug. 13, 1980 Pacific Gas Transmission Co. announced its acceptance of the 
Federal Regulatory Commission Certificate of Convenience and 
Necessity to construct the 160 mile ''pre-build" section of the 
western leg of the pipeline, from Kingsgate, British Columbia, 
to Stanfield, Oregon. 

Aug. 19, 1980 The Department of Interior transmitted its Right-of-Way Grant, 
for the Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline Project, to Congress for 
approval. 

Aug. 22, 1980 Texas Gas Alaska Corp. (a wholly owned subsidiary of Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp.) joined the Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas 
Transmission Co, the consortium planning to build and operate 
the Alaska section of the gas pipeline. 

Aug. 22, 1980 Tetco Four Inc. (subsidiary of Texas Eastern Corp. and ·.Trans­
western Pipeline Co.) joined Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas 
Transmission Co. 

Aug. 25, 1980 Trans Canada Pipeline Alaska Ltd. (subsidiary of Transcanada Pipe­
lines Ltd.) joined the Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas Transportation 
Co. 



Aug. 26, 1980 The Office of the Federal Inspector contracted Williams Brothers 
Engineering Co. to evaluate the Certification Cost Estimate 
submitted by Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. 

Aug. 27, 1980 The transfer of powers under several acts administered by other 
departments of the Canadian Governments to the Northern Pipeline 
Agency was approved by the Governor-in-Council. 

Sept., 1980 The Northern British Columbia Advisory Council was established to 
advise the Northern Pipeline Agency on social and economic matters. 

Sept. l, 1980 Pacific Gas Transportation Co. began construction of the Western 
leg of the Gas Pipeline, at Antioch, Oregon. 

Sept. 3, 1980 North~rest Pipeline Corporation began construction on the Western Leg 
in Oregon and Idaho along already existing right of ways. 

Sept. 5, 1980 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. submitted its affirmative action 
Plan to the office of the Federal Inspector. 

Sept. 8, 1980 A Citizens Advisory Committee was formed to advise the State of 
Alaska, Office of the Pipeline Coordinator, on socioeconomic matters .. 

Sept. 9, 1980 The Governor of Alaska selected the Dow/Shell Consortium to conduct 
a study on ths development of an in-state petrochemical industry 
based on royalty gas supplies. 

Sept. 12, 1980 The North Dakota Public Service Commission rejected the project 
sponsors application for a Certificate of Corridor Compatibility 
along the route approved by FERC. They offered an alternative 
route. On September 26, FERC and the Federal Inspector filed 
suite against this action. 
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Sept 24, 1980 The Federal Government -of Canada and Province of Alberta signed an 
administrative agreement providing for consultation and cooperation 
on matters relating to the construction and operation of the Alaska 
Highway Gas Pipeline. 

Sept.26, 1980 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and the Office of the 
Federal Inspector filed a civil action against the North Dakota 
Public Service Commission for rejecting the project sponsors route 
which was approved by FERC. They assert that the action was un­
constitutional because it violated the Supremacy and Commerce 
clauses of the constitution. 

Sept. 27, 1980 Representatives of the Candian and U.S. Governments and project 
sponsors attended the Commemorative Weld Ceremony at Burton Creek 
Alberta. This ceremony marked the beginning of construction of 
the Western Canadian Section of the P ipe line. 

Sept. 30, 1980 Pipe was ordered for the Eastern Leg of the System. 

Oct., 1980 Zinder Energy Processing published its petrochemic development 
Study for the Joint Gas Pipeline Committee, of the Alaska State 
Legislature. Ther report concluded that petrochemical production, 
"may be viable" in Alaska. Preliminary Economic Evaluation of 
NGL Based Petrochemical Production in Alaska . 

Oct., 1980 The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers released its Final Environmental 
Impact Statement: Prudhoe Bay Oil Field Waterflood Project . This 
project was designed to increase the pumping pressure for both oil 
and gas from the field. 

Oct. 8, 1 980 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. announced the sel ection of Ralph M. 
Parsons Company for the design and Engineering of the gas conditioning 
plant . 

Oct . 15, 1 980 The State of Alaska Office of the Pipeline Coordinator put out a 
call for bids on a study on subsistence along the Alaska Highway Gas 
Pipeline Route . Due to a disagreement with Northwest Al a s kan 
Pipe line Co. over the reimbers ability of this project , the contract 
was not l e t . 



Oct . 15, 1980 Northern Border Pipeline Co. fil e d an application before the South 
Dakota Public Service Commission for right of way across State lands. 

Oct 2 7, 1 980 Northwest Alaskan Pipe line Co. submitted is revised cost estimates 
to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, as part of their 
application for right-of-way over Federal lands in Alaska. 

Nov. 6, 1980 The Fairbanks North Star Borough passed ordinance 80-20-BBB setting 
aside $100 ,000 dollars for a s tudy of possible petroche mica l plant 

Nov 1 8-20 , 
1980 

Nov . 19, 1980 

Nov . 26 , 1 980 

Dec. l, 1980 

Dec . l, 1980 

Dec . 8 , 1 980 

sites in the Borough. · 

The Environmental Protection Agency held p ublic hearings in Alaska 
on the issuance of Air Quality Permits for 7 compressor stations 
in Alaska . 

U. S . Congress approved the Right-of-Way grant over Federal Lands , 
for Alaska Natural Gas Transportation System. 

Alaskan Nort hwest Natural Gas Transportation Co. and Alyeska Pipeline 
Service Co . finalized a mutual liability and indemnification Agree­
ment . This agreement d e l iniated liability for accidents involving 
both pipelines , or damage to both pipelines . 

John McMillian, President of Northwest Al askan Pipeline Company, 
and Cecil Andrus, Secretary of the Interior, signed t he 30 year 
Grant of Right-of-Way over Federal Lands in Alaska , for the Alaska 
Natural Gas Transportation System . 

Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas Transportation Co. and Alyeska Pipe­
line Co . executed their Mutual Agreement of Liability and Indemnity . 
This agreement defines and limits the liability of the respective 
parties to each other . 

A Memorandum of Agree ment between the Advisory Council or Historic 
Preservati on , and State of Alaska ' s Historic Preservation Officer , 
and Federal Agencies was ratifi ed . 
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Dec. 8, 1980 The Office of the Federal Inspector issued a Notice to Proceed 
to Pacific Gas Transmission Co., authorizing Construction of the 
first phase of the Western Leg of the Pipeline. 

Dec. 10, 1980 Northern Border Pipeline Co. arranged for financing to begin 
work on the Eastern Leg. 

Dec. 10, 1980 Public hearings began in South Dakota on Northern Border Pipeline's 
Application before the South Dakota Public Service Commission, f or 
right of way across state lands. 

Dec. 11, 1980 Construction began on the Western Leg of the project. Pacific Gas 
Transmission began work in Idaho. 

Dec. 16, 1980 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. submitted its revised Affirmative 
Action Pl an to the Office of the Federal Inspector. 

Dec. 18, 1980 Doyon Ltd. (and Alaskan Native Corporation) withdrew from the 
Dow Shell Study Group. Doyon charged Dow of not addressing Native 
Alaskan's i s sues . 

De c . 19, 1980 The Fede ral Energy Regulatory Commission issu e d a n orde r de l egating 
the authority to review and approve ANGTS costs, to the Office of 
the Federal Inspector. This order became effective Dec. 29, 1 981, 
whe n it wa s published in the Federal Regi s ter. 

Dec . 26 , 1980 A l eaky che ck v a lve i n t h e Tra n s-Al aska Pip e line was d isc o v e r ed. 
Approximate ly 5000 barrels o f oil were spilled. The valve was 
r eplace d a nd pipeline flow continued b y J a nuary 2. 

Dec . 29 , 1 980 Th e Office of t h e Federal I n spector approved the Affirmative Action 
Pl a n s ubmitte d by North ern Pl a ins Natural Gas Co . 



Jan. 6, 1981 The U.S. General Accounting Office released its r eport Trans- Alaska 
Oil P i peline Operations : More Federal Monitoring Needed, in which 
it stated that Alyeska Pipeline Service Co. had not complied fully 
with Federal regulations de s igned to prevent l e aks and other pipe­
line damage. The office recommended that Fede r a l monitors intensify 
the i r s urveillance. 

Jan. 8, 1981 The Fairbanks North Star Borough adopted resolution no. 81-3, 
r e que sting employment and housing information from Northwest 
Al askan P ipeline Co . The Office o f the Fede ral Ins pec tor and 
the State Office o f the Pipe line Coordinator. They r e que ste d 
that this information be provided to them prior to the organization 
of the 12th Alaska Legislature. 

J a n . 15, 1 981 Iowa Stat e Commerce Commission i ssued a permit a llowing Northern 
Bor der Pipel i n e t o proceed with c onstruction of t h e pipe l ine as 
far as Ventura. 

J an . 1 9 , 1 981 The Department of En e rgy officially rec ommende d to the Fed e r a l 
En ergy Regulatory Commission tha t Pacific Gas Tran smissions re­
ma i ning West e rn Leg p i pe be 42 " i n diameter , rather than 36". 

J an 29 , 1 981 

Feb 1 981 

Feb . 9 , 1 981 

January 31, 1 981 part of the western l e g was upgraded from 36 " t o 42 " 
p i pe . 

Th e SocioEconomic a nd Envir o nme n tal Terms and Conditio n s for the 
Swift Rive r , B. C., North e r n Britis h Columbia , a nd Sa s katch e wan we re 
a pp rove d b y Canada's Gov e r nor in Council. 

The Ca nadi an Fed e ral Gove r nme nt e stablis h e d a fund o f $·1 millio n 
t o ass i s t Nat i ve g roups d ur i n g the impact of the p i peline proj ect . 

The Cer emony c ommemorating the beginning o f con s truct i o n in the 
U. S . of the Al aska Hi g hway Gas P ipel ine was held in Spokane , Washing ­
ton . 



< 

Feb. 10, 1981 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. filed an application before the 
Environmental Protection Agency for an Air Quality Permit for the 
Gas Conditioning Plant to be placed on the North Slope of Alaska. 

Feb. 12, 1981 The Fairbanks North Star Borough let a contract to R. & M. 
Consultants to study possible locations for a petrochemical 
plant in the Borough. 

Feb. 13, 1981 The Alaska Office of the Pipeline Coordinator filed before the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission a brief concerning reim­
bursable socioeconomic costs which will be incurred by the State. 
These costs included surveillance costs and costs of socio econo­
mic assistance to communities impacted by the Project. The State 
contends that such costs should be reimbursed by the company, and 
should be included in the certification cost estimate. 

Feb. 23, 1981 

Feb. 23-24~ 

1981 

Feb. 26 , 1981 

Feb 26, 1981 

The Environmental Protection Agency issued Air Quality Permits for 
t he 7 Comp ressor Stations in Alaska. Hearings had been held Nov. 
18 - 20. 

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission held public hearings 
on Northern Border Pipelines Right of Way Application to cross 
that state. 

The Office of the Federal Inspector approved the Affirmative Action 
Plan submitted by Pacific Gas and Electric Co. 

Foothills Pipe Lines (South Yukon) Ltd. was given the approval, by 
the Northern Pipeline Agency, to begin Work on the Quill Creek 
Test Facility. This was a test of pipe laying techniques . and of 
p ipeline design for discontinuous permafrost. 



March 6, 1981 Williams Brothers Engineering Co. submitted their Evaluation of 
Certifications Cost Estimate; Alaska Segment, Alaska Natural Gas 
Transportation System (ANGTS) to the Office of the Federal Inspector. 
The Williams Brothers cost estimate was considerably less than the 
cost estimate submitted by Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. 

March 10, 1981 Operations and Safety Manuals for the completed Canadian Western 
Leg of the line were approved. These manuals include procedures 
for fire prevention and control, and detection of leaks, and 
pipe repairs. 

March 11, 1981 President Reagan confirmed his administrations' support of the Gas 
Pipeline Project, in a speech before the Canadian Parliment. (Contin­
gent on private financing) 

March 11, 1981 The U.S. Department of Interior issued the Grant of Right of Way 
for the Eastern Leg of the Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline. The Grant 
authorized a 54 foot wide right of way across 10 miles of Federal 
lands in Montana and North Dakota. This grant did not include 
approval to cross the Ft. Peck Indian Reservation in Montana. 
Northern Plains Natural Gas was required to negotiate separate agree­
ments with the tribal Council and individual landowners. 

March 13, 1981 Northern Border Pipeline Co. ~iled suit against Jackson County 
in Minnesota over the County'; requirement that the entire segment 
of line in that county be covered by 6 feet of soil. The company 
contended that this requirement was pre-empted by Federal Regulations . 
The Company proposed to bury the pipe with 3 feet of soil. The 
hearing was set for April 20, 1981. 

March 16, 1981 R. & M. Consultants, contractor to the Fairbanks North Star Borough, 
turned in a preliminary report on potential petrochemical development 
within the Borough. This type of development would depend on construc­
tion of a gas liquids pipeline from Prudhoe Bay, or gas taps from 
t he Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline. 



March 17, 1981 The Anchorage Assembly voted to request that the Dow-Shell study 
group include Fire Island in their petrochemical study, as a 
possible site for a petrochemical plant. 

March 18, 1981 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. filed an application with the State 
of Alaska for use of the site for the gas conditioning facility. 

March 18, 1981 The State of Alaska, Office of the Pipeline Coordinator transmitted 
its Draft SocioEconomic Stipulations, to be attached to the right 
of way across State lands, to Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Company. 

March 20, 1981 The Office of the Federal Inspector gave Northern Plains Natural 
Gas final approval for the design of the system . 

March 31 , 1981 Canada's National Energy Board began hearings on the transportation 
rates to be charged by Foothills Pipeline Co . 

Apri l 1, 1981 The National Energy Board authorized Foothills Pipe Lines (Alberta) 
Ltd. to open the 3 newly constructed sections of the Alberta portion 
of the Alaska Highway Gas Line ' s Western Leg, at a maximum operating 
pressure of 1260 pounds per square inch. 

April 2 , 1981 The U.S . Di s trict Court for North Dakota granted a summary judge­
ment in favor of the Office of the Federal Inspector and the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commi ssion in their s uit against the 
North Dakota Public Service Commission. 



April 10, 1 981 The "Adger/Berman Report" analyzing the cost estimate for the 
Alaska Leg, was submitted to the Feder al Energy Regulatory 
Commission. This report found Northwest Alaskan Pipelines 
Certification Cost Estimate "Considerably above the assurance 
level anticipated by the IROR Orders" . 

April 12, 1981 The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission authorized the con­
struction of the Eastern Leg, by Northern Border Pipeline G, through 
its lands . 

April 15 , 1981 Th e fin a l Cost Estimate for the East ern Leg was approved by the 
Fed eral I n spector. This estimate formed the basis for the 
Incentive Rate of Return mechanism. 

Apri l 1 5 , 1981 North west Alaskan Pipeline Co . filed their application for right of 
way ove r State lands before the State of Alaska. 

Apri l 18, 1981 ~he Office of the Federal Inspector signed a Notice to Proceed 
for Nothern Border Pipeline Co. to proceed with the construction 
of the eastern leg. 

April 23 , 1 981 The Design and Engineering Board met t o finaliz e 
Package for t h e Alaska section of the pipel i n e . 
30% equity . 

the Financing 
Producers offered 

April 25 , 1981 The Bureau of I ndian Affairs confirmed the Tribal Council ' s approval, 
and granted Northern Border Pipeline Co. right of way over Fort 
Peck Indian Reservation in Montana . 

[ 

[ 



April 2 7, 1981 Northern Border Pipeline Co. won its suit against Jackson County in 
Minnesota. The judge ruled that the county lacked statutory and 
constitutional authority to impose the 6 foot requirement on 
the interstate gas pipeline. 

April 30, 1981 The Office of the Federal Inspector conditionally approved North­
west Pipeline Corporations Affirmative action plan for the western 
leg of the pipeline. 

May 4, 1981 

May 4, 1981 

May 12, 1981 

May 13, 1981 

May 18, 1981 

Construction began on the Eastern Leg of the Pipeline in South Dakota. 
The officeal commemoration cerimony was held May 5. 

Alaska's Senator Murkowski spoke before the Alaska State Legislature. 
He recommended that the State aid in the financing of the project, 
which would give it partnership with the major owner companies. 

The Emergency Salvage Plan for Cultural Resources along the Eastern 
Leg of the pipeline was approved by the Office of the Federal Inspector 
The Plan was prepared by the Cultural Resources officers and Archaeolo­
gists of the Northern Border Pipeline Co, Office of the Federal 
Inspector and the States affected. 

At a meeting between Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. and potential 
Financers, the financing package fell through. Only 30% financing 
was committed. 

Alaska's Attorney General opined that State land for the Conditioning 
Plant could only be leased under AS 38.35 (Righ of Way Leasing Act) 
Proceedure s . 



May 21, 1981 

May 21, 1981 

May 22, 1981 

May 24, 1981 

May 25, 1981 

May 25, 1981 

An Agreement wa s reached between Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas 
Transportation Co. and the 3 major gas producers in Prudhoe Bay 
(Exxon, Sohio, and Atlantic Richfield) for financing the Alaska 
Segment of the gasline. This agreement called for 70% equity 
in the pipeline and plant for Alaskan Northwest, and 30% for the 
gas producers. The conditioning plant was not included in this 
agreement. This agreement would be presented to prospective lenders. 

The Northern Pipeline Agency approved the Manpower Plan submitted 
by Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. for the construction of the 
Alaska Highway Gas Pipeline. 

Foothills estimated 6,528 man-years of direct employment would be 
created in the construction of the pipeline in Alberta, British 
Columbia and Saskatchew n. They estimated an additional 150,000 
man years of work would be generated indirectly by the project. 

The Northern Pipeline Agency issued an order giving Foothills 
Pipe Lines (Alberta) and Foothills Pipe Lines (Saskatchewan) 
leave-to-proceed with construction of the Easternleg of the Alaska 
Gas Pipeline in Alberta and Saskatchewan. 

Final Tie-ins connecting the Canadian western leg of the Alaska 
Highway Gas Pipeline to exist~ng pipelines was completed. Gas 
exports to the U.S. were expected to begin in the fall of the year, 
through these sections of pipe. 

Foothills Pipelines (South Yukon) began taking an inventory of 
Yukoners interested in pipeline construction employment. This 
inventory was to be used in the planning of training programs. 

Construction began on Canada's eastern leg in Alberta. 

L 



May 29, 1981 

June 4, 1981 

June 16-18, 
1981 

June 17, 1 981 

July 1, 1 981 

July 10, 1981 

The Office of the Federal Inspector and the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission entered into a memorandum of Agreement 
establishing proceedures for handling employment discrimination 
complaints filed during the construction of ANGTS. 

Alaska State Legislature's Gas Pipeline Committee held hearings 
on the SocioEconomic Stipulations developed by the State Office 
of the Pipeline Coordinator. They passed house concurrent Res­
olution #37, supporting the stipulations. 

Canada's Environmental Assessment Panel held public hearings in 
Whitehorse , to review pipeline route alternatives in the Ibex 
pass area of Yukon Territories. 

Alaskan Northwest Natural Gas Transportation Co. s ubmitted a request 
for waivers of certain provisions of the financing regulations. 
They requested that the Prudhoe Bay Producers to be allowed to participatE 
in the financing, and to include the conditioning p lant in the costs 
of the Alaska Segment of the pipeline, and to b e allowed t o p r ebill 
consumers for the cost of construction of the pipeline . 

Northwest Alas kan Pipeline Co . officially notified the Office of the 
Fe deral Inspector and State Office of the P i peline Coordinator that 
the y we r e s lowing down operation s. 

Public h e arings we r e held i n Strathmore Albe rta to conside r applic ations 
made by Foothill s Pipe Lines for a dditional l a nd rights along sections 
of the East e rn Le g o f the Pip eline in Albe rta . 6 5 l a ndowne r s could b e 
affected. 



Aug. 13, 1981 The Office of the Federal Inspector approved the EEO/MBE plan for 
Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. 

Aug. 14, 1981 The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission released its' Final Report 
on Cost Estimate and Related Incentive Rate of Return Issues for the 
Alaska Segment of the Alaska Natural Gas Transportation System. 

Aug. 15, 1981 The Cooperative Agreement between the Department of the Interior and 
the State of Alaska was signed. This agreement established 
proceedures to coordinate the issuance of land related permits, 
easments, rights-of-way and other authorizations for the Alaska 
Segment of the pipeline. 

Aug. 21, 1981 Canada's National Energy Board released its decision on the tolls to 
be charged by Foothills Pipe Lines (Yukon) Ltd. and on the final 
design cost estimates for the Eastern and Western Leg Facilities. 

Sept. 1, 1981 Alaska's Governor Hammond signed Administrative Order 70 for the 
management system to monitor the design and construction of the Alaska 
Natural Gas Transportation System, including the Sales Gas Condition­
ing Facility. This order formally established the Office of the 
Pipeline Coordinator as the state's lead agency for monitoring pre­
construction and construction of ANGTS. 

Sept. 29, 1981 Northwest Alaskan Pipeline Co. release the first in its series of 
quarterly reports, Gas Pipeline Update, designed to assist Alaskans 
in planning for the pipeline construction period. 

Oct. 15, 1981 President Regan submitted the waiver package revising the financing 
stipulations made in the Presidents Decision and Report to Congress 
in 1977. Major issues in this package were including the compressor 
station as an intrigal part of ANGTS; advanced roll in of construction 
costs in prices consumers pay for gas; allow Prudhoe Bay Gas Producers 
to participate in financing it and authorize the Federal Energy Regulator' 
Commission to provide assurances of debt repayment. -~ 



Oct. 21, 1981 U.S. Congress held hearings on the waiver package submitted by 
President Regan. 

Nov. 19, 1981 The U.S. Senate passed the waiver package . 

Dec. 9, 1981 The House passed the waiver package. 

Dec. 10, 1981 Due to a proceedural technicality the December 9 vote was invalidated. 
The waiver package was passed again on a revote. 


