
 
 

AGENDA 
ALASKA GASLINE DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION (AGDC) 

REGULAR BOARD MEETING 
 

April 13, 2017 AGDC Board Room, 3201 C St Suite 604 Anchorage, AK 9:00 am 
 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER 

 

II. ROLL CALL 
 

III. CHAIRMAN’S CHOICE  
 

IV. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

V. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – February 9, 2017 
 

VI. PUBLIC COMMENTS - Boardroom _______ Statewide _________ 
 

VII. PRESIDENT’S REPORT 
 

VIII. NEW BUSINESS – AGDC MANAGEMENT/OPERATIONAL 
A. Committee Chair Updates 
B. External Affairs Update 
C. Commercial Update 
D. Resolution 2017 – 01 – Authorizing Submittal to the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
 

IX. FINANCIALS 
 

X. PROJECT UPDATES 
 

XI. EXECUTIVE SESSION   
 

XII. ANY OTHER ITEMS TO COME BEFORE THE BOARD 
 

XIII. BOARD COMMENTS 
 

XIV. ADJOURNMENT 
 

 
                        The Chair may announce changes in the Order of Business during the meeting. 

 
 

 
 































 

 

BOARD REPORT 
April 2017 

GOVERNMENT RELATIONS  

 

A. Alaska LNG Summit, March 1-6, 2017. 

B. Individual legislative updates conducted, March 15-17,2017. 

C. Board confirmation hearings, March 24 and March 27, 2017. 

D. Senate Finance Committee, February 14, 2017. 

E. Legislative semi-monthly reports (March 6, March 15, and March 31, 2017). 

PRIMARY COMMUNICATIONS INTIATIVES 

 

A. Presentations: 

o Feb. 8: Alaska Eskimo Whaling 
Commission, Barrow 

o Feb. 23: Fairbanks Chamber of Commerce, 
Juneau 

o Feb. 23: Alaska Municipal League, Juneau 

o Feb. 23: Community Advisory Council, 
Juneau 

o Feb. 24: UAA Engineers Program, 
Anchorage 

o March 3: Alaska LNG Summit, Girdwood 

o March 10: Tanana Chiefs Yukon-Tanana 
Sub-Regional Committee, Fairbanks 

o March 14: World Trade Center: 2017 Japan 
Business Outlook, Anchorage 

o March 15: Southeast Energy Conference, 
Juneau 

o March 16: Alaska Miners Association-
Southeast, Juneau 

 

B. Alaska LNG Summit: 

o Attendees included 23 representatives of 14 LNG buyers, trading companies, and investors. 

o Invoices and sponsorship contributions continue to be processed. Thirty companies/organizations 
signed up as sponsors with 20 payments received to date. AGDC staff is following up with the 
remaining 10 sponsors regarding payment. 

o Summit costs are estimated to total $264,883 with $243,200 covered by sponsors’ generous 
contributions. Another $13,365 was generated through registrations fees, leaving AGDC to pay $8,318. 

o Display “Thank You” ad published in Alaska Dispatch News, Peninsula Clarion, Juneau Empire, and 
Fairbanks Daily News Miner to recognize summit sponsors. 

o Letters were sent to all sponsors on March 9 thanking them for their support of the Alaska LNG Summit. 

 

C. Media Relations/Messaging: 

o FOIA: AGDC received a request under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), AS 40.21.010, from 
KTOO reporter Rashah McChesney for a copy of the March 6, 2017 AGDC Legislative Report. 
Increased public exposure will limit AGDC’s ability to disclose commercially sensitive information in the 
semi-monthly report. 

o Responded to a request from Alaska Business Monthly to answer 14 questions related to the Alaska 
LNG project and FERC filings. The Q&A will appear in the May 2017 issue of Alaska Business Monthly, 
along with an AGDC ad. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

D. Digital Communication: 

o The LNG World Market Update continues to be distributed on a bi-weekly basis                                                                              
and is distributed to in-state audiences and other interested stakeholders. 

o Traffic to the website continues to grow, with total traffic exceeding 14,000 over the                                                            
past 8 months. 

 

MONTH TRAFFIC 

July 2016 1,254 

August 2016 1,638 

September 2016 792 

October 2016 1,866 

November 2016 1,879 

December 2016 2,027 

January 2017 2,765 

February 2017 2,168 

FISCAL YEAR TOTAL 14,389 

 

E. CRM Database: 

o EAGR began to populate CRM with corporate contacts. 

 

F. Public Opinion Research: 

o On hold until after Legislative session. 

 

G. Community Coordinators: 

o Established schedule for outreach. 

EVENTS AND ACTIVITIES 

A. Upcoming Events: 

o April 4-7 – GasTech, Tokyo (Keith, Nick) 

o April 17 – Nikiski Community Council (update on Alaska LNG project 

o April 20 – Homer Community Meeting 

o April 25 – Anchorage Rotary (Keith) 

o April 25 – Valdez High School Job Fair (Jesse) 

o April 26 – Fairbanks Chamber of Commerce Energy Committee (Lieza) 

o Mary 4 – Fairbanks Community Meeting 

o May 17-18 – CWC China LNG & Gas International Summit (Keith, Lieza, Guy, Yingdi, John) 

o June 20-22 – CWC World LNG Series: Americas Summit 2017, Houston (Keith, Lieza, Terry, Kathy) 
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The	
  Alaska	
  LNG	
  Project	
  is	
  

ü  Needed	
  
•  The	
  Asian	
  market	
  will	
  experience	
  a	
  contracted	
  supply	
  gap	
  within	
  7	
  years.	
  
•  Alaska	
  LNG	
  is	
  well	
  posi=oned	
  to	
  target	
  this	
  supply	
  deficit.	
  
•  This	
  project	
  provides	
  large,	
  long-­‐term	
  cash	
  flow	
  to	
  Alaska	
  with	
  the	
  

poten=al	
  to	
  sell	
  down	
  equity	
  aEer	
  financing	
  period.	
  
ü  Compe==ve	
  

•  Alaska	
  is	
  able	
  to	
  deliver	
  LNG	
  at	
  a	
  compe==ve	
  price	
  and	
  high	
  value	
  to	
  
customers.	
  

•  Alaska	
  LNG	
  can	
  provide	
  stable,	
  predictable	
  and	
  compe==ve	
  long-­‐term	
  
returns.	
  

•  The	
  ability	
  to	
  phase	
  the	
  project	
  reduces	
  both	
  the	
  risk	
  and	
  the	
  exposure.	
  
ü  Achievable	
  	
  

•  Allows	
  for	
  introduc=on	
  of	
  infrastructure	
  investors	
  and	
  provides	
  tax	
  
efficiency.	
  

•  Project	
  finance	
  structure	
  is	
  proven,	
  most	
  recently	
  with	
  Lower-­‐48	
  LNG	
  
projects.	
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Anchored	
  by	
  Secure	
  Resource	
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“Yet	
  to	
  Find”	
  

35	
  Tcf	
  
Anchor	
  
Resource	
  

Contract	
  Period	
  

•  Secure,	
  known	
  resources	
  in	
  Prudhoe	
  Bay	
  (PBU)	
  and	
  Point	
  Thomson	
  (PTU)	
  anchor	
  the	
  
project	
  for	
  20	
  years	
  and	
  con=nue	
  to	
  anchor	
  the	
  project	
  beyond	
  25	
  years.	
  

•  Even	
  a	
  ten	
  percent	
  success	
  in	
  Yet-­‐to-­‐Find	
  discoveries	
  would	
  back-­‐fill	
  the	
  spare	
  capacity	
  
for	
  another	
  25	
  years.	
  

Note:	
  Anchor	
  Resource	
  includes	
  PBU	
  (24.8	
  Tcf),	
  PTU	
  (8	
  Tcf),	
  Duck	
  Island/Endicoa	
  and	
  Northstar	
  (1.8	
  Tcf)	
  
For	
  illustra=on	
  purposes,	
  Duck	
  Island/Endicoa	
  and	
  Northstar	
  are	
  included	
  under	
  PBU	
  as	
  developed	
  resources.	
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LNG	
  Demand	
  is	
  Growing	
  

•  New	
  sources	
  of	
  LNG	
  will	
  be	
  needed	
  at	
  the	
  same	
  
=me	
  Alaska	
  LNG	
  starts	
  opera=on.	
  

•  Most	
  new	
  demand	
  will	
  be	
  in	
  Asia	
  where	
  Alaska	
  
LNG	
  has	
  a	
  geographic	
  shipping	
  advantage.	
  

•  Demand	
  to	
  be	
  met	
  by	
  projects	
  across	
  the	
  globe:	
  

•  US	
  Gulf	
  Coast:	
  numerous	
  projects	
  underway	
  
and	
  planned.	
  	
  

•  Canada	
  /	
  Pacific	
  Northwest:	
  Complex	
  land,	
  
access	
  and	
  regulatory	
  issues	
  have	
  caused	
  
delays.	
  

•  Russian	
  ArcSc:	
  First	
  icebreaker	
  class	
  LNG	
  
vessels	
  undergoing	
  sea	
  trials.	
  

•  East	
  Africa:	
  Coral	
  Floa=ng	
  LNG	
  moves	
  toward	
  
final	
  approval	
  with	
  BP	
  buying	
  the	
  odake.	
  	
  

•  Oceana:	
  Cost	
  overruns	
  have	
  plagued	
  Australia	
  
as	
  Papua	
  New	
  Guinea	
  moves	
  toward	
  
expanded	
  capacity.	
  

LNG	
  Demand	
  ConSnues	
  to	
  Grow	
  

Source:	
  Royal	
  Dutch	
  Shell	
  plc	
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•  Market	
  opportunity	
  for	
  
Alaska	
  LNG	
  exists	
  across	
  
Asia.	
  

•  Exis=ng	
  contracts	
  expire	
  in	
  
the	
  same	
  =meframe	
  as	
  a	
  
projected	
  global	
  shoreall	
  in	
  
LNG	
  supply.	
  

•  Japan,	
  Korea,	
  Taiwan	
  and	
  
China	
  together	
  have	
  
contracted	
  supply	
  gaps	
  of	
  
over	
  70	
  MTPA	
  by	
  2025.	
  

•  Global	
  demand	
  grew	
  7.5%	
  in	
  
2017,	
  with	
  Japan,	
  Korea,	
  
Taiwan	
  and	
  China	
  
collec=vely	
  up	
  4.6%.	
  

Asia	
  LNG	
  Contracts	
  Expiring	
  mid-­‐2020’s	
  

Source: Global NatGas Advisors	
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  Korea,	
  Taiwan,	
  China	
  LNG	
  Contracts,	
  MTPAJapan,	
  Korea,	
  Taiwan,	
  China	
  LNG	
  Contracts	
  and	
  Demand	
  

Example	
  of	
  20	
  
MTPA	
  from	
  Alaska.	
  

Projected	
  demand	
  

Note:	
  Colored	
  bar	
  segments	
  represent	
  individual	
  Asian	
  LNG	
  buyers	
  
Source:	
  Global	
  NatGas	
  Advisors	
  LLC	
  Analysis	
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Alaska	
  LNG	
  IndicaSve	
  Capital	
  Structure	
  

Alaska	
  LNG	
  Total:	
  
•  $40	
  Billion	
  
•  5.75%	
  Cost	
  of	
  Capital	
  

Equity:	
  
•  $10	
  Billion	
  
•  8%	
  Return	
  

Non-­‐Recourse	
  Debt:	
  
•  $30	
  Billion	
  
•  5%	
  Interest	
  Rate	
  

Alaska	
  LNG	
  is	
  a	
  $40	
  Billion	
  Project	
  
•  25%	
  Equity	
  investment	
  
•  75%	
  Non-­‐recourse	
  debt	
  
	
  
$10	
  Billion	
  Equity	
  Investment	
  
•  Opportunity	
  to	
  earn	
  8%	
  return	
  on	
  equity	
  

through	
  ini=al	
  period.	
  
•  State	
  of	
  Alaska	
  has	
  the	
  opportunity	
  to	
  

invest.	
  
	
  
$30	
  Billion	
  Non-­‐Recourse	
  Debt	
  
•  Non-­‐recourse	
  debt	
  en=rely	
  backed	
  by	
  

long-­‐term	
  contracts.	
  
•  Does	
  not	
  create	
  a	
  liability	
  for	
  the	
  equity	
  

owners.	
  

All	
  values	
  are	
  USD	
  2017	
  Real	
  

Note:	
  Project	
  may	
  be	
  phased	
  to	
  further	
  reduce	
  the	
  ini=al	
  capital	
  requirement.	
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Owner	
  Cash	
  Flows	
  A^er	
  Debt	
  is	
  Paid	
  

•  During	
  the	
  ini=al	
  20	
  year	
  period,	
  
more	
  than	
  half	
  of	
  the	
  cash	
  flow	
  is	
  
servicing	
  debt.	
  

•  Upon	
  re=rement	
  of	
  debt	
  service,	
  
the	
  equity	
  return	
  is	
  magnified	
  by	
  
the	
  por=on	
  of	
  toll	
  formerly	
  
servicing	
  debt.	
  

These	
  costs	
  are	
  rounded	
  es@mates	
  to	
  protect	
  commercially	
  sensi@ve	
  informa@on	
  but	
  are	
  representa@ve	
  of	
  AGDC’s	
  expected	
  cost	
  of	
  service.	
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Investor	
  Economics	
  

Contract	
  Period	
  
•  A	
  20	
  year	
  firm	
  contact	
  period.	
  

•  Acceptable	
  return	
  on	
  investment.	
  

•  Secured	
  by	
  “ship	
  or	
  pay”	
  terms.	
  

•  Approx.	
  25	
  TCF	
  of	
  gas.	
  
	
  

Beyond	
  Contract	
  Period	
  
•  Debt	
  paid	
  off	
  during	
  contract	
  period	
  releasing	
  more	
  
revenue	
  to	
  equity	
  owners	
  

•  30	
  TCF	
  (10	
  TCF	
  of	
  known,	
  20	
  TCF	
  of	
  YTF)	
  needed	
  to	
  
operate	
  an	
  addi=onal	
  25	
  years	
  –	
  10%	
  of	
  poten=al	
  YTF.	
  

•  Asset	
  Value	
  at	
  2045	
  could	
  be	
  $50bn.	
  
(Assumes	
  10%	
  return	
  over	
  following	
  20	
  years,	
  same	
  tolls	
  and	
  
volumes)	
  

Opportunity	
  to	
  mone@ze	
  for	
  $50bn.	
  

Generates	
  over	
  $150bn	
  of	
  cumula@ve	
  cash	
  over	
  50	
  years.	
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State	
  of	
  Alaska	
  Investment	
  Opportunity	
  

Equity-­‐only	
  ROE:	
  
•  8%	
  through	
  ini=al	
  period	
  
•  10%	
  life	
  of	
  project	
  

Equity	
  ROE	
  plus	
  RIK/TAG	
  and	
  PILT:	
  
•  13%	
  during	
  ini=al	
  period	
  
•  15%	
  life	
  of	
  project	
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Alaska	
  LNG	
  is	
  CompeSSve	
  

•  Alaska	
  LNG	
  toll	
  and	
  shipping	
  costs	
  are	
  sufficiently	
  below	
  market	
  prices	
  to	
  deliver	
  a	
  reasonable	
  netback.	
  
•  North	
  Slope	
  gas	
  supply	
  is	
  stranded	
  and	
  not	
  connected	
  to	
  other	
  markets.	
  

•  The	
  larger	
  the	
  difference	
  between	
  LNG	
  market	
  price	
  and	
  delivery	
  costs	
  (Alaska	
  LNG	
  tolls	
  +	
  shipping)	
  the	
  
more	
  poten=al	
  profit	
  for	
  project	
  par=cipants.	
  

•  Increased	
  rate	
  of	
  return	
  on	
  tolls	
  

•  Higher	
  North	
  Slope	
  wellhead	
  price	
  

LNG	
  Price	
  less	
  Alaska	
  LNG	
  
Toll	
  +	
  Shipping	
  results	
  in	
  a	
  
reasonable	
  netback	
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OpSons	
  to	
  Increase	
  CompeSSveness	
  

Con=ngency	
  &	
  
Owners	
  Costs	
  
under	
  review	
  

•  The	
  poten=al	
  to	
  phase	
  the	
  project,	
  first	
  
building	
  a	
  two-­‐train	
  system,	
  expandable	
  to	
  
three	
  trains,	
  reduces	
  the	
  maximum	
  
exposure	
  to	
  investors.	
  

•  Con=ngency	
  and	
  Owners	
  Costs	
  (including	
  
Engineering	
  and	
  Project	
  Management)	
  are	
  
being	
  benchmarked	
  and	
  further	
  reviewed,	
  
with	
  early	
  indica=on	
  of	
  some	
  poten=al	
  for	
  
reduc=on.	
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  Source:	
  Oxford	
  Ins=tute	
  of	
  Energy	
  Studies	
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AGDC	
  Brings	
  the	
  Pieces	
  Together	
  

Poten=al	
  Gas	
  Supply/Tollers	
  

State	
  of	
  
Alaska	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Conoco	
  
Phillips	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

BP	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Exxon	
  
Mobil	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Other	
  North	
  
Slope	
  
	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Cook	
  Inlet	
  
Producers	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Poten=al	
  Buyers/Tollers	
  

Asian	
  
USliSes	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Asian	
  
Industrial	
  

LNG	
  
Traders	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

In-­‐State	
  

Project	
  Support	
  

Project	
  
Financing	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Federal	
  
Support	
  

Payment	
  in	
  
Lieu	
  of	
  Tax	
  

	
  
	
  

Historic	
  
Technical	
  
Work	
  

Lump	
  Sum	
  
Turnkey	
  
Terms	
  

	
  

AGDC	
  is	
  posi=oned	
  to	
  act	
  as	
  a	
  developer,	
  pulling	
  together:	
  
•  Appropriate	
  alloca=on	
  of	
  risk.	
  
•  Ability	
  to	
  aaract	
  a	
  wider	
  range	
  of	
  investors.	
  
•  A	
  stronger	
  focus	
  on	
  the	
  Asia	
  market.	
  

•  Best	
  in	
  class	
  project	
  management	
  approach	
  through	
  engagement	
  with	
  Engineering,	
  Procurement,	
  
Construc=on	
  (EPC)	
  firms	
  to	
  manage	
  construc=on	
  risk	
  

Poten=al	
  Investors	
  

State	
  of	
  
Alaska	
  

	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

Strategic	
  
Investors	
  

InsStuSons	
  
/	
  Sovereign	
  

Funds	
  	
  

Producers	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  

EPC	
  
Contractors	
  

	
  

Alaskan	
  
Investors	
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Recap:	
  the	
  Alaska	
  LNG	
  Project	
  is	
  

ü  Needed	
  
•  The	
  Asian	
  market	
  will	
  experience	
  a	
  contracted	
  supply	
  gap	
  within	
  7	
  years.	
  
•  Alaska	
  LNG	
  is	
  well	
  posi=oned	
  to	
  target	
  this	
  supply	
  deficit.	
  
•  This	
  project	
  provides	
  large,	
  long-­‐term	
  cash	
  flow	
  to	
  Alaska	
  with	
  the	
  

poten=al	
  to	
  sell	
  down	
  equity	
  aEer	
  financing	
  period.	
  
ü  Compe==ve	
  

•  Alaska	
  is	
  able	
  to	
  deliver	
  LNG	
  at	
  a	
  compe==ve	
  price	
  and	
  high	
  value	
  to	
  
customers.	
  

•  Alaska	
  LNG	
  can	
  provide	
  stable,	
  predictable	
  and	
  compe==ve	
  long-­‐term	
  
returns.	
  

•  The	
  ability	
  to	
  phase	
  the	
  project	
  reduces	
  both	
  the	
  risk	
  and	
  the	
  exposure.	
  
ü  Achievable	
  	
  

•  Allows	
  for	
  introduc=on	
  of	
  infrastructure	
  investors	
  and	
  provides	
  tax	
  
efficiency.	
  

•  Project	
  finance	
  structure	
  is	
  proven,	
  most	
  recently	
  with	
  Lower-­‐48	
  LNG	
  
projects.	
  



ALASKA	
  LNG	
  PROJECT:	
  
NATURAL	
  GAS	
  ACT	
  SECTION	
  3	
  APPLICATION	
  



•  AGDC became sole applicant for Alaska LNG Project in 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) pre-file docket 
(Jan. 4, 2017). 

•  Immediately engaged existing pre-FEED contractors to support 
preparation of final Resource Reports. 

•  Met face-to-face with FERC officials on timing and process on 
application filing. 

•  Met with other federal agencies to discuss their comments and 
authorization. 

•  Internal team adjudicated ~ 3,000 comments from regulatory 
agencies on Rev. 2 draft of Resource Reports. 

AGDC	
  -­‐	
  REGULATORY	
  TRANSITION	
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FERC	
  –	
  AUTHORITY	
  	
  

•  FERC has jurisdiction of safe operation and reliability of LNG 
terminals in the U.S. 

•  Comprehensive siting process requires close collaboration between 
Federal, State, and local regulatory agencies. 

•  Review process ensures LNG terminals and vessels meet safety 
and environmental requirements during construction and operation. 

•  Lead federal agency that will prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the integrated Alaska LNG Project. 

•  The integrated Alaska LNG Project was accepted as an LNG 
System; so it falls under National Gas Act (NGA) Section 3. 
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FERC	
  REGULATORY	
  PROCESS	
  	
  

•  Pre-Filing 
ü Used to ensure project information will be acceptable to FERC. 
ü Draft Resource Reports are modified in response to agency 

comments. 
•  No set timeframe required. 

•  Post-Application: Draft EIS 
ü  FERC reviews NGA Section 3 application. 
ü  3rd-party contractor drafts DEIS document. 
•  12 to 18 months from application submittal. 

•  Final EIS 
ü  3rd-party contractor drafts FEIS document. 
ü  FERC approves application and issues Record of Decision (ROD). 
•  Up to 6 months from issuing the DEIS. 
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•  Draft FERC Resource Reports: 
ü  Developed to identify environmental, technical, 

and economic factors contributing to potential 
environmental and social impacts. 

ü  Used by FERC and other agencies for National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review and 
development of the EIS. 

•  Rev. 2 of Draft Resource Reports were 
submitted in second half of 2016. 

•  Draft Resource Reports 1-13 become Exhibit F 
of the Natural Gas Act (NGA) Section 3 
Application. 

FERC	
  PROCESS	
  –	
  PRE-­‐FILING	
  

1.  Project	
  Descrip/on	
  
2.  Water	
  Use	
  &	
  Quality	
  
3.  Vegeta/on	
  &	
  Wildlife	
  
4.  Cultural	
  Resources	
  
5.  Socioeconomics	
  
6.  Geological	
  Resources	
  
7.  Soils	
  
8.  Land	
  Use,	
  Recrea/on	
  

&	
  Aesthe/cs	
  
9.  Air	
  &	
  Noise	
  Quality	
  
10.  Alterna/ves	
  
11.  Reliability	
  &	
  Safety	
  
12.  PCB	
  Contamina/on	
  
13.  LNG	
  Informa/on	
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•  AGDC has engaged with FERC through 
the Pre-Filing period since becoming sole 
applicant. 

•  The NGA Section 3 Application to FERC 
ends the Pre-Filing period and allows 
FERC to initiate work on the Draft EIS. 

•  NGA Section 3 Application for the Alaska 
LNG Project to FERC is complete and 
ready to file. 

FERC	
  PROCESS	
  -­‐	
  APPLICATION	
  

Exhibit	
  A	
   	
  Ar/cles	
  of	
  incorpora/on	
  and	
  
bylaws	
  

Exhibit	
  B	
   	
  Statement	
  of	
  corporate	
  and	
  
financial	
  rela/onships	
  

Exhibit	
  C	
   	
  State	
  authoriza/on	
  
Exhibit	
  D	
   	
  Agreement	
  between	
  the	
  

applicant	
  and	
  border	
  facili/es	
  
Exhibit	
  E	
   	
  Safety	
  and	
  reliability	
  

statement	
  
Exhibit	
  E-­‐1	
  	
  Earthquake	
  hazards	
  and	
  

engineering	
  

Exhibit	
  F	
   	
  Final	
  Resource	
  Reports	
  
Exhibit	
  G	
   	
  Loca/on	
  of	
  facili/es	
  
Exhibit	
  H	
   	
  Statement	
  regarding	
  addi/onal	
  

federal	
  authoriza/ons	
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FERC	
  PROCESS	
  -­‐	
  OTHER	
  AGENCIES	
  

AGDC	
  is	
  Alaska’s	
  natural	
  gas	
  infrastructure	
  development	
  company.	
  

FERC leads NEPA process and is umbrella for creation of all other 
permit applications; Requires collaboration with cooperating and 

reviewing Federal, State, Alaska Native, and local entities. 
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Request:  
Board of Directors resolution approving the FERC Application. 
•  Application Timeline 

•  April 17 - Application & exhibits submitted to FERC. 
•  April 17 - Federal authorization requests delivered: 

ü  U.S. Army Corps Section 404 Permit application. 
ü  U.S. Department of Transportation, Pipeline Hazardous Materials Safety 

Administration (PHMSA) Special Permits (4) Applications: Strain Based 
Design, 3 Layer Polyethylene Coating, Main Line Block Valve Spacing, 
Crack Arrestor Spacing. 

•  FERC NEPA process: 
•  Sufficiency review of application. (~90 days) 
•  Schedule published in Federal Register. 
•  Draft EIS published.(~12 months later) 
•  Final EIS published. (~6 months later) 

NEXT	
  STEPS	
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ALASKA	
  MOVING	
  FORWARD:	
  
DELIVERING	
  NATURAL	
  GAS	
  TO	
  THE	
  WORLD	
  



                       Fact: Bicycle helmets keep your brain safe! 
      With spring fast approaching in southcentral Alaska, more         
      and more bicycles are getting pulled out of garages and sheds 
 for their first ride of the season. After dusting off your bike and 

completing a quick function check on critical components,  
don’t shove off without first securing your helmet! 
 
According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, a  
bike helmet may be the difference between life and  
death. Their statistics show that head injuries are the leading  
cause of death for cyclists killed in accidents with automobiles.  
It’s estimated that helmet use reduces the risk of head  
injury in these types of accidents by 85%! 
 
If you don’t own a helmet or yours has dings, damage or was  
purchased when bell bottom jeans were still in style, most sporting goods 
stores carry several approved makes, styles, colors and fits. 
 

Make a point this spring to ensure you and your family  
are riding safely! 

 
 

 

Safety Moment 
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March 2017 Activity 



  
§  Regulatory

§  The regulatory team participated in the FERC Resource Report comment response 
process

§  Prepared the BLM Right-of-Way Application and U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (USACE) 
404 permit application

§  Completed the four Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) 
Special Permit applications for Crack Arrestor Spacing, Multi-Layer Coatings, 
Transmission Line Valve Spacing, and Strain Based Design (SBD). 

§  AGDC met with FERC in Washington, D.C. on March 21tst to discuss final transition 
matters. 

§  GTP, PBU, & PTU 
§  Teams have completed initial response to FERC comments for filing 

§  Pipeline 
§  Teams have completed initial response to FERC comments for filing  
§  Developed PHMSA Special Permit application packages in support of regulatory team 

§  LNG Plant & Marine Facilities 
§  Teams have completed initial response to FERC comments for filing 
 

 

Alaska LNG 
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§  Environmental, Regulatory and Land (ERL) 
 

§  Clean Water Act 404 Application and the ASAP SEIS 
§  Completed response to final six comments from the draft Supplemental 

Environmental Impact Statement (SEIS)  
§  Submitted Cultural Resource Management Plan to facilitate the Corps Section 106 

consultation process 
 

§  Pipeline 
§  Pipeline engineering continues to assist the Environmental Regulatory and Lands 

(ERL) team answering questions and requests for information (RFIs) from the U.S. 
Army Corps and the general public 

 
§  Project Services 

§  Ongoing AGDC specific Capital Projects (deliverable and RFI transmittal tool) and 
Documentum (document control software) updates 

 

ASAP 

04
March 2017 Activity 
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