
  

 

 

 

Valdez, AK – The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) published a Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Alaska LNG Project on June 28, 2019. While the City of Valdez 
continues to analyze the DEIS, it is apparent that the DEIS (1) fails to “[r]igorously explore and 
objectively evaluate” the alternative project route to Valdez (Valdez Alternative) as required by the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); (2) ignores the substantial advantages associated with the 
Valdez Alternative; and (3) unlawfully includes impacts associated with a speculative 113-mile spur 
pipeline that is not a reasonably foreseeable impact of the Valdez Alternative.  

FERC has failed to provide adequate analysis of the Valdez Alternative, which has been identified as 
the preferred route with the least amount of environmental impacts in every other EIS analyzing 
construction of a natural gas pipeline from the North Slope to tidewater. Instead, FERC has provided 
only one page of analysis, which is devoid of sufficient detail to compare the impacts of the proposed 
Alaska LNG route to Nikiski (Nikiski Alternative) and the Valdez Alternative. Moreover, FERC appears 
to have taken AGDC’s unsupported assertions regarding the impacts of the Valdez Alternative at face 
value without conducting the additional research or analysis mandated by NEPA.  

The Nikiski Alternative requires approximately 196 additional miles of up to 180-foot-wide right-of-way, 
access roads, and other facilities in pristine wilderness.  The Valdez Alternative avoids these impacts 
by utilizing the existing utility corridor and right-of-way for TAPS. Other advantages of the Valdez 
Alternative include:  (1) avoiding construction and operation of a 27.3-mile section of offshore pipeline 
crossing Cook Inlet within critical habitat for beluga whales; (2) avoiding construction in Minto Flats 
State Game Refuge, Susitna Flats Game Refuge, Denali State and National Park, and numerous areas 
of essential anadromous fish habitat; and (3) avoiding hazardous construction, operating and shipping 
conditions in Cook Inlet caused by extreme tides, ice, and shallow navigational areas that have 
previously resulted in tankers coming unmoored and running aground in Cook Inlet.  

The DEIS also unlawfully includes impacts associated with a spur line from Glennallen to Palmer 
(Palmer Spur), that is not a reasonably foreseeable project impact. By aggregating Palmer Spur and 
Valdez Alternative data, FERC makes it impossible to discern the environmental impacts specifically 
associated with Valdez Alternative and the Nikiski Alternative.  

Valdez will participate fully in the comment and review process for the Alaska LNG project and intends 
to file comments detailing the failure of the DEIS to satisfy regulatory requirements.  Alaskans deserve 
a robust comparative analysis of the Nikiski Alternative and the Valdez Alternative to allow a reasoned 
decision between them and ensure that both environmental impacts and project costs are minimized. 

 

 


