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OFFICT MNATIONAL DI L'ENERGIE

|
Colonel Richard H. Dolson, Sr., ~ i }
Army LTtache, |

Erbassy of the United States 1

cf #merica, ,

i Ottawa, Ontario. |
|

Dear Colonel Dclson: 3

In reply to your letter of 15 November, 1971, i

enclosing copy of Colonel Volpefs notes regarding & meeting

on the Hzines~Fairbanks Pipe Line held in the offices of

the Mational Energy Beard on 7-8 October, 1971, I wish to

refer to Colonel Volne's report wnich in genzral summarizes

the discussion but it is desireble to draw atteniion o &

nuncer of aspects winich have been raised by those present

at the meeting and which are set out below: .

1.

#The Canadians prefer complete rehabilitation
11
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This particular phrase would be more propsrly
drafted: (

¥The Canadians insist on complefe rehabilita-
‘Lion’o..b...-...:r

2. Page 1, paragraph 2, line 12 -
Though Canadian representatives were generally
satisfied with the method of evacuating the
pipe line, therc was some concern expressed
that though the empty pips line would present.
no potential threat as regards a break, there
was some doubt thet.-this pipe line is empty

.

cee 2




of products for several months that it might
F£ill with water vepour and set ur & corrosive
atmosphere. Because of the possible intent
to bringz this pips line back into service
again, scme consideration should be given 1O
£illing the line with an inert gas to prevant
corrosion deterioration internally to the
pipe line.

Page 2 -

The reference to the tubosccps survey giving
an eract measure of degradation of the pipe
line is probably nct strictly correct, as 1v
only gives a measure of the decradation of
the pipe line systemn which must be confirmed
by actual physical evemination.

In regard to the question of Canadian restric-

tions on transportation of commercial anda
nilitary fuels tc Alaska, we understand that
a1l casoline and light heating oils marxeted
in the Yukon Territories 2re refined from
Canzdian crude oil. It is suggested therelore,
that you reword this sectiocn and cnmit the

last sentence.

In regard to the National Ensrgy Board's
duties regarding regulation given in Iten 5 on
page 3, it is suggested that the paragraph
commencing:

n"The Waticnal Energy Board would prefer to
treat the Hainss-Fairbanks Pipeline the same
as any other pipeline in Canada. All other
pipelines are under the jurisdiction of the
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Nationsl Energy Board.

shculd be changed to read:

nThe National Enerzy Board would prefer to
treat the Haines-Fairbanks Pipeline the same
as ony other pipeline under its jurisdicticn.”

Yours truly,

N ’ 1z

rford,
Chiei Engineesr,
ipes DArisron.




