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i Will Take Stand
n Proposed Plpelme

The city Port Commiission expects to ﬁormulate
commendatlon for the City Council this mmorning
possible city actxog;; opposing or supporting a
tary proposal to b a petroleum plpelme from

rittier to Anchorage;ﬁi i
3 !
With two commissioness missing from last night's

-<iing, the board agreed ;to put off a dec1sion until it
wuld isider the matte} a®

Wor ion” w1th nare =¥, ,
1eml¥r£ attendance vgf{ Deane and Wally Martens,
Qn hand for the meetin'g”lzit were opt of town Deane was
we% Bill Baum, B‘“B‘" gxpeci to return last night.
ser ug lﬁ*’%‘!&ﬂ? Bot}%r,t:ﬁ THE MILITARY has request-
e SL |ed funds from Congress to con-
struct a plpelme from Whit-
tier at a cost of $4.9 million.

Air Force Lt. Col. James
Shaver, who represented the
military at- the: meeting, said
the primary reason for ' the
pipeline was to. proyide the mil-
itary a continging year-around
supply of peu‘oleum px‘atlucts,
especially Jet“fuels ."‘ i

Shaver indicated that the
Port of Anchorage did- not pro-
vide a reliable -alternative to
the Whittier pipeline..

THE OTHER alternatives for

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA,
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On Pzpehne?

The Anch,wue Port Commis-.

sion neif f&Vors
constructhe? Iﬁm
tary petroieum plpenne between
Whittier and Anchorage.

Four of the five commission
members degided ' to remain
neutral on the proposed pipe-

. To ,é'tay Neuatral

&

lan

lme following a work sesslon

W aﬂly Mm S oter
sioner, is out of.the
Lyman mﬁman

city imanager, said the cm

sion’s revww rnfbethe
pipeline wol sent
Anchorage City Council ‘“

- The revie!_m_was made at 'the
re%trxlest n;%&; council.

e mi position on the
pipeline was; outlined to. com-

| mission rs Monday night
{by a reprenntauve of the Alaa-

kan Co

Military meds parucularly
for jet fue,,l, are expected to

{double in ‘the Anchorage area
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0The Greatér Ahchorage Cham-
ber of Coniimerte board of di-
ors today ‘tabled action on

‘ g as n the proposed
Bofistruction’™of a $5 million
ry petroleum pipeline be-
Whittier and Anchorage.

“The hoard decided upon this
action until it could hear repre-
Yentatives of the city admin-
istration and the military.
The directors heard a report
by George Jackson, chairman of

. the Chamber’s port committee,

THool wed ™

,f"x,,

3 ‘Bd’é;r'd

Tah‘les Stand On

Plpehne

and Robert McFarland of the|
labor comnﬁlt‘t{ee

Jackson r‘éported his group
opposed the proposed pipeline.
McFarland said the Central La-
ber Council Thursday night
voted to protest construction of
the pipeline on economic
grounds.

0y

of the pipeline would red e

ort’s  revi approxxmmely
,000 anneunafll?y'.ﬂl

The city’s Port’. Commm

| Currently, the milit g is
“sing_the. facilities of t
of Anchorage. The const n

|
|
|
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Proposed routing ot a military

Anchorage became known today
' ge Port Commis-

esign for’ the [’

proposed pipéline was approv

of Engineers review board, a
spokesman for the Corps sald
today.

The Army has asked Oontims
for $5 million to build the pipe-
line. The city, which now han-
dles military fuel through port
facilities, fears loss of revenue
if the pipeline is bm!t

Construction of fhe Whittier-
Anchorage pipeline has been
under’ consideratipn for “‘two or
three years,” a spokesman for
the military said today.

He said two days eould be cut

pipeline between Whittier and about 20
fo review its ims|is expwted“

et at m‘yn’du " eoun
Jan. 6 by a joint military-Corps, cil chamber of Loussae Library

, ' : by 1970, rﬂpx commxssxon_was meantime, has taken no stand from tanker schedules if the ves-
the: Winter months were deesg told. -~ adod for or against tﬁlnihtaryzpipe- sels were able to unload in Whit-
ed too expensive, he indicated, Although:,.water dehvemmds RN tier rather than coming into An-
| They were shipment by tanker least expensive, the uncertainty | Com pdosi 5 Wheet chorage.

| vessels to Haines, then to Fair- of tanker mmwals during the at 4 pm.. th'the Anchor- Two routes across the moun-

| banks ' by . pipeline and from y make the pipe- lage City " ponder a tains between Whittier and An-

' there to Anchorage by rail, and ™ {memorandum from the commis- chorage are proposed in the pre-
shipment from Whittier by rail B comt | sion which She reasons | liminary des’él;ﬁh ;
to Anchorage. There is noba - |for its ?.fﬂ One would follow the Alaska

ber of military .tanks'in;’“Ary In a work s Tuesda ilroac '

Sga";f 52:1‘1 6‘9’“ AitaskabRall-l choragle to store needed fuel, it n halﬁ Sslulll;loag% ot;ne—;ﬁlhe n'l?o?mtgelggnd
road charg cents.a barre ‘was claim
from' Whittier. But' he added The $5 | pipeline is ar ﬁe estlgxratod '$5 million route
that John Manley, the railroad’s alternative to »eonstructing ad- would goto th
manager, had offered to move dil:ionsag4r 2, estimated to '(I:'?ustmis e &%
1.5 million barrels in a six- cost $6.4 m , according to "p :
month period for 35 cents a the military spokesman. 2:; t;;:lgrnou]tes ill:sémgf t;?:l’g:d
barrel suis g Cost. Det JURILSC fipwer fucl for additional safety features in

via pipeline in 1966 would be the fmpel — T

The 15 mxlllon ‘barrel mini- 17.1 cent.. This cost could de- TN th
mum was in excess of the mili-: crease to 10.7 cents through : OI';LIdOf 2%%1115 e
tary reqmr;roents Shaver said. 1969, it was ¢ ed.. ; g;'gﬁ(; ok (:'l (:rgilgte&-

THE PORT”of Anchorage has geg;l:glu;nan “WF ‘tjhe co;g : way into the rage area. It
negotiated a petroleum facility mission that-no- inh-o}emn han- would then g the foot-
rate for the military of a max- dling rate wet been estab- hills in the of Campbell
imum of four cents a barrel, lished in Airstrip the ng Muldoon
declining to ong’ cent a barrel A co member sug- g ah E:adv:!? 8 'Theclz'lelfl;
on volume. gested that rail delivery into is not consider- ch:nnel 5 o § m’; i B

Shaver_ said Sliagpresent mil- td P ..Videtythi‘: Bm s woo‘lvit I; | storage nfat: tieg Govern-
itary tank facilities: demanded ' i than ment Hi ;
by 1970 constantuyear around : . .t the e il of fuels, the Port records shbw that, rev-
flow of fuel into the tanks. To f ' Sder TR enue derived fr‘o“rg'handhng mil-
increase the tankh&cxhtles suf- : s is extremely itary fuel in 1964 ¢ame to ap-
ficiently to depend on seasonal Pr%ﬁ;natdyndm, B e
supply through ‘the Port of An- £ tll;evi e wt::k Pm‘::flio
chorage, he said, would cost ;Ia?oh 2‘; a'lﬂlmlq €. gl
ey i bt i any military losses the com loaded at thé army , a mil-

The military pipeline project mission aii- T ;T 1taflt'zvf;c£% S B on
has been under consideration The port nosdsyiifinyed mil- e o g
by the'military since 1954. : the six per barrel

itary cooperation, cularly in
view of its desire to obtain mil-
itary lands adjacent to the port.

The military has expressed a

dling rate. '

A. E. Harned, port director,
said a new military fuel han-
dling rate, starting at four cents

need for versatility and reliabil- i focti
ity in order to maintain a strong %:)he: gﬁlf_tre Sugﬁcg&# effective at

military position and feels the The new rate, ap-
pipeline is necessary to so do, proved by the ! jon late
the commission noted. in November, was filed with the
Federal Mantlme i ion,
effective the Iast aay of Janu-
ary, Harned said. |
Under the new raté’pbthe

enues on the estimat
lion barrels of mlhtaﬁ ﬁmﬂ-

pected in 1965 will be approx-|
1mate1y $55,000. 1

sris qud arecy Wha e susa ;

YOR ‘SAYS PIPELINE. ’:?:E’Lf’:f:?ifﬂfi{f::!

: . “"Rasmukon ‘sdid yesterday IIB’ .ation in conmstructing the $4.9
LD UP P ORT COSTS | “teity. would undercutthe €688 | . million pipeline was economic.
58 - of the projwsed mlllw He gdid not rule out military
pue loss to the Port of| City ofﬁcials questioned the line fro x(}"uler .f,m - _considerations, although he
age from reduced mili-|need of the military for $6.4 mil- tary *WP“ the, Por °f did, _not specifically mention

lipments would result in lion in tankage. Shaver said this . Anchorage, ' . o | what they might be. | '

acct:rglggavt?am?r ggggmﬁig m?l?t;?';o c%cstt::.unt - C.i" *ac m’rg; mee;intgh °fpﬂl‘; 3 ; SHKVE; said it was essen- 20 Anchorage Daily T
e % ity Coun an e Port' “H&lthat the m;htaxy have a @ .
Viglpsahe S e @ * Commission with a represen- ye}‘ around sphpply of fuel Thmday’ hb LK

same time, | ficial j
itional volume cgmamiasgidonmesrgil()ie x‘hi(;f ftll:‘(:npgle‘-t tatw’“ M the Alaskag A“ iy the "Port of Anchor-
; d, Rasmuson . said, age was niot iultable for year

could result in reduced costs as|cently built tankage in Anchor- COW
he “Qint out his chin” to guaran-|age at a cost of $1.25 million for “T'll stick my neck ouf’ V&’e’ll " around t&‘% use,?

PR

Sl Asﬁed

teeu] beol:gmedh?fngdﬁmg raies 600,000 barrels of storage. damn well make it cheaper.

wo reduc e “Deane said I felt private or T3 Gol. James Shavell 5_ L

wofuki contlfmgah go use the port’s| city: financing could-be obtained mill(iiax'y represéntatiil/‘; il

petroleum facility. 1 to meet the military’s tankage - - Mofﬂle
The mayor stated his views as|needs e s posed Whittier to Anehugge;

melnts of s mh% military pe-| The proposed six-inch military | over a proj year | military fuel pipeline has been

ggrm‘ig; gxlsa ipeline ggw; pipeline, 50 to 60 miles long, | period the militarsi would save requested by the Anchorage

Achor wﬂumnughhash od. out PYE would cost $5 million. 1 $1.3 million wlﬁb&he pipeline. Clty Oom&tmi

] . ‘ 1 asked Con-
g;t};m jog;lt l::?ef,fm"#is&m; ‘ Assuming th& mxhtary pre- bo buﬂd the

| ference’ for a pipeline was |

repc resentative  of the Alaskan | purely based upon cost, Ras- s !ﬂ({ﬂést to ﬂme
Rasxggm litained his cost | muson sald according to his ’delegatlon

| calculations (and ‘those of-the
| council) use of the! eity dock is called -for; the !
| would be the cheapest method “by ~P°W -
l for the military: ‘ . ;

indicate that it would be
che “to meet the military’s
pe m needs by water ship-
ment through the port. ' {

Lt. Col. James Shaver, repre- | 'SHAVER said it would cost |
senting the military, said his | the military $6.4 million to
figures showed that the military build the necessary storage
would save $1,335,000 over a here to be in a positian %“ﬁse

“wise” ex-
penditure o@,.j‘edaual funds.
+/The military’s stand that An-
crorage is a six-month port has
n disproved by commercial

five, tiod if it used the the proposed, city. permanpent .shippers, the council holds.
gg lme ier - to - Anchor- petxc?leum docky: 3 posng ;g‘-:lc’l 'ﬁ;:fhn:ag}etgnl’;-
i@utﬁng ﬂaat water shipment An alternative. ~solution; | age. ent as a pipeline
g lly is less costly, Shaver Shaver indicated; might bq,;or | ~alter
ﬁ:he milkary feels that it private capltal t build local The on of non-military
require $6.4 million in ad- tankage an;l it to the | use of the pipeline has not been
ditienal tankage in Anchorage, if military. . answered to the council’s satis-

is to . year-round

faction. Non-military use of the
needs. id the mil-

. lme could severely damage the
" regards Anchorage as a the Port Com#fiission and sales : Anchmge economy, the
onths port for-fuel tankers. manager for!Stindard 0il 'Co. »-couneﬂ

main
miuson ilitary con- of California in Alaska, said A copy: of ﬂ‘ﬂ' city’s request

Virgil Dmmimember of |

ion could tip the scale— there ought to, be adequate fi- £ M1MVM to John Man-
to higher or reduced hand- qq‘ﬁ u?g T t;:be ty for tank- ley, general manager of the
ling. costs. He also noted: Perhong, f;‘e suggested M ‘Railroad, the council
e ense partment 1 , !
, regardless of cost, thatwe tne ity co BRI -
should build the pipeline, we are' The military idnd'¥equest is
not in the posﬂ.iq t&qhnnmge expected to come up.

congreaswnal hearings lthw
| month in Washington. ;



