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From: Mark Anderson [mailto:manderson8341@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 10:55 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Cc:  RaJfa4273@centurylink.net; manderson8341@charter.net 
Subject: Comments for Sandpiper Pipeline route PUC Docket Number PL-6668/PPL-13-474 
Importance: High 


 
Richard and Jean Anderson 
4808 5th Street N.E. 
Columbia Heights, MN 55421 
RaJfa4273@centurylink.net 


 


Larry Hartman 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
85 7th Place East 
Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
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larry.hartman@state.mn.us


Dear Mr. Hartman:


This letter is in reference to the Sandpiper Pipeline Project submitted by Enbridge, LLC,
 Public Utilities Commission (PUC) Docket Number:          PL-6668/PPL-13-474


We are not in favor of the current proposed route of the pipeline for the above reasons.
 There is a pipeline already constructed by Enbridge to the north. Use this northern route
 along US HWY 2. This is already in use and there would be no reason to acquire additional
 property, impact the properties of Carlton County and specifically our property. See enclosed
 Minnesota Enbridge map.


We own the property in Carlton County parcel ID 33-026-9720 in the township of Atkinson,
 MN consisting of 30.94 acres. This property has been in our family for over 100 years. The
 pipeline between mile 585 and 586 is the area in which our property is located.


Interstate Highway 35 is located through the property. It divides the property with 6.9 acres on
 west side and the remaining 24 acres located on the east side of the highway. The west side of
 the property (6.9 acres) is where the pipeline’s proposed route is located. This west side is
 also the only road access (Bromfield Rd) we have to this property as well as our adjoining
 property in Carlton County parcel ID 33-026-9740. See enclosed Property Sat Map with
 notations.


The ESA of 445 feet as indicated on the map 117 of 123 provided by Enbridge will almost
 completely engulf the entire property on the east side of the highway. See enclosed Property
 Sat Map with notations. According to the Model Pipeline Setback Ordinance Chapter
 7535.0500 Subpart 2 and 3 we would not be able to construct new buildings because the
 ESA would encompass the entire piece of property. See enclosed Model set back ordinance
 7355 page 1 and 2.


According to the U.S Department of Transportation Pipeline & Hazardous Materials Safety
 Administration PIPA Recommended Practice ND 16, placing any well for water and any
 septic system is prohibited in the Right   Of   Way for the pipeline on the property. See
 enclosed PIPA ND16 page 1 and 2.


The closest point of access for the remaining property is from County HWY 4 nearly one mile
 away and through 2 other properties. We currently have no road access the remaining part of
 our properties. One of the residents on HWY 4, a couple of properties to the east of our
 property, researched the cost of placing an access road to his property at nearly $100,000 with
 the same distance as what we would need. With the assessed value of our 2 properties at
 $61,600, the cost of the easement and road just to access the remaining area to build is greater
 than the value of the property itself. Utilities would also have to come from HWY 4. See
 enclosed Property Sat Map with notations.


With our property being in the family for 100 years and my father being born on the property
 in 1904, we hold this property close to our hearts. We do not want the property cleared of all
 vegetation, eliminate the possibility of building on the property again and decimating the
 beauty of our property.







There were numerous of residents and property owners who presented their reasons at the
 Public Information Meeting conducted in Carlton County Transportation Building on March
 13, 2014 for the pipeline to use the north route. They included organic and dairy farmers and
 naturalists who would be impacted forever due to the continued maintenance and additional
 pipelines being added. The invasive species that could be introduced would impact these
 farmers as well as the consumers of the product they produce. See the public records of this
 meeting. We support the majority of presenters at this meeting who want the northern route
 for the pipeline.


Sincerely,


Richard and Jean Anderson


 


Enclosure


 



























Richard and Jean Anderson 


4808 5
th


 Street N.E. 


Columbia Heights, MN 55421 


March 22, 2014 


Larry Hartman 


Minnesota Department of Commerce 


85 7
th


 Place East 


Suite 500 


St. Paul, MN 55101 


Dear Mr. Hartman: 


This letter is in reference to the Sandpiper Pipeline Project submitted by Enbridge, LLC, 


Public Utilities Commission (PUC) Docket Number:  PL-6668/PPL-13-474 


We are not in favor of the current proposed route of the pipeline for the above 


reasons. There is a pipeline already constructed by Enbridge to the north. Use this 


northern route along US HWY 2. This is already in use and there would be no reason to 


acquire additional property, impact the properties of Carlton County and specifically our 


property. 


We own the property in Carlton County parcel ID 33-026-9720 in the township of 


Atkinson, MN consisting of 30.94 acres. This property has been in our family for over 


100 years. The pipeline between mile 585 and 586 is the area in which our property is 


located. 


Interstate Highway 35 is located through the property. It divides the property with 6.9 


acres on west side and the remaining 24 acres located on the east side of the highway. 


The west side of the property (6.9 acres) is where the pipeline’s proposed route is located. 


This west side is also the only road access (Bromfield Rd) we have to this property as 


well as our adjoining property in Carlton County parcel ID 33-026-9740. 


The ESA of 445 feet as indicated on the map 117 of 123 provided by Enbridge will 


almost completely engulf the entire property on the east side of the highway. According 


to the Model Pipeline Setback Ordinance Chapter 7535.0500 Subpart 2 and 3 we 


would not be able to construct new buildings because the ESA would encompass the 


entire piece of property. 


According to the U.S Department of Transportation Pipeline & Hazardous Materials 


Safety Administration PIPA Recommended Practice ND 16, placing any well for water 


and any septic system is prohibited in the Right  Of  Way for the pipeline on the property. 


The closest point of access for the remaining property is from County HWY 4 nearly one 


mile away and through 2 other properties. We currently have no road access the 


remaining part of our properties. One of the residents on HWY 4, a couple of properties 







Mr. Hartman 


March 24, 2014 


Page 2 


to the east of our property, researched the cost of placing an access road to his property at 


nearly $100,000 with the same distance as what we would need. With the assessed value 


of our 2 properties at $61,600, the cost of the easement and road just to access the 


remaining area to build is greater than the value of the property itself. Utilities would also 


have to come from HWY 4. 


With our property being in the family for 100 years and my father being born on the 


property in 1904, we hold this property close to our hearts. We do not want the property 


cleared of all vegetation, eliminate the possibility of building on the property again and 


decimating the beauty of our property. 


There were numerous of residents and property owners who presented their reasons at the 


Public Information Meeting conducted in Carlton County Transportation Building on 


March 13, 2014 for the pipeline to use the north route. They included organic and dairy 


farmers who would be impacted forever due to the continued maintenance and additional 


pipelines being added. The invasive species that could be introduced would impact these 


farmers as well as the consumers of the product they produce. See the public records of 


this meeting. We support the majority of presenters at this meeting who want the northern 


route for the pipeline. 


Sincerely, 


Richard and Jean Anderson 


 


Enclosure 









