


-----Original Message----- 
From: Jan Chief [mailto:chiefly@unitelc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 3:27 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: (No subject header) 

 
We are very opposed to a pipeline running through this area. As members of Friends of the Headwaters we feel this 
project is being rushed through  before our summer residents return and that would not work in your favor. 

More time is needed. 
Leroy and Jan Chief 

 
. 

mailto:chiefly@unitelc.com








































































From: Richard Collman [mailto:collmanrichard@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, February 25, 2014 4:28 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Sandpiper Pipeline - ND Pipeline Col Docket No. PPL-13-474 

 
Public Comment - 

1.) Pipe lines are often put through beautiful and more remote wilderness. When they break 
(not IF), lots of oil is leaked out. Can this one be rerouted more closely to major towns and 
cities so problems can be noticed more quickly? 
2.)  Has an environmental impact study been done, or will it be done, compared to the history 
of other such projects? 
3.)  Are there specific methods to address impacts on the environment compared to other such 
projects? 
This pipeline will run 5 miles from where I grew up west of Duluth (Floodwood area).  I 
would not like to see such an area become a wasteland from some leakage if that should 
happen.  "Not in my backyard" can be everyone's cry, but if pipelines were closer to more 
people problems would surely be noticed more quickly like major leakages. 
Rev. Richard F. Collman 
15 Fareway Drive 
Northfield, MN  55057 
507-645-1357 
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From: Dana Cossette [mailto:dana@cossettes.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 3:43 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Proposed Sandpiper pipeline - PPL-13-474 

 

 
Dear Mr. Hartman: 

 

 
I am writing to you regarding the Sandpiper pipeline proposed to go through Northern MN.  I have 
just learned that the proposed Sandpiper pipeline will be going through the Central Lakes area.  I 
had recently read an article in the Star Tribune about the proposed pipeline, but did not realize how 
far south it would be going to get to Lake Superior.  The maps were not clear, and we have never 
received any detailed notification.  We own property on Eagle Lake in Crow Wing County, where the 
pipeline will come into our area – just three miles north I believe of our lake, through the watershed 
area of the many many beautiful lakes and wilderness of Central Lakes.  I am astounded to learn a 
week before the voting deadline that such a major construction project, with potentially 
tremendous environmental risk is being proposed without property owners of the central lakes area 
being made aware! 

 
I am writing to protest the seemingly quick review and approval process set forth. I believe that an 
alternative route should be reviewed to avoid the potential threat to the Lakes Region. Wherever 
the pipeline lands, all property owners, including those connected via the lakes, watershed and 
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streams, should have an opportunity to learn about the proposal and the safety precautions.  It 
seems this proposal happened after many summer-only residents had left and they don't even know 
about the Sandpiper pipeline.  Many of us do not have mailboxes to receive legal notifications.  We 
all deserve a say on the route before regulators act.  Endbridge announced the proposed route in 
November, after many seasonal residents had left.  Yet the deadline for objections is April 3, 2014, 
before many seasonal residents return.  Furthermore, all Minnesota residents should be concerned 
about the potential impact to our beloved lakes area and fully informed of the risks and precautions 
needed.   What would happen if  we had an event like the 2010 rupture in Marchall, Michigan,  in 
which the release of 840,000 gallons of crude oil into waterways is projected to cost $1.1 billion to 
clean up.  Most importantly, what would happen to our lakes that we are trying so desperately to 
protect for the generations to come. 

 
Please work to slow down this process.  Please work to delay the vote or deny approval of the 
proposed pipeline path.  I would like to see the path follow a similar path that the current pipeline 
follows.  This is more direct and why put at risk more areas of MN.   I believe approval and the route 
is based on human settlement, natural environment and economy, amongst other factors.  The 
southern route being taken has more human settlement as it crosses more miles, additional natural 
and pristine environment of the Central Lakes Area, and the strong economy from these resources. 
We have all been working so hard to maintain the lakes area for generations to come.  Please 
consider an alternate route that is more direct and risks less of the state of Minnesota’s beautiful 
and important lakes area. This is too important to Minnesota, both environmentally and to the 
Central Lakes economy. 

 
Thank you for your time.  We hope that you will help preserve our lakes and the north woods. 

Sincerely, 

Dana and Andy Cossette 
17052 Hidden Lake Road 
Fifty Lakes, MN 56448 

 
Mailing Address: 
4340 Fountain Ln N 
Plymouth MN 55446 

 
Phone: 763-551-9850 

 
 
 

March 26, 2014 
 
 

Human settlement 
}Natural environment – air, water, 



plants, animals, recreation 
}Archaeological and historic resources 
}Economy– agriculture, forestry, 
tourism, mining 
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