


From: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
To: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
Subject: FW: EXTENSION: Sandpiper Pipeline Public Comment Period
Date: Monday, March 31, 2014 2:33:34 PM
Attachments: Pipeline Full Process - Color Flowchart 7852 DOC.pdf

From: Wade Jackson [mailto:jack0752@crk.umn.edu] 
Sent: Friday, February 21, 2014 9:38 AM
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
Subject: EXTENSION: Sandpiper Pipeline Public Comment Period
 
Dear Mr. Hartman,
 
I am a Hubbard county resident, property owner and a federal natural resource
 management professional specializing in botany and ecological restoration. As such, I
 am keenly aware of the environmental and social impacts associated with the
 Sandpiper pipeline project, "in my back yard." The citizens of Hubbard
 county deserve additional opportunity to acquire a comprehensive understanding of the
 projects consequences imposed on their private and public interest.
 
I am requesting the Public Utilities Commission to extend the schedule for public meetings,
 hearings and comments to August 1st, 2014 giving seasonal property owners time to learn
 about the project's route and impacts and have adequate time to prepare comments or
 questions for the PUC before they grant Certificates of Need and/or Permits for the Route. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. I look forward to your summary response.
 
Sincerely yours,
 
Wade T. Jackson
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April 2, 2014 

Deanna Johnson 

15559 Explorer Circle 

Park Rapids, MN 56470 

 

Larry Hartman, Environmental Review Manger 

Energy Environmental Review Analysis(EERA) 

Minnesota Department of Commerce 

85-7th Place East, Suite 500 

St. Paul, MN 55101 

 

RE: Enbridge Pipeline Route, Docket Number-PL-6668/PPL-13-474 

Honorable Commissioners: 

I  am opposed to the proposed Enbridge Pipelines (North Dakota Pipeline Company) LLC's proposed  southern route fo  
the Sandpiper  Pipeline. 

Minnesota is nationally known for it's precious natural resources and for it's clear, clean and biologically 
healthy water resources. The Sandpiper pipeline is proposed to be routed through central Minnesota 
which is one of two areas of Minnesota which host the most pristine lakes in the state, the other being 
the boundary waters. Our pristine lakes are also of the finest in the nation. According to the EPA 
National Lakes  Assessment our Upper Midwest Region have by far lakes in the best biological 
condition in the nation.  

 The Sandpiper pipeline would also traverse less than three miles of the Headwaters of the Mississippi 
and border the park on the east side. This will pose perilous threat to the infant Mississippi river and  
nationally known Itaska State Park which is home to the headwaters. Itaska State Park was established 
in 1891 as Minnesota's first state park. The park was established to protect the headwaters basin.  The 
park is a national treasure, as it is home to the infant Mississipi river which is the last remaining 
wilderness of the Mississippi River. Porous soils, such as sand, gravel make up the area near and around 
the headwaters. These soils are more permeable than other soils and are especially vulnerable to 
impacts from an oil spill. Full Federal Environmental Impact Statement should assess leak/rupture 



scenario impact on these soils which are dominant in this area where the pipeline would traverse. 
Environmental review is demanded to look at a spill or rupture entering the aquifers of this area and 
how this would impact our precious resource.  Public should be notified of methodology used in such 
analysis.  

 We  know from the Kalamazoo spill that a rupture may travel 30 miles. The pipeline is proposed to 
cross the Mississippi at least two times and also cross LaSalle Creek.  A spill near the headwaters would 
ruin and destroy forever, this pristine wonder which is revered for it's beauty and wildness.  It is a 
cruelty to plan to put a 30 inch oil pipe under this national treasure!  It shows absolutely no regard for 
the environment and our precious and irreplaceable resources. What criteria and methodology  will  
be used in evaluation of environmental impact on this nationally treasured resource? Certainly, a full 
federal Environmental Impact Statement is demanded for a resource of such profound value.  

There are three Scientific and Natural areas in and near Itaska State Park.  

1.The Itaska Wilderness Sanctuary was established in 1938 by aggreement of the MN Academy of 
Science and the Conservation Commission. It contains a large virgin stand of White and Red Pine. It 
contains two of the states rarer plant species; bog adders mouth and matricary grape-fern.  

2. The Iron Springs Bog has springs rich in iron-oxide which have as their source a gravelly moraine. This  
site has been used by the University of Minnesota as a Biological Station since the early 1930s. There is a 
conifer swamp in the area which grow some of Minnesota's rarest plant species, Coral Root and Ladies 
Tresses Orchids.   

3. The LaSalle Scientific and Natural Area is recognized as an exceptional place. It has a clear running 
creek.  It meanders along a narrow valley formed as a glacial  tunnel valley.  This area has 
high-quality plant communities with rare species, including; northern oak fern, hair-like sedge, 
trumperter swans, and two caddie fly species.  A Trust for Public Land assisted in the protection of this 
site.  

LaSalle Lake is one of Minnesota's most pristine and deepest lakes.  It is 213 feet deep. The Minnesota 
County Biological Survey (MCBS) identified the landscape of LaSalle as an area of "High and Outstanding 
Biodiversity Significance."  There are over 90 species of trees and shrubs and more than 140 species of 
herbaceous plants, including 12 species of orchids surveyed and recording growing in the area.  MCBS 
also idenfified numerous rare, threatened, endangered and special concern species of plants and 
animals, including ram's head lady slipper, hair-like sedge, northern oak fern and two species of 
caddisfly and trumperter swan. There is a high quality old-growth northern white cedar forest in the 
area.  What specific criteria and methodology will be used for environmental review to ensure these 
Scientific and Natural Areas are protected and the biodiverisity of the plant and animal species within 
them will be protected?  Certainly, a Full Federal Environmental Impact Statement is essential for such 
a valuable resource.   

The side-slopes of the LaSalle Creek tunnel valley are very steep and thus creates a horrendous risk for 
pipeline construction in this area. The Sandpiper pipeline is propsed to go through this area.  Is there 



enough room to construct a  pipeline on the level near the creek? I have been told there has been 
previous pipeline construction down the the slope of the valley and  If construction of the pipeline 
down the valley is considered, this  would even more significantly put this precious resource at great 
risk of harm and permanent devastation.  Is this type of construction considered and is it technically 
appropriate and would it be very high risk?  Would it require drilling down into the resource 40 feet? 
The public needs answers to these questions.    It is wholly not appropriate or ethical to construct a 
pipeline in this  area  as a spill or  rupture in this area puts the whole infant Mississippi Headwaters 
river system in grave danger.   The Sandpiper will cross LaSalle Creek near Big LaSalle Lake, and a 
rupture or leak in this area will flow through the entire LaSalle area which is considered an area of "High 
and Outstanding Bioligical Significane." Such a rupture would flow through Big LaSalle Lake, follow the 
creek and then flow through LaSalle Lake and then through the LaSalle Creek Scientific and Natural Area 
and finally into the infant Mississippi River.  A rupture would permanently destroy this entire treasured 
area and waterways. A complete Full Federal Environmental Impact Statement  is demanded for a 
place of such special significance. The laying of  pipelines through such highly treasured resources 
should not be considered and is completely devoid of any consideration for the value of our natural 
heritage.  

According to DNR Facts, artifacts from the Elk Lake Culture have been discovered at the LaSalle Creek 
site.  The Headwaters area is of important and spiritual significance to our native Anishinaabe 
tribes. The Sandpiper pipeline is proposed to be constructed very near to wild rice beds including 
organic wild rice beds which are essential  to the culture and economics of our native people.  To do 
this harm to our native people is reprehensible. Our native tribes have been here for 8000 years and 
now this pipeline company woefully threatens our native tribes by threatening to permanently  harm 
or destroy the rice and waters of this area which provide spiritual sustenance and economic survival. 
This should not be considered. A Full Federal Environmental Impact Statement is needed.  
Environmental review is needed to describe the impacts of a spill,  or rupture on such a valued and 
essential resource and methodology used to evaluate to devasation such an event would have on this 
resource.    

Bakkin Oil is considered to be highly explosive and of the nature of gasoline.  What impact would an 
explosion and high volume fire have on our treasured pine forests which become explosive when 
exposed to fire?  There needs to be a Full  Environmental Impact Statement of scenario's of such an 
explostion and methodology to describe impacts on our forest resource and how such an event would 
be mitigated. 

This foreign pipeline company also plans to build it's pipeline through the heart of one of two of 
Minnesota's most pristine lake areas. This area is nationally known for our precious and rare pristine 
lake country.  This is family vacationland and children come here and learn an appreciation for the 
outdoors and nature.  These prestine lakes are also essential to the economy of this area.  A pipeline 
rupture the size of the spill at Kalamazoo could contaminate 30 miles of lakes and streams and ruin 
forever the water quality of this area and the "North Woods" that so many have known and love. Again, 
it is reprehensible for this foreign company to come in and threaten our environment and encomics in 



this way. A full Federal Environmental Impact Statement is demanded to review the scenario of a major 
spill  into our rivers or lake bodies. What methodology would be used to describe the impact of such an 
occurance on each of the lakes, rivers and streams where this may occur. It is also reprehensible that 
there is only one planned shut off valve for Hubbard County.  A full  Federal Environmental Impact 
Statement  should include evaluation of placement of shut off valves and  the impact such 
placements have on our environment. The idea of one valve being placed is a prime example of the 
corporation thinking in terms of maximizing their profit rather than in terms of safety and protection of 
the resource.    

This foreign company also proposes to build a pipeline through the west and south border of the county 
where some of  the most susceptible to contamination aquifers in the state are.  There are three 
aquifers and they are connected, so a spill could infiltrate all aquifers leaving this area without water 
and contaminating our wells. How can it be acceptable for placement of such a pipeline through such 
vulnerable aquifers? This is  unconsciouable. Again a full Federal Environment Impact Statement is 
demanded for assessment of scenario of a major rupture in the area of the acquifer and the 
methodology used to assess the impacts of such an event.  

The current system in place for reviewing  pipeline project proposals, results in  a process which 
leaves our natural resources and citizens unprotected from pipeline projects.  This process  also 
leaves citizens out of the process with no reasonable way to make their voices heard. Full Environmental  
Impact statements are needed for all aspects of  pipeline projects. This EIS should include all potential 
impacts for the entire  life history of the pipeline, including construction, risk analysis for leaks, spills 
and rupturs and maintanence and clean up when these events occur and the affect on the environment 
when the pipe is removed.   Enbridge has a poor safety record and  as a result of the poor safety 
standards in place, leaks, spills and ruptures are inevitable.  

EIS Documents and the Environmental Policy Act, Subd. 6 -Prohibitions states- "No state action 
significantly affecting the quality of the environment shall be allowed, nor shall any permit for natural 
resources managment and developement be granted, where such action or permit has caused or is 
likely to cause pollution, impairment, or destruction of the air, water, land or other natural resources 
located within the state, so long as there is a feasible and prudent alternative consistent with reasonable 
requirements of the public health, safety and welfare and the states paramont concern for the 
protection of it's air, water, land and other natural resources from pollution, impairment, or destruction.  
Economic consideration alone shall not justify such conduct.  

Truly the permitting process is not ahearing to these prohibitions in any way, shape or form!  

It  also does not seem fitting for a democracy to allow a foreign company reaping huge profits at the 
expense of our environment and citizen's health  to have the ability to act by emminent domain to 
proceed unhampered through our lands.  

The proposed Enbridge Sanpiper pipeline would end up at Superior, Wisc.  The route of this pipeline to 
Lake Superior imperils this very significant and critical water resource, by empowering oil and oil 
transport companies think of moving oil across the great lakes. It would be an  unconscionable plan to 



ship this extreme energy source and dirtiest form of oil across the Great Lakes and would put one of the 
most precious sources of water on the planet at high risk of contamination that could not be removed. 

The Great Lakes are the largest surface fresh water system on the earth. They contain 84% of North 
America's fresh water and about 21% of the worlds supply.   

I would expect Lake Superior would be at greatest risk of the five Great Lakes if it becomes an oil 
shipping highway.  Lake Superior is by far the largest of the Great Lakes in surface area and volume.  
Lake Superior could contain all of the other Great Lakes plus three more the size of Lake Erie.  There is 
enough water in Lake Superior to cover the entire land mass of North and South America to a depth of 
30 centimeters. These facts make clear the very high percentage of this nations fresh water which is 
actually in Lake Superior.  

It is alarming to note that because of the volume and depth of Lake Superior, the retention time for this 
precious lake is 191 years. By retention time, this means that 191 years is the mean time that water or 
some disolved substance stays in the lake. This would be the amount of time for a substance introduced 
into the lake to flow out of it again. The retention time is greatly more important to consider when 
thinking of a pollutant such as oil, and thinking of volatile Bakken oil or tar sands oil being introduced to 
this pristine body of water.  It is horrific to think of what the retention time would be for such a 
product in this water body.  

 Below 660 feet, Lake Superior's water temperature is almost always 39 degrees.  The cold water of 
Superior adds another concern should a spill occur.  The depth of the lake is also a concern should a 
spill occur.  The average depth is 483 feet and the maximum depth is 1332. In light of  frequent and 
unpredictable severe storms which occur on Lake Superior, this creates another risk of catastrophy. 
Annual storms create waves 20 feet high and there are recorded waves over 30 feet high.   Any water 
craft carrying this toxic cargo across Lake Superior is extremely dangerous. 

 The significance of this water resource greatly and significantly  effect the nation's security.  There 
should be a full and complete federal environmental impact statement with regard to a pipeline 
exposing Lake Superior to such perilous risk of having oil shipments traversing it's pristine waters. It can 
be expected that water will become the most valued resource on earth.  It would be alarming and 
horrific if consideration were  given by agencies which are in place to protect our resources to even 
consider allowing such a project to be considered.   

It is unconscionable that the process in place favors companies and in this case a foreign company 
rather than citizens and our precious resources. Has Enbridge  revealed yet who their shippers are and 
if they are revealed to the PUC at some point,  will this information is kept confidential? While the 
energy and transport companies have protection from liability should an accident occur, by the ability to 
claim bankruptcy,  citizens will have to live with whatever severe consequences could occur from this 
outrageous disregard for our environment.  

In learning the process in place for approval of the Sandpiper Pipeline,  it gives me the impression that I 
live in a plutocracy, government by the wealthy, rather than a democracy, a form of government in 



which political power resides with all the people and is exercised by them directly.   The process in 
place for approval of this pipeline is in so many ways like a red carpet for a foreign company, Enbridge, 
and a rough road for any public citizen to be heard to stand against this plan and for our environment.   

 Need for such a pipeline is not determined until after a route has already been approved.  This is 
completely backwards.  Before the route is approved, a foreign company is allowed to go out and buy 
up easements from landowners and start surveying. They are also free to use heavy handed tactics with 
threats of emminent domain as they contact landowners so they can transport hazardous materials 
through our county.  The red capret for Endbridge goes on and on.  They use  confusing maps which 
leave out our precious water resources,  parks, state forests.  The process needs to be totally changed 
to allow open public input and a process which considers our precious natural resources.  A pipeline 
route should be drawn by environmental scientists with use of GIS spacial analysis with public input, 
rather that by a foreign company looking for the least expensive route, so their already huge profits can 
be maximized at the expense of our environment.  There should be full and complete federal 
environmental impact statements on such projects, so the public truly understands the risks to the 
environment and to human health the project would bring.  

I believe a moratorium should be put on all pipeline construction.  We should not be routing pipelines 
through our precious environment to ship oil overseas, so that corporations can continue to profit at our 
expense. There is also need for more rigorous safety standards, high standards which would protect our 
resources and our citizens.  

I respectfully request timely posting of all comments, so the public is informed. 

 

Very Truly,  

Deanna Johnson 

 

 

 

 

 

 





















































































































































































































 
From: Mark Johnson [mailto:markjjohnson@q.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 5:22 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Minnesota PUC Docket PL668/PPL-13-474 

 
Mark J Johnson 
9013 East Superior St 
Duluth, MN  55804 

 
 
March 24, 2014 

 
Re:  Letter Opposing the southern Sandpiper Route 

PL668/PPL-13-474 
 
 
Mr. Larry Hartman 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 85 
7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
Dear Mr. Hartman: 

 
I am opposed to opening a "southern corridor"  for the Sandpiper Pipeline.  Two 
corridors from Clearbrook, MN to Superior, WI seems like a land grab by 
Enbridge.  When Enbridge built the Albert Clipper in 2010 they knew that they 
would soon want to transport the North Dakota oil, but they were in a rush to get 
the Canada Tar Sands across Minnesota.  Now they complain that the "northern 
corridor" is too crowded and it is too difficult to add room for the Sandpiper.  They 
built themselves into a bind, and now they want Minnesota to bail them out by 
adding the southern corridor across the land and water resources of northern 
Minnesota and the Mississippi Headwaters region. 

 
I realize that the United States has a tremendous appetite for oil. We want the 
instant gratification of more and more "cheap" oil.  This demand probably will 
not end until we have burned so much carbon that the world will suffer the 
disasters that will accompany an atmosphere high in carbon dioxide. 

 
It is time to limit Minnesota's part in the Enbridge pipeline scheme. The "northern 
corridor" from Clearbrook to Superior is enough.  Enbridge can find a way to put 
the Sandpiper in the northern corridor if there is really such a need. 

Respectfully, 

Mark J Johnson 
9013 East Superior St 
Duluth, MN 55804 

mailto:markjjohnson@q.com


From: Rachel Johnson [mailto:akkamarie@gmail.com] 
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 9:59 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Docket #13-474 Sandpiper: Alternative Routes 

 
 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hartman, 

 
Please accept this email to urge the MN PUC *NOT* to approve the permit for Enbridge to 
build the Sandpiper pipeline corridor on its proposed route. Enbridge should do whatever is 
required to expand their existing northern corridor, and NOT add yet another pipeline corridor 
to northern Minnesota. If they are limited to one corridor, they will be able to maintain their 
pipelines more easily at a lower cost, and the number of counties affected will be far fewer. 

 
Proliferation of pipelines in northern Minnesota, with its unusually large number of lakes, will 
lead to environmental and economic disaster if an oil leak occurs, which is not a far-fetched 
scenario. 

 
Politicians who claim that this will be good for the state due to tax revenues are ignoring the 
enormous cost of cleanup from oil spills, and the resulting decreased property values. As for 
jobs, an additional pipeline corridor will create few permanent jobs in Minnesota, certainly 

mailto:akkamarie@gmail.com


not enough to warrant such a threat to additional lakes and rivers. 
 
Some one needs to look at the long term vs short term pay offs.  Not only that,  If we continue 
to ease the way for fossil fuels, we may be cutting off incentives for the market place to 
develop alternative energies. 

 
The mission of the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission is “to create and maintain a 
regulatory environment that ensures safe, reliable and efficient utility services at fair and 
reasonable rates,” so you are, by your own definition, required decline the proposed 
Sandpiper corridor. Adding more pipeline corridors to our state is not safe or reliable, as 
evidenced by Enbridge’s history of pipeline spills. Adding another pipeline corridor may be 
efficient for Enbridge, but it is not efficient for the state of Minnesota, which is the entity you 
work for. 

 
Please do the right thing for the current and future residents of Minnesota: reject the proposed 
Sandpiper corridor and require that Enbridge expand their existing corridor along the northern 
route. 

 
Rachel M Johnson, RN 
Carlton County 

 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 



-----Original Message----- 
From: Bonnie Jostock [mailto:arniejostock@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 10:52 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Regarding Docket #13-474 

 
Mr. Hartman: 

This letter is to inform you of our strong opposition to the proposed Endridge Sandpiper Plan.  This route is a 
direct threat to waterway and landscape around the route.  In researching this company we are certainly not 
impressed with their safety record and how they have handled oil spills which they have had in their other 
pipelines.  The potential for long term damage to our forests and rivers far outweighs any benefit from this 
Canadian based project.  Please take a moment to listen to the words of those who are speaking for generations to 
come that have no voice. 

 
Thank you, 
Dr. Arnold and Bonnie Jostock 

Sent from my iPad 

mailto:arniejostock@yahoo.com


-----Original Message----- 
From: Thomas Julik [mailto:trjulik@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2014 4:26 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM); Contact, Commissioner (COMM) 
Subject: PUC docket number 13-474, Opposing Enbridge's Sandpiper Pipeline proposal & Approving Approaches 
towards Community Wellness & Happiness 

 
Mr. Hartman, 

 
I, as a Minnesotan, born and raise in and on the waters of this great state, stand with thousands of others that are 
deeply opposed to Enbridge's expansion plans.  The greatest assets this state has are its people and the natural  
beauty and clean water that abound.  Enbridge currently endeavors to put those all at great risk with the promise  
that they will do better than the 5 dozen average oil spills they are averaging PER YEAR, and offering the State 
and the desperate unions a pittance during a weak moment.  Do not let this happen! 

 
This proposal seeks to cross the Mississippi River and it's expansive watershed. Little research is required to know 
why health impacts would be if the multitude of neurotoxins and carcinogens are leached into the publics drinking 
supply and other impacts caused by swimming in contaminated waters or consuming contaminated fish. As a 
Minneapolis resident, the prospect of a spill in the the Mississippi would have dramatic impacts. Like many other 
communities, Minneapolis obtains ALL of its water from the Mississippi River and has NO backup supply should 
that one become contaminated.  What provisions are being provided by Enbridge to ensure no contaminants reach 
the Mississippi watershed? What is Enbridge's proposed plan to provide immediate water supplies to the hundreds 
of thousands of people that rely directly on that river for all of their water needs? People live in this state for the 
beauty of the landscape and  the outdoor recreation. What process is being put in place to immediately inform the 
public when (because it is only a matter of time with their track record) they spill into the watersheds? What plan is 
in place to ensure that when this spill occurs, and they notify the public, that the mess can actually be cleaned up 
instead of being hidden from sight by simply throwing toxic dispersant chemicals onto already dangerous 
chemicals to make it look like all is well? They are still not finished, or really even started, with the cleanup effort 
in Kalamazoo.  Is that what we want for our great state? The proposed path leads through pristine wetlands which 
are the life source for wildlife - which the PUC apparently places no value on - and the wild rice cultivation areas 
of native tribes. Why is the burden of finding an alternate path placed on those that are at risk of being harmed 
rather than those that stand to benefit greatly from it? Since when has the burden of proof been placed on the 
defendant? 

 
This project is merely a shortsighted gain for a few and a longsighted certain loss for man, many more. Even the 
unions and small businesses that claim to support this plan are being fooled. Right now the buzz word is jobs.  Jobs 
at ANY cost. Let's just pretend that Enbridge will have a perfect pipeline that never fails. What is the actual long 
term benefit?  Politicians are touting the jobs, but that will spike under construction and then drop precipitously 
once complete and there will be a very tiny net gain in employment in this state.  After construction is complete, 
what is the actual net gain in Lon term jobs as a result? 

 
In business, a cost that is borne by other parties besides the producer or purchaser is quaintly referred to as an 
externality. Take a look at the people of this state, the waterways, the wildlife, the way of life we Minnesotans have 
come to enjoy. WE do not deserve to be degraded to the point that putting all of that at risk would simply be 
summed up as an externality. If Enbridge has done due diligence and full accounting of their planned losses, aka 
acceptable oil spills they consider to be just a cost of doing business, what value have they placed on the loss of 
health of the population of this great state, the wildlife and the environment? Does that number resonate with you? 
Would you consider that an acceptable value to place on the health and we'll being of you or your family members? 
About your back yard or cabin? If not, you are morally obligated to take a stand and do the right thing. 

 
Wishing you a great and enjoyable time in the outdoors this summer! 

Regards, 

Thomas Julik 

mailto:trjulik@gmail.com
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