










From: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
To: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
Subject: FW: Proposed Sandpiper Pipeline
Date: Friday, March 28, 2014 5:59:22 PM
Attachments: Sandpiper Comments revised.odt

 
 
Larry B. Hartman
Environmental Manager
Minnesota Department of Commerce

85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN 55101-2198
 
larry.hartman@state.mn.us
Phone: 651-539-1839
            800-657-3794
Fax:     651-539-0109
Cell:    612-210-4810
mn.gov/commerce/energy/facilities
 
 
 
 
 
From: Lawrence Landherr [mailto:ljl71504@gmail.com] 
Sent: Sunday, March 02, 2014 7:35 AM
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
Subject: Proposed Sandpiper Pipeline
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Larry Hartman, Environmental Review Manager

Energy Environmental Review and Analysis (EERA)

MN Department of Commerce

85 7th Place East , Suite 500

St. Paul, MN  55101



Dear Mr. Hartman:

	

	I am writing regarding the proposed Sandpiper Pipeline.  This pipeline proposal by North Dakota Pipeline Corporation has serious deficiencies.  First of all I want to object to the company's timing for submitting this proposal when many  Northern MN residents are not even at home.  There are a number of MN residents like myself who spend several months in a warmer location during the winter and would not even be aware of this proposal.  If I hadn't been informed by a friend, I would have been one of those residents.  So first of all I am requesting an extension of the timeframe for public comment to Sept. 1st.

	Secondly I am strictly opposed to the portion of the proposed pipeline which goes from Clearbrook MN to Superior, WI.  This would ultimately lead to the transportation of crude oil or refined product (gasoline, deisel fuel, jet fuel, etc.) on Lake Superior.  A spill on Lake Superior would be disastrous to Northeastern Minnesotas' tourism industry, it's sport fishery, and the water supply for the City of Duluth, MN.  

	Thirdly, pipelines leak.  It's not a matter of if, but when.  Welds are never inspected thoroughly enough and the corrosive nature of the product carried in the pipeline causes eventual holes and breaks.  This has been borne out by so many documented cases that it is impossible to mention all of them.  I'm sure the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency has numerous incident records of pipeline spills in their files.  A leak on this proposed route could impact the Mississippi River (with numerous downstream community water supplies  in jeopardy) and several pristine trout streams.  

	Lastly, developing more infrastructure for oil companies to transport their products for sale to buyers in South America is a rotten exchange for endangering Minnesota's priceless natural resources.  

It's bad enough to see what the oil companies have done to the air quality in the Williston, North Dakota area, but to promote additional environmental abuse for the sole gain of the oil companies would be a travesty.  We need more clean energy solutions.  Buy an electric auto and charge it with your own solar panels.



Lawrence Landherr

7740 W. Hwy. 61

Box 17

Schroeder, MN 55613
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Larry Hartman, Environmental Review Manager 
Energy Environmental Review and Analysis (EERA) 
MN Department of Commerce 
85 7th Place East , Suite 500 
St. Paul, MN  55101 
 
Dear Mr. Hartman: 
  
 I am writing regarding the proposed Sandpiper Pipeline.  This pipeline proposal by North 
Dakota Pipeline Corporation has serious deficiencies.  First of all I want to object to the company's 
timing for submitting this proposal when many  Northern MN residents are not even at home.  There 
are a number of MN residents like myself who spend several months in a warmer location during the 
winter and would not even be aware of this proposal.  If I hadn't been informed by a friend, I would 
have been one of those residents.  So first of all I am requesting an extension of the timeframe for 
public comment to Sept. 1st. 
 Secondly I am strictly opposed to the portion of the proposed pipeline which goes from 
Clearbrook MN to Superior, WI.  This would ultimately lead to the transportation of crude oil or 
refined product (gasoline, deisel fuel, jet fuel, etc.) on Lake Superior.  A spill on Lake Superior would 
be disastrous to Northeastern Minnesotas' tourism industry, it's sport fishery, and the water supply for 
the City of Duluth, MN.   
 Thirdly, pipelines leak.  It's not a matter of if, but when.  Welds are never inspected thoroughly 
enough and the corrosive nature of the product carried in the pipeline causes eventual holes and breaks.  
This has been borne out by so many documented cases that it is impossible to mention all of them.  I'm 
sure the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency has numerous incident records of pipeline spills in their 
files.  A leak on this proposed route could impact the Mississippi River (with numerous downstream 
community water supplies  in jeopardy) and several pristine trout streams.   
 Lastly, developing more infrastructure for oil companies to transport their products for sale to 
buyers in South America is a rotten exchange for endangering Minnesota's priceless natural resources.   
It's bad enough to see what the oil companies have done to the air quality in the Williston, North 
Dakota area, but to promote additional environmental abuse for the sole gain of the oil companies 
would be a travesty.  We need more clean energy solutions.  Buy an electric auto and charge it with 
your own solar panels. 
 
Lawrence Landherr 
7740 W. Hwy. 61 
Box 17 
Schroeder, MN 55613 
 





 
From: betty larsen [mailto:blfamfr@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 24, 2014 6:55 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Pipeline not wanted in Hubbard County 

 
 
 

1. Because a single oil spill has the potential to ruin our pristine lakes and destroying 
our property value I VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE a pipeline through Hubbard County. 

 
2. Because a large number of property owners in Hubbard County are “summer folk” 

who are not aware of this proposal, it is only fair to extend the comment period 
through mid-summer. 

 
Betty Larsen 
17166 Dream Catcher Dr 
Park Rapids, MN 56470 

 
 
 
 

Be well, do good work, and keep in touch. (Garrison Kieller) 
 
 
 
 
 
From: betty larsen [mailto:blfamfr@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 11:04 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Pipeline through Hubbard County 

 
As a Hubbard County landowner, I wish to advise you: 

 

 
1. We DO NOT want a pipeline here. A single leak has the potential to destroy our pristine 
lakes and devastate not only the ecology but also our property values. 

 
2. More time needs to be allowed for comments. A great number of our taxpaying 
landowners are summer residents. 

 
Betty Larsen 
17166 Dream Catcher Dr 
Park Rapids 
MN 56470 
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----Original Message----- 
From:  apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us  [mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us] 
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2014 5:08 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Larson Thu Apr 3 17:08:02 2014 PL6668/PPL-13-474 

 

 
 

This public comment has been sent via the form at: mn.gov/commerce/energyfacilities/publicComments.html 

You are receiving it because you are listed as the contact for this project. 

Project Name: Sandpiper Pipeline Project / North Dakota Pipeline Company LLC (NDPC) 

Docket number: PL6668/PPL-13-474 

User Name: Janet  Larson 

County: 

City: Superior 
 

Email: 

mjonthelake@msn.com 

Phone: 715-394-26\537 

Impact:  I'm concerned about the farm land that we own just south of Hubbard.  The land is very close to the 
purposed Enbridge pipeline.  The land is being used for organic farm produce, if a spill did happen in that area 
the aquifer for our well and irrigation system could be compromised.  The soil is very sandy and the crops in the 
Hubbard area need to have irrigation to survive.  The concern for the Hubbard prairie is that irrigation would not 
be able to be used if a spill happened in that area.We plan to move back to the lake area and hope that it will 
remain safe from oil contaminates.  Thank for considering my concerns.  Janet L. Larson Mitigation: 
Submission date: Thu Apr  3 17:08:02 2014 

 
 
 
 

This information has also been entered into a centralized database for future analysis. 

For questions about the database or the functioning of this tool, contact: 

Andrew Koebrick 
andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us 

mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
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