
















































































































From: John Sylvester [mailto:jsylvester@mnmsba.org] 
Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2014 12:20 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Sandpiper Pipeline 

 

 
To Whom It May Concern: 

As a lake property owner in Fifty Lakes, MN (Cass County), I wish to formally express my 
opposition to the granting of a routing permit for Enbridge Energy’s proposed Sandpiper Pipeline. 
My primary concerns center around the fact that (1) no environmental impact study needs to be 
completed and (2) that Enbridge Energy’s safety record is less than stellar (23 major spills exceeding 
10,000 gallons in Minnesota alone).  My expectation is to pass my lake property down to my 
children and grandchildren when I die, so I want to do all I can to preserve that property.  Please, at 
a minimum, take the time to very carefully weigh your decision in this matter. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
 

 
John Sylvester 
Deputy Executive Director  
Minnesota School Boards Association 
507-934-2450;  800-324-4459 
jsylvester@mnmsba.org 

mailto:jsylvester@mnmsba.org
mailto:jsylvester@mnmsba.org


 

Website Facebook Twitter 
 

The contents of this e-mail and any attachments are provided for informational use only and are not 
 to be construed as legal advice.  If you need legal advice, contact your legal counsel. 

http://www.mnmsba.org/
https://www.facebook.com/mnmsba
https://twitter.com/mnmsba


From: Dennis Szymialis [mailto:shrimpshadow@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, March 31, 2014 6:54 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject:  CommentsPUCDocket#PL-6668/PPL13-474 

 
Sandpiper Pipeline comments 

 
 
PUC Docket Number PL-6668/PPL-13- 474 

 
I am writing these comments as a graduate of the University of North Dakota School of Law 
having taken a course in Oil and Gas Law taught by Owen Anderson who now teaches at the 
University of Oklahoma which is probably the most prestigious Oil and Gas Law School in 
the world. As a student of Owen Anderson I believe that I have insight into Oil and Gas 
policy not possessed by the average person. 

 
First, I am writing regarding the situation in North Dakota and elsewhere involving the 
flaring of natural gas in the Bakken oil field formation. The flaring of 100 million dollars of 
gas is a horrible and needless waste caused by the greed of the oil operators and unrestricted 
regulation of the industry. In the 1920's and 30's unrestricted oil field development lead to 
spacing and other regulations for the drilling of oil to conserve the oil resource and 
extraction infrastructure. 

  
 It is within the regulatory authority of government to enact regulations for the conservation 
of oil resources. Although, Enbridge operates as an oil pipeline company it should come 
within the regulatory authority of government whose responsibility it is to use its authority 
for the conservation of hydrocarbon resources. The course I was taught in law school was oil 
and gas law, the two are extracted together and have been regulated jointly. 

 
The issue that needs to be addressed is the relationship between the two that determines the 
fate of gas being flared and its relationship the oil extraction and shipping which is used as a 
excuse for gas flaring. The greed involved involves oil companies taking advantage of 
attempting to get the most profit in the shortest period of time. The revenue remains, it is the 
timing that is the variable. The public need to Minnesota does not exist to depress prices in 
the short run or to ship the oil to other jurisdictions that either have undeveloped oil 
resources or can get them from other sources. Indiana has it's own oil. 

 
The accelerated drilling that is being done in the Bakken in North Dakota alone has resulted 
in an increase in the flaring of natural gas from 3% in 1999 to more than 30% today. This 
occurs because the speed of development of the resources through drilling leaves inadequate 
time and resources to add gas pipelines to recover that resource. Furthermore, natural gas is 
a competitor to the oil produced in at least some respects which encourages its burning by 
oil companies. The burning of gas should be considered a form of larceny. The burning of 
the gas deprives royalty owners of compensation and the State of North Dakota production 
taxes. 

 
A recent lawsuit brought by royalty owners in North Dakota to recover compensation for 
burned gas is likely to turn in their favor. Amounts recovered by the royalty owners are 
likely to be passed on to consumers. In addition to increased oil prices incurred by industry 
greed are the increased gas prices from taking a hundred million dollars worth of gas per 
month for an indefinite period of time off of the natural gas market. In fact consumers are 
hurting from the wasting as has been indicated by Mark Dayton and other politicians. As a 
result of the wasting we are experiencing a shortage of propane which is a component of 
natural gas. This wasting has put a stress on the finances of large numbers of Minnesotans. 
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Jane Reyer eloquently explained the difference between needs and wants in her oral 
testimony. Enbridge might want more oil production but no one else needs it. All that needs 
to be done to preserve a hundred million dollars worth of natural gas per month is to slow 
down the drilling and shipping of oil. This can easily be done without jeopardizing any ones 
interest by forcing an absolute moratorium or apportioning oil production in wild cat areas of 
exploration and drilling. Drilling would be justified on a first come first served basis and 
would mitigate the most losses in these areas not served by gas pipeline infrastructure and 
most at risk for flaring. Most people would be happy with preserving natural gas and not 
even feel a want for more oil. The hierarchy of need goes from need to want to waste. Waste 
is the end of the line and leads to the reality of waste not- want not. If we stop wasting we 
will not only stop needing we will stop wanting oil. It is ambiguous as presented by 
Enbridge what the need actually is. Preservation of hundred of millions of dollars in natural 
gas would fuel thousands of natural gas powered vehicles and spurn countless jobs. 

 
Minnesota needs the natural gas being needlessly wasted, Enbridge wants to increase their 
shipping capacity for  oil. If this is not clear it is only because Enbridge is being selective or 
ambiguous in expressing their wants. Enbridge clearly has failed in proving that they have a 
need to increase the capacity of their oil pipeline capacity. No more oil from the Bakken 
should be shipped through their lines until problems that they have created through an 
overreaching attempt to increase their market share in oil shipping are remedied. 

 
Consider, for example, that one of the main reasons that people around the world hate U.S. 
citizens is our propensity for waste and that 100 million dollars in resources are being wasted 
in one industry in our least populated state. Consider further, for example that Minnesota and 
Wisconsin ship 15% of the nations oil and North Dakota is the second leading producer and 
yet these three states pay the highest gas prices in the country. Production and shipping for 
whose benefit? 

 
Dennis Szymialis 
807 Voss Avenue 
Duluth MN 55806 
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