
-----Original Message----- 
From:  apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us  [mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us] 
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2014 12:14 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Terhark Fri Apr 4 12:14:04 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: Nancy Terhark 

County: Hubbard County 

City: Park Rapids 

Email:  nancyterhark@gmail.com 

Phone: 218-237-2165 

Impact:  I am opposed to Enbridge Pipelines (North Dakota Pipeline Company) LLC's proposed southern route for 
the Sandpiper Pipeline.  I am a third generation native of Park Rapids who values the lakes, rivers, streams, 
wetlands and parks of the area. I also enjoy the Park Rapids city water supplied by the Straight River aquifer. The 
decision to put a pipeline through them would change the quality of living of the area and endanger the tourism 
industry that is crucial to the Park Rapids economy.  I also feel that an Environmental Impact Statement must be 
done when you consider the natural resources that could be affected by an oil spill.  There are too may unanswered 
questions to move forward with this pipeline.In addition to the EIS, I feel the deadline for public review should be 
extended to August 1, 2014.  Many of the residents of Hubbard County are seasonal and have not had the 
opportunity to be involved in the comment process.  They should be given a chance to be heard. 

 
Mitigation: The public needs more time to consider alternate routes for the pipeline.  Enbridge is changing existing 
plans and making new ones as this comment period is happening.  The opportunity for us to fully review this 
process and its impact on the environment, community economics, and quality of life should be extended. 

 
Submission date: Fri Apr  4 12:14:04 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
mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us
mailto:nancyterhark@gmail.com
mailto:andrew.koebrick@state.mn.us
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From: Lloyd Thyen [mailto:mail@changemail.org] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 12:00 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Consider an alternate route for the Sandpiper Pipeline. # PPL-13-474 

 
Dear Minnesota PUC Sandpiper Pipeline, 

 
I just signed Ronald Vegemast's petition "Minnesota PUC Sandpiper Pipeline: Consider an 
 alternate route for the Sandpiper Pipeline. # PPL-13-474" on Change.org. 

 
Consider an alternate route for the Sandpiper Pipeline. 

 
Sincerely, 
Lloyd Thyen Outing, Minnesota 

 
 
 
There are now 50 signatures on this petition. Read reasons why people are signing, and 
respond to Ronald Vegemast by clicking here: http://www.change.org/petitions/minnesota-
puc-sandpiper-pipeline-consider-an-alternate- route-for-the-sandpiper-pipeline-ppl-13-
474/responses/new?response=b9792ed6c3c3 
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-----Original Message----- 
From:  apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us  [mailto:apache@web.lmic.state.mn.us] 
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2014 1:53 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Tillmann Mon Mar 17 13:53:08 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: Winifred Tillmann 

County: Ramsey County 

City: Roseville 
 

Email: wotillnann@msn.com 

Phone: 651-631-2268 

Impact:  I am a property owner on Big Sandy Lake.  I want to encourage the agency with which you are affiliated to 
recommend a rerouting of the Enbridge Sandpiper pipeline.  The general maps of the region's water-sheds does not 
include the very large Big Sandy Lake Watershed, which it should. It will be impacted by this pipeline.The pipeline 
will traverse areas of peat (the report indicates there is no peat, but the bogs have burned during dry summers) and 
fens, which are protected by the State.  The report does not address either of these issues.The Lake Association 
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have worked diligently in recent  years to improve the Lake's water quality.  It is our hope that the route of the 
pipeline can be changed. Reference:PPL-13-474 

 
Mitigation: 

 
Submission date: Mon Mar 17 13:53:08 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 
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From: Adam Tome [mailto:adamtome@msn.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2014 9:18 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM); #PUC_Public Comments 
Subject: Enbridge Pipeline Route, PUC Docket #13-474 

 
April 3, 2014 

 

 
Adam Tome' 
21788 Duck Lake Rd 
Park Rapids, MN 56470 

 
Dear Minnesota Public Utilities Commissioners, 

 

 
Please help me understand why installation of an oil or gas pipeline does not merit a Full 
Environmental Impact Statement, especially when that proposed pipeline will run under 
precious farm land and near rivers and lakes. 

 
I grew up in Ely, MN. To this day, whenever the word "mining" is spoken the State of  
Minnesota conducts a Full Environmental Impact Statement. Mines are located above  
ground, if anything goes wrong, you can see it. This Enbridge pipeline will be buried a few feet 
under ground. Enbridge tells us they will fly over the pipeline on a regular basis and monitor 
it. How will Enbridge see a leak underground, especially from an airplane? 

 
Recently we marked the 25th anniversary of the Valdez Exon oil spill. 25 years after that 
tragedy, the recovery is not 100%. Minnesota is known as "The Land of 10,000 Lakes", it's 
even stamped on our license plates. Itasca State Park is a priceless resource and the 
surrounding lakes near Park Rapids are some of the cleanest lakes in Minnesota. As a matter 
of fact, Duck Lake is not infested with AIS. The two rivers that wrap themselves around Duck 
Lake, the Shell River and Crow Wing River, are wonderful rivers to canoe or tube on. They are 
lovely, clean rivers. Very family friendly! 

 
If the Sandpiper Pipeline is approved for installation, Enbridge should be required to route the 
pipeline through areas that will not jeopardize the Mississippi Headwaters, any lake, stream, 
or river. These are irreplaceable resources that need us to protect them. 

 
Nobody sets out to pollute the environment, including Enbridge. I understand our everyday 
need for oil and gas too. And I understand the need for tax revenue for rural Minnesota 
towns and counties. All I ask is that before we approve projects such as the Sandpiper 
pipeline and the Line 3 replacement, we conduct a Full Environmental Impact Statement like 
the State of Minnesota does when mining is discussed in Northeastern Minnesota. 

 
Respectfully, 

 
 
 
Adam Tome' 

mailto:adamtome@msn.com
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