


From: wadzink1@aol.com [mailto:wadzink1@aol.com] 
Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 11:02 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: To whom it may concern,(ref. Dock #PPL-13-474) 

 
I think the proposed/rerouting of the Sandpiper Pipeline (southern route- near Pine River)  
is a very bad idea. The impact on the forest and watershed areas from the construction of 
a pipeline would have a long lasting negative affect on this fragile environment. 
The construction/damage, along with the potential risks of future oil spills, would have  
serious consequences to our precious natural resources. This could be catastrophic to our 
tourism industry which is vital to so many people living in this area. Even after the cleanup 
of a oil spill, the damage would be noticeable for many years to come. 
This would be the proverbial “accident waiting to happen”. 
I’m convinced that money is the driving force behind this requested route. 
Please don’t jeopardize one of our few remaining precious natural resource by allowing a 
private company to dramatically alter this area in their attempt to save a few extra dollars. 

 
Please consider these opinions when voting on this requested pipeline re-routing. 
Thank you for your time. 

Mark Wadzink 
Hackensack, Mn. 

mailto:wadzink1@aol.com
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Larry Hartman, Environmental Review Manager 
Energy Environmental Review and Analysis (EERA) 
Minnesota Department of Commerce 
85 7th Place East, Suite 500 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101 
 

    Re: Enbridge Sandpiper Pipeline proposed route(s) 
    PUC Docket Number PL-6668/PPL13-474 
 
Dear Mr. Hartman, 
 
My husband and I have made our home here in the “suburbs” of Palisade for the past 40 years.  My husband has 
lived in this area all of his life; with the exception of the 4 years he served in the Navy.  We have raised our four 
children here and they now are rasing their children close by us. We own 160 acres of which Enbridge has 
drawn a line right through our entire property for their proposed Sandpiper Oil Pipeline project.  We oppose the 
Sandpiper preferred route through Aitkin County.    Pipelines should be kept with other pipelines or perhaps we 
need to be looking toward the future rather than relying on technologies of the past - making this route 
irrelevant.  There are better routes that Enbridge could select.  One is the Soo Line railway bed.  Another route 
they could use is the DC power line that is approximately six miles north of our place.  Using this route the land 
is already cleared and it wouldn’t take anything away from property owners like us.  Enbridge’s northern route, 
where it follows existing pipelines should be used.  Please do not allow them to use the “southern route” 
through Aitkin County. 

Our area is full of farmland, wetlands, lakes and streams.  People move here or come to visit here because of the 
beauty and because they have places to hunt, fish, boat, ski, snowmobile, four-wheel around, etc.  Those of us 
living here depend on the tourists for our income.  We give up a lot to live here.  Please do not make use lose 
our property to an oil pipeline that will ruin the richness of this area.  I can’t imagine what it will be like when 
an oil spill occurs.  And yes a spill will occur and it would destroy our entire community. 

Our lakes and streams are some of the cleanest in the state.  That is why we want to protect them.  We love the 
wild life that lives here from the whitetail deer to the trumpeter swans to eagles and owls, birds of all kinds, etc.  
There is a reasonably high probability that there will be a Sandpiper pipeline rupture that will result in 
catastrophic damage to private property owners in Minnesota.  Pipeline ruptures occur and they are not rare. 

Enbridge boasted that they have monitors in place that checks line pressure but in many of their spills; it was the 
property owners that discovered the leaks, as the monitoring they do for pipe pressure cannot see the defects in 
the pipe used to build the pipeline.   

Their history of spills includes:  
• 2001 Alberta, Canada gallons spilled = 1,003,800 
• 2002 Minnesota gallons spilled = 252,000 
• 2003 Wisconsin gallons spilled = 189,000 
• 2007 North Dakota gallons spilled = 9,030 
• 2007 Wisconsin gallons spilled = 176,000 
• 2009 Alberta, Canada gallons spilled = 168,000 
• 2010 North Dakota gallons spilled = 126,000 
• 2010 Michigan gallons spilled 877,000 
• 2011 NWT Canada gallons spilled = 63,000 



Re: Enbridge Sandpiper Pipeline proposed route(s) 
PUC Docket Number PL-6668/PPL13-474 
 
And the spills will keep on occurring.   

[Sources: U.S. National Safety Transportation Board; Transportation and Safety Board of Canada; U.S. Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration; Milwaukee Sentinel Journal; Ontario's Technical Standards and Safety Authority; Enbridge 
Corporate Social Responsibility Reports; Polaris Institute]  

Enbridge representatives working on this project have not been very nice.  They know they have eminent 
domain rights and push that very strongly.  Those who came and did the surveying lied as to who they were.  
Our daughter was told by them that they were Aitkin County surveyors; our daughter called while this team was 
still present and found out they were not Aitkin County surveyors.  When she went to confront them, they had 
jumped in their truck and sped off.  How professional and trustworthy is that.  

Please here our voices to help us protect our environment and property and to protect the waterways so that an 
oil spill will not run into the creek near our property that then will run into the Willow River and then into the 
mighty Mississippi.  Don’t let Enbridge spoil this beautiful area; make them keep their pipeline with other 
pipelines already in use.  This oil pipeline is for their company to profit from and the crude from this pipeline 
will be sold and sent out of our country.  Don’t wreck this pristine area just so a company can make a profit.  If 
it costs them more money to go with their northern route then so be it.  Don’t spoil our home and community. 

Our last concern is that our area has so many “snowbirds” so go to warmer climate during the winters and they 
are not being given the time to hear and consider this project.  The public comment period should be extended 
so that they won’t come back and find that they no longer own all of their property and didn’t even get the 
opportunity to have their voices heard. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Larry and Jackie Wagner 
36338 540th Street 
Palisade, MN 56469 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Use the northern route 

Re: Enbridge Sandpiper Pipeline proposed route(s)  PUC Docket Number PL-6668/PPL13-474 
 





From: sonja walker [mailto:sonjahwalker@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2014 9:24 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Docket Number 13-474 Sandpiper pipeline 

 
The purpose of this letter is to oppose the proposed  Sandpiper pipeline route that 
could endanger another one of our national Natural Sites: the headwaters of the 
Mississippi. 

 
The assurances by Enbridge are not reassuring, since we already know about oil 
spills that have occurred on the south end of the Mississippi River. 

 
And by virtue of the pipeline already arriving at port on Lake Superior that 
continental water source is already in jeopardy. 

 
I visit "up north" for the pristine, clean, and beautiful forests and lakes. 
Let's keep it that way. 

 
I suggest it time to turn our sights to protecting our environment and natural settings 
by using capital and politics to eliminate oil and promote the use of solar and wind 
power. 

 
Thank you. Sonja Walker 

mailto:sonjahwalker@gmail.com




















 
From: Patricia Welle [mailto:udghata@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2014 12:00 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: Pipeline to go through Minnesota 

 

 
This is a very destructive possibility for the pristine forest and lakes in Northern Minnesota.  Please 

do not do this.  Even if there is a very small chance of the pipeline breaking open so much will be 

destroyed.  We need all the forest we can possibly plant and don’t need to destroy any by our oil. 

Please rethink this for the land and the people and animals living on it. 

 
Patricia Welle 

mailto:udghata@gmail.com






From: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
To: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
Subject: FW: Pipeline comment
Date: Friday, March 28, 2014 5:10:44 PM

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

-----Original Message-----
From: Admin [mailto:valeriewhitebird@rocketmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 14, 2014 1:05 AM
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
Subject: Pipeline comment

Please keep the pipeline off our reservation, and out of Minnesota. We are deeply concerned about our wildlife, our
 water supply and our people. Our future generations rely on us to speak for them. Money has taken over this
 country and it is so sad to watch our beautiful earth and resources be contaminated for nothing but the almighty
 dollar.

Our own chairwoman of Fond du Lac reservation keeps us in the dark about receiving money for giving them the
 right of way. She is not our voice. She is purely greedy herself.

mailto:/O=MMS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=HARTMAN, LARRY (COMF96FD398-24DC-4DBC-B67F-D06CD89E69D4
mailto:Casey.Nelson@state.mn.us
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April 4, 2014 

 

 

Dr. Burl Haar, Executive Secretary  

Minnesota Public Utilities Commission 

121 7th Place East, Suite 350 

Saint Paul, MN 55101-2147 

 

Re:  In the Matter of North Dakota Pipeline Company LLC,  

MPUC Docket #13-474 and #13-473  

 

Dear Dr. Haar: 

 

I am writing to express my opposition to the “Carlton County Route Alternative” as a potential 

route for the Sandpiper Pipeline hazardous liquids pipeline proposed by North Dakota Pipeline 

Company (NDPC). 

 

I urge the Minnesota Public Utilities Commission (MPUC) to honor the agreement between 

NDPC and the Carlton County Commissioners that enabled NDPC to revise the Preferred Route 

to more closely follow existing utility corridors near Interstate 35.  This new Preferred Route, 

filed with the MPUC in January 2014, avoids 14.7 miles of undisturbed greenfields in eastern 

Carlton County.   It more closely conforms to the state’s non-proliferation statutes establishing 

route selection criteria. Significant portions of the Southern Route do not abide by the non-

proliferation statute. 

 

The proposed route would pass through two corners of our property and pass within a few 

hundred feet of our house, essentially wrapping around our house.  The installation of the 

pipeline would permanently remove a 120 foot wide strip of timber from the back of our 

property.  This right of way would permanently remove 15% of our land from any future use by 

us.  Recently announced future pipeline expansions in the Sandpiper route would further widen 

the disturbance and permanently disrupt the landscape and our quality of life.   

 

We live adjacent to a growing organic farming district with some of the best soil for growing 

food in the state of Minnesota.  Continual disturbance of these soils by pipeline maintenance and 

future expansion will make these soils unsuitable for growing food.  Use of herbicides to control 

noxious and undesirable plants that frequent pipeline corridors is not compatible with the organic 

farming business.  In my experience, having worked in my professional career with projects 

requiring reclamation of soils, disruption of these very thin soils will permanently remove these 

areas from food production.  There is no returning these soils to their current productive 

condition once a pipeline is installed. 

 

We are the owners of rural property in a nearby state that currently has two hazardous material 

pipelines passing through it.  For years, we made attempts to eradicate the plants, spotted 

knapweed and trefoil, from the pipeline right-of ways.  The trefoil was introduced by Enbridge 

as part of their “reclamation” seed mix.  The weeds are continually dispersed by illegal 

snowmobile and ATV use on the right-of way to the point that we cannot control their spread 



anymore.  We have given up trying to stop the spread of these undesirable species due to the 

high eradication costs and unreasonable burden placed on us by the company to do so at our own 

expense.  Our experience indicates that pipeline right-of-ways are central locations for noxious 

and invasive weeds, and effective mapping, analysis, and mitigation should be required. 

 

Our property values will be permanently de-valued due the presence of a hazardous liquids 

pipeline in very close proximity to our house.  The growing negative perception of hazardous 

liquid pipelines in the United States will affect potential buyers of our property.  No allowance is 

made for this devaluation when “compensation” is made for the right-of-way.  In fact, there will 

be no reduction in our property tax so in essence, we will be paying more taxes for land that is 

not truly ours.  Is this not a heavy burden to place on private citizens of the United States so that 

a private foreign corporation can reap the profits? 

 

The Environmental Information Report (EIR) lacks details and specifics that are necessary to 

analyze the Alternatives adequately.  There is no raw data to substantiate most of the claims 

made by NDPC.  How does the public verify the conclusions made by NDPC when the public 

has no access to the data?  The EIR appears to be a computer generated product and a detailed 

site specific Minnesota Environmental Impact Statement should be conducted in accordance with 

the Minnesota Environmental Policy Act. 

 

The reasons given for rejection of the Northern Route Alternative is not justification for 

disregarding this existing hazardous liquids pipeline right-of-way from consideration.  Following 

the Northern Route adheres to the non-proliferation policy in the state of Minnesota.  The 

Northern route needs to be established as a preferred route for the Sandpiper project. 

 

In summary, the Carlton County Route Alternative should be rejected as a viable route for this 

project.  The Northern Route should be the analyzed as the preferred route.  A more informative, 

site specific environmental analysis and alternative comparison should be completed.   Thank 

you for this opportunity to voice my comments and concerns relating to the project. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

s/s Matt Wilkin 

 

Matt Wilkin 

2560 County Road 1 

Wrenshall, MN  55797 

 



From: mary wilm [mailto:walul3102@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2014 4:51 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: PUC Docket # PL-9/CN-13-153 and OAH Docket # 8-2500-30952 

 
To the PUC and OAH, 
I sent you response to the pipeline proposals 3/23/14 and have rec'd no acknowledgement to 
date. Please respond at your earliest convenience. 

 
I'm submitting another comment which I think is very important. In NDak at the Bakken oil 
fields, Enbridge is using the quickest and dirtiest and therefore most wasteful form of oil 
extraction (such as is used to extract oil in Nigeria). To whit: using cracking towers to waste 
the natural gas by burning it off. Natural gas is a highly important fossil fuel. The fossil 
fuels are all extracted and marketed at a high cost to our planet. There is NO justification for 
this horrendous waste. 

 
So now Enbridge has all this oil which for some reason the company is allowed to rush to 
market taking priority over agricultural products from the region, which have a backlog of 
over nine months as well as priority over passenger trains. Further, as is well known, the rail 
cars transporting the oil aren't strong enough and have failed causing two fiery accidents. 
There is no urgency for this except what Enbridge claims but what I know to be their 
greed. I reiterate my original point (see previous email), there must be a moratorium to 
stop this dirty wasteful mess which is the Bakken until Enbridge can demonstrate respect 
for the environment, both social and planetary. 

 
Thank you, Mary Lou Wilm 

mailto:walul3102@gmail.com


-----Original Message----- 
From: Winchester, N B [mailto:winchest@indiana.edu] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2014 4:08 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: PUC Docket Number 13-474 

 
Dear Mr. Hartman, 
My name is Brian Winchester and part of each year my wife and I live on the Crow Wing #8. It was recently 
brought to my attention that Enbridge Corporation of Canada proposes to build an oil pipeline across the 
Mississippi  and numerous lakes and aquifers in Northern Minnesota close to where we live. People who live in the 
area have a right to be concerned and a right to be able to comment on the proposed pipeline. Unfortunately, many 
of us will not return to No. Minnesota until May or June and I am thus respectfully requesting an extension of the 
public comment period to August 1st to allow us to better evaluate its' potential impact. Oil spills take years to 
clean up and the hazardous effects last for years. Coincidentally, just last week the New York Times published an 
article about the continuing negative effects of the Exxon Valdez oil spill in Alaska 25 years ago so you can 
understand why so may people are concerned about pipeline safety. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 
Sincerely, 
N. Brian Winchester, Director Emeritus 
Center for the Study of Global Change 
Indiana University-Bloomington, IN 
and, 
27881 Far North Dr 
Nevis, MN 56467 

 
winchest@indiana.edu 

Sent from my iPad 

mailto:winchest@indiana.edu
mailto:winchest@indiana.edu


From: Dan Wright [mailto:wrightdan@comcast.net] 
Sent: Saturday, March 29, 2014 8:42 AM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: pipeline 

 

 
As a tax paying seasonal resident of Fifty Lakes, Minnesota, I am against the construction of a 
pipeline running underground through any part of our community.  Neither route is acceptable! Not 
only has the company tried to slip this public comment timeline through under the ‘cloak od 
darkness’—when most are out of the area—but the project itself does not have the needed study to 
get a better understanding of the possible impact not only for the residents but also the 
environment. Again, I am AGAINST any pipeline. 

Daniel M. Wright 
17451 North Country Road 
Fifty Lakes, MN 56448 

mailto:wrightdan@comcast.net


From: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
To: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
Subject: FW: Assessing the public health impact of pipelines
Date: Monday, March 31, 2014 5:47:36 PM

 
 

From: Catherine [mailto:zenllc@usfamily.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2014 2:37 PM
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM)
Cc: Nelson, Casey (COMM)
Subject: RE: Assessing the public health impact of pipelines
 
Hi Larry,
 
Thank you. 
 
Here is the link to the Health Impact Assessment.  As we discussed I believe it would
 be good to do a HIA to inform us of the potential environmental health impacts of
 pipeline construction and maintenance. 
 http://www.healthimpactproject.org/news/project/blue-cross-and-blue-shield-of-
minnesota-foundation-to-support-new-hias?elq=~~eloqua..type--emailfield..syntax--
recipientid~~&elqCampaignId=~~eloqua..type--campaign..campaignid--0..fieldname--
id~~&utm_campaign=2014-03-
25%20HIP.html&utm_medium=email&utm_source=Eloqua
 
 
Very truly yours,
 
Catherine Zimmer, MS, BSMT
Zimmer Environmental Improvement, LLC
St. Paul, MN
Ph:  651.645.7509
zenllc@usfamily.net
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From: Molly Zupon [mailto:superzup78@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 1:27 PM 
To: Hartman, Larry (COMM) 
Subject: PUC Docket Number (13-474) 

 
Dear Mr Hartman, 

 

 
I am very disappointed to learn that there is talk of a pipeline being installed in Northern 
Minnesota. I went to college in Bemidji, and have met many people from all around the area. 
The untouched beauty of Northern Minnesota is one of its most unique aspects. I believe in 
leaving a better place for our children. What kind of place do YOU want to leave them? 

 
Please consider instead investing in green technology that stimulates our economy here, 
provides good paying jobs for the middle class, and has little (if any) carbon footprint. It may 
be too late to reverse some of the damage done by greenhouse gases and climate change, 
but it is not too late to reconsider this plan that is doomed to damage the delicate ecosystem 
of Northern Minnesota. I love this state. We are better than this. 

 
Thank you for your time. I hope you make the decision that you KNOW is the right one. I am 
going to encourage all my friends to message you and tell them their own stories.Regards, 

 

 
Molly Zupon 

 
"In time of change, learners will inherit the earth while the learned will find themselves beautifully equipped to deal 
with a world that no longer exists." 

 
-Eric Hoffer 

mailto:superzup78@hotmail.com
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