














































































From: James Gagne
To: *COMM_Pipeline Comments
Subject: Sandpiper
Date: Monday, April 18, 2016 11:06:35 AM

To whom it may concern,

It is was past time to approve this pipeline and let the company 
move forward with building it. It is just ridiculous how this has 
approval has gotten delayed by the left wing environmentalists. 
Pipelines are by far the safest way to transport oil and you all know 
it. We are going to have major oil spill one of these days because of 
all the oil that is being transported via trains it is dangerous and 
needs to be stopped.

Thanks,

James R. Gagne
2615 West Lafayette Road
Excelsior, MN 55331
612-709-5158
jgagne61@gmail.com

mailto:jgagne61@gmail.com
mailto:Pipeline.Comments@state.mn.us




From: Chad Gilbert
To: *COMM_Pipeline Comments
Subject: Scoping EIS comment for Sandpiper (13-473 & 13-474) and Line 3 Replacement (14-916 & 15-137)
Date: Monday, May 09, 2016 9:00:05 AM

Dear Ms. MacAlister,

I support the project its economical impacts are good for Minnesota and the US.
Enbridge has agreed to use skilled trained labor which ensures a quality built project using local Minnisota Middle
 Class Families.
Please approve this job creator and environmental friendly project as quickly as possible and put Minnisota families
 to work.

Sincerely,

Chad Gilbert
36013 Road 33
Mancos, CO 81328
chad798@yahoo.com

mailto:user@votervoice.net
mailto:Pipeline.Comments@state.mn.us




From: Bud Stone - Grand Rapids Area Chamber of Commerce
To: *COMM_Pipeline Comments
Cc: "Byers, Jennifer"; Patrick Hughley; "Becky LaPlant"; mike@weberjohnsonpa.com; Loren Solberg; "Wayne Roskos"
Subject: Scoping EIS comments for Sandpiper (13-473 & 13-474) and Line 3 Replacement Projects
Date: Tuesday, May 24, 2016 3:05:51 PM

Jamie MacAlister
MN Dept. of Commerce

85 7th Place East, Suite 500
St. Paul, MN  55101
 
The Grand Rapids Area Chamber of Commerce, with a dues paying membership of more than 550
businesses and individuals, has long been a firm supporter of the Enbridge Energy proposed
Sandpiper and Line 3 Replacement pipeline projects.  As has been proven time and again, it is safer
and more economical to transport crude oil by pipeline than by truck or rail.  That alone is reason
enough reason to work with Enbridge to remove barriers that would delay the Sandpiper Project or
the replacement of Line 3.  At the present time we are pleased that the scoping process for these
two projects is moving forward and we strongly encourage the MN Dept. Of Commerce and the MN
PUC to continue to support a consistent and timely regulatory process and complete the evaluation
of these two projects within the 280 day time limit that has been provided.  Too many times we have
seen un-warranted delaying tactics jeopardize projects that would provide jobs and economic
stability to our State.  We hope that the Dept. of Commerce and the PUC will remain alert and take
the positive steps to ensure the scoping process for these two projects takes place in a manner that
continues to move these projects forward in a fair and non-partisan way.
 
Best Regards,
 

Bud Stone, President
 
Bud Stone - President
Grand Rapids Area Chamber of Commerce
One NW Third Street
Grand Rapids MN 55744
bud@grandmn.com
218-326-6619
1-800-472-6366 Toll free
www.grandmn.com
www.facebook.com/grchambermn
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From: Sr. Bryan Greene, First
To: *COMM_Pipeline Comments
Subject: Scoping EIS comment for Sandpiper (13-473 & 13-474) and Line 3 Replacement (14-916 & 15-137)
Date: Friday, May 06, 2016 9:00:12 AM

Dear Ms. MacAlister,

Enbridge has been doing this for almost 70 years, they have the skills, the knowledge and the technology to provide
 a pipeline route that has the least amount of environmental impact. We need projects like this to help local
 economies with tax revenue and trickle down. The country needs these projects to become energy independent. Oil
 won't last forever but so many things rely on it and until it is depleted, which won't happen for another 150 years,
 we're still going to need pipelines like these to transport crude

Sincerely,

Bryan Greene
8220 S Marshall Ct
Littleton, CO 80128

mailto:aurs4grn@gmail.com
mailto:Pipeline.Comments@state.mn.us


From: Cedrik Gustafson
To: *COMM_Pipeline Comments
Subject: Sandpiper and L-3 projects!
Date: Tuesday, May 10, 2016 7:04:50 PM

To the PUC and department of Commerce,

I desperately urge you to pass the Sandpiper and Line 3 replacement projects.  I have lived next to the Enbridge
Terminal in Clearbrook for 36 years, not once have we ever had a concern or anxiety for the pipeline.  I also work as
a contractor for Enbridge doing a variety of work from constructing new pump stations to doing "Integrity" digs and
maintenance work.  The company I work for was recently awarded contracts for the Sandpiper stations in North
Dakota and Minnesota, but have been put on hold because of permit issues.  Enbridge means a lot to our community
and employ's a lot of pipeliners in the area.  It's not just the employee like myself that suffer from immeasurable
delays, but our small businesses, our local mom and pa shops, and most importantly our families.  Please take this
into consideration when making your decision.

Thanks!

Cedrik Gustafson,

Sent from my iPhone

Cedrik Gustafson
Project Foreman
C 651-319-3173
cedrik.gustafson@mnlimited.com

mailto:cedrik.gustafson@mnlimited.com
mailto:Pipeline.Comments@state.mn.us
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