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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oit spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potentjal impact of these pipeline’ expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Commnnity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I'urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest envirommental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this poliutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than ¢leaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| calf'on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account th% risks and potential im of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes yon a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’'s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potentlmct of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal l[ands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
accou risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes yon a parﬁa'pam‘ in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills wouid
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’'s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account he risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkss you a participant in the Sierra Club C ommunity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
accour{(t’he risks ar}&ootential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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S<hwould like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alers via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’'s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 miilion barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account tRe risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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/| would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.




Stop Enbridge Oil and Tar Sands Pipeline Expansions  _
PL6668/PPL-13-474 and PPL-15-137 } §(!RETBSBA (g,L'EEBR

Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
acc the ”Skﬁ:i Te‘?tlal impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address mafkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed wirh the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

} urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spiils would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
accoﬁ%t\lie risks a pﬁtentl impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Commnnity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and pg;ential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this poliutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’'s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account tﬁris and potentia Jmp}act of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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I would like to get involved
Providing your email address mafkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay infarmed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mall.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal [ands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantlty more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks ar;_r?n otential impact of these pipeline expansmns on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your ematl address makes yon a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe. culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
a%our;t the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this poliutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks,and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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J 1 would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Commmunity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action akrts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

[ urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
ac‘cou t the risks,and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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3 1 would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous-2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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01 I would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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2 I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Commanity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry @ maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the rifs?ks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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O I would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
aﬂount the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

[ urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
accqunt the risks and patential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

manda | egetr”

NAME (please print) . (J -/ I <m )y

ADDRESS . ;A / C'ﬁ—Ya ST'A?I-E’ 2P, (1, 1V
bl2-5%3 -0k 74 WoRks 4 Komk Uhol(Cy VéTing

PHONE EMAIL I

0 | would like to get involved <
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Commnnity. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.



Stop Enbridge Oil and Tar Sands Pipeline Expansions  _ 3 SIERRA CLUB

PL6668/PPL-13-474 and PPL-15-137 \ @ NORTH STAR CHAPTER

Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

Furge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potentia} impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

[ call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks énd potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I'urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the _Lisk_s and potential impact _9f these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

Iurge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and pofential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I'urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipéline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
a;cpént the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spili in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipi’{e expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and pol%a/l-impact,of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

\ I\ -,[ \\ ‘\_;\L"Il‘_!@rs ¢ :"n\

|
1'\1

NAME (please print) LA o N E [ . = M Erila

00 3l AeS b D flinneayiolis N D 510K

ADDRESS o Y 1\ CITY, STATE, zIP l
h12- 8504 1-;— L Kt W@ i W)

PHONE ' EMAIL

| would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via ¢-mail,
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantty more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,

information, and action alerts via e-mail.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
aggount the risks and potential impact of these pipelie expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this poliutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
agount the risks and potential impact of these pipelirie expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry @ maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy; and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

Isavella  Rafev
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

Saran  PBrezonik
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our.lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipelirie expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our.lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.
I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipelirne expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 ‘replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota's economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

Ruvin ARN-Adam S
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

| urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

[ urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement'
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills wouid
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

[ urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'reptacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the
Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
acc the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Providing your email address makes yon a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmental news,
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

I urge you to conduct a robust scoping process for Enbridge’s proposed Sandpiper pipeline and Line 3 'replacement’
project. This scoping process should take into account the cumulative impacts of approving these two projects on
communities, tribal lands, our lakes and rivers, and the climate. The Sandpiper pipeline and the ‘replacement’ of
Line 3 (which is in fact a new pipeline) would carry a maximum of 1.4 million barrels of oil per day (bpd) across
Minnesota. An increase in oil transported through our state carries an increase in risk, and these risks must be
comprehensively evaluated along with the need for this pollutant through the scoping period.

A recently report from the National Academy of Sciences found that cleaning up a tar sands spill in a waterway is
significantly more difficult and potentially up to 14.5 times more expensive than cleaning up a non-tar sands oil spill.
The disastrous 2010 Enbridge Line 6B tar sands spill in Michigan made it clear that even a smaller rupture with a
quicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spills would
be cleaned up, the permanent damage to waterways, the impacts to Minnesota’s economy, and its threat to the

Ojibwe culture and wild rice rights.

I call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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