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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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Providing your email address makes Yo a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest envivonmental news,
information, and action alerts via e-mal.
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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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00 1 would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll sizy 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 \.’} §OIRETHRSBA CCH!\'HEBR

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,

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 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.

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 spili.
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
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

(JH«-C{ bel;\ge

NAME (please print)

? L (‘L_ A {‘Jt-c_ e & Jos, Pasn. (a1
ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
lSt- 395 - y2R Y 40 e . 2ol 60 el . Cos
PHONE EMAIL / ’ J

rﬁﬁwould like to get involved

Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Communsty. As a participant, you'l] 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 accountthe 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

acgount the risks a%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 a_n_@_gotential 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
accoynt 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.



Stop Enbridge Oil and Tar Sands Pipeline Expansions ~ _
PL6668/PPL-13-474 and PPL-15-137 \j} §OIRETHRSB§ CCH!\'HEBR

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;pd ptential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

l'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,

| 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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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,
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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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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,

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

information, and action alerts via e-miail.
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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 fiotential 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 potent]ial impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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iding your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll siay 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.

[ 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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0 | 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
account the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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[ 1 would like to get involved
Providing your emas/ 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 tfransported 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
guicker response time in the Mississippi River could be devastating. The DOC needs to scrutinize how spilis 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
agcount the risﬁand 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 ar_!d [qotg_n_tial irt]pact/ojthese 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 a2 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.

t 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,

f 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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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,
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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 ac¢ount 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 thetisks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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o1 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
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.
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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
QOjibwe 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,

[ 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 spilis 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
ac;:lsfnt the rigks 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.

t call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the risks and potential impac’; of these pipeline expansions on water, communﬁies, 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,

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.

[ 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
Qjibwe culture and wild rice rights.

[ call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
acco_).lr}t the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
lo I

[+ A, f / -
T1€. { ) i | iﬁf N L/ i
NAl\?E_ (please pfint) ' 1 N DA T
9LE (o y; WAL ECTV R RS
ADDR/ESS § ) \ I i ~ CI,TY, STATE, ZIP
PHONE EMAIL |

-1 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.



Stop Enbridge Oil and Tar Sands Pipeline Expansions ¥ 3
P 8 PL6668/PPL-13-474 and PPL—1I;-137 | '- j‘ §JRETHRSBA CCHIA'HEBR

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.

| 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 pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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@ I would like to get involved
Providing your email address matkes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'l] 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 spilis 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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U/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 o-masl
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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.

NAME (please print)

20 S AT )@

ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
BlE e 78 G

-\

) BRSNS

PHONE EMAIL

O I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes you a participant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'l] stay informed with the latest environmental news,
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Dear Minnesota Department of Commerce,

t 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.

Al LreeiE s
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7 | would like to get involved
viding your email address makes yor & 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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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,
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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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'O I would like to get involved
Providing your email address makes Yon a particspant in the Sierra Club Community. As a participant, you'll stay informed with the latest environmenial 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.

Chyng W illiams
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.1 would like to get involved
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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.

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 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.

F

Xia Nena  Xiona

NAME (please-print) -

£43 Edmond Al St Rl MN . 5%5[03
ADDRESS CITY, STATE, ZIP
PHONE EMAIL
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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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| 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,
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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.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
ount the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.
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0 | would like to get involved
Providing your email address mafkes you a participant in the Sierra Clut 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.

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,

| 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.

Max ool Corennann
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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.

ODINN  (ASHEN ~SMART
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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 spilis 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 polilutant 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.

[ 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
acgount 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 il 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
accpunt the risks and potential impact of these pipeline expansions on water, communities, and climate.

Mefie.  Ollond
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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 shouid 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 smalier 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,

[ 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 spil.
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 i?'upact 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.

Sipon Vang
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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.

[ 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,

[ 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!?ount 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 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 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.

| call on the Minnesota Department of Commerce to ensure a robust scoping process is conducted that takes into
account the i and pc%al 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 ih 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
acrc unt the nsks and potential |mpact 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 tt}e nsKs and potentsal impact of these plpellne expansn;)'ns 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
acgount the risks and pc__))‘?ntial impact of the§e 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,

| 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) wouid 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 impaz{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 p?tentlal pact 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,
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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 p|pel|ne expa@s lTns 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 spilf 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
accﬂmt 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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0 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.



