From: Michigan Attorney General

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2014 9:17 AM

To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Letter to Governor re: Line 5 Pipelineg in Straits of Mackinac
Attachments: (2014-07-01) FINAL Line 5 Governor Lir Sign On.pdf

From: Liz Kirkwood [mailto:liz@flowforwater.org]

Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2014 6:30 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General; Thelen, Mary Beth (DEQ)

Subject: Fwd: Letter to Governor re: Line 5 Pipeline in Straits of Mackinac

Dear Attorney General Schuette and DEQ Director Wyant:

As Executive Director of FLOW, T am pleased to submit a courtesy electronic copy of a letter to the Governor's
office that has been mailed today concerning the Enbridge Line 5 pipelines under the Straits of Mackinac.

We thank you for your April 29th letter to Enbridge regarding Line 5, and hope this letter will lead to greater
transparency, disclosure, and compliance with the 1953 easement held in public trust.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Liz Kirkwood

Executive Director

For Love of Water (FLOW)
153 1/2 East Front Street,

—————————— Forwarded message ~--------

From; Liz Kirkwood <liz@flowforwater.org>

Date: Tue, Jul 1, 2014 at 4:37 PM

Subject: Letter to Governor re: Line 5 Pipeline in Straits of Mackinac
To: governorsoffice@michigan.gov

Dear Honorable Governor Snyder and Staff:

As Executive Director of FLOW, I am pleased to submit a courtesy copy of a letter that will be mailed today
concerning the Enbridge Line S pipelines under the Straits of Mackinac.

Thank you for your consideration of the letter.

Sincerely,

Liz Kirkwood
Executive Director



FLOW

153 1/2 East Front Street
Traverse City, M1 49684
(231) 944-1568 (w)
(570) 872 4956 (¢)
liz@flowforwater.org
www.flowforwater.org




July 1,2014

The Honorable Rick Snyder
Office of the Governor

P.O. Box 30013

Lansing, Michigan 48909

Re: Lack of Transparency and Compliance Concerning Terms and Conditions of Enbridge’s
1953 Line 5 Pipeline Easement & the State’s Perpetual Public Trust Authority To Protect These
Great Lakes Waters

Dear Governor Snyder:

We the undersigned urge you to swiftly address a very serious matter affecting all citizens of the State

of Michigan: Enbridge’s Line 5 oil pipelines located under the Straits of Mackinac in Lake Michigan-

Huron. These twin 61-year-old pipelines located in the heart of the Great Lakes are one of the greatest
threats to our water, our economy, and our Pure Michigan way of life.

We are encouraged by the joint April 29 letter from the Attorney General’s Office and the Michigan
Department of Environmental Quality (“DEQ™) recognizing the “unique risk™ and initiating a dialogue
about Line 5 with Enbridge, and by your recent creation of the Great Lakes Petroleum Pipeline Task
Force. However, we believe the State of Michigan should require Enbridge to take several immediate
steps to comply with the State’s easement and to protect the Lakes and public trust. Failure to require
these immediate steps would violate the public trust of the State and citizens in the Straits and Great
Lakes.

You and your executive team have express authority under the 1953 easement that grants Enbridge the
pipeline right-of-way, as well as authority under Act 10 of 1953 and the common law of public trust
that govern the use of the lake bottomlands, to demand swift and meaningful action. We urge you to
require that Enbridge immediately:

(1) submit the information the AG and DEQ requested in their April 29 letter and make such
information available to the public;

(2) submit detailed information regarding the product contents, use, and safety of Line 5;

(3) file a conveyance application under the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act (“GLSLA”); and
(4) achieve full compliance with all express terms and conditions of the easement.

The Straits of Mackinac are a natural and cultural treasure held by the State in trust for its citizens,

The powerful underwater currents and extreme winter weather conditions at the Straits make them
ecologically sensitive and would make cleanup or recovery from a pipeline spill especially difficult. In
addition, Line 5 crosses renowned blue-ribbon trout streams, including the famed Au Sable River.
These public gems are in danger. As the National Wildlife Federation underscored in its Sunken
Hazard report, a spill from Line 5 could release up to 1.5 million gallons of oil in just eight minutes.
Futhermore, Enbridge has an unfortunate track record in Michigan and across the country. From 1999



to 2010, Enbridge had over 800 spills that released 6.8 million gallons of oil into the environment.! In
2010, its Line 6B spilled roughly one million gallons of oil into the Kalamazoo River and took
seventeen hours to shut off despite Enbridge’s assurances that it could respond “almost instant[ly]” to a
release.” A spill of similar magnitude in the Straits would spell disaster in the heart of the Great Lakes.

For the past six months, the undersigned have carefully examined the factual and legal aspects of
Enbridge’s Line 5 twin 20-inch pipelines under the Straits. Based on this examination, we are deeply
concerned about Enbridge’s lack of transparency and disclosure regarding its current use of Line 5, as
well as the Company’s compliance record with the terms and conditions of the 1953 easement and
agreements it made under Act 10, P.A. 1953, and the GLSLA and public trust law.

1. Lack of Transparency and Disclosure Raise Deep Concerns about Enbridge’s Compliance
with 1953 Easement Terms and Conditions for Line 5 and Public Act 10

This section summarizes our greatest concerns related to Enbridge’s lack of transparency, disclosure,
and compliance with the 1953 easement terms and conditions for Line 5 (see Exhibit 1).

a. Lack of Transparency and Disclosure about Line 5 Pipeline Maximum Operating
Pressure

The 1953 easement sets forth clear standards for the pipeline’s maximum operating pressure (“MOP”).
Section I of the easement provides that: “The maximum operating pressure of either of said pipe lines
shall not exceed six hundred (600) pounds per square inch gauge” (psig). Some of Enbridge’s own
data for the Iron River to Mackinaw Clty stletch of Line 5 (see Exhibit 2) indicates a MOP of nearly
700 psig with excursions above 1000 psig.® This data raises a number of questions for Enbr idge to
answer: (1) Is this data derived from pipeline testing or is it from normal operating pressurcs? (2)
What is the explanation of data points in the 1000-1250 psig range? (3) While there are two separate
20-inch Enbridge pipelines at the Straits, the data appears to show only one line. Is there a second set
of data for the other line? (4) What is the current actual maximum operating pressure in Line 5, given
the 10% increase in flow that took place in the latter half of 20137 (5) Is Enbudge regularly informing
the State about its MOP?

! Richard Girdard, Polaris Institute, Out on the Tar Sands Mainline: Mapping Enbridge’s Web of Pipelines at
53, available at http:/fwww.tarsandswatch.org/files/Updated%20Enbridge%20Profile.pdf.

? Hearing before the Subconmm. on Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials of the House Comm. on
Transportation and Infrastructure, 111" Cong,. (July 15, 2010) (testimony of Richard Adams, Vice President of
Enbridge Energy Company, Inc.), available at http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CHRG-
111hhrg57487/html/CHRG-111hhrg57487.him (last visited Feb. 10, 2014).

* In the attached Exhibit 3, there is a description of the use of Line 5, changes in the pressure, and use of the line
based on evolving energy markets in the United States and Canada. Critical to the easement and public
disclosure requirements are the characteristics of the product being transported, which would significantly
change the nature of a pipeline breach and the resulting natural resource catastrophe that would occur. A review
of Enbridge’s website listing products carried in Line 5 reveals some 32 different petrolewm products, including
synthetic crudes, flowing through Line 5 under the Straits.
http://www.enbridee.com/~/media/www/Site%20Documents/Delivering%20Energy/Shippers/Table%6202%20F !

NAL .pdf




Enbridge must publicly answer these and other critical questions about Line 5 under the Straits. It
appears that they have significantly increased the risk of pipeline failure and impairment of public uses
of the waters of the Great Lakes and other state natural resources, which are “held in trust” by the
language of the easement and Act 10. Enbridge should be required to immediately disclose all of its
pipeline pressure data and information so that the State can make an informed decision about whether
Enbridge is in compliance with the easement, Act 10, and public trust law.

b. Failure to Fully Disclose Records of Oil and All Other Substances Being Transported in
Line 5 Pipeline

The 1953 easement includes Section I, which gives the State explicit power to review Enbridge’s
records.® It reads:

Grantee shall permit the [State] to inspect at reasonable times and places its records of oil or
any other substance being transported and shall, on request, submit to [the State] inspection
reports covering the automatic shut-off and check valves and metering stations used in
connection with the Straits of Mackinac crossing,

It is clear that the DEQ, the AG, and you as Governor have the legal authority and duty to require that
Enbridge disclose and make open and available all information and documentation pertaining to any
oil or other substance transported through Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac. We applaud your
decision to request that information in the joint letter and the formation of a task force. Enbridge’s
failure to provide this information and data in the past and failure to respond with the requested
information would be a clear violation of Section I of the easement. We urge you to enforce the
easement and make all information that you find and receive public. [fany information is withheld we
ask you to enforce the casement as well as the public trust duties that require such information and
authorization under the GL.SLA as described in Section 2 of this letter.

¢. Failure to Observe Maximum Span of Unsupported Pipeline Requirements and
Incomplete Data about Minimum Curvature Requirements

Section A(10) of the easement provides that: “The maximum span or length of pipe unsupported shall
not exceed 75 feet.” Based on DEQ FOIA documents, it appears that prior to 2001, sections of Line 5
under the Straits did not have the required support structures demanded by the express terms of the
casement. For example, in 2001 Enbridge, in what it characterized as an “emergency,” applied for a
joint DEQ and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers permit under the GLSLA® and the River and Harbors
Act “to provide support underneath our pipelines in sections where the pipeline shows spans

* As part of the easement’s negotiations, Lakehead Pipe Line Company (“Lakehead”) (later renamed Enbridge
in 2001) agreed to the State’s comprehensive set of requirements and conditions, plans, and specifications that
were made expressly part of the requirements of the 1953 easement: “14. It is agreed that the final easement for
the crossing of the Straits will include, among other covenants, clauses requiring: e. The records of oil being
transported across the Straits of Mackinac to be open and available at reasonable times and places to authorized
representatives of the Department.” Department of Conservation Archives, Conservation Commission, Feb. 13,
1953, Memorandum to Director, Feb. 10, 1953, Section 1, 1953 easement,

* Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act, MCL 324.32501 et seq. See Section 2 of this letter.



unsupported over too great a distance” (see Exhibit 4). Since 2001, the company has continued to
apply for joint inspection and maintenance permits under the GLSLA to install more structures on the
bottomlands of the Straits (see Exhibit 5), but has not completed the process.6 Moreover, Enbridge has
a pending permit request for more support structures in 2014.”

However, there is a more basic question involving Enbridge’s obligation to apply for full authorization
from the State under the GLSLA for occupancy and use of public trust bottomlands and waters of the
Great Lakes. To date, Enbridge has tried to circumvent the need to obtain such authorization under the
GLSLA and public trust by characterizing these new support structures and its expanded use of Line 5
as mere “maintenance.”® The 1953 easement does not satisfy the GLSLA, and these new structures
and expanded use require a complete application for Line 5, with public notice, hearings, full and
careful review, and due findings and determinations regarding impacts and alternatives in compliance
with the statute and public trust law, Enbridge has not obtained the proper authorization or permission
from the State to place its anchoring support structures that occupy and use the public trust
bottomlands and waters of the Great Lakes.

Finally, Section A(4) of the easement specifies pipeline curvature limitations: “The minimum
curvature of any section shall be no less than two thousand and fifty (2050) feet radius.” Given the
topography of the bottomland of the Straits, we are concerned that Enbridge has not met this
requirement, and that modificationis to the line over the intervening years may have violated this
provision. We ask that Enbridge be required to provide actual and current data showing that no section
of Line 5 at or under the Straits violates this requirement.

d. Lack of Adequate Liability Insurance to Cover the Indemnity Provision

The $1 billion cost associated with the breach of Line 6B along the Kalamazoo River raises serious
questions regarding the sufficiency of the protection offered by the 1953 easement. At a minimum,
insurance coverage should include the potential costs and losses, including damages to natural
resources and their public uses. Indeed, Section J(1) requires the Grantee Enbridge (formerly
Lakehead) to “maintain ... during the life of the easement... a Comprehensive Bodily Injury and
Property Damage Liability policy, bond, or suvety, in form and substance acceptable to the Granfor in
the sum of af feast One Million Dollars ($1,000,000).”°

% In 2010 after receiving a permit from the DEQ under the GLSLA for additional anchoring structures to support
the pipeline, Enbridge notified DEQ that “we do not have the future structure locations determined at this
point,” “nor the scope of the projects to come...”” Email from Enbridge Jacob Jorgenson to Scott Rasmussen
(DEQ) and Gina Nathan (ACE), Nov. 18, 2014.

T MEC staff spoke with DEQ’s Kristi Wilson listed on Enbridge’s permit notice # 14-49-0017-P who explained
that Enbridge is adding additional anchoring structures, about 30-40 along the center section of the pipeline.
This is phase 2 of Enbridge’s project. Several years ago, Enbridge completed the northern section, and plans to
complete the southern section of the pipeline in the future. A draft public notice will be posted in early July
2014, and DEQ will gather comments en environmental impacts during a 20-day public comment period.
http://www.deq.state.mi.us/ciwpis/ciwpis.asp (DEQ website then type in Enbridge and Permit # 14-49-0017-P).
® Email J. Arevalo, DNRE (now DEQ) to K. Benson, DNRE, Sept. 7, 2010. )

? (Emphasis added.) Insurance contracts must bé reviewed continuously to ensure that there are no exclusions or
exceptions to coverage of the policy and the financial assurances required by the terms of the 1953 easement.




We believe that a $1 million policy is wholly unacceptable to the State. It does not come close to
covering the “liability herein imposed” under the casement, which means “all damage and losses” to
people and the water, resources, and public trust of the State. The State should immediately require
sufficient coverage.'”

In sum, any failure by Enbridge to make its records and information open and available puts Enbridge
out of compliance with the easement provisions imposed by state approval under Act 10. This
demands a swift remedy to enforce the easement and protect the Straits and the public trust as
described below.

2. Lack of Accountability and Compliance with the Requirements of the Public Trust in the
Waters and Bottomlands of the Great Lakes

As Governor of Michigan, you are the State’s primary trustee of the waters, bottomlands, and related
natural resources of the Great Lakes, representing some 20 percent of the world’s fresh surface water.
These Great Lakes and their connecting and tributary waters are held in perpetual solemn public trust
for the citizens of Michigan, who are the trust’s legal beneficiaries.

The public trust duty is continuing and perpetual.'’ Enbridge may claim the 1953 easement grants it
exclusive rights that are not subject to the exercise of the State’s public trust title and authority.
However, the easement recognizes Enbridge’s use and operations are subject to Act 10’s reservation
that the State’s bottomlands are “held in trust.” Moreover, the water is held by the State in public trust,
and the State cannot subordinate its title or control to protect the public trust in favor of a private
concern.'? Enbridge cannot claim its easement is “grandfathered,” and the State is not estopped in any
manner to exercise its authority and com}l)ly with its duties to protect the public trust, including Part
325, Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act, 3 and demand for information and compliance with the
standards imposed by public trust law." This public trust duty requires complete transparency,
disclosure, and accountability on the part of any person or entity that uses or occupies these public trust
bottomlands and waters.

In the last year, Enbridge has increased the pumping pressure and transport of crude oil products
(synthetic “light crude™) derived from tar sands and/or the Bakken in this aging 61-year-old pipeline.
The State’s public trust duties, along with Enbridge’s obligations, demand strict accountability for the
nature, volume, and pressure of all liquids and substances transported through Line 5. A release or
spill from Line 5 would result in unconscionable devastation and impairment to the public use of these
waters. The State cannot allow the status quo in the use of Line 5 on public trust bottomlands or

' Documents held by the Department of Natural Resources’ (“DNR”) Real Estate Division reveal that the

Grantee, Lakehead (now Enbridge), was in breach of the easement’s indemnity provision between at least

August 1970 and October 1970. According to Lakehead, the indemnity breach had occurred because the rider
“attached to the Company’s one million dollar insurance policy deleted coverage for damage caused by oil

pollution. The documents reveal that the State knew of this breach and temporarily allowed the insurance gap

because if reasoned that Lakehead was a solvent company with assets of U.S. $192 million (see Exhibit 6).

"' people ex rel Director of Conservation v Broedell, 365 Mich 201, 205 (1961).

"2 Ilinois Central R Rd v Illinois, 146 US 387 (1892).

B MCL 324.32501 et seq. (“GLSLA”).

" people v Broedell, supra note 11.



overlying waters unless Enbridge can demonstrate — as required by the easement, the GLSLA, and
public trust law — that this five-mile submerged pipeline will not likely harm public trust waters, the
ecosystem, fishing, commerce, navigation, recreation, drinking water and other uses that depend on
these waters.

As trustee and the “sworn guardians”'” of these waters, lands and uses, you, the Attorney General,
DEQ, and DNR have broad authority to demand that Enbridge conform to the duties and standards and
correct or address any violations or potential violations of public trust faw. Accordingly, we urge you
as trustee to exercise this unfettered authority under the GLSLA and public trust law in the Great
Lakes to demand such transparency, disclosure, accountability, and compliance wherever required.

Next Steps
Enbridge’s recent changes in transporting synthetic crude products and significantly increasing

pumping pressure in Line 5 under the Straits demand that the Company immediately take the following
actions required by the easement, Act 10, and/or state public trust law:

1. Submit the information the AG and DEQ requested in their April 29 letter and make such
information available to the public;

2. Disclose in detail all oil and other liquids or substances that have been, are, or will be
transported through Line 5 pipelines under the Straits;

3. File an application for conveyance authorization from the DEQ under the GLSLA and

public trust law, coupled with a comprehensive analysis of likely impacts on water,
ecosystem, and public uses in the event of a release, and demonstrate that Line 5 will
conform with the State’s perpetual public trust duties and standards for occupying and
using the waters and bottomlands of the Straits and Lake Michigan-Huron; and

4, Achieve full compliance with all express terms and conditions of the easement.

Conclusion

Line 5 is a Michigan and a Great Lakes public trust issue, not a partisan one. No one is above the
public trust responsibilities and standards that apply to Lake Michigan-Huron. Because the stakes are
so high, we urge you, as the State’s highest-level executive and trustee, to protect our public trust
lands, waters, and uses by taking additional swift action on Line 5. It is the State’s duty to ask: Is
Enbridge’s transport of any kind of oil (particularly synthetic crude products in any amount) or other
liquid or gas in Line 5, with the associated risk of catastrophic spills, consistent with the State’s
obligation and requirements for anyone to occupy and use the waters and bottomlands of the Straits
and Great Lakes under the GLSLA and public trust?

The time to act is now, given the age of the pipeline and Enbridge’s recent efforts to increase Line 5°s
capacity and a change in product to heavier synthetic crude. Public trust authority under constitutional,
statutory, and common law require Enbridge to disclose all relevant information on Line 5, including
what actual product(s) is being pumped through the Straits, and provide the much needed transparency
and accountability to ensure our common waters are protected for current and future generations.

' Obrecht v National Gypsum Co., 105 NW2d 143, 149 (Mich 1960).




Failure on the part of Enbridge to fully comply is a grave breach of the easement, agreements, GLSLA
and the duties imposed under public trust law applicable to the Straits and the Great Lakes.

Given your high and solemn duty as trustee and the gravity of this matter, representatives of the
undersigned organizations would like to meet with you and your office to discuss this matter at your
earliest convenience. We will contact your office Wlthm the next 5 days to set up a time that is suitable

for you and your staff.

Sincerely

W

James Clift
Policy Director
Michigan Environmental Council (MEC)

Liz Kirkwooed
Executive Director
For Love of Water (FLOW)

(/]Mﬂ

James Olson
President and Founder
For Love of Water (FLOW)

—l—&mm&: \EMMJE(L

Howard Learner
Executive Director
Environmental Law & Policy Center (ELPC)

L

Hans Voss
Executive Director
Michigan Land Use Institute (MLUI)

Jrinl ik

Lisa Wozniak
Executive Director
League of Conservation Voters (LCV)

U Kot

Cheryl Kallio
Associate Director
Freshwater Future

(e I, /27),H

Ann Rogers
Northwest Michigan Environmental Action
Council NMEAC)



Rev. Debra Hansen

Concerned Citizens of Cheboygan and Emmet

Counties

LY b

Phil Bellfy
Project Director
Article32.0rg

Peggy Case
President

Michigan Citizens for Water Conservation
(MCVC)

S e P4

Mindy Koch, President
Michigan Resource Stewards

Ao (S

Beth Wallace
Executive Director
SURF Great Lakes.org

Karen Martin

Founder

Straits Area Concerned Citizens for Peace,
Justice and the Environment (SACCPIE)

Bill Latka /s/
TC350.0rg

Cottt b,

Christine Crissman
Executive Director
The Watershed Center Grand Traverse Bay

Nicholas Occhipinti

Potlicy Director

West Michigan Environmental Action
Council (WMEAC)

Fred Kiogima, Chairman /s/
Little Traverse Bay Bands of Odawa Indians

Jim Bricker /s/
Straits Area Audubon Society




Exhibits to July 1, 2014 Letter to Honorable Snyder

Re: Lack of Transparency and Compliance Concerning Terms and
Conditions of Enbridge’s 1953 Line 5 Pipeline Easement & the
State’s Perpetual Public Trust Authority To Protect These Great
Lakes Waters



Exhibit 1: 1953 Easement

SIRAIZS OF MAGKINAC PIPE LINE EASEMEW
CONSERVATION OCMMISSION OF THE STAER OF NIGHIOAN
20
LAKEARAD PIPE LINE CONPANY, INC.

PHIS EASEMEWY, excoubed this itenty-third day of April, A. D. 1953, by
the Stata of Wichigen by the Conservation CGormisaion, ‘5;’ Yaylacd Osgood, Dopuby
Director, acting under snd pursuent bto & raseluilion adophed by bho Oonsarvation
Oopntsslon at it9 weeblng held on February 13, 19573, and by virive of the anthor-
Lty conforred by Aot No. 10, P, A. 1953, hereinaftez: referred bo ag Granfor, %o
Lekeheed Pipe Line Qompany, Ine,, & Delavara sorporation, of 510 27nd Avenue

Fask, Superior, Wisconeln, hereinsfbed referred to as Urantes,

HIZHBSSELR:

%mxams; spplication has been cade by Grantes for an ¢asement author-
izing it to construet, lay and raintain p‘lpe‘ lines over, through, urder and
upon certain lake Botion lands belonging to the Shate of Hilchigans and under
the jurisdiotlon of the Departnent of Oongervation, iocatied In the Stralts of
Hackinge, Michigan, for ths pwpoese of transporting pstroleva and other pro-

duota; and

WHEREAS, tha Conservation Goﬁaission 1a of the opinton that the pre-
pesed pipe line sysbea wlll be of benefit to ull of the people of tho State

of ¥ichigen ard in furtberance of the publioc welfare; snd

WHERPAS , the Congsrvation Cormission duly considered bthe epplica-
tlon of Grantge and abt 1ts mealing held on the 13th dey of February, A D.

1953, approved the conveyance of an eagoment,

~le
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YO, THERBFORE, for and in considerntion of the sum of Tho
Thousard Four Rurdred Fifty Dollars (32,450,00), tbe receipt of which £'é
heveby acknovledged, and for and in considerstion of tha undertukings of
Grantse and subject to the bermis and conditions set forth hereln, Grantor
hereby conveys shi quly clsins, withoub warranty express or lmplied, %o
Granten sp eseement to constiuet, lay, maintaln, use and operate btwe (2}
pipe lines, one %o ba loceted within each of the %wo parcels eof 'out.s-:m lands
horeinafter deseribed, and each to conslst of twendy ingh {20°) O D pipe,
together with anchors and cbher necsusary eppurbenances and fixtures, for
the purpese of traneporting any meterizl ox subatancs which cen Yo convayed
through a pipe line, ever, through, under and upon the portion of the battem
lends of the Stralks of Mackinec in the State of Michigan, togebther with %he

right to enter upon said bottom lands, deseribed as follows:

A1l bobtton lends of tha Straits of Mackinao. in the Siate
of Michigan, lying wivhin sn area of fifty {50) feet on
eaoh side of the following two center Iines!

(1) Bastarly Ceater Line: Beaimning ab a polnt on the
northerly shore line of tha Straite of Mackineg on a
bearing of South twenty-four degrees, no pinukes snd thirty-
six ssconde Past (9 20° 60! 26% E) and distant one fhousand
deven hundred and twelve and sight-tenths feet (1,712.8)
from United States Lake Survey Tviangelation Station Green”
{United Statos Lake Survey, Latibude B5° 501 00", Longituds
B8 Wiy 587), gald point of Veglnning velng the intersection
of the centgr line of a juwenby inch {207) pipe line and the
anld nprtherly shore line: thence, on a bearing of South
fourtoen degroes thivby-seven minutes and fourteen goconds
Hest (3 14 97 147 ¥) g diatance of nineteen thoussnd one
hurdred end forty-six and no Eenths feab {19,145.0!) to &
polnt on tho soubherly shore line of the Siraits of Haokinac
which point is the inberae¢tion of the sald canter line of
the twenty inch {20%) pipe 1ine and tha sald southerly
shora line; and ie distant seven hundred and seventy-four
and seven tonths fest {774,771} and on a bearing of South
thizby-slx degreen, sightesn minubes and forby-five seconds
West (3 26° 18! 45" W) from United States Lake Survey Tri-
angulat ion Statlon ®A, Mackiano West Base® (United States

-2
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Ioke Survey, Labtituds 850 A7' 148, Zongitude &4
LG gaky, ’

(2) Yesberly fenber Iinse: Beglnning at a point on the
northeriy shors lina of the Straits of Mackinme on a
baaring of South forty-nlne degress, tventy-five minutes
and, forty-seven seconds Pash (8 4%° 25! 477 B) and die-
tant tvo thousand six hundred and thirty-four and nins
tenths feat (2,63%.97) from Unlted States Triangulation
Station ¥Green® {United States Lake Survey. Latitude

hs® 501 007, Longitude 84° LU 589) gald point of be-
ginning being the Intersection of the center line of a
tweaty inch (20"} pipe 1ine and the said noriherly shore
1lne; thence or & bearing of South fourteen degrees,
thirty-seven minubes and fourteen seconds Yeat {8 14°
37! 14" W), a dlstance of ninetesn thousand four hundred
and sixty-£ive and po tenthe fest {19,465.0') to a point
on the sontherly shore line of the Straits of Maockinao
which polnd is the interseotion of the eald center 1line
of the twenty ineh (207) pipe line and the sald southerly
ghode 1ine 21d 13 distant one thougand no hurdred and
thirty-eix and four tentha feet {1,036.41) on a bearing
of Soukh slaby-thrss degrosd, twenby minutes and fifby-
four seconds Fast {9 63 20) 54M R) from Unifed States
Lalce Survey Triangulation Statlon A, Mackinac Wesh
Base® {United Stebpa Leks Survey, Labkitude 45° A7t 340,
Lorgitude B4 U6V 220).

PO HAVE AND 70 HOLD the sald easezent unbo said Grantes. its

guccesaors and asslgns, subjsob to the Yerms snd condlilons herein ‘set

forth, until terminated 83 hereinafter provided.

Phis easerent is granted subjeot o the following terms and

candifttons:

A. Grantee in its sxercize of rights under this eagément,
including its designing, conatructing, basiing. operabting,
paintaining, ond, in the eveat of the tormination of thie
eassnent, ites Avandoninz of eald pipe limes, shall follew
the wsual, necessary and proper procedurds for the type of
operation invelved, and at a1l times shall e¢xerclae the duse

cara of a reagonably prudent person for the safety and welfare
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of all persons snd of all publie and private property,
shall ecomply with all laws of the Gtate of Michizan and

of btbe Federal G':;v.erment. nnlgas Orantss shall bte con-
tenting the same in good Ffalth by appropriabe proceedings,
and, in s.ddition, Grantes shall coeply with the following
sindzum speaifications, conditions snd regulrements, unless

complisnce therewith ia waived or the specifications or

tondivions modified in writing by Orantor:

{1) ALl pipe lime 1sid in water up to fifty
(50} feet in depth shsll be 1sld in a didch
vith pot less than fifteen (15) fest of cover
The cover shall taper off ‘to- seTa {0) feet ab

an spproximite depth of sixty-five (63) faet.
Should 1t be discovered that the botstom material
ig hard rook, the ditch esy ve of lesser depth,
bub still desp enoﬁgh to prétect tha pipe lines

I

ageinst ice and snchor damages

{2) Minimua tasting specifications of the twenty
inch (20“} 0D pips Idnes shall be nok less than

the following!?

Shop Teat——mmmmmmm 1,700 pournde par square inch gavge
Asganbly Tester—uw. 1,500 pounds per sguare inch gauge

Installation Test--1,200 ponnds par square inch gauge
Operating Pressure- 400 pounds per square inch geugs

{3) A11 wolded Joinbo ehall be tested by X-Ray.

-l
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{4} %he ninimin cuwrvaturs of any ssol on of
pipe shall be no Lless thaa two thousand and

gifey (2,050) feot radius.

{3} BAutomatlo gas-operated ghut-off volves
shall be Instalied and salntained on the north

end of each lina.

(8) Autozatic check valvas ghall be installed

ard painialned on the south end of each lins.

{7) The espty pipe ehall have a negative buecyancy

of thirty (30) or mere pounds per linear foob,

{8) ©athodic proteotion shall be inatalled to

pravent deforioration of pipe.

{9) A£11 pips shall ba protested by asphall priner
ceat, by inner wrap and ouber wrap composed of
glags fiber fabric materisl end one inch by four

fnoh {17 x 41) slats, prier to installatien.

{10) fTha paxizun span or length of plpe unsupperbsd

shell not exoeed saventy-five {75) feet.

{11} The pipe welght shall no% be lass than one

hundred sixby (160) pounds per linear foot, .

{12) The waxizua carbon contend of ¥he steel, from
which the pipe is manufactured, shall not be in

oxgess of 27 par cent.

14
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{13} 1In locations where £i11 ia used, tha top of the

£111 shall be no less than £fifty {50} feeb wide.

(1%} In reapsct %o other specifications, the line
shell be fa?nstmated in conforrence wlth the dotailed
plans and speciflestions herstofore filed by fGrantss
with Lands Division, Department of Qonservation of

the State of Hlchigan,

Grentee shall give timely notlce te the Grantor in writing:

(1) 0f the %ire and place for the cormencewent of
consbruction over; throuvgh, under or upon Ehe botton
lands covered by this eassment, =zald notlice o be

given at least five (5) days in edvance thereof:

{2} Of compliance with sny and all requirezents of
the Unlted Staktes Comst Guard for zarking the location

of #aid pipe lines;

{3} Of tho £illing of aaid pipe lines with oil or

any other substance being trenaportsd commerially;

(4} ©Of sny breaks opr lesks discevered by Grantes in
sald plps 1!.1'1;3, sald notlice %o bve given by telaphona
prowptly upon diacovery and thereafter confirzed by

regiatered mall;

&

i
|
i
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{5) ©of the completion of sny repalrs of sald
pipe lines, sud Yime of testing thereof, sald
notioa to be given in sufficient time to par-
nit Grantor's authorized representatives o be
nredent at the inspeciion and te;ting of Lthe

pipe lines after sald repairs) and

(6) 0f eny pian or intention of OGrantes to
abanden said pipe lines, said nobise fo be ’ :
given at lemst sixby (60) days prior to commence-

zont of abendonment operations,

¢, The easement heveid conveyed cay be terminated by

Grantor}

{1} 1If, efter being mnotified in writing by
Grantor of any speoifled Dreach of ths berms
and conditiona of thls easement, drsntse shall

fail to correct gmid dreach within ninety (90)

days, or, having comnenced resedial action within
such ninety {90} day perted, such later btins as

1% is reasonably peseslble for the frantea to cor-
rect said breach by appropriate action ant the |
exarcisa of due diligencqa in ths eorysotion theraof} |

or 1
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{2) 1f Grsntes fails to start consbruction of
the pipe lines authorized herein within two years

from date of executi.on of this instzument; or

(3) If Grantee fails for any consecutive three-
yeay pe:jiorl- to fnaka ‘subsbantisl use of asald pipe
1lines con*-;s;rcially and alge fails to main-tain aaid
pipe lines during aeid period in such conditlen as
to be available to comzarcisl uae within thisty

{30} daye.

D, Uopatruetion of the pips linss contemplabed by this
instrument shall not bs comzenced unbil all necesssry anthori-
zabion and assenty of the Corps of Bngineara, United States
Army, so far as concerng the public rights of navigabion,

ghall have Dewn obbained.

E. In the event of any relocation: replacement, majer yspair,
or sbandonment of eithor of the pipe lines mubhorized by this

ongenont; Orantee shall obtaln Grantor's writbten apprevsl of

procedurss, methods end materisls %o be folloved or uged prior

to cormenoenant thersoef,

F. The maxismur operating predsure of either of said pipe lines

ahell not oxceed six hundred {600) pounds per squars inch

gange,

~B8-
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If there is a break or leak of an apparent brosk or
laak in sither of said pips lines, or if Grantor notifies
Grantca that 1d has good and sufficiont avidence that
there is or may be a bresk or leak therein, Grontwse shall
im:ediately and completely shubt down the pipe 1ine involved
and gald pipe line shall not bs placed in operation wniil
Grantae has copducted & glmt-in twe (2) hour pressure test
of alx hundred (600} pounds per square inch gauge shouing
that no eubatance lg #scaplng frem a break ¢r lask in sald

pipe lina.

G. If oil or other substance oscnpes from a break or leak in
the sald pipe lines, Orantee shall irmediately take all ugusl,
necssgary end proper measuras Yo eliminate any oil or othar

gubatance vhich may escapo.

H. In the event the vasenent horeln conveyed is Serminated
#ibh respect to oither or both of =aid pips 1ines, or if any

part or portlon ¢f a pipe line {3 sbandoned, Grenbtee ehall

take all of the uguml, neeestary and propor abandonment pro-
cedures as requirgd and approved by Grantor. Said abandon- )
went operations shall Yo co:@letaé_. to %the satisfackion of
Orantor within one year aftor sny abandonment of any part

or porbtion of a plpe line; or in event of terwinetion of this
easenent, within one year thoreaftsr, Aftar the expiration

of one year following the teroination of this sasenment, Granten

18




shall at the optlion of Orantor guits claim to the Stebe of chhig&h
a1l of ite right, title and interest in or to any pipe line, sppurbe-
nances or fixtures rezaining over, through, under ox wupon the botiom
lards covered by this emsexenf. Abandonment procedures s uged
horeln inolude all operations that way Yo reascnably nsceéseary o

protect 1ife and properiy from éubsequanh injury.

1. Granteo shall pernit Gzanbor to inspect at remsonsble bines
and places iis rscords of oil or szy other substencs being trang-
ported in said pipe lines and ehalil, on request, subais bo
Grantor inspee.tic;n reports covering the antomatic shub-off and
check valves and mobering atations used in conneetion with the

Shraits of Mackinac crossing.

F. (1) Grentes shali indennify epd hold harmless the State of
Michigan from all demege or losses ceused Io property (ineluding
property belonging 4o or held in irust by the State of chhlga_n),

o persons due to er arising out of the operations or astions of

Grankee, tts amployees, servants and agents hereunder. Grantee

shall place in effest prior Yo the consiruation of the pipe lines

authorized by this easement &nd ehall malntala in full force ard
effact: during the lifa of this eamsemzent, and until Grantor has
approved corpletion of abandonzent operakions, a Comprehensive
Bodily Injury and Property Denage Liability policy, bond or surety,
in form and substance acceptable to Cranter in the san of at least
One ¥illion Dollars {$1,000,000.00), covering tho liability hereln

inpoded upon Urantag,

~102 i
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{2) Orantes, prior %Yo comuencing sonsbtruction of
the pipe nna!:s autho;ized by thio essement, shall
provide the State of Michigan with a sureby bord

in the penal sum of One Furdred Thousand Dollars
{$100,000.00) in fors and substence acogptabie %o
Grantor, and asurety or surebties approved by Grantor,
to well, truly and falthifully perform the terms,
conditione and requirementa of this easenont. Said.'
bond shall be raiateined in full forge and effast
during the 1ife of this sasement and wntil dranior
hag approved completion of {(rantss’as abandenment
operations. Sald bond shall noé be reduced in smount

except with the wrliben consent ef Grantor.

¥, Orantea shell within sixty (60) days theresfter notify

Grantor in writing of sny assignaent of this easenent.

L. The terms and conditions of this easenent shall he bind-
Ang upon and imare to the benefit of the respective successors

and assigna of Branier and Grantes,

¥, Al pights not epecifically coenveyed harein are reserved
%o the State of Nichigan, '

~11~
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Exhibit 2
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Exhibit 3: Background on Line 5 Pipeline Changes

By way of recent background, in 2012 Enbridge completed a $100 million expansion with minimal
public awareness. By upgrading pumping stations, Enbridge was able to increase the pressure along the
645-mile Line 5 pipeline in order to meet the increasing demand from light crude oil refineries in the
upper Midwest and Ontario, Canada. Enbridge’s expansion increased Line 5 pipeline product flow by
10 percent from 490,000 to 540,000 barrels per day, or 2.1 million galions per day. In doing so,
Enbridge increased Line 5°s pipeline pressure by 20 percent, depending on the viscosity of the product
being pumped and transported.

To date, representations by Enbridge indicate that Line 5 carries only light crude oil products from the
Bakken oilfields in North Dakota. Enbridge officials have stated that they have no current plans to
transport heavy crude or tar sands oil via Line 5. Nevertheless, Enbridge readily admits that it pumps
“synthetic crude” through Line 5.'° Synthetic crude is an intermediate product, made from tar sands,
that requires further refining before it becomes a useful product such as gasoline. The physical
propetties of synthetic crude are not clearly defined, making it possible for Enbridge to transport a
crude material that is not truly tar sands, but still far more hazardous and harmful than normal light
crude.

Enbridge’s Line 5 changes to its pipeline and transported oil products present a high-risk scenario,
increasing the magnitude of harm and likelihood of a catastrophic oil spill for Michigan and the Great
Lakes. Line 5 presents a particularly heightened and unique risk because as the AG and DEQ explain
in their letter: “Strong currents in the Straits could rapidly spread any oil leaked from the pipelines into
both Lakes Huron and Michigan, causing grave environmental and economic harm.” Moreover,
“[e]fforts to contain and clean up leaks in this area would be extraordinarily difficult, especially if they
occurred in winter or other severe weather conditions that commonly occur at the Straits.” Synthetic or
other oil derived from tar sands will make it even more difficult to contain and clean up.

' A review of Enbridge’s website listing products carried in Line 5 reveals some 32 different petroleum
products, including synthetic crudes, flowing through Line 5 under the Straits.
http://www.enbridge.com/~/media/www/Site%20Documents/Delivering%20Energy/Shippers/Table%202%20F |

NAL.pdf
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Exhibit 4

ENBRIDGE

Entridge Enorgy Cempany, Inc. Grant P, Heanlngsan
Lake Suparior Piaco Supendsor, CiviMechanical Engineering
21 West Supesicr Streel Adam J. Ertekson
Dululh, MN 553022067 Engineer
wanve.enbridgepariners.com Tel 218 72505438
Fax 218 7250584
adam.ericksongenbridge-us.com

September 14, 2001

Mr. John Arevalo

Michigan Depariment of Environimental Quality
Gaylord District

2100 West M-32

Gaylord, Ml 49735

Re:  Enbridge Energy's Joint Permit Application for Repair Work to be Completed on
Crude Oll Transmission Pipelines Located in the Straits of Mackinac.

Dear Mr. Arevalo:

As follow-up to our telephone conversation held yesterday regarding the above referenced
project, enclosed is a Joint Permit Application for repair work to be conducted on Enbridge's
{formerly Lakehead Pipeline) two 20-inch diameter pipelines. Ws have been in coptact with the
U.S. Army Gorp of Engineers and they will be issuing a permit for this repair work toeday. They
have assigned case number 880161211 to the project. These emergency preveniative
maintenance repairs. must be completed as soon as possible. We are scheduled to begin repair
work on Sunday morning, Seplember 16, 2001,

We appreciate your work to expedile the approval process. If you have any questions or
comments, please feel free to contact me at {218) 725-0548.

Sincerely,
[(.,5,4(%" s (//t e

Adam J. Erickson
Engineer

Enclosure:  Joint Permit Applicalion
Indications map

c: John Sobojinski — LPL
Grant Henningsen — LPL
Barry Power — LPL
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Exhibit 4 (cont’d)

US Arnty Corps of Englneers {USACE) Mlchigan Dapackmant of Environmental Guatity (MOEQ)  DERY
Pravious USACE Pemd o $1g Nvhar Racaivad Lend and Waler Masgament Diisian, MSEO?e Humber »

wi 3| - LWMD/DEQ - 0 A4 -804l e
g USACE Fia Muzisr § 1 Maring Oparslog Pemd turbet g
3] H1 SEP 172001 | =
g & | Fegrecelved § 1 2 I't?l
= ™~ GAYLORD fEp.eo -EH5

+ Prinkdn black, blue, or red Ink and complaie alt items in Seclions Tihrough 9 and those tems fn Sestions 10 through 21 that apply lo your proposed project.

" PAGJECT LOCATION INFORMATION
« Referto your property’s fegal daseription for the Townstip, Rangs, and Section Infermation, and your propaity tax bl for your Propery Tax kendticaton Number(s).

Address . Township Hama(s) &/ Township(s) | Rangels) | Seclionfs

LAKE MICHIGAN BeTeen UMER T LoweR uinsvis Pl A | T b7

GiyNdzge  » /A Cearrdlyfies) N/ﬁ Properly Tax Idanbification Number(s) & /;;

Hama of Watorbod, Projett Hama of Job Numbes SubdishevPlal A Lot Bumber Private Cldm
Lake MichieY IR TAR /7 |

Profect iypas [Tprvate Tpubteigoromment Exfindustial [ commerciat [ Tawfamdy

{chack all that appty} [ bu%cf?g addl'e;:n Unowbuldogorstiuche [ buildding ranovation or restorafion (T diver restoration [} singlatamy

olher (explain

The proposad project Is on, within, or invoies {check all that zpply) ] 2 tegaly established Counly Drain (date establshed ¥

asteam 14 pored iess han 6 acres) B0 a Greal Laka or Section 10%aters [ anatwal sver

adver [Tachanaeteanat [t a desigrated high risk erosonarea  [ladam [] a stawctrs removal

T adBeh or dein ] an inand ks {more than 5 acros} [} desigrated erntical dung area {Jawslland [ a iy crossing

[ 14 floadivay area {714 100-year Boodplain 3 a desionated environmental area 1500 seot of an gxisting walarbody
DESCRIBE PROPOSED PROJECT ARD ASSOCIATED ACTIVITIES, AND THE CONSTRUGTION SEQUENCE AHD METHCDS
s Altach separitn sheels, as needed, Including necessasy drawings, skalchias, or plans, FROSECT 15 Yo fhovide SOPPORT  UnDENEATH
OLR PIPEUNES (N SECTIONS WHERE YHE PIPELINE SPANS -UN-SUPRRTED OVER Too GREAT A MSTRAXE,
GReUT BAGS with BE PLAUED BONEATH THE UNSUNDRIE) Sccnows THew FHLE witH GROUT VIA

APIMPING RIG LOLATED ON A BARGE AT THE SURFACE . ghour HOSES il BE Compecred BY DWELS,

Kl AFPLICANT, AGENTICONTRAGTOR, AND PROPERTY GVIRER INFORMATION

« The appicant can be cither the propeddy cuner or tha parson of company that propases 1o underlake the stiivity.
+ 1l the appcant 35 a corporation, bath the corporation and s cuner st provida & witlen gocumant avthorzing the ageniiconiracior lo 221 ¢n bhalr tehal,

i nd oot
i N e

| staziog Akdress Al WEIT SUPRIOR STREET Addiess
Y oL I P Y Gy Sale  ZpCod
Dayiinw Takophona Humber with Arsa Code 283 735~ 05 48 Daysme Telephona Number wih Area Cods

"TR18) TR5- 0564 Abam. ERKKsow @ uSPL. ENBRIME, Eam el

3 the appTeant the sole vwnar of 1 propedy on whish this project is Lo bo constated and a proparty invodeed or impacled by this pralect? [ ] o B Yes
{IF Mo, prenide a lellar signed by the propery ownéy aulhodzing the agenlcontraclor lo act on his o har behall or a cogy of easaments of right of-ways, H muitple
owners, please altach al propary onmers’ names, mefing adkasses, and telaphone numbars)

Property Ovenar’s Name | élerent from applicant Mating Address

Daytimo Tefophona Hurber wilh Area Codo City Slale 2ipCoda

B PROPOSED PROJECT PURPOSE, INTENDED USE, AND ALTERHATIVES CONSIDERED (Attach acdlional sheels B nacessary}
» Tha purposs rmust ivhuda any new davefopment of expansion of an existing land use.
= Incuds a descipSon of alternatives considered to aveid of indize cosalrc kmpacts. dheluda faclons sush as, but not Fnited o, altemative construction technologles;
aftemative projed] Tayout and design; alemalive locations; lecal 1and tze regiations and infrastiucture; and partinend emdronmental and resoica jssuas,
v For Uty rostings, inchude both aemathie 1outes and eernalive constuciion mathods.
. . [
IN ORBER TO MANTN NEEUNE INTEGRITY ESAFETY - TIESE MAINTEVARCE REPAIRS AN WAIT
PO LOMGER . THIS METHOD  oF REPAIR- 1S THE MOIT EAVIROMMENTALLY PRIGLBLY METHOD

WHICH  WwE ARE AWARE oF,

Jeied Penmit Appicaton Pagaiol? Febroary 2001
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Exhibit 4 {cont’d)

US Atmy Corps of Eaglneers (USACE) Michigsn Dapariment of Envirorunentat Quality (MDEQ) DED.
E * LGCATHIG YOUR PROJECT SITE

« Prordda the requested ioformation isted betor thal welk help stall in Jocating your project site.

» Aflach acopy of a map, such as a plal, coundy, o USGS deptiraphie map, tieady showing the s¥s Jocafion and includa an arrew indwaling e porth disestion.
I thata an secess toad 19 the pojeet? [T Mo [ Yes (M Yes, typa of road, cheek all thatapply} [l private [l publie Dlimpeoved [ untmproved
Hama of roads 21 dosest main intersection and

Directions from main infersection
Styla of houss or othar bulding on st [Jranch [} 2-story [Jeapacod [Jbidevet [ cotlagaloabin [Ipoletam [Jacas {T] other (describe)
Color Colot of atizcent propery hauss endlor buldings IT 15 LOCATED Bétween THE
House mmber Addressisvistlaon [ Jhouse [lgarage [aatbox sl [Joher P
£
Streed nama Fira fana number Lot number URPER ¢ LowER PQU!N:ULA oF

MIHIGAY AT THE MAKINAC

How canyour s be klentified if thera Is no visible addrass?
STRAITS,

Provida droctions to tha project s2e, with dstances from 1ha best and nearest visible flandmark and vaterbody

Doas pedjec cross boundaries of tio of mose poSticad |urlstfscw.s? {CRyTownship, TownshipTonmslip, CountyCounty, e}
o [ Yes {i Yes, Est[udsdicson names.)  UNKMOW Y
B} List alt other fedaral, Infarslate, siate, or Focal agentes avhonzations tequired for Tha proposed actvity, InClung al SppOvas of Deals reterved.

Aptety Typaapproval Henlification number Da's apphied Dalafppr ¥oenled 1l dankd, resvon for denlal
USACE  NATIoNwIbE PedMIT Nwo3 9-12-01 4140}
I a permit Is Iswed, date achviy wif commenca {RON) §-15-01 D€, Propossd comp'etion date {WOFY |0 - J3 ol
Has any construckion ackivily commanced of been compleled in a ceguiated avea? [ Ho ] Yes Were the reguiated actafties conducted undir a MDEQ perrali?
it Yas, idantfy tha porfion{s) undenvay or compleled on drawings o CiHe {1 Yes
sitach project spetifications and give completion dala(s) {WEWY) H Yes, Esl the MDEQ permil number

Arayou anare of any bnresolved Vidlalions of environmental law o Rgation inwhing the prosorty? B Mo L1 Yes {if Yes, please explaln}

[ PUBLICHOVIFICATION (Afiach addiional shesis § necsssary)
» Campfete Infemation for oY adjacent and impacied properly oivners ard he lake association or established ke board Inchadng the contact parson's name.
+ Hyou oo the adacent lol, provida the retvested information for the first adizcent parcet beyond your property Ere.

Propadty Ormar's Hama Y / Mading Address City State Zip Code
A
Mame of [] Established Lake Board [ ] o Lake Assosialion Maiting Address Gy Stala Do Cody
and the Contaet Person's Hama Telephons Hombsr
:] APPLICANT'S CERTIFICATION READ CAREFULLY BEFORE SIGNING

Fam applying for a permii(s) to avtharize the activiies deserbed hareln, Feorly that f am famar with the informaton contalnad in this 2ppfication, thal it s true and
acewale, and, lo the best of my kenowledgs, is in complance with the Stale Coaslal Zona Managemant Prograntand the National Flood lasurance Program. 1undossiand
that thare are penafties for submiting false nformation and that any permit Issued pursuani to this application may ba eevoked i information on this appiuaton Is untase,

1 cerbly that | hava the 2uthorly to wnderake tha actiitias propased In ihds applcation, By sigring this appfication, Fagree 1o alow representalives of tw MDEQ and the
USACE loenlar upon said proparty in order lo Inspett the proposed atiily 19 and the compieled project. Funderstand that 1 mus! obfaln aY othar necescary kcal,
county, stale, or federal pamls and that the Granting of other peomits by locad, county, siale, of feder agencles does not releass me from the requiremants of obtalriag
tha perrl requesiad hereln belora comynansing the activily, 1 undersland that tha payment of the appication fae does nol guaraniaa ha issuance of apamt.

+ Af appBoants must conpiete all tha items in Sections 1 thioish 8 on pages 1 and 2 of this appieation.
+ Completa thoss fems in Sections 10 through 21 thal apply ta your profect, [Lis necassary to sobknet only thosa pages whare you have provided Information,
» Please Bstherd the apnfication page nunbars belng submidted and a brsl desedplion of cther aBachments Inchuded with yous appiication.

L] Proparty Qv di
(] AgeotContracior "o ) e nnd . C £ .
] Coporaton - T £ Jyo 023y, Prnodtama Nl dvan b5 ¢ 2l sn Sipstre { ta»‘ffa L bt  omtifitfo

o Parmt Appicaton Paza2d? Febivarg 204
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Exhibit §

REGEIVED
AU 3 6 1o
DMRERRD

FURIAT COUS DL Ly
PERMIT APPLUCATION

WDNRE / ACE JOINT PERMIT ANPLICATION
Steafts of Wiackinae 2010 Underwater Inspeciion and Maintenante

August 26, 2010
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Exhibit 5 (cont’d)

MDNRE and USACE - Joint Permii Appliciion
Enbridge Yipelines (Lakelead), L.1.C,
Straits of Mackinac Maintensace and Inspection Projeet, Line 5
Mackinac and Ewmet Counties, Michipgan

Project Pesevipton

2 .. Deseribe proposed project and associatal ptivities, and the cons truction sequence aind wethods,
Tha pmess of the projest will be v perfors visual inspeciion of the existing 20-inch pipalines instndled beneath the
Sunits of Meckinas und install support stractures in more i 10 lagations along the pipeline. The most o the
[ovation ol e existing pipelnes i shown on the aftached sdte Jocation Figures 1,23, & 4 in sttachmein “FIGURES
AND CONTRUCTION TYPICALS™T he work will involve the installation of & lickHeal anchoring, sysiem with
saddle mousted about ihe pipeline in cach proposad locaion to inerease suppod; the anchers will be agesed
directly into thze fuke hed. The proposed locations fog instafation of the anchoring struciures are provided vn the
alieeited map. Dunng the undenvater inspecting additionn) Yocation reguiring, maiarenance may be identified,
Trstaikion of suppor strustures in hess fvcations would occur ducing this project. Schemalics showiag the
auguning spparaies and method as well as cavipient vitlized for insailation e included with the allachmants,

Work will be conducied fiom barges ond a castidiad diving contractor will be employed lo vversey the installation,
Wark is schaduled to hegin Seplember 17, 2010 2ad i exgected o ke 10 days a1 the minlmus with very good
wasther conditions and up 1o X0 days with paor weathes conditions.

4 Proposed project purgase, intended use, and olternative consldered,

s erder 1o mainiain pipeling integrity, insiaifation of additionad supports te minhnize the distunce butwees pressntly
unsupponed pipeline spang is aecesswry, The proposad togations for instattation ol the anchozing sinawres are
provided on the attached map. Schematics showing the auguring appacatus and wethod as well as cquipiment atilized
lur luseaflation are included with the sltachments, The suppon meshod is anticipated to incur minimat oz ns
covironpental impoct. This projectis cousidesed pipeline maimieranca and Is not associded with o new wility
instalkation,

The preposad work is necessary to provide betler overal] pipeline integrity zed safely. Do nuthing or the no-build
allemative presents 4 future risk to the pipeline. The no build ixnot a vinble oprien,

RECEIVED
AUG 2 6 20

DNRE/WRD
PERKSE CONSCUDATION UHIT
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Exhibit 5 (cont’d}

Page 1 ol2

Rasmusson, Scott {DNRE)

From: Jacob Jorgensen [Jacob.Jergensen@enbridge.com)

Sent;  Thursday, November 18, 2010 1118 Pt

Tou Seolt Rasmusson (ONRE; Gina Nathan (ACE

Ce: Aravalo, John {2NRE}, Atina Heydl (Barr; Paisy Boik; David Hoffman; Jasen Pavone
Subjest: MODNRE File #10-24-6535-P - Enbridge, Strails of Mackinae

M. Rasroussan anc Ms. Nathan,

Flanze find #he lollowvdng informalion for your fie on MEMNRE Ble #10-24-0035-P. Seven screw
onchor uppor] assombly invtalialions were compleled al the following locations:

Wost Pipeline Leg
W-18A - Completed al 3:40 P ON 926410
W-34B - Compleled al 3:L0 PM OM 2-27-10
W70 - Compleled ai 648 PM ON 2.22- 10
W-58A - Completed o 630 PM ON #-30-10

East Pipeline leg
E-13C - Completed at 335 Pk on 10-4-10
E-138 - Cormpleted o 4:11 Pyon 10-5-18
E-748 - Comnpleled ol 12:15 PM on 10-6-10

We wili not e compleling he project complelion postcard ot this time as our proveniative vork
may not be completed. The rechlime ROV nspection In Sepltember divi net indicale the there were
immadicile suppaort conditions needing altention that were cukide of cur ariginot fall 2010 reventolive
maintenunce scope. We will be reviewing lhe data from the 2010 fallinspeclion to develop ond
scheduls cur fulure preventalive maintenance programs. We clo no! have fhe fulure support locations
detzmined of s point, nor e actlual scope of the prajects 16 come al |his ime, bul we witbe
wiorking towatds thiout in the coming months.

Placie el me know i you have any aueslions o conceing,
Thank you,

Juvoeh Jorgensen, BIT
Fwhridge Encrgy
Sugprerior Region Enginces
Offiee: (713) 304-1351
Cell:  {218) 248-11508
Fax:  (832) 325 5602

Fulyidge 24-TTour Timerpency Response Namber F-§08-888-5233

Frvesabhas et OO ANT MOTICE *hrr e i

Unless othenwvize indicaled or alwious from he nature of Ihe teansmittal, the informalion contatned in this email
massage is COMFIDENTIAL infonnation intended for the use of the indwidual or enlily named herein, H the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee er aganl responsible lo deliver il lo the
inlended recipion!, you are hareby nolified thal any dissemination, distibution or eopying of this cormmunication is
slrictly prothited. If you have received Iiis communication in error, pleage inmedintely notify the sender using
tho above contact informalion or by return email and delete {his message and any copies from your computer

| 172242040
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Exhibit 6

Memorandum to the files
b Re: Meeting on Auvgust 10, 1970, to discuss insurance provisions in
easement granted to Lakehead Pipe Line Co., Imc. in 1933, for
two twenty inch pipe lines across the Straits of Mackinac (L-2316)
Lakehead, a U, §. Subsidiary of InterngVincial Pipe Line Co., Ine., of Canada,
was represented by‘J. Blight, Secretary-Treasurer and R. B. Burgess, General Counsel,
They were accompanied by their insurance rgpresentative and manager of Michigan
*__ operations. The D.N.R. was rvepresented by A, Gewne Gazlay, Assistant Director;
Gaylord A.uﬂalker, Deputy Directoxr; Jerome Maslowski, Assistant Attorney General;
3. D. Stephansky, Chief, Lands Division; H. A, Young, In Charge, Gil Pollution
7 Control, Bureau of Water Management; and R. G. Wood, Tax Land and Services Supervisor,
Lands Division. Also present was Bill Palmer, Executive Secretary, 0Ll and Gas
Association, who acted as intermediary for Lakehead in arranging for the meeting.
Me. Blight called attention to covenant J (1) of the easement in which
Grantee agrees to indemnify and hold harmless the State of Michigan from all
damages and losses caused to property or persons due to or arising out of the
operations or actiomns of Grantee and further provides that Grantee shall maintaln

a Comprehensive Bodily Tnjury and Property Damage Liability policy, bond or

surety, in form and substance acceptable to Grantor in the sum of at lsast
one million dollars covering the liability Imposed upon Grantee.
¥r. Blight advised that 2 rider had been added to their one millignm dollax
insurance policy deleting coverage for damage caused by oil pollution, Although
-thias constitutes a violation of the aforementioned eagement terms, it may not be as
sexious as it appears because Lakehead currently hias assets of ome hundred ninety
. two million dollars and acknowledges its liability for amy and all damages,
including pollution from amy break in its line, without lmitation and the only
change is that the first million is not covered by insurance as to pollution

—danages,
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Exhibit 6 (cont’d)

l '3

Me, Blight advised, and this was confixmed by the instrance representative,
*o ———thak damagé faiised by oil pollution is now excluded from all policles written
for 0il éperations whether drilling, producing or transporting, and that Lloyds

8f London are studying the situation but as of now they alse exclude damages by

pollution,

AR alternative would be te purchase a one million dollar surety bond, but
?ﬁié ls eonsidered money down the drain as the Surety would be called upon to
perform only if the Principal were unable to meet its financial obligakiona.

Bafaty factors to prevent pollution were discussed and it was stated thak any

pif prasdsure would cause the valves on each side of the Straits of close
— f_within gén geconds. If the rupture were at depth the outside pressure would cause
wakar ko éntexr the pipe rather than ofl to escape. _,If the rupture were near
aither shore where the water preasure would ngt excead the pressure in the pipe
thata tould he a loss of oil but the operations manager said this would not
iikely éxceed one hundred barrels as the valves would close quickly, cutfing off
‘Fne pressure.
Wa were advised that all joints have been re-sealed using improved mathods
and that enly two major breaks have occurred in the overland lime in the 17
yeafs of opsrations. One of them was caused by a construction accidént by
andthey eompany and hoth breaks were quickly repaired without serious damage
8¢ 1885 of 2il. The excellence of their operation was confivmed by H. A, Young
gnd he dozan't hand out many bouquets,
The tnderwater limes across the Straits were completely inspected in 1963
at a ¢33t of $140,000.00 and found to be im A-1 condition.
They wete last pressure tested with water in 1967. Additional tests will be
mada Fairly soon, but the Company is confident the pipe has not deteriorated an&

% 88 gdod a3 hew,
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Exhibit 6 (cont’d)

A

il

Mr, Blight agreed to cover the subject in & letter with the understanding
o —that "If the’ Department were £o concur that the Company can handle this liability
without a surety bond the Director would so recommend to the Coumission as this

would require a modification of the easement.

7’2—'-%_)‘__,_,@’

R, G, WOOD
August 12, 1970

cc: A, Gene Gazlay

Gaylord A. Walker e e e e el

Jerome Maslowski

J. D. Sktephansky

T T HI AT Young TTTTTT s m s e
Gerald E. Eddy
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Hart, Nancy (AG)

From: Michigan Attorney General

Sent; Wednesday, February 18, 2015 8:30 AM

To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Recommendation for State to Exercise Public Trust Authority under GLSLA
Attachments: Letter to Task Force-FINAL 2-17-2015.pdf; Letters to Governor-Combined.pdf

From: Liz Kirkwood [mailto:liz@flowforwater.org]

Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 10:07 PM .
To: contactmichigan@state.mi,us; migov@exec.state.mi.us; Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Michigan Attorney General; Gay, Lori
(AG)

Cc: saacsc@michigan.gov; Brader, Valerie {GOV); Creagh, Keith (DNR); Manning, Peter (AG)

Subject: Recommendation for State to Exercise Public Trust Authority under GLSLA

Dear Honorable Governor Snyder, Attorney General Schuette, and Director Wyant:

On behalf of eight major national and Michigan environmental and water organizations, I would again like to
thank you and your administration’s leading officials on the Petroleum Pipeline Task Force for the December
15 invitation to present our request for this Administration to act now on Enbridge's Line 5 oil pipelines located
in the Straits of Mackinac through a public process under the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act. 1 am pleased
to submit our reply letter to you and your administration’s representatives.

We look forward to your favorable action and response as part of the Task Force recommendations, and we
welcome continued dialog. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Liz Kirkwood

Executive Director

FLOW {For Love Of Water)

153 1/2 East Front St., Suite 203C
Traverse City, MI 48684
liz@flowforwater.org
231-944-1568 (o)

570 872-4956 (¢)

Visit us online: http:/flowforwater.org - Like us on Facebook and Twitter




The Honorable Rick Snyder February 17, 2015
Office of the Governor '
P.O. Box 30013

Lansing, Michigan 48909

Attorney General Bill Schuette

G. Mennen Williams Building, 7th Floor
525 West Ottawa Street

P.O. Box 30212

Lansing, Michigan 48909

Director Dan Wyant

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
525 West Allegan Street

P.O. Box 30473

Lansing, Michigan 48902

Re: Recommendation to the Task Force for State to Use the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act and Exercise Its
Perpetual Public Trust Authority to Protect the Great Lakes

Dear Governor Snyder, Attorney General Schuette, and Director Wyant:

We appreciated the opportunity to meet with you and your Administration’s Michigan Petroleum Pipeline
Task Force on December 15, 2014, to present our request for this Administration to act now on Enbridge’s
Line 5 oil pipelines located in the Straits of Mackinac through a public process under the Great Lakes
Submerged Lands Act (GLSLA). This process under the GLSLA will satisfy the State of Michigan's public
trust dutics as well as Enbridge’s dutics under the 1953 casement held in trust, which states the Grantee
“shall follow the usual, necessary and proper procedures for the type of operation involved, and at all times
shall exercise the due care of a reasonably prudent person for the safety and welfare of all public and private

property....”

We also wanted to follow up and provide the Task Force with a road map for better understanding the
GLSLA process and the DEQ’s public trust duty. As you know, the GLSLA regulations define public trust
as “the perpetual duty of the state to secure to its people the prevention of pollution, impairment or
destruction of its natural resources, and rights of navigation, fishing, hunting, and usc of its lands and waters
for other public purposes.” Mich. Admin. Code R 322,1001(m). In reviewing conveyance applications,
the DEQ must make an express public trust determination that “the private or public use of such lands and

waters will neither substantially affect the public use thereof nor impair the public trust or interest of the
State.” Mich. Admin. Code R 322.1006(d).

In practice, what this means is that the DEQ cannot satisfy its public trust duty by limiting its determination
to a safety or risk assessment of the existing 62-ycar-old oil pipelines. Rather, the DEQ must protect the
public trust resource and protected uses by fully examining the range of alternatives, including an
alternatives risk assessment. This alternatives risk assessment typically includes these essential elements: (a)
a presentation of a full range of options, (b) a presentation of the magnitude of harm, and the potential
adverse and beneficial cffects of cach option, (¢) public comments and participation, and (d) accountability
for state decision-makers based on due findings and a transparent, public process.




To the best of our knowledge, the State of Michigan has never asked for or conducted a public trust analysis
or made findings required by the public trust common law and the GLSLA since it issued the 1953
easement, Moreover, to our knowledge, no alternatives risk assessment has been conducted by or
submitted to the Task Force. This analysis is long overdue.
Accordingly, our recommendation for the Task Force’s final report is for the DEQ to apply state GLSLA
law to Enbridge’s Straits oil pipelines and conduct a full public review of the Line 5 oil pipelines in the
Straits of Mackinac. Only through this transparent legal process can the State of Michigan satisfy its
continuing public trust duties and meaningfully cvaluate and assess the risks of and alternatives to the Line 5
oil pipelines occupying Lake Michigan bottomlands indefinitely.
This issue is increasingly a cause for great concern among northern Michigan communities, as well as
citizens statewide. Several communities have taken the step of sending letters directly to the Governor,
asking that he initiate a public review process immediately to evaluate the risks and alternatives to the
Straits oil pipelines consistent with what we have described in our advocacy. We have enclosed the letters
for your review as well,
Once again, we appreciate the opportunity to discuss Line 5 with this Administration and look forward to
working with you to ensurc that the Great Lakes and the Straits of Mackinac in particular remain the
pristine jewels that our State holds so dear.
Sincerely,
James Clift, Deputy Director, Michigan Environmental Council (MEC)
Howard Learner, Executive Director, Environmental Law & Policy Center (ELPC)
Liz Kirkwood, Executive Director, For Love of Water (FLOW)
Hans Voss, Executive Director, Michigan Land Use Institute (MLUL)
David Holtz, Sierra Club Michigan Chapter Chair
Gail Gruenwald, Executive Director, Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
Lisa Wozniak, Executive Director, Michigan League of Conservation Vaters (MLCV)
Wenonah Hauter, Executive Director, Food & Water Watch
ccr Chief Deputy Attorney General, Carol L. Isaacs

Division Chief, 8. Peter Manning

Deputy Legal Counsel, Valerie ].M. Brader

DNR Director Keith Creagh

Enclosures.
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September 18, 2014

The Honorable Rick Snyder
Office of the Governor

P.0. Box 30013

Lansing, Ml 48909

Dear Governor Snyder,

I am writing you as the Chair of the Mackinac Island Community Foundation about
an issue that could greatly affect our community. 1t has come to our attention that
the State of Michigan has not been paying close attention to the oil pipeline that
runs through the Straits of Mackinac, Enbridge’s Line 5. Currently some repair of
the pipeline to replace anchoring supports on the bottomlands, have brought the
issue to our attention. We hope that the state is also looking into the lifespan of a
61-year-old pipeline, the current use of Line 5 and substances being transported,
and creating a recovery plan in case of a spill,

A 2013 US. Coast Guard Research and Development division report, which found
that current spill response methods are “inadequate to find and recover
submerged oil”, gives us great concern, If the Coast Guard does not have a plan or
the ability to detect or recover submerged oil, certainly our volunteer fire
department does not have the equipment or skills to develop an efficient recovery
plan without the Coast Guards assistance. The type of il being transported
would affect its recovery, with the heavy crude oil like dilbit, diluted bitumen,
creating greater concerns.

Those of us, who live on the shores of the Great Lakes, didn't need to read the
University of Michigan’s study on what a pipeline break in the Straits area would
do to our economy, to know that it would be devastating. Qur water supply for the
Island is drawn from the lake & our economy relies on the use of ferries & freight
boats, which could not operate after spiil. A spill not only has the potential to shut
down cur economy but cause the evacuation of the residents from the Island.

!

We urge you to address these concerns.

Sincerely,

Coned Foor it

Carol Rearick
Mackinac Island Community Foundation, Chair

Mackinac Island Community Foundation
PO, Box 1933 Mackinac Island, Michigan 45757
tel (906) 847-3701 fax (906) 847-3893 e-mail info@micforg www.miclorg

For good. For ever



State of Michigan -

City of Mackinac Island

City Hall, 7358 Market Street, P.Q, Box 455, Mackinac Island, MI 49757-0455
September 235, 2014 ‘

Governor Rick Snyder
P.O. Box 30013
Lansing, MI 48909

Dear Governor Snyder,

As Mayor of Mackinac Island, I am writing to you to express deep concern about Enbridge’s 61-
year-old pipeline, Line 5, located in the Straits of Mackinac. Due to our proximity to the
pipelines, a spill of almost any size would surround the Island in oil, shut down all ferry service,
and leave residents without a viable drinking water supply for an indefinite period of time.

Representing the residents of Mackinac Island, as well as all those who are drawn to its unique
history and natural beauty, I urge you to take immediate action to ensure that Enbridge is in
compliance with the State of Michigan 1953 Easement.

I commend you for the joint letters from the Attorney General and the Michigan Department of
Environmental Quality to Enbridge, as well as the creation of the Great Lakes Petroleum P1pellne
Task Force. However, due to the ecologicatly sensitive position of Line 5 in the Straits of
Mackinac, we cannot afford to allow Enbridge to continue operating under its current framework
without full disclosure and accountability of the pipelines’ activities, and future plans.

As you know, Mackinac Island is one of the gems of the Great Lakes, drawing visitors from all

over the world, not only to the Island but to the surrounding region. It is one of the icons of the

Pure Michigan tourism campaign, which generated more than $1.23 billion in economy activity
last year.

And to many of us it is simply home, a home that presents a few challenges in exchange fora
slower, quieter way of life. As Mayor of this unique community, I cannot stand by and simply
hope that the pipelines pose no threat. : '

T urge you to guarantee that Enbridge is in full compliance with the State’s 1953 Easement. This
will ensure that the Great Lakes are protected for present and future generations.

Thank you for your commitment to the protection of this great state.

The City of Mackinac Island, Michigan, is an equal opportunity provider and employer.

City Clerk (906) 847-3702 City Treasurer (906) 847-6002 Mayor (906) 847-3452
Building Inspecdon (906) 847-4035 Mayor’s Assistant (906) 847-6556 Assessor (906} 847-6002
Department of Public Works (906) 847-6130 Police/Fire Administration (906} 847-3300 FAX (906) 847-6430



GOVERNMENTAL CENTER

The City Of Traverse City 400 Boardn'lan Avenue
Traverse City, Mi 49684
Office of the Mayor (231) 922-4440

{231) 922-4476 Fax

October 8, 2014

The Honorable Rick Snyder
Governor of Michigan

PO Box 30013

Lansing, MI 48909

Dear Governor Snyder:

As the Mayor of Traverse City, I am writing to express deep concern about Enbridge’s 61 yeat-
old Line 5 pipeline located in the Straits of Mackinac. Representing the residents in Traverse
City, I urge you, as the primary steward, to take immediate action to ensure that Enbridge is in
compliance with the State’s 1953 Easement,

Following the Enbridge 6B pipeline disaster in the Kalamazoo River in 2010, the public trust
regarding the safety of these pipelines is a critical concern. The waters of Lake Michigan and
Lake Huron are critical to the region and the state’s economy and ecology. The residents of
Michigan deserve full disclosure and accountability of the Enbridge pipeline’s activities.

This issue is obviously important to you and your administration. We commend you for the joint
April 29 letter from the Attorney General and the Michigan Department of Environmental
Quality, as well as the creation of the Great Lakes Petroleum Pipeline Task Force.

Lake Michigan’s clean water and magnificent shores are the backbone of Traverse City,
supporting our local way of life and attracting visitors from all over the world. In 2013, tourism
alone generated more than $1.23 billion in economic activity and was responsible for
maintaining nearly 12,000 jobs in the Traverse City area. Allowing the integrity of these waters
to fall by the wayside would thus have dire consequences for the economy of the Traverse City
area and subsequently the State of Michigan.

Enbridge’s Line 5 pipeline is Jocated in what PHMSA has designated as a “high consequence
area,” with strong currents, variable water temperatures and connections to Lakes Michigan and
Huron. Additionally, University of Michigan’s recent dispersion model raises great public
concern as to the extensive nature of a potential spill. As the Governor of the State of Michigan,
you have the perpetual duty and express authority to guarantee that Enbridge is in full
compliance with the State’s 1953 Easement. This will ensure that the Great Lakes are protected
for present and future generations, and will create a legacy that we can all be proud of,




Thank you for your commitment to the protection of this great state.

Most sincerely, . /
jéé’&ﬂ /f 4/3
-

Michael Estes, Mayor

copy: City Commission
Jered Ottenwess, City Manager
Benjamin Marentette, City Clerk



Uity of Graudx Rapivs, Mickigan

GEORQGE K. HEARTWELL
MAYOR

October 31, 2014

The Honorable Rick Snyder
Governor of the State of Michigan
PO Box 30013

Lansing, MI 48909

Dear Governor Snyder:

I am writing to you to express deep concern about Enbridge’s 61 year-old Line 5 pipeline located
in the Straits of Mackinac. T urge you to take immediate action to ensure that Enbridge is in
compliance with the State’s 1953 Easement and whatever other restrictions may be necessary to
protect Lake Michigan and Lake Huron. We cannot afford to allow Enbridge to continue
operating under its current framework without full disclosure and accountability of the pipelines’
activities.

This issue is very important to my colleagues and me at Great Lakes Saint Lawrence Cities
Initiative (GLSLCI), a binational coalition of mayors and other local officials, where I have been
serving on the Board of Directors for the past six years. At our recent annual meeting in Thunder
Bay, the GLSLCI Mayors adopted a resolution calling on state, provincial, and federal govern-
ments to provide comprehensive and responsible management of the transportation of fossil
energies and recommending additional safety measures to be instituted. A copy of the resolution
is enclosed with this letter for your review.

This resolution, and the actions taken to implement it, will help to ensure that the Great Lakes are
protected for present and future generations, and will create a legacy that we can all be proud of.

300 MONROE AVENUE, N.W. * GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49503 » (B16) 456-3168 « FAX (616) 456-3111 » gheartwe®ci.grand-rapids.mi.us




GREAT LAKES AND ST. LAWRENCE CITIES INITIATIVE
ALLIANCE DES VILLES DES GRANDS LACS ET DU SAINT-LAURENT

RESOLUTION 05— 2014M

FOSSIL ENERGY TRANSPORTATION

WHEREAS, the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence River are the largest freshwater
ecosystem in the world, providing drinking water to over 40 million people and serving as the
economic base for much of Canada and the United States; and

WHEREAS, the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence basin is a complex and fragile
- ecosystem, encompassing a wide range of human and natural habitat and activities; and

WHEREAS, the rapid increase in volume of oil and gas being transported from Western
producing regions across the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence basin towards Eastern refineries and
markets has in recent years raised many questions and concerns, notably in the light of recent
events in the Kalamazoo River, Michigan, in Casselton, North Dakota, in Plaster Rock, New
Brunswick, in Lynchburg, Virginia, and in Lac-Mégantic, Québec; and

WHEREAS, as the volume and nature of the conveyed oil change, there is greater need
for increased oversight and sophistication of safety measures, both for pipelines, rail and
maritime transport; and

WHEREAS, the lax following of regulations or the lack of regulations with respect to oil
and gas transportation have likely contributed to the accidents that have occurred; and

WHEREAS, pipelines, rail and maritime transportation modes for the transportation of
fossil energies are complementary, binational and largely integrated at the North American
scale; and

WHEREAS, given the current uncertainties about the public safety and environmental
risks to water, air and soil as well as potential negative financial impacts on municipalities with
each of these transportation modes, there is a greater nced for increased safeguards; and

WHEREAS, municipalities have both the duty and obligation to protect the health,
safety, and welfare of their residents.




NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence
Cities Initiative calls on state, provincial and federal governments to provide comprehensive and
responsible management of the transportation of fossil energies, through effective legislation and
regulations that will ensure the safety of residents and the protection of the environment, as well
as to respect the role and authority of municipalities, including their capacity to review proposed
regulations; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
recommends additional safety measures, notably, all modes of transportation of fossil energies be
equippedwith double wailed containment, including pipelines, ships, barges, tank cars, and tank
trucks; more specifically, for pipelines: increased monitoring and prevention actions, including
periodic hydrostatic testing, sufficient number of safety valves near populated areas and major
waterways including state of the art leak detection technology and double-walled pipe or other
containment systems at all water crossings; for rail transport: reinforced and public routing
protocols, speed restrictions of trains travelling through populated areas and other sensitive
zones, incteased and improved track, mechanical and other rail safety inspections, retrofitting or
removal of DOT-111 tank cars, and for maritime transport: the review of current spill
preparedness, response capacity and intervention timeframes; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
requests improved emergency responder capabilities and training to address spills and other
ncidents, as well as open and transparent comraunication between local governments and
industry actors; including live, on-demand, detailed information about oif shipments and an
obligation of full and quick disclosure of any spill or incident through a bi-national web portal;
and

BE IT FURTHER RESQOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
calls for an environmental assessment of potential impacts on water resources, notably in the
case of the transportation of dilbit and other unconventional types of oil; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that, considering the North American integration of
fossil energy transport modes, the Great Lakes and ‘St. Lawrence Cities Initiative recommend
that increased harmonization of such legisiation and regulations between Canada and the U.S. be
pursued; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative _
recommends to both federal governments increased environmental standards in trade agreements
such as NAFTA’s Section 6 (Energy and Petrochemicals), by adding a safety annex which would
bind the export right of fossil energy producers and conveyors with the respect of regulations and
the meeting of safety standards both sides of the border, and




ety

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
asks. for the creation of mitigation and compensation funds, financed by fees paid by oil
transportation industries and/or oil producers that would offer complete remediation and
financial compensation to municipalities and those affected on the ground in the event of a spill,
fire or other significant events.

Signed this 18" day of June, 2014

L Dot

Keith Hobbs, Chair
Great Lakes and St. Lawrence Cities Initiative
Mayor of Thunder Bay
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OF | BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
County Buifding Tel ~(231} 627-8855
P.0. Box 70, Room 131 Fox ~(231) 627-8881
Cheboz{gan |

Cheboygan, Michigan 49721 . E-meil ~ ccoo@cheboygancounty.net

November 25, 2014

Governor Rick SnYder
'P.O. Box 30013
Lansing, Michigan 48909

Dear Governor Snyder:

The Cheboygan County Board of Commissioners recognizes the efforts of the Michigan
Petroleum Pipeline Task Force in reviewing the safety of petroleum pipelines in Michigan,
specifically Enbridge’s Pipeline No. 5 under the Straits of Mackinac.

The County is aware that the task force has received presentations from Enbridge, as well as
the National Wildlife Federation and the US DOT/PHMSA Office of Pipeline safety, conceming
potential hazards and the focus on safety of the pipeline to prevent a spill into the Great Lakes.

As the task force continues its fact-finding, the County encourages consideratron of the State’s
respansibility under the Great Lakes Submerged Land Act to require Enbridge to submit
application for permits to provide the best opportunity for public review and comment
concerning pipeline improvements. The process would also ensure that the State has the best
opportunity to exercise its expertise to ensure that the pipeline poses no significant danger to
public or private interest,

The Great Lakes are Michigan’s most valuable natural resource, worthy of the State’s best
- efforts to exercise its expertise in assuring the pipeline is safe, while affording the citizens of
Michigan with the opportunity to exercise their right to comment on this important pipeline.

Sincerely,

m JMQ, - | -
inda Socha, Chairperson ' DEC 0 2 2014

Cheboygan County Board of Commissioners .

District 1 ' Oistrict 2 - District 3 District 4 District 5 District 6 District 7
Linda Socha Bruce Gauthler . Pete Redmond Cal Gouine Tony Matelski John B, Wallace Sue Altor
Chair S . Vice-Chair
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Petoskey- Harba: Springs Area

community foundation

January 30, 2015

The Honorable Rick Snyder
Office of the Governor

P.O. Box 30013
Lansing, Ml 48909

Dear Governor Snyder:

The aging Enbridge pipeline, line 5, running under the Straits of Mackinac to the “Tip of the
Mitt" poses great concern to us. A failure of any kind to that pipeline would cause
disastrous consequences to the environment, public health, tourism and economy. The
financial hardship borne by the Emmet County nonprofit sector in the event of an oil spill in
the Straits should not be overfooked.

The nonprofit sector plays a key rote in establishing and supporting a strong quality of life in
northern Michigan. Time and again the sector has shown its resifience and proven its value
during difficult economic times for the State. But the short-term and fong-term economic
strain of an oil spill disaster in the Great Lakes and along the shores of Emmet County would
make it difficult for many of our nonprofit partners to endure.

Recent stories of ‘pinhole’ leaks in line 5 make it clear that the State of Michigan and the
Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force cannot afford to delay action. As the Governor of
the State of Michigan, you have the authority to guarantee that Enbridge is in full
compliance with the State’s 1953 Easement. The state has a Public Trust responsibility
under the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act. Requiring permits under that Act provides a
process that would give the State the best opportunity to exercise its expertise to ensure the
pipeline poses no significant threats to public or private interests.

We urge you to act quickly to address this issue.

Very sincerely, 7 )
e /r/‘?_’r i
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< £
David L. Jones
Executive Director

cc: Mr. Bill Schuette, Michigan Attorney General
Mr. Dan Wyant, Director of Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
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From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 1:13 PM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Final Letter Requesting Survey of Pipelines Crossing Michigan's Waters
Attachments: FINAL Request for PHMSA to Conduct Michigan Pipeline Water Crossing Survey.pdf

From: Jennifer McKay [mailto:jenniferm@watershedcouncil.org]

Sent: Monday, July 07, 2014 1:10 PM

To: Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Michigan Attorney General; Rick.Synder@michigan.gov
Subject: Final Letter Requesting Survey of Pipelines Crossing Michigan's Waters

Hello,

Attached is a letter on behalf of 32 environmental and conservation organizations throughout the State of
Michigan asking the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) to conduct a water
crossing study to evaluate the risk of ruptures and leaks in all sections of pipelines that cross Michigan’s
rivers, streams, and lakes. Hard copies were also put in the mail to you today.

Water is the state's most significant resource, with the Great Lakes containing one-fifth of the world’s fresh
surface water. Michigan is home to more than 11,000 inland lakes, 36,000 miles of rivers and streams,
5.5 million acres of wetlands and 3,200 miles of shoreline, and it provides drinking water to millions of
Michigan residents.

Michigan is also home to approximately 70,000 miles of natural gas and hazardous liquid pipelines, not
including gas distribution service lines. This total includes an estimated 3,187 miles of hazardous liquid
pipelines regulated solely by PHMSA. Hazardous liquid pipelines are those lines that transport crude oil,
petroleum products, anhydrous ammonia, and carbon dioxide.

According to PHMSA reports, there were 116 reported incidents on pipelines in Michigan between 2004-
2013. Fifty three of these were releases from crude oil, petroleum products, and natural gas liquids
pipelines, including a July 20410 spill of an estimated 843,000 gallons of crude oil that impacted over 35
miles of the Kalamazoo River, a Lake Michigan tributary. In the wake of that incident, we must ensure the
integrity of pipelines at major water crossings that affect rivers, streams, and lakes in Michigan.

To accomplish this, we are requesting that PHMSA conduct a water crossing study to assess risks of
existing pipelines running under the state’s rivers, streams, and lakes. This information from such a
survey is vital and should be requested from the newly convened Great Lakes Petroleum Pipeline Task
Force as part of their charge to review pipeline safety in Michigan.

Thank you,
Jennifer

Jennifer McKay, Policy Specialist
Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council
426 Bay Street

Petoskey, Michigan 49770



Ph: 231.347.1181
Fax: 231.347. 5928
ienniferm@watershedcouncil.org




Anglers of the Au Sable « Clean Water Action * Detroit Riverkeeper ¢
Dwight Lydell Chapter Izaak Walton League of America « FLOW (For Love of Water) ¢
Friends of the AuGres-Rifle Watershed ¢ Flint River Watershed Coalition ¢
Friends of The Boyne River « G.R.E.A.T (Grand River Environmental Action Team) ¢
Grand Valley Metro Council * Great Lakes Council of the International Federation of Fly
Fishers, Inc. * Great Lakes Environmental Law Center » Gull Lake Quality Organization *
Huron River Watershed Council * Les Cheneaux Watershed Council «
Michigan Environmental Council « Michigan Land Use Institute »

Michigan League of Conservation Voters * Michigan Trout Unlimited »
Miller-Van Winkle Chapter Trout Unlimited « Muskegon River Watershed Assembly »
National Wildlife Federation ¢ respectmyplanet.org * Saginaw Field and Stream Club «

Save the Wild U.P. » Sierra Club Michigan Chapter » Sturgeon For Tomorrow ¢
The Watershed Center ~ Grand Traverse Bay * Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council +
Upper Black River Council *+ Upper Peninsula Environmental Coalition «
West Michigan Environmental Action Council

The Honorable Cynthia I. Quarterman

Administrator

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
U.S. Department of Transportation

East Building, 2nd Floor

1200 New Jersey Ave., SE

Washington, DC 20590

Director Linda Daugherty

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration
Office of Pipeline Safety

Central Region Office

901 Locust Street, Suite 462

Kansas City, MO 64106

July 7, 2014

RE: Water Crossing Survey of Michigan Pipelines

Dear Administrator Quarterman and Director Daugherty:

The undersigned organizations hereby request that the United States Department of
Transportation, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration (PHMSA) conduct a
water crossing study to evaluate the risk of ruptures and leaks in all sections of pipeline that
cross Michigan’s rivers, streams, and lakes.

The Great Lakes represent one-fifth of the world’s fresh surface water. Forty million people rely

on the Great Lakes for their drinking water, and millions more benefit from the commerce and
business that depend on the waters of the Great Lakes.



Michigan is the Great Lakes state with more freshwater coastline than any other state in the
nation. Our lakes, rivers, and streams define not only our boundary but also provide a path to
environmental, economic, and social progress. The health of the people of Michigan, our
economy, and our quality of life depends on clean water. The Great Lakes ecosystem provides
unparalleled recreational and economic opportunities to the 10 million people that call Michigan
home. Studies show that the Great Lakes provide Michigan with 823,000 jobs that represent
nearly 25 percent of Michigan’s payroll. Additionally, Great Lakes tourism generates billions of
dollars each year from those who spend leisure time around our lakes and streams.

Pipelines crossing Michigan’s rivers, streams, and Great Lakes put these resources at risk —
threatening our health and economic viability. These treasures demand increased attention from
the Pipeline and Hazardous Material Safety Administration to accomplish its pipeline safety
mission by ensuring the safety of pipeline crossings in Michigan waterways.

We request that PHMSA conduct a water crossing survey of Michigan pipelines to:
¢ Develop a comprehensive map of pipeline waterway crossings;
* Determine the status of all existing pipelines running underneath Michigan’s water
bodies;
¢ Evaluate the pipeline integrity and risk of ruptures and leaks at each pipeline crossing;
and
¢ Outline what should be done to prevent future pipeline failures,

We request that PHMSA review all the documentation necessary to determine the status of all
pipelines running under Michigan’s rivers, streams, and lakes. PHMSA should analyze and
critique the structural integrity of each pipeline and the standards required at the time of
installation of each pipeline to assess the risk of ruptures and leaks. The review should include a
variety of factors including each pipeline's age, thickness, and degree of corrosion; the condition
and operation of all shut-oft valves; the valve distances from the streams or rivers; what products
the pipelines are carrying; the pipeline diameters and burial depth; and what pressures the
pipeline products are under. It should also include identification of any critical information gaps
that exist in the pipeline network within Michigan,

In addition, PHMSA should work directly with pipeline operators to complete the water crossing
survey. PHMSA should request any and all information related to structural integrity and
potential risks from pipeline operators whose infrastructure crosses a river, stream, or lake.
PHMSA should also require that companies fill any critical information gaps found during the
analysis. This may prompt operators to perform in-depth studies/analyses on all their major
pipeline water crossings. All of this information can then be used to make recommendations to
prevent any future failures that damage Michigan’s pristine rivers, streams, and lakes.

The state has various programs related to the regulation of pipelines, However, the Michigan
Public Service Commission (MPSC) is the only state agency with direct regulatory authority
over safety of pipelines. The MPSC's authority is restricted to natural gas pipelines. All other
safety-related authority, including jurisdiction of hazardous liquid pipelines, rests with PHMSA
and preempts state regulation of safety factors. Therefore, it is incumbent upon PHMSA to



fulfill its mandate and conduct a study to ensure the protection of Michigan’s citizens and
environment from the risks that are inherent in the transportation of hazardous materials by

pipeline.

The Great Lakes and inland waters are Michigan’s natural resource treasures; they shape our
state, our lives, and our economy. The waters of Michigan have already suffered as a result of a
July 26, 2010 pipeline rupture that released an estimated 843,000 gallons of crude oil into
Talmadge Creck and the Kalamazoo River, a Lake Michigan tributary. It is imperative that
history not be repeated elsewhere in Michigan. It is critical to ensure the integrity of pipelines at
major water crossings that affect rivers, streams, and lakes in Michigan. To do this, PIIMSA
must compile a comprehensive inventory of pipelines at water crossings and determine if they

are currently safe.

Theretfore, the undersigned organizations formally request that the United States Department of
Transportation, Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration conduct a water

crossing survey of Michigan pipelines,

[f you have any questions regarding this request or would like to discuss further, please contact
Jennifer McKay at Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council at (231) 347-1181 or by email at

jenniferm@@watershedcouncil.org.

Sincerely,

Bruce Pregler
President
Anglers of the Au Sable

Nic Clark
Michigan Director
Clean Water Action

Robert Buins
Detroit Riverkeeper

Duane De Vries

President

Dwight Lydell Chapter

Izaak Walton League of America

Rebecca Fedewa
Executive Director
Flint River Watershed Coalition

Liz Kirkwood
Executive Director
FLOW (For Love of Water)

Jacque Rose
Co-Founder
Friends of the AuGres-Rifle Watershed

Carl J] Wehner
President
Friends of The Boyne River

Kenny Price

President

G.R.E.A.T (Grand River Environmental
Action Team)

Wendy Ogilvie
Director of Environmental Programs
Grand Valley Metro Council

Jim Schramm

President

Great Lakes Council of the International
Federation of Fly Fishers, Inc.



Nick Schroeck
Executive Director
Great Lakes Environmental Law Center

Susan Houseman
Vice President
Gull Lake Quality Organization

Laura Rubin
Executive Director
Huron River Watershed Council

G.K. Herron
Treasuret
Les Cheneaux Watershed Council

James Clift
Policy Director
Michigan Environmental Council

Hans Voss
Executive Director
Michigan Land Use Institute

Erica Bloom
Policy Manager
Michigan League of Conservation Voters

John Walters
Vice Chairman
Michigan Trout Unlimited

Gregory Walz

President

Miller-Yan Winkle Chapter Trout
Unlimited

Gary A. Noble
Executive Director
Muskegon River Watershed Assembly

Andy Buchsbaum
Director, Great Lakes Office
National Wildlife Federation

Matt Wandel
Founder & Managing Director
respectmyplanet.org

Mike Meyer
President
Saginaw Field and Stream Club

Alexandra Thebert
Executive Director
Save the Wild U.P,

Anne Woiwode
State Director
Sierra Club Michigan Chapter

Brenda Archambo
President
Sturgeon For Tomorrow

Christine Crissman

Executive Director

The Watershed Center ~ Grand Traverse
Bay

Gail Gruenwald
Executive Director
Tip of the Mitt Watershed Council

Carol Moncrieff Rose
Chair
Upper Black River Council

Nancy Warren

Acting President

Upper Peninsula Environmental
Coalition

Nicholas Occhipinti, MPP

Policy and Community Activism Director
West Michigan Environmental Action
Council



CCl

Rick Snyder, Governor, State of Michigan

Dan Wyant, Director, Michigan Department of Environmental Quatity
Bill Schuette, Attorney General, State of Michigan

State of Michigan Congressional Delegation

Allan Beshore, CATS Manager, PHMSA

Harold Winnie, CATS Manager, PHMSA






Lois B. Robbins
5275 Sherwood Road, Oxford, MI 48371 (248) 969-2518

July 10, 2014

Daniel Wyant, Director, MDEQ
Department of Environmental Quality
525 West Allegan Street

P.O. Box 30473

Lansing, Ml 48909-7973

Attorney General Bill Schutte

G. Mennen Williams Buiiding, 7th Floor
525 W. Ottawa St.

P.O. Box 30212

Lansing, Ml 48909

lois@robbinsmail.com

RE: Public Comment on Rover/ET proposed new pipeline in Michigan

Dear Sirs,

While 'm happy that a task-force is being set up to study the possible
environmental impacts of a proposed new pipeline (Rover/ET), I'm dismayed to
see that there will be no representation on the task force by property owners,
activist groups, or university professors who have expertise in this field.

Out of respect for the democratic process, Input is needed from representatives
of all these stakeholders. Otherwise, the decision-making process will be

skewed in favor of the oil companies and public officials.

Thank you for considering my wishes in this matter.

Cordially,

Lois B. Robbins,
Interested citizen







From: RWBarkerMidland@aol.com [mailto:RWBarkerMidiand@aol.com|
Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2014 12:32 AM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Straits of Mackinac Pipelines

Attorney General William H. Schuette
Dear Bill,

The subject I could not remember when we were talking Saturday night at the
Saginaw Art Museum was what influence the AG's office might have with respect to
assuring (to the extent that is possible) safety of oil and gas pipe lines under the
Straits of Mackinac. My expertise on pipe lines started in 1957 with
participating in removing 40 year old Dow brine pipe lines between Midland and
Mount Pleasant and later settling damages from small pipe line breaks. The
smallest break is a difficult situation. It seems to me the 60ish year old pipe lines
across the Straits of Mackinac, a uniquely dangerous location for effects of a
break, are too much of a possible danger not to warrant quick action, They scare
me. At least right now engineering studies as to the risk of rupture-- tolerance
should be close to zero-- and making sure there are remote control valves on each
side of the Straits to immediately close off any flow from land lines.

New lines should be in place ready for use before there is any substantial-- 1
mean one chance in a thousand in any one year-- chance of an underwater break in
these old lines, and the State of Michigan should insist on the most thorough
scientific investigation of the probability right now. This means advance planning
as to when replacement will be required, whether now or ten years from now. The
State should take no chances.

It has been mentioned that your office has some interest in the matter, hence
my spouting off. Perhaps replacement is not needed right now, but there should
never be any probability of a break which could be avoided, It is a matter of
absolute best protection from environmental pollution, not what we or the pipeline
owners can afford. We don't need and cannot risk an Exxon Valdez or Deepwater
Horizon situation in our beautiful Great Lakes as they cannot cleanse themselves
like the Pacific Ocean and the Gulf of Mexico did there.

Bill

R. W. Barker

209 Revere Street

Midland MI 48640-4255

RWBarkerMidland@aol.com

Telephone 989-631-9864, Cell phone 989-205-0975, Facsimile 989-631-9946







From: Steve Krause [mailto:stevek364@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 6:10 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Re: Citizen Response

Mpr. Hills,
Thanks for the reply. [ appreciate it.

While the background info you provided about Mr. Schuette is interesting, I remain
very concerned about the Enbridge pipeline in the Straits. Anyone who looks at this
scenario objectively knows that it is nothing short of a ticking time bomb waiting to
go off. After all, among other things, the pipeline is 61-years old. To put that into
context, it was installed during the Eisenhower Administration -- and before
McDonald's ever opened their first burger joint. What's more, knowing that 23-
million gallons of crude oil flow through that line each day and being familiar with
Enbridge's dismal safety record (around 800 spills in 10 years) when it comes to
pipeline leaks, it does not leave me feeling warm and fuzzy.

Mzr. Hilis, with the Great Lakes being Michigan's greatest asset, why would we even
take such a risk!? It's crazy. The meager amount of revenue we are receiving from
Enbridge will be a drop in the bucket compared to the devastating consequences of a
spill.

In my mind, the only solution is to have Enbridge either:

1. Decommission the pipeline altogether

2. Route it around the Great Lakes

3. Completely replace it with an all new line

Anything short of this (including conducting a series of taskforce meetings) is
simply playing Russian roulette with our beautiful waters. Why would we be so
foolish to do such a thing?

Thanks again for your response.

Regards,

Sincerely,
Steve Krause



Hart, Nancy (AG)

Ry
From: Michigan Attorney Generai
Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 9:11 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Yet Another Enbridge oil spill

From: Steve Krause [mailto:stevek364@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, December 20, 2014 3:25 PM

To: Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Michigan Attorney General; Quackenbush, John (LARA); Creagh, Keith (DNR); Allan, Jon (DEQ);
Steudte, Kirk {(MDOT)

Subject: Yet Another Enbridge oil spill

Dear MPPTF members,

Aside from what we witnessed from Enbridge in Kalamazoo, this is yet another example of the senseless risk
we're taking with our Great Lakes by doing nothing about Line 5.

And for what .... money? You can't put a price on Michigan's pristine waters.

https://www.popularresistance.org/enbridge-line-4-spills-1350-barrels-ol-oil-in-2-minutes-26-seconds/

Thanks for listening.

Steve Krause
Troy, Mi



Hart, Nancy (AG)

R R e D D SR A .
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Tuesday, February 10, 2015 9:24 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: The Yellowstone River Ol Spill -- A Wakeup Call?

From: Steve Krause [mailto:stevek364@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2015 9:04 PM

To: Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Michigan Attorney General; Quackenbush, John (LARA); Creagh, Keith (DNR); Allan, Jon (DEQ);
Steudle, Kirk (MDQT)

Subject: The Yellowstone River Qil Spill -- A Wakeup Call?

Dear Members of the Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force,

I heard something today that while so blatantly obvious, rang true with such simplicity -- There's no such thing
as a safe pipeline.

Wiith that in mind, and in light of the tragic oil spill in the Yellowstone River recently, I thought you might find
the following article informative.

http://insideclimatenews.org/news/06022015/vellowstone-oil-spills-expose-threat-pipelines-under-rivers-
nationwide

The Yellowstone incident can't help but remind one of the Line 5 oil pipeline -- a 62-year-old ticking timebomb
in the Straits of Mackinac. An aging underwater pipeline that's certain to devastate our Great Lakes, unless with
the help of your committee, meaningful action is taken to prevent it.

Thanks for reading the article and for doing the right thing for our beautiful state.
Sincerely,

Steve Krause - a concerned Michigan resident.
Troy, M1

Thank you



Hart, Nancy (AG)

R e R REAEIRRREL it S
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent; Thursday, Aprit 23, 2015 8:25 AM
To: ) Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Michigan's Greatest Asset

From: Steve Krause [mailto:stevek364@gmail.comn]

Sent: Wednesday, April 22, 2015 6:23 PM

To: Quackenbush, John (LARA); Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Creagh, Keith (DNR); Allan, Jon (DEQ); Steudle, Kirk (MDOT);
Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Michigan's Greatest Asset

Dear Members of the MPPTE,

I invite you to take a look at this beautiful video of our Great Lakes ...
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gagnnGKprBE

And then, ask yourself one question ... Why in heaven's name are we allowing a 62-year old oil pipeline to
operate in the Straits of Mackinac, putting our state's #1 asset at such risk?

This is insanity.
Knowing there is no such thing as a "safe" pipeline, I am kindly asking that you not play Russian Roulette with
our Great Lakes, but rather, shut down this pipeline and help protect our beautiful waters, which are our #1

tourist attraction.

No amount of revenue collected from Enbridge for this pipeline could compensate for the catastrophic damage
that could happen as the result of a spill.

Thanks for doing the sensible thing and removing this obvious threat to our Great Lakes.
A concerned citizen.

Steve Krause
Troy, Ml
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Hart, Nancy (ﬁG)

From: Michigan Attorney General

Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:11 AM !
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Are the Straits Next?

Attachments: GTY_oil_spill_4_kab_150520_4x3_992.jpg

From: Steve Krause [mailto:stevek364@gmail .com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 5:55 PM

To: Snyder, Rick (GOV); Michigan Attorney General
Subject: Are the Straits Next?

Dear Mr. Snyder and Schuette,

Unless the Line 5 pipeline in the Straits of Mackinac is decommissioned once and for all, like the recent Santa
Barbara spill, we could easily be next.

And why would we choose NOT to remove the pipeline? For financial benefits? Imagine the costs that
Michigan tourism, our environment and related businesses would suffer if a spill were to happen in the Great
Lakes.

Please do the right thing and shut down this lurking menace.

Thank you.
Steve Krause
Troy, MI



From: Michigan Attorney General

Sent: Monday, June 22, 2015 9:00 AM

To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: NASA: "The World is Running Out of Water"

From: Steve Krause [maiito:stevek364@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, June 19, 2015 6:13 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General; Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Steudle, Kirk (MDOT); Allan, Jon (DEQ)
Subject: NASA: "The World is Running Qut of Water"

Dear Members of the Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Taskforce,

As you can see in the attached news article from The Washington Post (below), NASA data is showing that the
world is running out of water.

http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/wonkblog/wp/2015/06/1 6/mew-nasa-studies-show-how-the-world-is-
running-out-of-watex/

What does this mean for Michigan?

We are sitting on a gold mine with our Great Lakes. With that in mind, how could we be so short-sighted in
putting our state's most precious resource--arguably more valuable than oil -- at such tremendous risk by
allowing the Enbridge pipeline to remain?

Please do the right thing and shut that line down before disaster strikes.

Thanks for listening.

Sincerely,

Steve Krause
Troy, MI







From: Susan Wheadon [majlto;slwheadon@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2014 11:16 AM

To: Michigan Attorney General; June Thaden
Subject: Pipeline in the Straits of Mackinac

I along with many others are very concerned about what could happen if their was a
leak in the 63 year old pipeline in the Straits of Mackinac. To say that it is safe is
preposterous in view of the fact that Enbrdge and our government are in control
here.

I want my leaders in Michigan to get out of the pockets of the gas and oil companies
and to sever your alliance with ALEC.

Economically there is a big chance that you could ruin us all and for what? [ am
appalled about our current state's environmental policies and the folks that should
be protecting the future of my children and grandchildren. It is nothing less than
egregious what is happening in this beautiful state.

Please respond.

Susan Wheadon

3044 S Good Harbor Trail
Cedar, Mi 49621

231 228 5920







Hart, Nancy (AG)

From: Michigan Attorney General

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2015 3:52 PM

To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: FWW Submission of Comments Regarding Line 5
Attachments: Line 5 _ final comments .pdf

From: Alison Grass [ma#to:agrass@fwwatch.org]

Sent: Friday, March 06, 2015 2:43 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General; Wyant, Dan (DEQ)

Cc: Lynna Kaucheck; Quackenbush, John (LARA); Creagh, Keith (DNR); Alian, Jon (DEQ); Steudle, Kirk (MDOT); Etue,
Kriste (MSP); Snyder, Rick (GOV)

Subject: FWW Submission of Comments Regarding Line 5

Dear Mr. Wyant and Mr. Schuelte, |

On behalf of Food & Water Watch, a non-profit consumer advocacy organization, which has an office in
Michigan, we submit our comments (attached to this email as a PDF) regarding Enbridge's Line 5.

We thank you for your consideration. We've also emailed a copy of this letter to the other members of the Task
Force —Dan Wyant, Bill Schuette, John Quackenbush, Keith Creagh, Jon Allan, Kirk Steudle, Col. Kriste
Kibbey Etue—- and Governor Rick Snyder.

Sincerely,

Alison Grass

Alison K. Grass

Researcher

Food & Water Watch

1616 P Street NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20036

T. 202-683-2507

E. agrass@twwatch.org
www.foodandwaterwatch.org

“Water is life's mater and matrix, mother and medium. There is no life without water." ~ Albert Szent-
Gyorgyi



“21 Food & water Watch » 1616 P St NW, Suite 300 + Washington, DC 20036

T +202.683.2500 » F +202.683.2501 + www.foodandwaterwatch.org

Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force

Dan Wyant, Task Force Co-Chair

Director Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
wyantd@michigan.gov

Bill Schuette, Task Force Co-Chair
Attorney General, State of Michigan
miag@michigan.gov

Submitted to Co-Chairs of the Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force, Dan Wyant and Bill
Schuette, on March 6, 2015 via email.

RE: Public Comment Regarding Enbridge’s Line 5

Dear Dan Wyant and Bill Schuette:

On behalf of Food & Water Watch (FWW), a non-profit consumer advocacy organization,
which has an office in Michigan, we write to express our organization’s concerns about
Enbridge’s two pipelines collectively known as Line 5. Our comments make explicit our
fundamental concern that Line 5 poses severe and potentially irreversible damage to the
Great Lakes, the largest cluster of freshwater lakes in the world.

The State of Michigan should not allow Line 5 to continue its transferal of hazardous, toxic
hydrocarbons. We request that the Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force be a leader and
make a step in the right direction by recommending that Line 5 be permanently
decommissioned.

Summary

In short, we are concerned about Line 5 because it poses a significant threat to the Great
Lakes and Michigan - both environmentally and economically, and upon rupture, could
accost public health problems to residents in the Great Lakes region. Line 5 was built in
19531 - prior to the adoption of the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act?~ and has never
had to go through the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act review. In 2013 a filmed dive along
Line 5, sponsored by the National Wildlife Federation, discovered undetected “structural
defects,”3 and in December 2014 a “pinhole” was detected in the Upper Peninsula. In
general, pipelines pose huge risks of spills. Line 5’s aging condition only amplifies the risk. It
is imperative that the Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force makes recommendations on
behalf of the public’s interest and not a corporation with vested interests.

foodasaizrwWatch



Line 5 is a public trust issue for both the Great Lakes and the State of Michigan.

Line 5 never had to gain Michigan’s approval to use and occupy public trust bottomlands
and the Great Lakes waters. Public Trust, according to State Law “..means the perpetual
duty of the state to secure to its people the prevention of pollution, impairment or
destruction of its natural resources, and rights of navigation, fishing, hunting, and use of its
lands and waters for other public purposes.”s

The State of Michigan says activities that require the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act
(GLSLA) Permit include:

“Any dredging, filling, modifying, constructing, enlarging, or extending of
structures in Great Lakes waters or below the OHWM [ordinary highwater
mark] of the Great Lakes; or connecting any natural or artificial waterway,
canal, or ditch with any Great Lake including Lake St. Clair; or constructing a
marina requires a Great Lakes Bottomlands Permit. Applicants may be
required to secure leases or conveyances from the State of Michigan to place
structures on bottomlands.”®

Despite this requirement regarding activities, we find no evidence that a permit for
modification was sought in May 2013, when Enbridge expanded Line 5’s pumping capacity
from 491 thousand barrels per day (bpd) to 540 thousand bpd.” To further reiterate this
statement (and further support the fact that Enbridge should have been be required to seek
a permit) we refer to Attorney General Frank Kelley, who stated in 1977 that existing deed
owner's ought to be subject to the GLSLA’s permitting process.B

Opinion #5214:

“Therefore, in view of the fact that the 1965 amendment to the Great Lakes
Submerged Lands Act requires an owner to obtain a permit, the fact that a
person holds title to the property does not prevent the State from exercising its
public trust and police power responsibilities. It is therefore my opinion that an
applicant holding title to or rights of possession to lands acquired from the
State must obtain a permit before filling, dredging or otherwise altering or
modifying lands lying below the ordinary highwater mark of Lake St. Clair.”

The GLSLA is a keystone principle of Michigan’s public trust doctrine. Yet, decision makers
in Michigan allow the continuation of Line 5 and its occupation of the bottomlands. A
contaminant release from Line 5, which carries light crude oil and natural gas liquids!?
through the Straits of Mackinac, would compromise water relied on for recreation, tourism
and more. The Lakes, a non-renewable resource, contain roughly 20 percent of the global
surface freshwater supply and are home to 10 percent of the United States’ population and
30 percent of Canada’s population, and various species of flora and fauna, several of which
are endangered or threatened.!! Any sort of leakage from Line 5 could spew toxins into the
Great Lakes,!? the largest cluster of freshwater lakes in the world,*3 and the drinking water
source for over 35 million people.1*



A spill in the Straits of Mackinac would be culturally, environmentally, and economically
devastating.

When spills go undetected, from inadequate detection systems or monitoring personnel’s
failure to identify a rupture, a spill could go for hours or even days,!s posing serious risks to
drinking water and public health. Short-term exposure to crude oil can cause difficulty
breathing, headaches, nausea and skin irritation;16 long-term effects include damage to the
liver, kidney, respiratory, reproductive, blood, immune and nervous systems, as well as
cancer and birth defects.!” One component of crude oil, benzene, an aromatic hydrocarbon
and known carcinogen and mutagen, causes a variety of diseases, including leukemia.'8

In the U.S,, more than 11,000 pipeline incidents have occurred from 1994 to 2014, and more
than 6,300 have been from petroleum pipelines. The incidents have caused $6.5 billion in
property damage.1? (See Figure 1).

Figure 1: Annual Pipeline Incidents and Costs, 1954 - 2014
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In 2014 a University of Michigan study, Straits of Mackinac Contaminant Release Scenarios:
Flows Visualizations and Tracer Simulations, determined that an oil spill in the Straits of
Mackinac is the “worst possible place” for one to occur in the Great Lakes.?? Every few days
the strong currents —which at peak volumetric transport can be more than 10 times
greater that the flow of Niagara Falls— bi-directionally switch from eastward to
westward.?! Depending upon the course of movement at the time of a “contaminant
release”, contaminants could travel eastward to Lake Huron or westward to Lake Michigan
— and may vacillate, several times, through the Straits.??

A contaminant release in the Straits could severely impair the surrounding ecologically
sensitive areas.?? Within 20 days of a spill or leak, contaminants could cover large ground -
diffusing material both southeasterly to Rogers City in Lake Huron and westerly to Beaver
Island in Lake Michigan.2* Based on the two 20-day time period release scenario models
used to measure contaminant release impacts, "..the shoreline areas most likely to be
impacted by a contaminant release in the Straits are Mackinac Island, Bois Blanc Island, and



the Lake Huron shoreline from Mackinac to Rogers City."?5

The Lakes deliver

over 50 billion Figure 2: Great Lakes Jobs, By State
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fisheries, shipping/transportation, and tourism/recreation all depend upon its health.?’
Even Governor Snyder's Pure Michigan tourism campaign boasts itself around the
magnificence of the Lakes.

In 2009, the lLakes were
Figure 3: Great Lakes Jobs, by Industry linked to over 1.5 million
jobs 28 with Michigan
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2 Numbers are based on 2009 data from the Michigan Sea Grant’s 2011 report, Vital to Our Nation’s Economy: Great
Lakes Jobs. This is Michigan Sea Grant’s most recent compreliensive examination.



One of the worst and most expensive oil spills in the ULS. history came from an Enbridage
pipeline failure in July 2010:32

Line 6b ruptured near Talmadge Creek, a tributary of Michigan’s Kalamazoo River, spilling
as much as 1 million gallons of tar sands crude (diluted bitumen). The spill devastated
sensitive ecosystems and impacted people living in nearby communities, and the inland
cleanup cost about a billion dollars.?3 According to a sample of Michigan residents, over one
third of people living in communities impacted by Enbridge’s Kalamazoo relocated due to
local air pollution. Local residents exposed to the spill reported troubling neurological,
respiratory and gastrointestinal problems.?* Concurrently, based on the 20 years of pipeline
incident data from Pipeline & Hazardous Materials Safety Administration, 2010 had the
most costly property damage 35

Line 6b — considerably aged infrastructure much like Line 5, having been built in the
1960536 — ruptured under aging duress. Specifically, the National Transportation and
Safety Board {NTSB) attributed the spill to pipeline corrosion and “pervasive organizational
failures.”37 According to NTSB Enbridge was aware that the section of the pipeline that
ultimately burst was vulnerable, and failed to act on the information.38

Enbridge alone, from 2005 to 2013, spilled or released roughly 91,855 barrels of
hydrocarbon products — such as crude oil and natural gas. From 1996 to 2013, the number
of reportable® spills, leaks and releases more than doubled, from 54 to 117, with a total of
1,244 reportable incidents for those 17 years.3? (See Figure 4.) Just last summer Enbridge's
Line 5 was found in viclation of its 1953-easement spacing requirements and missing
support structures.*¢

Figure 4: Enbridge Annual Reportable Spills/Leaks/Releases
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b According to Addendum to Enbridge’s 2013 Corporate Social Responsibifity Report, on page 2, a reportable
spill, leak or release is one that is, “...large or significant enough to require Enbridge to formally notify a
regulatory agency.”



Conclusion

Enbridge has never had to go through the Bottomlands Conveyance Application permitting
process, as required by the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act. Yet a hydrocarbon release in
the Straits of Mackinac would cause significant social, environmental and economic impacts.

Allowing Line 5 to continue operating puts the Great Lakes and the region’s environment,
public health and economy at risk, solely for the benefit of a company’s profits. Piping
millions of barrels of toxic hydrocarbons throughout the Straits is not in Michigan’s public
interest.

Thus, FWW urges the Pipeline Task Force to decommission Line 5.

We've also sent a copy of this letter to the other members of the Task Force —Dan Wyant,
Bill Schuette, John Quackenbush, Keith Creagh, Jon Allan, Kirk Steudle, Col. Kriste Kibbey
Etue— and Governor Rick Snyder,

Respectfully yours,

SN

Alison K. Grass

Researcher

Food & Water Watch

1616 P Street NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20036
202-683-2507
agrass@fwwatch.org

u&‘ﬂ‘h‘“}{@!& Clo. o i

Lynna Kaucheck

Senior Organizer

Food & Water Watch

2727 2nd Avenue, Suite 136
Detroit, MI 48201
313-486-1356
lkaucheck@fwwatch.org




cc

John Quackenbush,
Chair, Michigan Public Service Commission
quackenbushj@michigan.gov’

Keith Creagh,
Director, Michigan Department of Natural Resources
creaghk@michigan.gov

Jon Allan,
Director, DEQ's Office of the Great Lakes
allanj@michigan.gov

Kirk Steudle,
Director, Michigan Department of Transportation
steudlek@michigan.gov

Col. Kriste Kibbey Etue,
Director, Michigan State Police
etuek@michigan.gov

Governor Rick Snyder
Office of the Governor

P.0, Box 30013

Lansing, Michigan 48909
rick.snyder@michigan.gov
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From: William Hoff [mallto:hoffwr@gmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 20615 2;10 PM

To: Wurfel, Brad (DEQ); yearoutj@michigan.com; Datema, Maggie (DEQ); Manning, Peter (AG)
Subject: Pipeline #5

Please convey our thoughts to Atty. General Bill Schuette that we feel very strongly about
the potential damage that would be done if Pipeline #5 did rupture. This pipeline is 62
years old and is transporting large amounts of oil through it every day. We live on Grand
Traverse Bay, as do many of our friends. We all feel this line should be shut down. The
devastation to the walers of our Great Lakes would be heartbreaking. We do not want
another spill such as happened at the Kalamazoo river and the Gulf of Mexico.

William and Suzanne Hoff
1615 So. Maple Bluffs Ct.
Suttons Bay, Ml 49682







From: Kay Bos [mailto:kay bos@hotmail,com}
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 11:35 AM

To: Manning, Peter (AG)

Subject: Line 5

Please use your voice to shut down fine 5, under the Mackinac Bridge. Don’t be sorry after the spill occurs
from an unnecessary leak. Shut down this pipeline 5.

Judith k. Bos
7059 Deadstream Road
Honor, Michigan 49640







Hart, Nancy (AG)

IRERE RN RS ISR S e e ]
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 8:53 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Great Lakes

From: Pete/Carol [mailto: 2007 danly@amail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 31, 2015 6:19 AM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Grealt Lakes

We are already known nationally for the devastation of the Enbridge oil spill in the Kalmazoo River. Please,
take care of Line 5 under the Straights before an accident or spill ruins the Great Lakes. Thank you.

Carol Danly

1902 E Front St

Traverse City, Ml 49686
231-313-8744






IE;Iart, Nancy (AG)

R A NIRRT LR ]
From: ahanson47@comcast.net
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 8:48 PM
To: Michigan Attorney General
Subject: Shut down Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac

Dear Attorney General Bill Schuette:

As a Michigander, | strongly urge you to protect public health and the Great Lakes by shutting down
Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac.

Sincerely,

Art Hanson

1815 Briarwood Dr.
L.ansing, MI 48917






Hart, Nancy (AG)

N T R N o R R
From: nhansond48@comcast.net
Sent: Friday, April 03, 2015 5:45 AM
To: Michigan Attorney General
Subject: Shut down Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac

Dear Attorney General Bill Schuette:

As a Michigander, | strongly urge you to protect public health and the Great Lakes by shutting down
Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac.

Sincerely,

Natalie Hanson
1815 Briarwood Dr.
Lansing, Ml 48917






Manning, Peter (AG)

From: cynthia | cupal <cynthiacupal@me.com>
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 10:.00 AM

To: Manning, Peter (AG)

Subject: Pipeline 5

I am writing about my concern of pipe line #5 under the Strait of Mackinaw and the risk of il spills. Please shut down
#5. A potential spill would be devastating to Michigan affecting the largest fresh water in the world, the potential harm
to fauna and flora and harm to a popular vacation destination.

Dr Cynthia Cupal

Sent from my iPad






Hart, Nancy (AG)

R R L SttH
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 10:57 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Enbridge's Line 5 needs to be shut down!

From: Matt Phelan [mailto:mattphelan27@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, Aprit 09, 2015 9:52 AM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Enbridge's Line 5 needs to be shut down!

Attorney General Schuette,

As a constituent, | urge you to protect public health and the Great Lakes and shut down Line 5 under
the Straits of Mackinac.

In years past, Michigan citizens rallied to keep oii drilling out of the Great Lakes and we made it
happen. Don't stop that progress. Under the Straits of Mackinac, Enbridge's Line 5 aging oil and gas
pipeline is one leak away from devastating our Great Lakes. The entire world saw what BP did to the
Gulf. | don't want Michigan making international bad news.

The Michigan Petroleum Pipeline Task Force (MPPTF) will decide this spring what to do about Line 5
and as co-chair of the task force you need to make it clear that the only option is shutting Line 5
down.

Michigan is literally defined by the Great Lakes. One in five jobs is dependent upon their health. They
provide drinking water for roughly 35 million people. The currents in the Straits of Mackinac are
extremely strong, and every ten days the currents switch direction. If an oil spill were to occur in the
Straits the currents would spread the oil quickly making clean-up efforts incredibly difficult. Qur Lakes
aren't worth the risk.

Our Lakes, our health and our environment are depending on you. Make the right choice, shut down
Line 5!

Sincerely,

Matt Phelan
517-282-0783






L R
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 1,10 PM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Enbridge Pipeline 5

From: bmdehut@aol.com [mailtg:bmdehut@aol,.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 12:13 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Enbridge Pipeline 5

Mr. Schuette,

Michigan has had enough problems with Enbridge pipelines. Please help prevent an oil spill in the
Straits of Mackinac by shutting down pipeline 5.

Thank you,
B. Dehut
Bergland






Hart, Nancy (AG)

From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Pipe Line 5

From: Karen [mailto: Tayi8kr@acl.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 12:25 PM
To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Pipe Line 5

Close Down pipe line 5. Cheaper to prevent a disaster than to clean one up! Don't destroy our beautiful Great
Lakes!
Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone.






From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent; Thursday, April 09, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: risky pipe line 5

From: Margot McC [mailto:1980mamc@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 1:02 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Cc: Margot McCormack

Subject: risky pipe line 5

Dear Attorney General Schuette,

as a constituent, I urge you to protect public health and the
Great Lakes and shut down Line 5 under the Straits of
Mackinac. There seems to be too many risks to keep our
Great Lakes safe. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Margot McCormack

Westland, MI






Hart, Nancy (AG)

A D R A e i s
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent; Thursday, April 09, 2015 3:11 PM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Protection for the Great Lakes

From: Melissa McLaughfin [mallto:melissalmclaughlin@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 2:46 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Protection for the Great Lakes

Mr. Schuette,

As a constituent and a lover of our great lakes, I urge you to protect public health and
the Great Lakes and shut down Line 5 under the Straits of Mackinac. This pipeline is
unsafe and one leak away from contaminating our lakes. Michigan is literally defined by
the Great Lakes. One in five jobs is dependent upon their health. They provide drinking
water for roughly 35 million people. As research shows, if Line 5 were to spring a leak,
even a small one, all of this would be put in peril. Please do the right thing and shut this
pipeline down.

Thank you so much for your time and consideration!

Sincerely,
Melissa McLaughlin






Hart, Nancy (AG)

s R R SN e
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Monday, May 04, 2015 10:15 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Enbridge’s Superior Region (#866) Response Zone Document

From: Gerry Niedermaier [mailto:gniedermaier@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, May 02, 2015 12:51 PM

To: Wyant, Dan (DEQ); Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Enbridge’s Superior Region (#866) Response Zone Document

Good Afternoon Gentlemen,

There have been a lot of environmental, conservation, wildlife and concerned citizens expressing concern and
outrage regarding Enbridge's #5 Pipeline.

I am in receipt of their Emergency Response Action Plan and am in total shock at how dismal this 148 page
document.

In Section 6.8 Containment and Recovery, 6.8.1 Protection Technique Selection,

there is no plan for containment and recovery for the Straits. It address land spills, and SplllS in rivers and
channels, but not the huge span across the Straits.

In addition, and this is of enormous concern to me and others, is NO plan for containment and recovery in arctic
conditions, with anywhere from 2 feet to 4 feet of ice.Nothing. Booms will be inoperable as there is no open
water, submersible units won't be able to operate through ice chunks, presuming the U.S. Coast Guard Cutters
can maneuver in tight quarters, which we know they cannot.

This is a total disaster. There is no plan.

How do you folks address this? The U.S. Coast Guard went on record last winter that they will be unable to deal
with this, either. So.....Enbridge gets a bye because of their wealth and influence?

This plan is full of deficiencies and inept strategies. Close it down, be proactive here.
They can fund a new line across northern Canada and provide jobs as well.
Sincerely,

Gerald J Niedermaier
Gladstone, MI 49837






Begin forwarded message:

From: Erica F <ericaceously@gmail.com>

Date: May 20, 2015 at 11:11:25 AM EDT

To: "Pallone, Maggie (DEQ)" <PalloneM(@michigan.gov>, "Manning, Peter (AG)"
<ManningP@michigan.gov>, "Bitely, Andrea (AG)" <BitelyA(@michigan.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Enbridge Line 5 Question

Dear Members of the Pipeline Task Force,

In light of the recent article in Politico on the utter failures of PHMSA as an agency, and in light
of our country's all-too-frequent oil spills (including yesterday's major oil spill in Santa Barbara)
that play out in the same predictable way every time, I have zero confidence in Michigan's ability
to prevent or handle an oil spill in the Great Lakes. I join the Little Traverse Bay Band of Odawa
Indians in calling for Line 5's decommission. Anything less is too big a risk, Please use the
powerful positions you hold to do the right thing.

Thank you,

Erica Flock






Hart, Nancy (AG)

From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent; ~ Thursday, May 21, 2015 9:09 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Spam:Shut down Line 5!
----- Original Message-----

From: Food & Water Watch [mailto:act@fwwatch.org]
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 6:47 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Spam:Shut down Line 5!

May 20, 2015

Attorney General William Schuette

(G. Mennen Williams Building, 7th Floor
525 West Ottawa Street

Lansing, MI 48909

Dear Attorney General Schuette,

[ am writing to request that the Pipeline Task Force recommend that Line 5 be permanently
decommissioned.

In May 2013, the two pipelines collectively known as Line 5 expanded pumping capacity from
491,000 barrels per day (bpd) to 540,000 bpd.

Line 5, which carries light crude oil and natural gas liquids through the Straits of Mackinac ,has
not been replaced in six decades, and, even more concerning, a 2014 University of Michigan
study determined that an oil spill in the Straits of Mackinac is the "worst possible place" for this
to happen in the Great Lakes. '

Line 5 was built in 1953, prior to the adoption of the Great Lakes Submerged Lands Act.

Therefore, the pipelines' owner, Enbridge, never had to go through the Great Lakes Bottomlands

Permit permitting process, required by the Act, to determine the risks of Line 5 to the public
trust,

But the industry, seemingly hard pressed to make North America the leading producer of oil and
gas, is putting the integrity of the Great Lakes in danger for its own benefit. Any sort of leakage
from Line & could spew toxins into the Great Lakes, the largest cluster of freshwater lakes in the
world. The Lakes, a non-renewable resource, contain roughly 20 percent of the world's available
fresh surface water. The Great Lakes region is home to 10 percent of the U.S.



population and 30 percent of Canada's population, provides drinking water for approximately 35
million people and provides habitat for various species of flora and fauna, several of which are
endangered or threatened.

Line b must be permanently decommissioned; allowing this ticking time bomb to stay in
operation would be to the detriment of the Great Lakes and the countless people whose
livelithoods depend on it.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachael Luce
5028 Coopers Landing Dr
Kalamazoo, MI 49004-7671







Hart, Nancy (AG)

AR RS
From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2015 9:40 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)
Subject: FW: Energy and the environment

From: William Bardill [mailto:fortejupiterl@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 24, 2015 12:57 AM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Energy and the environment

Dear Attorney General;

Two 62-year old oil pipelines threatens the Great lakes. Called Line 5, owned by Enbridge, a Canadian energy
company, they carry 23 million gallons of crude oil daily. Oil and water don't mix and if it were to rupture it
would spill oil across the Great Lakes. Please act now and make Enbridge replace the pipeline. Thank you

Marilyn Bardill

37865 Pointe rosa

Harrison Township, MI 48045
fortejupiter! (@gmail.com




Hart, Nancz (AG) -

From: Michigan Attorney General
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2015 8:40 AM
To: Hart, Nancy (AG)

Subject: FW: Line 5 and the Great Lakes

From: William Bardill [mailto:fortejupiterl@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2015 6:06 PM

To: Michigan Attorney General

Subject: Line 5 and the Great Lakes

Dear Governor Synder;

Two 62-year old pipelines called Line 5 threaten the Great Lakes. Line 5 is owned by Enbridge, a Canadian
energy company. It carries 23 million gallons of crude oil daily. It passes between the upper and lower
peninsulas along the bottom of the Straits of Mackinac.

Oil and water don't mix and if Line 5 ruptures it would spill oil across the Great Lakes.

Please act now vote to replace or shut down Line 5

Thank you for your concern.

Marilyn Bardil}

Harrison Township




