
From: Thomas TaylorBrown
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:14:57 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Thomas TaylorBrown
Lansing, Michigan, 48910, United States

___________________________



From: Manu S-M
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:16:12 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Manu S-M
Algonac, Michigan, 48001, United States

___________________________



From: Robert Thomasson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:06 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Robert Thomasson
Williamston, Michigan, 48895, United States

___________________________



From: Suzanne Pellar
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:20 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Suzanne Pellar
Valparaiso, Indiana, 46385, United States

___________________________

%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Ralph Tuscher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:32 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Susan Hampel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Hampel
Eastsound, Washington, 98245, United States

___________________________



From: Renee Russell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:57 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Renee Russell
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Kelly King
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:17:59 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Kelly King
Denver, Colorado, 80209, United States

___________________________



From: Michael Casler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:05 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Michael Casler
Lansing, Michigan, 48906, United States



From: Mackenzie Adams
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:16 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mackenzie Adams
Plymouth, Michigan, 48170, United States



From: Roger Webster
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:20 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Roger Webster

___________________________



From: Michael Motta
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:23 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Michael Motta
Holland, Michigan, 49424, United States

___________________________



From: Zoe Zeerip
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:36 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Zoe Zeerip

___________________________



From: Norma Golden
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:44 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Norma Golden
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49509, United States

___________________________



From: Mary Abbott
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:46 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Abbott
Sebastopol, California, 95472, United States

___________________________



From: Mallory Dickinson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:47 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface
tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mallory Dickinson
Mason, Michigan, 48854, United States

___________________________



From: Jess Mohler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:55 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jess Mohler
Nashville, Michigan, 49073, United States



From: Mike Tiedeck
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:58 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mike Tiedeck
Harbor Springs, Michigan, 49740, United States

___________________________



From: John Hagen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:58 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
John Hagen

___________________________



From: Martin and Sharon McGladdery
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:58 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among
other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________



From: lynda betzhold
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:18:59 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
lynda betzhold

___________________________



From: Greg Plunkett
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Greg Plunkett
Washington, Michigan, 48095, United States

___________________________



From: Alexander Shur
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:03 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Alexander Shur
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________



From: Merry Ossenheimer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:03 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Merry Ossenheimer

___________________________



From: Charles Kotz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:09 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Charles Kotz
Meridian charter Township, Michigan, 48864, United States



From: marc labar
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:17 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
marc labar
Cassopolis, Michigan, 49031, United States

___________________________



From: Sandra Gray
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:24 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sandra Gray
Howard City, Michigan, 49329, United States

___________________________



From: Michael Loeffler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:47 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Karin Pez
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:44 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Karin Pez
Clawson, Michigan, 48017, United States

___________________________



From: Jo Kelly
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:42 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jo Kelly

___________________________



From: linda sleeper
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:37 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Thomas Yocum
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:33 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface
tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Thomas Yocum
Elk Rapids, Michigan, 49629, United States

___________________________



From: Kellie Parks
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:47 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Kellie Parks
Traverse City, Michigan, 49685, United States

___________________________



From: Jeff Spakowski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:49 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

More personally, as we see the ongoing effects of #ClimateChange become more acute, we simply need to spend our $ on renewable infrastructure, not literally dig in for more decades of fossil fuels.  Please, reject Enbridge's application.

Yours sincerely,
Jeff Spakowski
Huntington Woods, Michigan, 48070, United States

___________________________



From: Valerie Sweers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:19:59 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Valerie Sweers

___________________________



From: Susan Liebetreu
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:04 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Liebetreu
Bloomfield Township, Michigan, 48302, United States

___________________________



From: Judith Gallagher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:11 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Judith Gallagher
Beaver Island, Michigan, 49782, United States

___________________________



From: Jared Boduch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:13 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface
tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jared Boduch

___________________________



From: Denise Hosta
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:13 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Denise Hosta
Fort Myers, Florida, 33913, United States

___________________________



From: Linda Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:15 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda Smith
South Lyon, Michigan, 48178, United States

___________________________



From: Lucie McNeil
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:50 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lucie McNeil
Adrian, Michigan, 49221, United States

___________________________



From: Aubrey Livingston
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:45 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Aubrey Livingston

___________________________



From: herbert hames
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:41 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
herbert hames
Grand Haven, Michigan, 49417, United States

___________________________



From: Shirley Burga
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:32 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Shirley  Burga
Gregory, Michigan, 48137, United States

___________________________



From: Marge Chesney
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:26 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Protecting Lake Michigan from potential pollution is of the utmost importance.

Yours sincerely,
Marge  Chesney
Empire, Michigan, 49630, United States

___________________________



From: Theresa Reid
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:25 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Theresa Reid
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________



From: Gabbie Buendia
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 10:52:35 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gabbie Buendia
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________

%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Linda Belote
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to REJECT Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

STOP ENBRIDGE!
Yours sincerely,
Linda Belote
Hancock, Michigan, 49930, United States

___________________________



From: Samantha Allen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: RE: Case no. U-20763
Date: Wednesday, April 29, 2020 5:08:28 PM

Dear Commissioners,

RE: Case no. U-20763

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do
not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the
Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline
Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration
of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on
behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to
be considered void because the potential disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust
waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary. Your role in
reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or
not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible
alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the
substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed is substantially different
than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a
substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory
ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully
engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Respectfully,

Sincerely,
Samantha Allen

Alma, MI 48801



From: Nathan Murphy
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: RE: Case U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 9:36:24 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I respectfully ask that you reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling by the 
Michigan Public Service Commision that MPSC approval is not needed for their oil tunnel 
under the Straits of Mackinac. The scope of this project, and the possibilities for prudent 
and feasible alternatives demonstrate the need for MPSC oversight of the Enbridge oil 
tunnel project.

The original 1953 easement granted to Lakehead Pipeline Co., Enbridge’s predecessor, 
was for two pipelines on the lakebed and not a tunnel under the Straits. The significance of 
the differences between the proposed tunnel and the existing pipelines warrants 
considering this as a new project despite Enbridge’s assertions that it is not. These 
differences warrant MPSC oversight to protect Michiganders. Construction of this tunnel is 
not simply maintenance. The MPSC should evaluate the case closely and provide 
substantial opportunities for public engagement and comments as well as a contested case 
process.

I ask that you protect Michganders and deny this request for a declaratory ruling and give 
us the chance to engage and be heard in this process before making your determinations.

Respectfully,

Nathan Murphy
-- 

Nathan Murphy
State Director
Environment Michigan



From: Vince Caruso
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Case No. U-20763; No Question Deny the Pipe Line in Our Fresh Water Great Lakes
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:56:39 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to
abuse@michigan.gov

MPSC:  No Question, Deny the Pipe Line in Our Fresh Water Great Lakes

Michigan is now and hopefully forever will be the Saudi Araba of CLEAN
FRESHWATER.  What is that worth?  Incalculable!

That is worth much more then the ' Dead Fuel Walking called OIL'.

Enbridge uses Michigan as a short cut from Canada to Canada.

Michigan has great wind and solar potential especially with new energy storage coming on
board, like electric cars, flow batteries, pump storage and other very promising battery
options.

In generations to come, they will look back and say 'What the heck were you thinking!'

The Great Lakes is a wondrous Gift to the World! DO NOT RISK POLLUTING THIS
GIFT!

To be Calus: the Great Lakes States health and economies TOTALLY depend on this
freshwater not to be polluted.

Your Kids and Grandkids forever will remember your efforts, GOOD or BAD!

The First Nation Native Americans protected the Great Lakes we owe it to the next
generations to do no less.

 

Thank You,

Vince Caruso

 Cr, Ann Arbor 48103, In the Great State of Michigan

Founding and Coordinating Member 30+ years - ACWG.ORG: Allen's Creek
Watershed Group

Founding and Board Member 20+ years - CARD: Coalition for Action on Remediation
of Dioxane



Former Board Member - SCHVG: Sierra Club Huron Valley Group



From: Shannon Fischer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Comment on Case#U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:22:25 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763
 
Dear MPSC Commissioners,
 
 
I am an enrolled member of the Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians, and I speak on behalf of
my household.  I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that
they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the
Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co.,
was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a
subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the
people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered
void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits
of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.
 
This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing
this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is
in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed
oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface
tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new
project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement
and a contested case process.
 
Furthermore, we cannot forget how Enbridge has failed in the past. Take the Kalamazoo River Spill in
2010. I have family that live in that region and were greatly affected. Not only are my family and
people dependent on the Great Lakes as a source of life, but so are many other Michigan residents.
While I currently do not reside in Michigan, and am located in Pennsylvania, I still find it a great
priority to ensure the safety of our people and water. Again I strongly urge you to reject their
request.
 
Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling
and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in
this process before making your determinations in this case.
 
Chi Miigwetch (Thank you),
 



Shannon M. Fischer, MS
 
 
 
 



From: Joe Henne
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763 I also support the idea that public hearings should be heard at other venues which include Mack City, St Ignace, Petosskey, Cedarville, Naubinway, Cheyboygan etc....
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:53:15 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Joe Henne

___________________________
This email was sent by Joe Henne via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Joe provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Joe Henne at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cdd8a2ba40abf4155163708d7ed1e975c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587950120880&amp;sdata=qjqIoirKaCgUPZwqSHim%2FwIFoAR763MaDUy19MqPELw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cdd8a2ba40abf4155163708d7ed1e975c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587950120880&amp;sdata=c8u%2Bk8c%2BJ3oejis2YA9s%2BaxkNSMX4Hq2vRqAwdUG1Ds%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Char Hoffman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:56:08 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Char Hoffman
Grawn, Michigan, 49637, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Char Hoffman via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Char provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Char Hoffman at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6bd10c13a882412fd88408d7ed1efe78%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589680843879&amp;sdata=6JuLu5oXc46DYQ%2FETP8B0x2IWIwQLJ7CTgZC86of7dA%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6bd10c13a882412fd88408d7ed1efe78%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589680843879&amp;sdata=Z%2BJfUfNOIIPZYua5Kg%2BO5Kvu4PQJkvAYQ1839n2oT9I%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Chris Apap
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:56:06 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Chris Apap
Chicago, Illinois, 60625, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Chris Apap via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Chris provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Chris Apap at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C1f199acd152b4e0d178708d7ed1efd5c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589662480450&amp;sdata=wHdpVRRdEdyAC%2BKhn9YOL8RGQE0sFaWG7ZUhhrbQksI%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C1f199acd152b4e0d178708d7ed1efd5c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589662480450&amp;sdata=Cf9o9nmDPtPxbiMV%2BLuurbBquiwmixWMc3nEYMV7bAM%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Peggy S. Collins
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:51 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Enbridge go back to the drawing board to try and prove Michigan needs their new pipeline and that it won't harm the environment.

Yours sincerely,
Peggy S. Collins
Southfield, Michigan, 48075, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Peggy S. Collins via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Peggy S. provided an email address ( @aol.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Peggy S. Collins at @aol.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C06d674bf82684df137d308d7ed1ef3c3%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589503476971&amp;sdata=LR95LlqNgrXEHAs7TSTTVuZ5OgSeflXg4u81ydX%2FB4M%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C06d674bf82684df137d308d7ed1ef3c3%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589503476971&amp;sdata=h0zaAnImNaVd3P%2FCEJoT87aH7qz80O8vwuMfGDu1iJE%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Patrick Linton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:33 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among
other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Patrick Linton via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Patrick provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Patrick Linton at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C8568d11c87dc4e6662e108d7ed1ee953%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589327294847&amp;sdata=VwNAsag5vPnxuQoebqkgTf69hjv9lRfkn7zhZoa5S5A%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C8568d11c87dc4e6662e108d7ed1ee953%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589327294847&amp;sdata=CAm2IMwepUo%2FcRnQ1lpspfOKU7KR1C6hTEs1CB7%2B06A%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Jill Korendyke
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:30 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jill Korendyke
Kalamazoo, Michigan, 49004, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Jill Korendyke via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Jill provided an email address @charter.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jill Korendyke at j @charter.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ceee58804657d4c5d15aa08d7ed1ee77f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589293524794&amp;sdata=DUk%2F66CYm6hIPT0WNIL3sJFzv%2BvFdWXNkUIOgqVRMqM%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ceee58804657d4c5d15aa08d7ed1ee77f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589293524794&amp;sdata=BgzM88OFY4%2B%2B4HP5eQ%2BMTS0tLyL3qxjFVo2JRb0Lsb8%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Monica Dutmers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:16 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,
Enbridge has been putting the environment at risk for way too long. It is time to shut down the pipeline NOW!  The GreatLakes are in danger. We have seen what happens when oil gets into our lakes. It is a threat to our lives and livelihood.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Monica Dutmers

___________________________
This email was sent by Monica Dutmers via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Monica provided an email address ( @sbcglobal.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Monica Dutmers at @sbcglobal.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2ef37901defa447c2cf408d7ed1edf86%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589163380709&amp;sdata=cbuEK0EoqZPGr5NIGCBZ9%2B5PsN825lLkaiW0lrSItmw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2ef37901defa447c2cf408d7ed1edf86%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589163380709&amp;sdata=pJfx3%2FtfPAtgWsqGnFP62%2B4RbStmtlN%2Be2gkSwvjwrc%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Bobby Belknap
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:14 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Bobby Belknap
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Bobby Belknap via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Bobby provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Bobby Belknap at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cd4bf746bc19843c1242308d7ed1edddf%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589133023345&amp;sdata=%2FNGSoaPF8aBCXFvuPSn2fV%2FhTVPX8xY8e1e40Y57jy0%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cd4bf746bc19843c1242308d7ed1edddf%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589133023345&amp;sdata=LtB1uu2%2Bld3ERXjjMcbe8gDP%2F6EWZdugIGrePY7%2FIm4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Kelly Thayer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:13 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

My family and I are proud Michiganders who live in Frankfort and frequently use and enjoy the Great Lakes, including at the Straits of Mackinac.

We oppose the continued operation of Enbridge's Line 5 pipeline and the proposed oil tunnel that both risk the Great Lakes and public bottomlands for the benefit of a Canadian company taking a shortcut through Michigan.

And we disagree with Enbridge's claim that they do not need MPSC permission for siting the tunnel.

Therefore, I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.

The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel.

Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust
waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved.

Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kelly Thayer
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Kelly Thayer via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Kelly provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Kelly Thayer at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C0e74f69b2495473e758308d7ed1edd54%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589125383102&amp;sdata=hyoKwyynqAXoyM0SkPRTwxWDr5ZGYi3OqXmxHBGvBxw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C0e74f69b2495473e758308d7ed1edd54%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589125388096&amp;sdata=%2BqdTmmeY8JZxNe9XLejjDpopEDYKbRyHucTt433EKo4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: charles mcsweeney
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:55:03 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
charles mcsweeney

___________________________
This email was sent by charles mcsweeney via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at campaigns@good.do, however charles provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to charles mcsweeney at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6c042f3099a74c9e064608d7ed1ed7ef%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589032580886&amp;sdata=Gz7vK0Z35zQkQhFU218fxbtzrQnCqgFjjCDVN1NvQGk%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6c042f3099a74c9e064608d7ed1ed7ef%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238589032580886&amp;sdata=3IGLvOAjF7BHzBzwKXhLmnAwDUCW1ncLhLhLKSNxxs4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Gayle Larson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:54:52 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Gayle Larson via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Gayle provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Gayle Larson at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C9f9691328bd94da88b6b08d7ed1ed0aa%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588916057902&amp;sdata=66ApcyjfQ8Sc1ClBSEeuV0xXc2xe%2FclYoPt924MYxww%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C9f9691328bd94da88b6b08d7ed1ed0aa%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588916057902&amp;sdata=HgjHW4HeR9j4TX3txmmfTaWnZiJ4mhb8pr4Ln0rH24Q%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: S Sharp
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:54:47 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
S Sharp
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by S Sharp via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however S provided an email address @health-awareness.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to S Sharp at @health-awareness.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3193726fb9d34b266bf908d7ed1ecd9c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588865380505&amp;sdata=mw4A%2Bez12GmCTfi7W61xPsvOyj6tpoTwSavLWPy0Dmk%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3193726fb9d34b266bf908d7ed1ecd9c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588865380505&amp;sdata=tjxiGTvLdVAHgbVfI9L4D0JlVH865fo0rHeRXMlH7jY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Jeffrey Annatoyn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:53:53 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Jeffrey Annatoyn via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Jeffrey provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jeffrey Annatoyn at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C327a4198288e4c249e5b08d7ed1eadb1%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588327539900&amp;sdata=atCYIJegn%2BpWqr30zuEenO9vsLKueyBdo1npX65R1sg%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C327a4198288e4c249e5b08d7ed1eadb1%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588327539900&amp;sdata=tEw92I%2BRObHnEFgG%2BW8E3xvpCHD7Q%2FNOmHwKnTjifFc%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Michele Reynolds
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:53:49 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Michele Reynolds

___________________________
This email was sent by Michele Reynolds via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Michele provided an email address ( @aol.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Michele Reynolds at @aol.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb0736520af574109259108d7ed1eabad%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588291602237&amp;sdata=i4t2IIvB6gKMqBT3ycmOqlfYugKn%2FMkNQOgvQh7H8go%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb0736520af574109259108d7ed1eabad%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238588291602237&amp;sdata=KVUUS4P7nWIbcpoApXLOxjuouNuXECiR3rt2TT2770I%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Rosemary Caruso
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:52:59 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Rosemary Caruso

___________________________
This email was sent by Rosemary Caruso via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Rosemary provided an email address ( @aol.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Rosemary Caruso at @aol.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc3752faa3889438a1e4b08d7ed1e8c62%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587788903023&amp;sdata=8PvSr%2B48GMecZ%2BItkT7H%2BQhOq2nlQuz3U2bFxE81XJg%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc3752faa3889438a1e4b08d7ed1e8c62%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587788903023&amp;sdata=CP4BTL6%2FlAIST8kxzFRcAl%2BnAd3%2FYlgfuHwehiZdk%2Bc%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Glen Miller
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:52:11 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Glen  Miller
Howell, Michigan, 48855, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Glen  Miller  via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Glen  provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Glen  Miller  at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C897859c6b3dd4511767608d7ed1e708e%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587307577832&amp;sdata=J3x7%2FQmXaWPB0DrER0SiNpKGBexUsIhhDDmBnUGZjvc%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C897859c6b3dd4511767608d7ed1e708e%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587307577832&amp;sdata=Kf%2BNrNWmruhvp%2FqE%2BOpE0g%2BT8TT9UhdxeWgLPzezEDM%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Jon Stevens
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:52:01 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jon Stevens
Cheboygan, Michigan, 49721, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Jon Stevens via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Jon provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jon Stevens at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2f4225b7e4934907291808d7ed1e69cb%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587203091918&amp;sdata=pVfsaF89ScS8L94nwUfNrmCcNhcZCxbutRrMM1bVIPk%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2f4225b7e4934907291808d7ed1e69cb%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238587203091918&amp;sdata=2K4vtiFZR0vBXA11D8MVCYWk7pLkR2ntF%2BW%2FEe1wixY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Lynn Hartung
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:51:28 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lynn Hartung
Waterford Township, Michigan, 48328, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Lynn Hartung via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Lynn provided an email address @comcast.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Lynn Hartung a @comcast.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C7e3829c3261f499bb6d408d7ed1e576b%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586878810714&amp;sdata=i6oEdzX407hGbrkE3pkscA1AdzwDLTRXTUQwgJ%2F4xWQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C7e3829c3261f499bb6d408d7ed1e576b%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586878820680&amp;sdata=nnnxEzdyRPHtnKjCjcPRFw1KjjgZ8ChjmoS6EXeOLBo%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Lillian Mahaney
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:51:06 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Lillian Mahaney via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Lillian provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Lillian Mahaney at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C93df11d6ad1746afd0bb08d7ed1e49e4%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586654548726&amp;sdata=Yfks1gl%2BvfkEv3%2B%2BLOLg%2FhUhMAcDLM2otd%2BEdb9FMeQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C93df11d6ad1746afd0bb08d7ed1e49e4%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586654548726&amp;sdata=w7SV3CI4%2BDFAn9UbOCDJitmb%2BCglvoFABhI%2Bnq1Q0A4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Joseph Suarez
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:50:41 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Joseph Suarez
Canton, Michigan, 48188, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Joseph Suarez via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Joseph provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Joseph Suarez at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2adf255895244e10e3fa08d7ed1e3b12%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586404372923&amp;sdata=GZhFcvsBwEBmpCwN8Rb9dEhdS1oFGlnYQAfPijsleFI%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C2adf255895244e10e3fa08d7ed1e3b12%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586404372923&amp;sdata=sbeNOvu0X5RCJElcLXzAFIne8IPZy%2F6qCGeZp6StPb0%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Perry Lewis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:50:04 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Perry  Lewis
Big Rapids, Michigan, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Perry  Lewis  via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Perry  provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Perry  Lewis  at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc3b3d77d2d464e32a72008d7ed1e24f9%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586035400431&amp;sdata=UyuIaFlXiMg%2BJtGFG2qNqT%2Fm%2FXrxqVyWrx7l3PILu9s%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc3b3d77d2d464e32a72008d7ed1e24f9%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238586035400431&amp;sdata=Plku6hM8ptnRsTOg3WhhNssik5HdKH8ngaP9JAzJ8VY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Nicole Dambrun
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:49:53 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Nicole Dambrun
White Lake charter Township, Michigan, 48386, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Nicole Dambrun via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Nicole provided an email address @dbzmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Nicole Dambrun at @dbzmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ca76ad575e26a4cbf9e9d08d7ed1e1ec5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238585928177502&amp;sdata=zyjEfaxHe65DgRkYM7VYv9E62gyB%2FOlu%2FasMjPZ6M9M%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ca76ad575e26a4cbf9e9d08d7ed1e1ec5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238585928177502&amp;sdata=oIfy71%2Bmkw6Dr1p5jaARNcE%2B%2BCj%2BdwOgFehIjaqDgN4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Micheal & Joanne Cromley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:48:40 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Micheal & Joanne Cromley
Afton, Michigan, 49705, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Micheal & Joanne Cromley via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic
no-reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Micheal & Joanne provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Micheal & Joanne Cromley at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cf23dfa620784445cbd9308d7ed1df31a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238585195681007&amp;sdata=zBxe9RmJHXNBxxi%2B3lQfdVDv3VWkdDCZoGBnFdwU6u0%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cf23dfa620784445cbd9308d7ed1df31a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238585195681007&amp;sdata=P7Rtbk9BraWmp4PoQifkdssFfxbblW51ynCNtMCB1E4%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Andrew Ramos
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:48:16 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.
Embridge has already proven they cannot be trusted to be honest and keep the intrest and integrity of the great Lakes with how they tried to cover up clean up in the 2010 Marshall,Michigan disater that still is effecting southwestern Michigan

Yours sincerely,
Andrew Ramos

___________________________
This email was sent by Andrew Ramos via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Andrew provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Andrew Ramos at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C337abf0a761042e386d708d7ed1de4e2%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584960945096&amp;sdata=8%2FZ%2BJ%2BSFFy8ThbJBwZ%2F0qZmfRMm05FfooTmh5Rz2xMw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C337abf0a761042e386d708d7ed1de4e2%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584960945096&amp;sdata=jQTH4uBjOsKUTTtA53udFCMQSmErKNy0Ezcy2Jbj%2B3g%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Tina Peterson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:48:05 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Tina Peterson
Boulder, Colorado, 80303, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Tina Peterson via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Tina provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Tina Peterson at l@gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3f40f44f2ca14ca0ec9208d7ed1dddf5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584842065039&amp;sdata=4IXnjAZCRsApvreIIFGQUhWtnmb5SP18tRhSF4fIbiw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3f40f44f2ca14ca0ec9208d7ed1dddf5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584842065039&amp;sdata=ZgJwbtuJ9kiV8J1xSxfqptoMHQH%2BV4eoHERXbYi06Ew%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Barbara Fitzpatrick
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:47:45 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Barbara Fitzpatrick
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Barbara Fitzpatrick via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Barbara provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Barbara Fitzpatrick at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb639444457ce4bb2c9b208d7ed1dd19c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584647899163&amp;sdata=5RSdnASr0Gwzz8HZnejH9ptl724OJDrJSouu%2B0YkZrQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb639444457ce4bb2c9b208d7ed1dd19c%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584647899163&amp;sdata=IsL1vtAV5qjj0R9u54x4G%2Bk%2FetdIYR9iMTNMJFaWLqI%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Gary Rillema
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:47:41 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary Rillema
Byron Center, Michigan, 49315, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Gary Rillema via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Gary provided an email address @aol.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Gary Rillema at @aol.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C063c136302ea485bb66208d7ed1dd025%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584611097358&amp;sdata=22aytBHdvndq4ZUmzZifeL1fW8ebhTFgMSTjkQ1VVMA%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C063c136302ea485bb66208d7ed1dd025%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584611097358&amp;sdata=xDcVPedwLzFnvZXk8RnnqMSPl2FIiMHSrSqNmIQbWec%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Richard Taylor
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:47:36 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Richard Taylor
Temperance, Michigan, 48182, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Richard Taylor via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Richard provided an email address @toast.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Richard Taylor at @toast.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C906179513fef48765eb308d7ed1dcd56%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584562088947&amp;sdata=R952qAFy304i7ElzylAyS7lwRhD1K48lKzXYLxnqPMQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C906179513fef48765eb308d7ed1dcd56%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584562088947&amp;sdata=7%2F2W9VefUd%2BmD0bRPEmgnadiOybQd5M3yaADrUiSfMY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Jim Kaufman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:47:16 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jim Kaufman

___________________________
This email was sent by Jim Kaufman via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Jim provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jim Kaufman at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cbb90255788bf44e115d708d7ed1dc0dc%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584351949746&amp;sdata=hytEmZZS5RDjB1idhCsgu65G8Pb%2BEkyYt3%2FPEVtDaEs%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cbb90255788bf44e115d708d7ed1dc0dc%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584351949746&amp;sdata=mcdL4%2BPFePK4UDLIgLkCOQ7oBTjslD0TiVSPqRJyuto%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Gerald Keen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:47:10 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gerald Keen
Presque Isle, Michigan, 49777, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Gerald Keen via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Gerald provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Gerald Keen at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3d99354a28f94f6b1b2808d7ed1dbc64%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584291937877&amp;sdata=DunzhzaZJaggGVjr4CoMKREj6k%2FCKhI0ypxF9rF3yrY%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3d99354a28f94f6b1b2808d7ed1dbc64%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584291937877&amp;sdata=UVvleHAxvb8JsSo1%2Fo%2FzzpUMJ39S0%2BwnCGdLUvdNJtA%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Ryan Enderle
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:46:43 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ryan Enderle
Clarkston, Michigan, 48346, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Ryan Enderle via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Ryan provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Ryan Enderle at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb51d855ccfb24a0be2e408d7ed1dad62%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584026015088&amp;sdata=wnBlwU3D6D5LW1Aaw%2F5BzbLcLDmbBSg9R7sA%2B8aKh1I%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cb51d855ccfb24a0be2e408d7ed1dad62%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238584026015088&amp;sdata=qzpR0zDU1pGAKF8Z7STy3Wiw7UpmFrk4pyX1nmLR6qQ%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Bruce Snyder
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:46:01 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Bruce Snyder

___________________________
This email was sent by Bruce Snyder via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Bruce provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Bruce Snyder at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3eaf0630ee364d9563c508d7ed1d9416%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583603326802&amp;sdata=WnRNvvaYtxIzq7OysVTz0xKLzRJFDH%2FWDU9I2b1En%2FE%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C3eaf0630ee364d9563c508d7ed1d9416%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583603326802&amp;sdata=za8l4hAbix%2BTQ5hpzzvBbYu0sSMZ7nq26ethjFCKNf0%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Kathy Matlinga
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:45:47 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Kathy Matlinga
Cheboygan, Michigan, 49721, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Kathy Matlinga via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Kathy provided an email address @att.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Kathy Matlinga at @att.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ce627232e857540af3c3208d7ed1d8c2f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583468050071&amp;sdata=L19JKj5VERQ1XT1BFFm7wmz2YK8rUWbtfReSc%2B1Z4rQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ce627232e857540af3c3208d7ed1d8c2f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583468060031&amp;sdata=DxDUXMwSdoLZKIpQyZHtnKogDS%2BSq5WiqKChGKU%2F1XQ%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Judy Stone
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:45:41 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

A likely oil spill will devastate Michigan's waters, environment, tourism economy and citizens' right to enjoy a safe and clean environment. I am sick of industry mowing over individual rights.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Judy Stone
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Judy Stone via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Judy provided an email address ( @comcast.net) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Judy Stone at @comcast.net.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ce51ed676f9de4e22012208d7ed1d884a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583410342487&amp;sdata=%2B3rGfHT0BqtRBT5WEucM9fNBnOhZG0TWjOb5dTI3hxY%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ce51ed676f9de4e22012208d7ed1d884a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583410342487&amp;sdata=sUEX61mbfoJTlruGtCteckLt4gNf8HVszECbXR%2FF3SY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: JESSE DIONNE
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:45:19 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.  Our water and other environmental resources are valuable and must be protected.

Yours sincerely,
JESSE  DIONNE
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49505, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by JESSE  DIONNE via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however JESSE  provided an email address @GMAIL.COM) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to JESSE  DIONNE a @GMAIL.COM.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6ad9985041644345ebfb08d7ed1d7a66%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583190293916&amp;sdata=%2FFpYZ2GdfIgtwndIvc%2B7Fn7JSSEuT8Qv8IEU9Z3YSPc%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6ad9985041644345ebfb08d7ed1d7a66%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583190293916&amp;sdata=6B%2BlN%2B2JxShEPf1BtD0f2iuSTgyVTL8evo9Ht%2FI5VuI%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Janet Wulf-Marvin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:45:12 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,
There is no reason not to have a complete study to check the safety and make sure the company would pledge the billions it would cost to restore the Great Lakes if there is a spill.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Janet Wulf-Marvin

___________________________
This email was sent by Janet Wulf-Marvin via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Janet provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Janet Wulf-Marvin at j@yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C433b2c2dca4148da4a1208d7ed1d778e%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583123033013&amp;sdata=KXw1MVxPvw80NW%2BSRNq2Yl0WhZ90vUCkTY%2F%2FdSSpTTw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C433b2c2dca4148da4a1208d7ed1d778e%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238583123033013&amp;sdata=tM4cJcR5Ki8o6hAQ%2FOpzaE5N3V75AHkewHsN2uV13qA%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Debra Nedeau
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:44:54 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Debra  Nedeau
Rapid River, Michigan, 49878, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Debra  Nedeau via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Debra  provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Debra  Nedeau at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C43d2a59f87c04e49f09908d7ed1d6c9a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582939290203&amp;sdata=MkXpv4%2Bso0Rt3y8K%2BCmwkvfhD%2BcCoax2GnsXzORKhEU%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C43d2a59f87c04e49f09908d7ed1d6c9a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582939290203&amp;sdata=4XRSTTRR3%2FE1vBwh5XWpOW7FzSIKvZIsh0k%2B7IxOtkU%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Morgan Barrie
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:44:42 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Morgan Barrie
Menomonie, Wisconsin, 54751, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Morgan Barrie via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Morgan provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Morgan Barrie at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C048167724cb448e2ce1308d7ed1d658f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582820144439&amp;sdata=oY39Gq4k1TqZ73z%2BHOt4DXa1o2oWB3n9y8Dw%2FIM1Sk4%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C048167724cb448e2ce1308d7ed1d658f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582820144439&amp;sdata=L4R9b1vXXd71Vu%2F0h6RRgA1cu1lwjAlc6HrJ2gV8RkY%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Jordan Tallman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:44:33 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of
the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not
there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure.
Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations
in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jordan Tallman
Commerce Charter Township, Michigan, 48390, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Jordan Tallman via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic
no-reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Jordan provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jordan Tallman at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ca5f2f14d7ccd4fb4446e08d7ed1d5cb5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582725063231&amp;sdata=rYmDW5QhWthHwNlnPa2zCVfY2ftiiRrqeqi5SdBe7aI%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Ca5f2f14d7ccd4fb4446e08d7ed1d5cb5%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582725073222&amp;sdata=AixzwiWFd7tpYgnbxwkubSB5hGZ6CRkuJtm57ft4eFs%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: LuAnne Kozma
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:44:21 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance (and has never been), it is a substantial change in design and a BRAND new project that the MPSC has a responsibility
to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

I live on a lake that would be directly affected by a spill at the Straits.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
LuAnne Kozma
Charlevoix, Michigan, 49720, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by LuAnne Kozma via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however LuAnne provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to LuAnne Kozma at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C688cabb3733b45e7e62708d7ed1d588a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582603019006&amp;sdata=0mNe4w1NwM9ohEEw3jsfrw%2FwOt3C01JMHZCqEtmFjIc%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C688cabb3733b45e7e62708d7ed1d588a%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582603028968&amp;sdata=nLOumbIKJuicEi7MJrwGLFgqxlOOLYXIrn3teLjXUQ0%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Linda Renn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:43:51 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda Renn
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Linda Renn via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at campaigns@good.do, however Linda provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Linda Renn at gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cf99ec909f558497e24e508d7ed1d46d4%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582304848216&amp;sdata=TeChsp3RRpC%2FPC3huTvgrpiEO%2BexebcJeadvMCM38VQ%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cf99ec909f558497e24e508d7ed1d46d4%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238582304848216&amp;sdata=7PsqspQSnZjqOtycFwqXgFNgzX0vrzQXRS54kSCzaVQ%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Nancy Johnson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:42:55 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Johnson
Dearborn, Michigan, 48124, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Nancy Johnson via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Nancy provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Nancy Johnson at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc5e3c21e0f4a4ffd928a08d7ed1d2544%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581748409601&amp;sdata=uG9IbnyasGMhnWvJIzleRvpMAWlXd%2BVl4W1coY3%2BwHI%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cc5e3c21e0f4a4ffd928a08d7ed1d2544%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581748419597&amp;sdata=Rg7TMazCCqc39Ez1cs2caurr6QNbsYUGD96bIV7UwQk%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Caroline Sévilla
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:42:55 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Caroline Sévilla
Fort Worth, Texas, 76106, États-Unis

___________________________
This email was sent by Caroline Sévilla via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Caroline provided an email address @msn.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Caroline Sévilla at @msn.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cba2177632eb143c47ca808d7ed1d256f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581745431527&amp;sdata=FbsSRsaxqYrJx0f8BLyRFE%2Be86zId%2FjngTFVMXpcciw%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7Cba2177632eb143c47ca808d7ed1d256f%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581745431527&amp;sdata=sh5wGBzc7vg%2BMaMOMir%2FxkeTxpuXrR6EJSn12utDnSs%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Solomon Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:42:37 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Please reject Enbridge's latest attempt to circumvent the process vital to protecting Michigan's economic and environmental health. Line 5 is a ticking time bomb. Now more than ever it is important that the MPSC insist on compliance from
Enbridge, a company with a history of failure and deception.

Yours sincerely,
Solomon Smith

___________________________
This email was sent by Solomon Smith via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at campaigns@good.do, however Solomon provided an email address ( @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Solomon Smith at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C26082fca10ee48a0cb8b08d7ed1d1b12%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581572335940&amp;sdata=I8nkbRrDcWpvZuKjaKGdlsqu97pmlrtuLiWpKKK5Etg%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C26082fca10ee48a0cb8b08d7ed1d1b12%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581572335940&amp;sdata=Tfa9Q9i800kqg2UOcd2bKoPjZ3j99jprqyKgIWEYheo%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Laura Lyons
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:42:20 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead
Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953
easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible
alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially
different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Laura Lyons via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at
campaigns@good.do, however Laura provided an email address @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Laura Lyons at yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6acfa848b38d496d9dad08d7ed1d1082%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581397136736&amp;sdata=1jCi%2FrJKnU61%2F%2F%2BId8%2FiYR5RK4to0PV%2FbHz%2FjqWqqKA%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C6acfa848b38d496d9dad08d7ed1d1082%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581397146729&amp;sdata=3CWc3iC6PSEf8eiP7ecwndYW6D4KYsxOCBLdDV1HWl8%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Susan Sillars
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:51 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Sillars
Portage, Michigan, 49024, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Susan Sillars via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Susan provided an email address @gmail.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Susan Sillars at @gmail.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C0f1abcffd04745145f4108d7ed1cff45%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581103083422&amp;sdata=dnUuyyc4q%2Bvb2tm%2F5JLs2FM9Aat498n7bO3nKqusLws%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C0f1abcffd04745145f4108d7ed1cff45%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238581103083422&amp;sdata=s%2FpwaFV6ZkgPcrEYVm5PAs7P0g4M%2BbfyuXPSuQP0eHg%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: angela garcia-johnson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:26 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

STOP THIS PIPELINE & THIS TUNNEL, NOW!!!   LISTEN TO THE CITIZENS OF MICHIGAN...we don’t want the likely potential of an oil spill from this VERY OLD OUTDATED PIPELINE.  ITS OWNED AND OPERATED BY A FORIGN
COMPANY WHO DOESN'T CARE ABOUT OUR MICHIGAN OR THE GREAT LAKES. WAKE UP AND DO WHAT IS RIGHT. Take responsibility for a clean safe EARTH.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
angela garcia-johnson

___________________________
This email was sent by angela garcia-johnson via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however angela provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to angela garcia-johnson at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C80ce48aea17d4cf513d108d7ed1cf08d%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238580854629816&amp;sdata=Xg90HC%2BpnNgrNlYKOaZ1Eww3Fn4s1I8r2SvovwYbd%2Bk%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C80ce48aea17d4cf513d108d7ed1cf08d%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238580854629816&amp;sdata=OMV%2FGSDYdTJRdiX5%2FNQAN8ZfA30rx134srZT31dN%2FvI%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Rebecca tippens
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:04 AM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Rebecca tippens

___________________________
This email was sent by Rebecca tippens via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at campaigns@good.do, however Rebecca provided an email address ( @yahoo.com) which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Rebecca tippens at @yahoo.com.

To learn more about Do Gooder visit https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.dogooder.co%2F&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C1a2313b6ac7e40c2bd3308d7ed1ce355%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238580634594994&amp;sdata=Kc93t45aDVVch971cIF98hlVKcqj9kjwWaijuOpLEcg%3D&amp;reserved=0
To learn more about web protocol RFC 3834 visit: https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Ftools.ietf.org%2Fhtml%2Frfc3834&amp;data=02%7C01%7CLARA-MPSC-
edockets%40michigan.gov%7C1a2313b6ac7e40c2bd3308d7ed1ce355%7Cd5fb7087377742ad966a892ef47225d1%7C0%7C0%7C637238580634594994&amp;sdata=Y7FDT6Pw2%2FbL0xOgvVZqxCZBjJIA24dav6N%2Bu6sCCTE%3D&amp;reserved=0



From: Tracy Schalk
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Tracy Schalk

___________________________



From: Jacky Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jacky Smith

___________________________



From: bret hoag
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
bret hoag

___________________________



From: Ellen Burkhardt
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I am a proud Michigander and a particular point to pride is our Great Lakes.  I am and have been very concerned about Enbridge's intent to build a tunnel under our lakes and urge you to insist that approval be received before anything further
happens!   I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to
Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of
 the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ellen Burkhardt
Mount Clemens, Michigan, 48043, United States

___________________________



From: Charles Wilkins
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:41:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Charles Wilkins

___________________________



From: Katherine Peters
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:40:43 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Katherine Peters

___________________________



From: Mary Armstrong
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:40:41 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Armstrong

___________________________



From: judith elzinga
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:40:30 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
judith elzinga

___________________________



From: Alicia Lundell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:40:13 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

You can put lipstick on a pig but it’s still a pig!

Yours sincerely,
Alicia Lundell

___________________________



From: Karen Whitman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:39:52 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen Whitman
Dexter, Michigan, 48130, United States

___________________________



From: John McCubbin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:39:48 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
John  McCubbin

___________________________



From: Joseph Stroup
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:39:34 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
JOSEPH Stroup

___________________________



From: Amy Packard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:38:35 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Amy Packard
Big Rapids, Michigan, 49307, United States

___________________________



From: Mike Passalacqua
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:38:34 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

With each passing connivance, manipulation, scheme, and subterfuge by Enbridge in their utterly dishonest campaign to legally circumvent the decommissioning of Line 5, something becomes clearer and clearer:

The relevant  State of Michigan governing bodies overseeing the protection of our beautiful, precious and financially crucial environmental resources will sit on their hands, or fiddle, or shrug their shoulders as they let a run-out-the-clock process play
out until the inevitable spill disaster happens and it's too late.

It doesn't have to be that way. The state doesn't have to repeat a Flint-water-crisis type of embarrassing tragedy. Michigan citizens don't have to hear the chorus of "we told you so" as they scan the toxic slick befouling a state jewel.

The inevitable can be undone -- and the first step is disapproving this preposterous claim by Enbridge. Please use your authority to do so, before you have to sit in the judgement of history.

Thank you,
Mike Passalacqua

___________________________



From: Elaine Connors
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:38:25 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Elaine Connors
Madison Heights, Michigan, 48071, United States

___________________________



From: Rachel Diem
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:38:20 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.

The risks are too great, the potential costs are too high, and alternative, low-risk energy sources are available.
In addition, the 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an
ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully
considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Rachel Diem
Detroit, Michigan, 48219, United States

___________________________



From: Jill Marcusse
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:37:16 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________



From: Sheila Bolz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:36:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sheila Bolz

___________________________



From: Hannah Rees
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:36:29 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Hannah Rees
Lombard, Illinois, 60148, United States

___________________________



From: Sherri Wiegman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:36:05 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to REJECT Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel.

Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public
trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project DESPITE Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please, do the right thing and actually protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before
making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sherri Wiegman
Cheboygan, Michigan, 49721, United States

___________________________



From: Juanita Butcher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:36:00 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Juanita Butcher

___________________________



From: Janet Kahan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:45 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

MPSC is the regulator keeping Michigan safe in this situation.  I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of
Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an
ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully
considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Janet Kahan
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States



From: Pamela Thomas
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:41 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,
Please reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling to avoid MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel below the Straits of Mackinac. The prior easement granted in 1953  to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., allowed
twin pipelines on the lakebed but did not consider a subsurface tunnel. There is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially
disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve and defend the rare and precious ecosystem of Lakes Michigan and Huron by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and
fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Sincerely,
Pamela Thomas

___________________________



From: Mary Campbell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:28 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Campbell
Honor, Michigan, 49640, United States

___________________________



From: Christine Sammel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:09 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I have two homes - one in Pentwater, Michigan and one in Evanston, Illinois.  Both are in communities on Lake Michigan.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.

First, as you are aware, there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan.

Second, this is obviously a new project  and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public.

Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling.  Ensure that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Christine Sammel
Evanston, Illinois, 60201, United States

___________________________



From: James Lamb
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:00 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
James  Lamb

___________________________



From: Antonia Nelson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:35:00 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Antonia  Nelson
Green Bay, Wisconsin, 54311, United States

___________________________



From: Jay Broski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:34:59 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

I would ask you to consider why a pipeline that originates and ends in Canada and is owned by a Canadian company needs, after nearly seventy years, to run through the United States, especially under the Straits of Mackinac.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jay Broski

___________________________



From: James Hallock
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:34:56 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
James Hallock
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States

___________________________



From: doug krause
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:34:37 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
doug krause

___________________________



From: Terry Deegan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:34:31 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Terry Deegan

___________________________



From: Marla Fisher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:34:06 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

___________________________



From: Eric Erl
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Eric  Erl
Villa Grove, Illinois, 61956, United States

___________________________



From: Sharon Monod
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:49 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

The existence of an oil pipeline under the huge freshwater source composed of Lakes Michigan, Huron, Erie and Ontario should be prohibited. Period.  (I may be mistaken in assuming the Lake Superior would not be included in a disaster.)

There are leaks from pipes on a regular basis.  How would one deal with a leak in the proposed tunnel?

We need to transition away from fossil fuels.  In the interim, other ways to transport crude and other fossil fuels need to be found that do not necessitate the building of more complicated infrastructures.

Yours sincerely,
Sharon Monod
Lansing, Michigan, 48910, United States

___________________________



From: Frank Roder
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:38 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Frank Roder
Grand Haven, Michigan, 49417, United States

___________________________



From: Anne Laurance
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:35 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Anne Laurance

___________________________



From: Pete Lesinski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:34 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

NO OIL ANYTHING EVEN NEAR OUR WATER!

Yours sincerely,
Pete Lesinski
Fort Gratiot Township, Michigan, 48059, United States

___________________________



From: Richard Adams
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:22 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Richard Adams
Traverse City, Michigan, 49696, United States

___________________________



From: Frank Gonzales Jr.
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:19 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Brenda Krachenberg
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:12 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

While the message below is prewritten, I do hope that you will think long and hard, and maybe pray too about this issue. Is it legitimate? Is it bottom line about profits or misplaced trust in the invincibility of a pipeline, or is it something that will benefit the
State of Michigan in the long term.
Let intelligence and integrity be your guide.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Brenda  Krachenberg
Plymouth, Michigan, 48170, United States

___________________________



From: Kevin Schappert
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:33:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kevin  Schappert

___________________________



From: Anna Kornoelje
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:32:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,
Thank you very much for reviewing my comment. Our Great Lakes are our greatest resource. Please consider making your important decisions based on what is best for our shared resource.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Anna Kornoelje

___________________________



From: J Frawley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:32:37 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
J Frawley

___________________________



From: Steve Iverson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:32:22 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Steve  Iverson
Newport Beach, California, 92660, United States

___________________________



From: Peter Carrington
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:32:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

So many in positions of authority seem oblivious to the freshwater emergency facing our species and our planet. And here we are trying to decide to 'rubber stamp' a renewal for a petroleum pipeline that, in a worst case scenario, can obliterate 20% of the
worlds fresh water in a stroke! Are you kidding! Are you sleeping! HELLO!

Over 90% of the world's rivers are already dammed. Our aquifers are dropping at a rate unsustainable by years-- not centuries; not decades. Saudi Arabia destroyed their aquifers in less than 20 years. Now they are buying land in places like Arizona to drain
them as well. Pepsi yesterday was handed permission to increase their draining of the west Michigan aquifer by 60%! HELLO!

If you approve this nightmare, when the crash comes, I promise someone will be posting your photos as the allies of death and drought. And boy will you deserve it. Although by then it will be too late to save it.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottom-lands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please at least offer token protection to the Michigan residents that you claim to serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before
making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Dr. Peter Carrington
Meridian charter Township, Michigan, 48840, United States



From: Cathy Hadden
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:56 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Cathy Hadden
Grosse Pointe Woods, Michigan, 48236, United States



From: Jim Becklund
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:31 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jim Becklund



From: Mary Loesch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:30 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Loesch

___________________________



From: Jan Shillito
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:28 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Paulette Attie
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:17 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Paulette Attie

___________________________



From: JoAnne Jarvis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:15 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
JoAnne Jarvis



From: jeanne wilfort
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:09 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.You are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit
on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered
prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary.  Could Michigan’s energy needs be met  without the substantial risk involved.
? Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

The Great Lakes need to be protected at all  costs. Please see that this project is stopped immediately.

Yours sincerely,
jeanne wilfort

___________________________



From: Kenneth Winters
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Kenneth Winters

___________________________



From: Denise Walker
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:30:29 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Denise Walker

___________________________



From: Janice Zychowicz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:30:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Janice Zychowicz
Temperance, Michigan, 48182, United States

___________________________



From: Rosalie Austin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:29:52 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Rosalie  Austin
Holland, Michigan, 49423, United States

___________________________



From: Janice Rider
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:29:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Janice Rider

___________________________



From: Matthew Mouch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:29:29 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Matthew  Mouch
Elmira, Michigan, 49730, United States

___________________________



From: Ginger Cawood
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:29:07 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Ginger Cawood



From: Patricia Myles
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:58 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Please don't rubber stamp this request for Enbridge can't prove Michigan needs their new pipeline, esp. as how demand has tanked as did oil and gas prices, and that it won't harm the environment.

Yours sincerely,
Patricia Myles, Chippewas of Rama 1st Nation
Ypsilanti, Michigan, 48197, United States

___________________________



From: B Betzler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:55 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface
tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
B  Betzler

___________________________



From: Roberta Noss
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:52 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Roberta Noss
McMillan, Michigan, 49853, United States

___________________________



From: C. James Ringwald
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

The best predictor of the future is past behavior.  The gas and oil industry has repeatedly violated past regulations which they wrote themselves;  enough is enough, shut down the line before it erupts.  There is nothing to indicate that this industry has made
appropriate changes in their practices.

Yours sincerely,
C. Ringwald

___________________________



From: Robert Bartell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:43 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Robert Bartell
Big Rapids, Michigan, 49307, United States

___________________________



From: Fred Swinehart
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:38 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Fred Swinehart
Midland, Michigan, 48640, United States



From: Dick Dragiewicz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:32 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead
Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953
easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible
alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it
is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Don't accept Enbridge's lies...look for facts that support denying their requests.

Yours sincerely,
Dick Dragiewicz
Northbrook, Illinois, 60062, United States



From: mike teeple
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:28:23 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
mike teeple
Sterling Heights, Michigan, 48312, United States

___________________________



From: Christina Kionka
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:57 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Christina Kionka

___________________________



From: Audrey Flanders-Sundstrom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:57 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Wise words to live by- “We do not inherit the earth from our ancestors, we borrow it from our children. - Ancient Native American Proverb

Yours sincerely,
Audrey  Flanders-Sundstrom

___________________________



From: Ronald Gay
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:50 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Nancy Meade
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:42 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Meade
Arcadia, Michigan, United States

___________________________



From: Rick Dahlstrom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Rick Dahlstrom

___________________________



From: Stephen C Brown
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:27:08 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Stephen C Brown



From: Margaret Slawson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:54 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Please, no tunnel, no repairs, shut down link 5. Stop the risk of oil leaks into the great lakes. Thank you

Yours sincerely,
Margaret  Slawson
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Matthew Cooley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:52 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Matthew Cooley
Greenville, Ohio, 45331, United States



From: Karla Passalacqua
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:48 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I STRONGLY URGE you to REJECT Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karla Passalacqua, Ph.D.

___________________________



From: Jennifer Zinn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:45 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jennifer Zinn
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________



From: Julia OConnor
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:37 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Julia  OConnor
Williamston, Michigan, 48895, United States

___________________________



From: gary cheadle
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:35 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
gary cheadle
Suttons Bay, Michigan, 49682, United States

___________________________



From: Greg Swanson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:34 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Greg Swanson
Northville, Michigan, 48167, United States

___________________________



From: jeffery anderson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:25 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
jeffery anderson

___________________________



From: Ken Coon
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:23 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ken Coon
Comstock Park, Michigan, 49321, United States

___________________________



From: Jennifer Overton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:26:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jennifer  Overton
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Linda Holsapple
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:52 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda Holsapple

___________________________



From: Cheryl Kacan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:45 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Cheryl Kacan
Birmingham, Michigan, 48009, United States

___________________________



From: Laurie Monroe
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:44 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Laurie  Monroe
Apopka, Florida, 32703, United States

___________________________



From: Jackie Kerr
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jackie Kerr
Flint, Michigan, 48504, United States

___________________________



From: Ken Spurbeck
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ken Spurbeck
Charlotte, Michigan, 48813, United States

___________________________



From: Mark Muhich
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:22 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Since when would a "declaratory ruling" take the place of detailed engineering studies and in depth environmental impact statements? Tunneling beneath the Straits of Mackinac is a monumental construction project which should and must require
exhaustive investigation into the safety and risk of such a huge project. This necessary information cannot be determined by a "declaratory ruling".
Thank you
Mark Muhich
Jackson MI

Yours sincerely,
Mark Muhich

___________________________



From: Lynne Hendricks
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:21 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lynne Hendricks
Holland, Michigan, 49424, United States

___________________________



From: Roslyn Nelson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:20 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.



From: Patricia Jernigan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:25:02 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Patricia Jernigan
Grosse Ile Township, Michigan, 48138, United States

___________________________



From: Sharon Meader
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sharon Meader

___________________________



From: Mary Blanchard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:49 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC
approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement
granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed
and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing
lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be
considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of
Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is
essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and
whether or not there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s
energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially
different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial
change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring
that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your
determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Blanchard
Holly, Michigan, 48442, United States

___________________________



From: Therese Bastien
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:44 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Therese Bastien
Milan, Michigan, 48160, United States

___________________________



From: GARY SICH
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:11 AM

Please LET them build the tunnel, its a safer alternative to what is already in place, and helps to eliminate the additional 1000 trucks crossing the bridge daily which would result in damage to roads , heavy smog pollution., use of tens of thousands of
gallons of fossil fuels per year, wear and tear on the roads, truck on car accidents, truck on animal deaths, pollution caused by oil changes, truck repairs. just to name a small fraction of what NOT building the tunnel will bring to the straights area. SO
LET THEM BUILD THE TUNNEL.

Yours sincerely,
GARY SICH
Imlay City, Michigan, 48444, United States

___________________________



From: Jason Moritz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:11 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jason Moritz

___________________________



From: Michael Foley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:03 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Michael Foley
Traverse City, Michigan, 49684, United States



From: Nancy Johnson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:24:00 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Johnson
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States



From: Mary McGregor
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:50 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Robert Bailey
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:43 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Robert Bailey

___________________________



From: Scott Ratell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Scott Ratell
Bay City, Michigan, 48708, United States

___________________________



From: Anna Bechtel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:33 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Anna Bechtel
Royal Oak, Michigan, 48067, United States

___________________________



From: Mary Ellen Howard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:17 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Ellen Howard

___________________________



From: Yvonne Besyk
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:07 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

My comment is to ask you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling indicating that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to
Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Also, there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting
among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims it is not, and MPSC's role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest, and whether there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public disclosure and discussion, and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Yvonne Besyk
Salem, Wisconsin, 53168, United States

___________________________



From: c petrick
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:23:06 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
c petrick
Beulah, Michigan, 49617, United States

___________________________



From: Rama K Paruchuri
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:22:50 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Rama Paruchuri



From: Heather Peyton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:22:46 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,
    Please see this move for what it is.  A shyster trick to get around regulations and the will of the people.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Heather Peyton
Traverse City, Michigan, 49684, United States

___________________________



From: Karen Chadwick
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:22:43 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Sincerely,
Karen Chadwick

___________________________



From: Susan Inman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:21:40 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Inman
Elk Rapids, Michigan, 49629, United States

___________________________



From: Karl Schripsema
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:21:36 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Karl Schripsema
Fennville, Michigan, 49408, United States



From: Mart Williams
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:21:28 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be
considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mart Williams

___________________________



From: kerry Owens
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:20:54 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel.
This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
kerry  Owens
Alpena, Michigan, 49707, United States

___________________________



From: Mary Rouleau
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:56:37 AM

RE: Case U-20763
Dear MPSC Commissioners,
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.
Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.
This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved.
 Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure.
Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process BEFORE making your determinations
in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Rouleau
Grosse Pointe Park, Michigan, 48230, United States

___________________________



From: Nancy-Laurel Pettersen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: SHAMEFUL Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:31:01 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy-Laurel Pettersen
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States



From: Julie Medlin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763 Please no tunnel.
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:17:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Julie Medlin

___________________________



From: George Felton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:58:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Do the right thing here. You can.

I urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead
Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the
1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
George Felton



From: Rebecca Gale-Gonzalez
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:57:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Rebecca Gale-Gonzalez
Swartz Creek, Michigan, 48473, United States

___________________________



From: Sybil Ortego
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:56:07 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an aeasement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sybil Ortego



From: Pamela Allard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:56:06 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Pamela  Allard
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49505, United States

___________________________



From: Pamela Billingham
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:54:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Pamela Billingham
Sumner, Michigan, 48889, United States

___________________________



From: Lorraine Coburn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:53:57 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Enbridge cannot be trusted, as is proven by the Kalamazoo River spill. I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the
Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an
ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully
considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lorraine Coburn

___________________________



From: Ben Badalamente
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:53:38 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Ben Badalamente
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48105, United States

___________________________



From: John Breithaupt
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:52:40 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested
case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
John  Breithaupt
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States

___________________________



From: Richard Brown
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:52:12 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Richard Brown
Saline, Michigan, 48176, United States

___________________________



From: Thomas Fidler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:52:08 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Thomas Fidler
Rochester, Michigan, 48307, United States



From: Brian Vanderwal
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:52:08 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Brian Vanderwal

___________________________



From: Mary Kreiter
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:51:41 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Kreiter

___________________________



From: Barbara Trombly
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:51:26 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Please....don't let MPSC stand for Michigan Prostitution Service Commission, like so many other agencies have become.  Enbridge does NOT care about our magnificent Great Lakes, environment or people.  They have LONG PROVED that they put
profits over people....ALL THE TIME!

One disaster, that there can be no returning from or EVER rectifying....is all that it takes to DESTROY our waters, land and poison the greatest fresh water and wildlife in the entire country.

Apologies from any of you, nor the crap Enbridge puts out to the public will EVER, EVER restore the damage.

PLEASE, PLEASE.....do NOT enable Enbridge.  The thought of becoming their lobbyists for riches may be tempting.....but what price is conscience and morals?  Disaster awaits.

Therefore.....I strongly urge you to REJECT, REJECT, REJECT... Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953
easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf
of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to
issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Please....serve the "Public" in the MPSC, NOT Enbridge.
We watch and await your doing the right thing, not the pocketbook thing.

Yours sincerely,
Barbara Trombly
Grosse Pointe Farms, Michigan, 48236, United States

___________________________



From: Bette Donahue
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:51:12 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Bette Donahue
Traverse City, Michigan, 49684, United States

___________________________



From: Daniel Magennis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:51:10 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Daniel  Magennis
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49544, United States

___________________________



From: Tana Moore
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:49:53 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Please reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the Straits of Mackinac. (This is Enbridge, those nice people who trashed the Kalamazoo River...) This is not maintenance; it is
a new project. Enbridge misrepresents the 1953 easement, which had nothing to do with any subsurface tunnel. Also, back in 1953, an oil spill in the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered. Again, Kalamazoo River was an instructive experience...

The MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review this proposed project.

Please protect Michigan residents. Deny this request and ensure that we can be heard and fully engage in this process (including via pending lawsuit) before making your determinations in this case.

Thank you.

Yours sincerely,
Tana Moore
Southfield, Michigan, 48075, United States

___________________________



From: Jerome Alicki
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:49:32 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jerome Alicki
West Olive, Michigan, 49460, United States

___________________________



From: NM Porter
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:48:06 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
NM Porter
Ypsilanti, Michigan, 48197, United States

___________________________



From: Martin Schnur
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:47:41 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Martin Schnur
Comstock Park, Michigan, 49321, United States

___________________________



From: g clemson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:47:10 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners, Help humans move forward to a CLEAN energy future instead of staying mired in DIRTY MONEY AND POLITICS and MYOPIC PROFIT-TAKING ! All the clean alternatives already exist. They need your support.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
g clemson

___________________________



From: Robert Vandervennet
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:47:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Robert Vandervennet

___________________________



From: Asa Lane
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:46:51 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Asa Lane
Nashville, Tennessee, 37210, United States

___________________________



From: Sally Barnhart
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:46:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________



From: richard smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:45:55 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
richard smith



From: JoAn Stikes
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:45:29 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
JoAn Stikes
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________



From: James Mortimer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:45:26 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary.  It is a total re-engineering of line through the Great Lakes.  Your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project
is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any
new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a
responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
James Mortimer
Hale, Michigan, 48739, United States

___________________________



From: Risa Bell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:45:05 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Risa Bell
South Lyon, Michigan, 48178, United States

___________________________



From: Sandra Cordes
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:45:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sandra Cordes
Wauwatosa, Wisconsin, 53226, United States

___________________________



From: Patricia Skifstad
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:44:59 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.
Please deny this request.

Yours sincerely,
Patricia Skifstad
Manistee, Michigan, 49660, United States

___________________________



From: Brenda Rusch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:44:57 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Brenda Rusch

___________________________



From: Carol Hoffman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:44:50 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Carol Hoffman
Traverse City, Michigan, 49685, United States

___________________________



From: Gregory Alexander
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:43:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gregory  Alexander
St. Clair Shores, Michigan, 48081, United States

___________________________



From: Mary Thorwell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:43:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested
case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Thorwell
Manistee, Michigan, 49660, United States



From: James Gracy
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:42:20 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
James Gracy
Harbor Springs, Michigan, 49740, United States

___________________________



From: Frank Vaydik
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:42:19 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

___________________________



From: Amanda Wolter
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:41:38 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

As fellow Michiganders, I trust you have the welfare of all Michigan people, land, and waters in your best interest.

 I am asking you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among
other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Amanda Wolter
Alanson, Michigan, 49706, United States

___________________________



From: Sally Schendel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:41:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sally Schendel

___________________________



From: Carol Noel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:41:05 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Are we not learning anything from the natural and physical catastrophes that are happening every day around the world?And according to science will only increase in numbers and strength!  Why are we then knowingly asking for more devastation to happen to
every living species who rely on fresh water?  Especially when, in this case, we can control what happens!

I  strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Carol Noel

___________________________



From: s smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:40:06 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
s smith
Angola, Indiana, 46703, United States



From: Carolyn Thompson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:56 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Carolyn Thompson

___________________________



From: Matt Cory
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:55 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Matt Cory

___________________________



From: Wm Williston
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:55 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Wm Williston
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Laura Kellett
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:31 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Laura Kellett
Grosse Pointe Farms, Michigan, 48236, United States



From: Tom Harrington
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:15 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Tom Harrington
Northville, Michigan, 48167, United States

___________________________



From: Philip Oczkowski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:13 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Philip Oczkowski
Holland, Michigan, 49423, United States

___________________________



From: Sherri Vazales
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:39:05 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of
the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not
there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure.
Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations
in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sherri Vazales
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States

___________________________



From: Thomas Gerou
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:38:37 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Thomas Gerou
Canton, Michigan, 48187, United States

___________________________



From: Martha Davidson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:38:35 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Martha Davidson
Bellaire, Michigan, 49615, United States



From: Bruce Jackson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:38:33 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Since the Great Lakes contain 20% of America's Fresh Water this concerns me way out here in California because of the negative impact that ANY pollution would cause to Agriculture and the people of the Mid West. These oil companies take their
damaging the environment TOO LIGHTLY.

Yours sincerely,
Bruce Jackson

___________________________
This email was sent by Bruce Jackson via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply



From: Barbara Rentschler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:37:48 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Barbara Remtschler
Anaconda, Montana, 59711, United States

___________________________



From: Glenn Jones
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:36:31 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Glenn  Jones

___________________________



From: Stephen Andersen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:36:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Stephen Andersen

___________________________



From: Kim Diment
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:35:58 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Please reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead
Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is ESSENTIAL to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Currently oil is at its lowest price per barrel overseas and is almost being given away.  Why jeopardize our
freshwater source that is crucial to people and life in general for expensive potentially dangerous Canadian fossil fuel?  Impacts to the climate must now also be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughl
 y review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kim Diment
Grayling, Michigan, 49738, United States

___________________________



From: Glenn Jones
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:34:14 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Glenn  Jones

___________________________



From: Kirk Harder
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:34:02 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kirk Harder
Durand, Michigan, 48429, United States

___________________________



From: casee maxfield
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:33:52 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
casee maxfield

___________________________



From: Kaye Oberhausen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:32:23 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kaye Oberhausen
Chicago, Illinois, United States

___________________________



From: Carol Jacobsen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:31:32 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Carol Jacobsen

___________________________



From: Diane Herrman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:31:25 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Diane Herrman
Benton Harbor, Michigan, 49022, United States

___________________________



From: Susan Olguin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:31:12 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Olguin
Saginaw, Michigan, 48603, United States

___________________________



From: Emily Milner
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:30:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Emily Milner



From: Sara VanHorn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:30:38 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sara VanHorn
Sparta, Michigan, 49345, United States



From: Tim Chambers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:30:11 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Tim Chambers
Comstock Park, Michigan, 49321, United States

___________________________



From: Janice Fraser
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:29:34 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Janice Fraser



From: Linda Koon
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:29:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda  Koon
Sterling Heights, Michigan, 48314, United States



From: Donald Priest
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:28:25 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Donald Priest
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States



From: Gatha Pierucki
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:54 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Gatha Pierucki
Burr Oak, Michigan, 49030, United States



From: Diane rouse
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

We must protect our largest body of fresh water.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
dj rouse
Grayslake, Illinois, 60030, United States

___________________________



From: Bill Ryan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:45 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Bill Ryan
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Emily Rojo
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Emily  Rojo
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 19128, United States

___________________________



From: Kenneth Olson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:40 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kenneth Olson
Clinton Township, Michigan, 48038, United States



From: Karen Hewelt
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:37 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen Hewelt

___________________________



From: Mary Pietrangelo
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:27:36 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary  Pietrangelo

___________________________



From: Laura Lambert
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:26:38 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Laura  Lambert
North Saint Paul, Minnesota, 55109, United States

___________________________



From: James Wright
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:26:19 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Given the collapse of oil prices, it is clear new energy strategies will soon take shape.  There is no imperative for any action.

Yours sincerely,
James Wright
South Haven, Michigan, 49090, United States

___________________________



From: Gabe Stanziani
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:25:36 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gabe Stanziani

___________________________



From: Joy Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:24:43 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I attended a Mackinac County meeting with Enbridge present about 10 years ago, and have followed this issue closely for a long time.  Enbridge got an easement to build the pipeline to begin with...  Furthermore, everyone in both peninsulas has other
options than this pipeline.  They are predatory, without question.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Joy Smith
Manistee, Michigan, 49660, United States

___________________________



From: Patty Hersberger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:58 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Patty Hersberger

___________________________



From: Luke Kermode
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:41 PM

v

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Luke Kermode
Maple City, Michigan, 49664, United States

___________________________



From: Mary Botsis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:39 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary  Botsis
Portage, Michigan, 49002, United States

___________________________



From: Kathi Geukes
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:39 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kathi Geukes

___________________________



From: Karen Joseph
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen Joseph

___________________________



From: Brad Yocum
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:23:17 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I STRONGLY urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a NEW project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting
on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Brad Yocum
Plainwell, Michigan, 49080, United States



From: Carol Rahbari
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:22:58 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Carol Rahbari
Ypsilanti, Michigan, 48197, United States



From: Steven Orr
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:22:19 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Steven Orr



From: Becky Monger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:21:53 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Becky Monger

___________________________



From: Shaun Hickey
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:21:52 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Shaun Hickey
Sterling Heights, Michigan, 48312, United States

___________________________



From: Joseph Klimovitz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:21:51 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Joseph Klimovitz



From: DAVID KASTELINE
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:20:36 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
DAVID KASTELINE
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49504, United States



From: Scott Holtman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:19:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Scott Holtman

___________________________



From: Fran Hamilton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:19:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.

Water is life.  There are countless problems around the globe because communities do not have enough clean water. The Great Lakes are a huge resource for clean water. An oil spell from the outdated Line 5 pipeline would be catastrophic in the Straits and
all along it's route through Michigan. We should be doing all we can to protect the Great Lakes.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Fran Hamilton
Holland, Michigan, 49423, United States



From: Cindy Lou Poquette
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:19:08 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve, which includes all who live anywhere this pipeline traverses waterways (such as the spreads in Indian River, by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public
have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Cindy Poquette



From: Shelly Campbell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:19:06 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Shelly Campbell
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Marly G
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:19:02 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Marly  G



From: Mary Rogers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:18:51 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Rogers
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________



From: Brendan Johnson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:18:41 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I wholeheartedly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Thank you for your time, and I hope you can have a good day!

Yours sincerely,
Brendan Johnson
Essexville, Michigan, 48732, United States



From: John McMillan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:18:31 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
John McMillan
Mackinaw City, Michigan, 49701, United States

___________________________



From: Karen & Ken Milito
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:18:16 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Michigan’s Great Lakes are the largest body of fresh water on the PLANET!  It is irreplaceable! So let’s be smart about the care of these waters!  They provide water not only for Michigan residents but other states also! We can not allow a for profit 
company to dictate building and running pipelines under these priceless natural wonders!! Just say NO,NO, NO and  mean it! Stop the flow of oil altogether beneath these precious waters. They are our LIFELINE and are not for their pipeline! Please be
SMART and say NO!
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen & Ken Milito
Lapeer, Michigan, 48446, United States

___________________________



From: Laurel Hill
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:17:23 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Laurel Hill

___________________________



From: Diane Wickliff
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:16:59 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among
other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Diane Wickliff
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49546, United States

___________________________



From: Sara Culver
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:16:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sara Culver

___________________________



From: Patricia Scully
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:16:02 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Patricia Scully

___________________________



From: Ann Katchke
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:15:11 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ann Katchke



From: Donald A. Price
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:14:55 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Donald A. Price
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States

___________________________



From: Norma Bailey
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:14:25 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: lynne lasser
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:58 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
lynne lasser

___________________________



From: Thomas Rea
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:37 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Thomas Rea
Edwardsburg, Michigan, 49112, United States

___________________________



From: Constance Koch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:32 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Constance Koch
Albuquerque, New Mexico, 87110, United States



From: Douglas Hill
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:27 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Douglas Hill

___________________________



From: Susan Lewis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:15 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Lewis
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, États-Unis

___________________________



From: Shawn Wozniak
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:13:02 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Shawn Wozniak
Saginaw, Michigan, 48609, United States



From: William Latka
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:12:58 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Bill Latka
Traverse City, Michigan, 49685, United States

___________________________



From: Jimmie Wright
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:12:33 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jimmie  Wright



From: Rebecca McMullin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:11:52 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

As a deeply worried citizen, I ask you to hear my concerns. This is not the first time a woman from my family has said no to the unmoral degradation and destruction of what is more to us than a piece of land or water. Are people's lives not more
important then the almighty dollar? I wish for the first time my twin granddaughters are able to see the beauty of Michigan and all of her Waters that they are able to love, touch and themtalk to them without fear of poison. Water is our family and I
want them to meet her before she is killed by industry. I beg you,  please reject.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Rebecca McMullin
Medford, Oregon, 97504, United States

___________________________



From: Jackie Schmitz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:11:47 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I am writing today to strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to
Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the
easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jackie Schmitz
Middleville, Michigan, 49333, United States



From: Melissa Daunt
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:11:16 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Melissa  Daunt

___________________________



From: Kathleen Peabody
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:11:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kathleen Peabody
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48108, United States

___________________________



From: Ross Rhizal
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:10:57 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Ross Rhizal
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States

___________________________



From: Penny Hubbell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:10:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Penny Hubbell
Elk Rapids, Michigan, 49629, United States

___________________________



From: Robert Davidson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:10:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Robert Davidson
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: William Palmer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:09:29 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
William Palmer
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Keith D"Alessandro
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:08:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Keith D'Alessandro
Canton, Michigan, 48187, United States

___________________________



From: Cheryl Hutchinson
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:08:33 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Cheryl Hutchinson

___________________________



From: Chris Thatcher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:08:23 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Chris Thatcher



From: Helen Hankins
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:08:14 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Helen Hankins
Interlochen, Michigan, 49643, United States



From: Bobbi Jo Gamache
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:07:33 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Bobbi Jo Gamache

___________________________



From: Carol McGeehan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:07:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Carol McGeehan

___________________________



From: Lindsey Hart
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:07:20 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lindsey Hart
Armada, Michigan, 48005, United States



From: William Perault
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:07:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Further more, in my opinion, the tunnel design does not resolve the catastrophic danger to the Straits of Mackinac not the many businesses and tax paying employees who reside here.
The ancient riverbed that serves as the shipping label is approximately a ¼ mile wide and over 40 fathoms deep and last I was told by Enbridge at the greet and meet held at the Little Bear East of St Ignace MI, that the tunnel will not be under bedrock in
it's entirety. Which means, the Enbridge tunnel will not be under bedrock in the most dangerous area of the Straits of Mackinac.... "the shipping lane...
I was snickered at when I warned of impending anchor strikes, luckily....April of 2019 it was a tiny tugboat anchor being dragged to maintain navigation control in headwinds and current and not the anchor of a 1000 foot freighter.
I hope you have read the entire message as I am also a citizen of the Sault Tribe and I am hoping you also protect my treaty rights by protecting the preservation of aquatic life and it's environment.

Thank You For Your Valued Time On This Matter;
William Perault

___________________________



From: Lynne Bemer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:07:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lynne Bemer
Northville, Michigan, 48167, United States

___________________________



From: George Ditzhazy
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:06:52 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
George Ditzhazy
Detroit, Michigan, 48221, United States



From: Jack Gurney
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:06:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jack Gurney



From: Andrea Matthies
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:06:15 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Andrea Matthies
Ann Arbor, Michigan, United States

___________________________



From: Peggy Malnati
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:05:17 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

As a Michigan Conservation Steward, I STRONGLY URGE you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac.

The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel.

Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting, among other things, that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust
waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is ESSENTIAL to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved.

For example, impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered
maintenance. It clearly is a substantial change in design and therefore is a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Peggy Malnati
Farmington Hills, Michigan, 48331, United States

___________________________



From: Brian Keck
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:05:00 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Brian Keck
Asheville, North Carolina, 28805, United States

___________________________



From: Elizabeth Eustis-Turf
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:54 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Elizabeth Eustis-Turf
St. Ignace, Michigan, 49781, United States

___________________________



From: Sherry Knoppers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:38 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.



From: Karen WhiteEagle
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:25 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen WhiteEagle



From: Debra Holt
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Debra Holt
West Bloomfield Township, Michigan, 48322, United States



From: Judy Ellis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:13 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Judy Ellis
Traverse City, Michigan, United States



From: John McCahan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:04:08 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
John McCahan



From: John Baker
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:03:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
John Baker

___________________________



From: Jim Morrison
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:03:43 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jim Morrison



From: Denise Fisher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:03:26 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Denise  Fisher
Kalamazoo, Michigan, 49008, United States



From: Kate Dahlstrom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:03:18 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kate and Rick Dahlstrom

___________________________



From: mary bretz
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:03:03 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
mary bretz

___________________________



From: Richard Bornhoff
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:02:18 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Richard Bornhoff
La Grange Highlands, Illinois, 60525, United States

___________________________



From: Stacey Sabbagh
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:01:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Stacey Sabbagh
Clinton Township, Michigan, 48038, United States



From: Stanette Amy
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:01:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Stanette Amy
Burton, Michigan, 48519, United States

___________________________



From: Bill Rowe
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:01:21 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

* I'm tremendously offended that we taxpayers are being asked to fund having our state torn up for the benefit of a few people in a tar-sands oil company, (and a few people here.) Simple; what can go wrong will go wrong, Our state's gonna get torn to pieces.
it just depends on when.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Bill Rowe
Ferndale, Michigan, 48220, United States

___________________________



From: Marianne Fix
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:00:31 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mariane Fix

___________________________



From: Taylor Brown
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:00:30 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Our water is irreplaceable, and it is our job to protect it.

Yours sincerely,
Taylor Brown
L'Anse, Michigan, 49946, United States

___________________________



From: Janice Chambers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:00:15 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Janice Chambers

___________________________



From: Krista Harveston
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:59:43 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Michigan has elevated phosphate levels with eroding shorelines. This is a study for the EGLE program right now, with desperate attempts to protect the environment through implementation of strick laws after the studies are complete. Please, do not cause
further disruption to this fragile environment. We are attempting to stop the damage and should even consider reduced wake laws to prevent the ripple affect it is causing on the land around our fresh water supply.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This
cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Krista Harveston
Macomb, Michigan, 48044, United States

___________________________



From: Timothy Schacht
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:58:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Timothy Schacht

___________________________



From: Steve Grabowski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:58:23 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Steve Grabowski
Midland, Michigan, 48642, United States



From: Nancy Potter
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:58:06 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public service
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Potter



From: Lizzy Hamilton
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:51 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lizzy Hamilton
Empire, Michigan, 49630, United States



From: Frank Zinn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:44 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Frank Zinn
Grosse Pointe Woods, Michigan, 48236, United States



From: Sally Rogers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:32 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sally Rogers
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States



From: Barbara Hopkins
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:30 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Barbara Hopkins
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States



From: Lynn Liberato
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:19 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lynn Liberato



From: John Erdevig
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 11:57:12 AM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

In addition to the legal defects in the Application No U-20763, listed below, please take into consideration that the Canadian tar sands oil that pumps into Enbridge Line 5 is in precipitous financial decline. The entire petroleum industry is not in a
position to assert that there is a strong need for pipeline expansion, as producers and refiners cut capacity. Specific business entities will cut costs at the expense of safety and the environment. Indeed, any enterprise in the industry is at risk of becoming
bankrupts and unaccountable financially. Successors will attempt to become unaccountable legally.
Enbridge itself is a particularly bad bet to continue responsible operations under the pristine and economically valuable Straits of Mackinac, after the Kalamazoo River disaster. It is time to focus that company's resources on the orderly retirement of
existing infrastructure that is past it's safe operating life.
Finally, any previously perceived added value from oil importation into or transit through Michigan is largely gone, now that petroleum and petroleum products are so inexpensive.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
John Erdevig
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States



From: Karen Bravo
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:59:08 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Karen Bravo

___________________________



From: Joy B
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: No to Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763! Big difference!
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:24:23 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts to the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Joy B
Swartz Creek, Michigan, 48473, United States

___________________________



From: Cynthia Dorie
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: NO to Enbridge
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 12:32:48 PM

Put the line overland. What's the big deal? Do not
put it in the water. 

Cynthia



From: James Kehrer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: RE: Case no. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 1:00:34 PM

Dear Commissioners,

RE: Case no. U-20763

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do
not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the
Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline
Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration
of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on
behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to
be considered void because the potential disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust
waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary. Your role in
reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or
not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and feasible
alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the
substantial risk involved. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed is substantially different
than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a
substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory
ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully
engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Respectfully,

Sincerely,
James Kehrer

Watervliet, MI 49098



















































































































































From: Sally Doonan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case miNo. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:26:48 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sally Doonan
Williamston, Michigan, 48895, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Sally Doonan via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Sally provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sally Doonan at 





From: Gwen A exander  PhD
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:23:53 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gwen Alexander, PhD
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Gwen Alexander, PhD via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at however Gwen provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Gwen Alexander, PhD at



From: Margaret Morgan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:23:28 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Margaret  Morgan
Roseville, Michigan, 48066, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Margaret  Morgan  via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at however Margaret  provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Margaret  Morgan  at 



From: June Thaden
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:23:26 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

An agreement made in 1953 can't possibly pertain to 2020.
This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
June Thaden
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by June Thaden via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at however June provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to June Thaden at



From: Nancy Anter
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:22:15 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Anter
Grosse Pointe Woods, Michigan, 48236, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Nancy Anter via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at  however Nancy provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Nancy Anter at 



From: Jean Cunningham
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:21:47 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jean Cunningham
Standish, Michigan, 48658, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Jean Cunningham  via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
a however Jean provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jean Cunningham  at



From: Linda Schwarb
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:18:47 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the
easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda Schwarb
Macomb, Michigan, 48042, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Linda Schwarb via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at  however Linda provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Linda Schwarb at 





From: Sandy Lloyd
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:18:12 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sandy Lloyd
Beulah, Michigan, 49617, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Sandy Lloyd via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address a however Sandy provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sandy Lloyd at 



From: Sherry Beckley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:16:51 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sherry Beckley
Swartz Creek, Michigan, 48473, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Sherry Beckley via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address a however Sherry provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sherry Beckley at 



From: Ro and Vandersys
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:15:51 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Roland  Vandersys

___________________________
This email was sent by Roland  Vandersys via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Roland  provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Roland  Vandersys at





From: Sue Sweeney
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:15:12 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I’m requesting that you deny this latest attempt by Enbridge to go against the wishes of the majority of Michigan residents and in doing so greatly endanger the environment and our future.  We hold the largest supply of fresh water in the world and the
possibility of disaster is too great.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sue Sweeney
Smiths Creek, Michigan, 48074, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Sue Sweeney via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Sue provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sue Sweeney at 



From: Denise Hartsough
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:13:55 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting, among other
things, that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.  That pipeline is 4 years older
than I am, and I am old!

This is obviously a new project, despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary.  Your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk we know is involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance.  It is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to review thoroughly through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Thank you!

___________________________
This email was sent by Denise Hartsough via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at however Denise provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Denise Hartsough at 



From: Dorothy Krueger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:13:48 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

We must be very careful of this Embridge Tunnel!

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Dorothy Krueger

___________________________
This email was sent by Dorothy Krueger via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address a  however Dorothy provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Dorothy Krueger at 



From: Laura Deibel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:12:31 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the
easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Laura Deibel

___________________________
This email was sent by Laura Deibel via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Laura provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Laura Deibel at 



From: carol graham-banes
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:12:10 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Michigan needs to stop supporting fossil fuel use and invest in renewable clean infrastructure - for our future generations to live healthy lives. Please encourage Enbridge to turn to alternative clean energy projects for Michigan and the Great Lakes. MPSC
approval for Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac is based on outdated information/research. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co.,
contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel.

There is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting, among other things, that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because of the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits
of Mackinac.

Your role in reviewing this new project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and have Enbridge present clean alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel. Michigan s energy needs can be
met without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure - we must curb our use of fossil fuels. A newly created subsurface tunnel cannot be considered maintenance. It is a
substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents and Michigan's drinking water which will never be clean again following an accidental spill/leak. Members of the public need ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before a determination is
made in this case.

Yours Sincerely,
Carol Graham-Banes
Frankenmuth, Michigan, 48734, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by carol graham-banes via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address a however carol provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to carol graham-banes at



From: theresa leonard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:12:03 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
theresa leonard

___________________________
This email was sent by theresa leonard via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however theresa provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to theresa leonard at 



From: John Chr stopher
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, Apr l 30, 2020 2:11:43 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
John Christopher

___________________________
This email was sent by John Christopher via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at  however John provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to John Christopher at 





From: Cathy Lester
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:11:08 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I happened to be in England while they were building the channel tunnel, and I can tell you that a tunnel is neither an easy fix, nor a quick fix. I have to ask  if Enbridge's line 5 is going from Canada to Canada, WHY do they have to go through Michigan???
Rather than the huge expense of a tunnel, why not send a pipeline to the north of Lake Superior and down past Georgian Bay?

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Cathy Lester via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at however Cathy provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Cathy Lester at 



From: Fred Townsend
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:10:55 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Fred Townsend
Brandon Township, Michigan, 48462, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Fred Townsend via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Fred provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Fred Townsend at 



From: Erik Beers
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:10:21 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Erik Beers
Ellsworth, Michigan, 49729, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Erik Beers via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

 however Erik provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Erik Beers at 



From: Laurie Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:09:37 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Laurie Smith

___________________________
This email was sent by Laurie Smith via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Laurie provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Laurie Smith at 



From: John Lloyd
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:09:11 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
John Lloyd
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48103, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by John Lloyd via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however John provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to John Lloyd at 



From: Tom Lanning
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:09:02 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Tom Lanning
Bay Village, Ohio, 44140, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Tom Lanning via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Tom provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Tom Lanning at 







From: Helen Donahue
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:08:05 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Helen  Donahue
Charlevoix, Michigan, 49720, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Helen  Donahue via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Helen  provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Helen  Donahue a



From: Mary Redick
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:06:56 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Redick
Caledonia, Michigan, 49316, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Mary Redick via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Mary provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Mary Redick at 



From: Gary Irv ng
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:05:07 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary Irving
Alpena, Michigan, 49707, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Gary Irving via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

 however Gary provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Gary Irving at 



From: Jo Ann Roosen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:05:00 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jo Ann Roosen
Hessel, Michigan, 49745, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Jo Ann Roosen via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Jo Ann provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Jo Ann Roosen at 



From: Marilyn Al mpich
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:03:44 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Marilyn Alimpich

___________________________
This email was sent by Marilyn Alimpich via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Marilyn provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Marilyn Alimpich at 



From: Ruth Kurczewski
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:03:30 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ruth Kurczewski
Chicago, Illinois, 60640, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Ruth Kurczewski via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Ruth provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Ruth Kurczewski at 



From: Matt Wagner
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:01:53 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Matt Wagner
Belleville, Michigan, 48111, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Matt Wagner via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Matt provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Matt Wagner at 



From: Matthew Herrington
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:01:44 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Matthew Herrington via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Matthew provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Matthew Herrington at 



From: Sara Cockre l
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:01:43 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sara Cockrell
Grawn, Michigan, 49637, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Sara Cockrell via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Sara provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sara Cockrell at 



From: Dr. Jane Harris
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:01:05 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Dr. Jane Harris
Whitmore Lake, Michigan, 48189, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Dr. Jane Harris via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Dr. Jane provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Dr. Jane Harris at 



From: Denn s Glotzhober
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:00:56 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Dennis Glotzhober
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan, 48304, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Dennis Glotzhober via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Dennis provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Dennis Glotzhober at





From: Suzanne Shellenbarger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:00:34 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Suzanne Shellenbarger

___________________________
This email was sent by Suzanne Shellenbarger via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at  however Suzanne provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Suzanne Shellenbarger a



From: Asher Strayhorn
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:00:01 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Thank you.  I do believe the right choice is clear.

Yours sincerely,
Asher Strayhorn
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48104, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Asher Strayhorn via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at however Asher provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Asher Strayhorn at



From: Cynthia Sherman-Jones
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 1:59:29 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Cynthia Sherman-Jones

___________________________
This email was sent by Cynthia Sherman-Jones via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-
reply address at  however Cynthia provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Cynthia Sherman-Jones at 



From: Justin Grover
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:59:20 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Justin Grover
Taylorsville, Utah, 84123, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Justin Grover via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at however Justin provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Justin Grover at 



From: Col een Rohloff
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:58:08 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Colleen Rohloff via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Colleen provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Colleen Rohloff at 



From: Lee Engstrom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:57:38 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lee Engstrom
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49506, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Lee Engstrom via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Lee provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Lee Engstrom at 



From: Sally Wagle
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 1:57:31 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the
easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Sally Wagle

___________________________
This email was sent by Sally Wagle via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at however Sally provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Sally Wagle at 



From: Linda Neumann
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:57:14 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda  Neumann
Toivola, Michigan, 49965, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Linda  Neumann  via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Linda  provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Linda  Neumann  at 



From: Marsha Boettger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 1:57:11 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

The Great Lakes are a unique and beautiful natural phenomenon and hold one of the largest reserves of fresh water in the world providing two nations and multiple states with water for drinking, cooking, farming, and industry.  They also provide the
State of Michigan with it's moniker as the "Great Lakes State" providing many diverse opportunities for recreation and relaxation and a robust source of funding from tourism.  For all of these reasons and many more it is Michigan's responsibility to
preserve and protect the lakes from any natural or man-made environmental disaster.  The oil pipelines at the Straits of Mackinac threaten such a disaster at the hands of  Enbridge Energy who pumps millions of gallons of oil including tar sands oil
through these lines for the benefit of their corporate greed and profit for the purpose of moving this oil to refineries off the Gulf of Mexico for shipment to overseas customers including China.  There is no logical reason for Michigan to ex
 acerbate the possibility of a disaster at the Straits by allowing Enbridge to build a tunnel to "protect" the lines from rupture when the lines were never designed for tar sand oil and the pressures required to move it.  An oil spill of any magnitude at the
Straits would be devastating for the lakes and the surrounding lands.  It is your responsibility to stop this and to protect the lakes.  Millions are counting on your stewardship and protection.

For these reasons and many more I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953
easement granted to Enbridge s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on
behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior
to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Marsha Boettger
Waterford Township, Michigan, 48327, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Marsha Boettger via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Marsha provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Marsha Boettger at



From: L nda Shirkey
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:57:07 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Linda Coleman Shirkey
Northport, Michigan, 49670, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Linda Shirkey via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Linda provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Linda Shirkey at 



From: Noa Iacob
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:56:04 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Noa  Iacob
Ann Arbor, Michigan, 48108, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Noa  Iacob via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

 however Noa  provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Noa  Iacob at



From: Lyda Stillwell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:54:23 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lyda Stillwell
Kalamazoo, Michigan, 49006, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Lyda Stillwell via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

however Lyda provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Lyda Stillwell at 



From: Mary Weed
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 1:53:26 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement. The late notification and cleanup of
Enbridge's Line 68 shows their lack of concern for the citizens of Michigan and our public waterways.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary Weed
Superior Charter Township, Michigan, 48198, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Mary Weed via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

 however Mary provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Mary Weed at



From: marcia curran
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 1:52:12 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.  The public interest in denying the Enbridge request is many times more important and than that of Enbridge's business.  Enbridge has had a good run and it is time for changes to be made for the future of Michigan's better interests.

Yours sincerely,
marcia curran
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by marcia curran via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however marcia provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to marcia curran at 



From: Dianne Fox
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, Apr l 30, 2020 1:51:08 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Dianne  Fox via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at however Dianne  provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Dianne  Fox at 



From: Elizabeth Mostrom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:50:44 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________
This email was sent by Elizabeth Mostrom via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Elizabeth provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Elizabeth Mostrom at 



From: Tom LaFave
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 1:50:34 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Tom LaFave
Davison, Michigan, 48423, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Tom LaFave via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address at

 however Tom provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Tom LaFave at 



From: Pauline Feltner
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:30:03 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Pauline Feltner

___________________________
This email was sent by Pauline Feltner via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply
address at  however Pauline provided an email address  which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Pauline Feltner at 



From: Stephen Brede
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Reject Enbridge Tunnel Application
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:26:49 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

As you know, Water is Life. Enbridge, through its disregard of preventive maintenance on its pipelines under the Straits, has demonstrated its lack of concern over protecting this invaluable resource. Now it wants to steamroll yet another potential danger to
the safety of our water, again prioritizing  their profit over the welfare of the environment.

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Stephen Brede
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States

___________________________
This email was sent by Stephen Brede via Do Gooder, a website that allows people to contact you regarding issues they consider important. In accordance with web protocol RFC 3834 we have set the FROM field of this email to our generic no-reply address
at  however Stephen provided an email address which we included in the REPLY-TO field.

Please reply to Stephen Brede at



From: Graham BeV er
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:16:37 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Graham BeVier
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States





From: R chard LaBudie
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:15:12 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Richard LaBudie
Spring Lake, Michigan, 49456, United States



From: Gary Mortensen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:14:04 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary Mortensen



From: Nora Francis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:10:51 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nora Francis
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Peggy Townsend
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:10:09 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Peggy Townsend
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Elisabeth DeRos er
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:09:28 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the
easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Elisabeth DeRosier

___________________________



From: Debrah Roemisch
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:08:18 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Debrah Roemisch
Fort Wayne, Indiana, 46807, United States

___________________________



From: Nancy Strodl
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:06:59 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nancy Strodl



From: Jazmine Harvey
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:06:20 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of
the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations
in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jazmine Harvey



From: Kay Brainerd
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 3:04:43 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kay  Brainerd
Belleville, Michigan, 48111, United States



From: Susan Knudstrup
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:03:53 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Susan Knudstrup



From: Julie Ozias
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:01:23 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

___________________________



From: ML Lockhart
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:59:54 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

___________________________



From: Lani White
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:57:08 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lani White



From: Mary O"Dowd
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:51:49 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of
Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of
the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not
there are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure.
Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to
thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations
in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Mary  O'Dowd
South Lyon, Michigan, 48178, United States

___________________________



From: Katharine Mi ler
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:49:16 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Katharine Miller
Richland, Michigan, 49083, United States

___________________________



From: Margaret McClellan
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:48:07 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Margaret McClellan
Ypsilanti, Michigan, 48198, United States

___________________________



From: Charl e Weaver
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:47:51 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

ENBRIDGE MUST NOT BE ALLOWED TO DETERMINE THEIR OWN FATE IN OUR GREAT STATE OF MICHIGAN!

Yours sincerely,
Charlie Weaver

___________________________



From: Jan s Beard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:46:16 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Janis Beard
Ypsilanti, Michigan, 48197, United States

___________________________



From: Denise Zaccardi
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:45:58 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Denise  Zaccardi

___________________________



From: Amy Sung
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:43:25 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Amy Sung
Lapeer, Michigan, 48446, United States

___________________________



From: Jane Dinnen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:42:54 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jane Dinnen



From: Ethel Larsen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:42:36 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Ethel Larsen
Petoskey, Michigan, 49770, United States

___________________________



From: C ndy Polom
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 2:41:20 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Cindy Polom

___________________________



From: William Gittlen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 2:40:04 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
William Gittlen

___________________________



From: Ronald Martineau
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbr dge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:34:34 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Ronald Martineau

___________________________



From: Aaron Jones
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Applicat on Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:31:03 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Aaron Jones
Mount Pleasant, Michigan, 48858, United States



From: Gary Zirulnik
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  Apr l 30  2020 2:30:49 PM

CAUTION: This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary Zirulnik
Royal Oak, Michigan, 48067, United States



From: Jennifer Brandon
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Appl cation Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday  April 30  2020 3:17:55 PM

CAUTION  This is an External email. Please send suspicious emails to abuse@michigan.gov

RE  Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Jennifer Brandon







From: Judith Hamel
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 4:05:45 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Judith Hamel
Cedarville, Michigan, 49719, United States

___________________________



From: Amy Lebowsky
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 4:09:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Amy Lebowsky
Ferndale, Michigan, 48220, United States

___________________________



From: Michael Cline
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 4:00:34 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Michael Cline
Big Rapids, Michigan, 49307, United States

___________________________



From: CHRISTOPHER HARRIS
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:59:34 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
CHRISTOPHER HARRIS
Shelbyville, Michigan, 49344, United States



From: Kathy Brown
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:59:24 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kathy Brown
Traverse City, Michigan, 49684, United States

___________________________



From: Mindy Binsfeld
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:55:17 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Mindy Binsfeld
Maple City, Michigan, 49664, United States

___________________________



From: Amy MacKay
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:55:02 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Amy MacKay
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States

___________________________



From: Gary Montague
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:54:51 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary  Montague
Lake, Michigan, 48632, United States

___________________________



From: Cheryl Campbell
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:54:13 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Cheryl Campbell
Carleton, Michigan, 48117, United States

___________________________



From: Gary Faley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:53:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Gary Faley
Flint, Michigan, 48532, United States



From: Constance Chiodini
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:51:48 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Constance Chiodini
Hastings, Michigan, 49058, United States

___________________________



From: Jim Lively
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:51:37 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jim Lively
Maple City, Michigan, 49664, United States



From: Barbara Groen
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:47:41 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Barbara Groen
Plymouth, Michigan, 48170, United States

___________________________



From: Maria Ross
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:46:43 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request, which is a request for a NEW project, for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. It is more
important than ever to protect the critical water source and the citizens of Michigan.

The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on
behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to
issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please, I beg of you to protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations
in this case.

Please do the right thing for Michigan citizens.

Yours sincerely,
Maria  Ross
Beverly Hills, Michigan, 48025, United States

___________________________



From: Joseph Hanley
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:46:07 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I understand that you are being asked to approve Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac, and I request that you
deny their request. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is
currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of
Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Sincerely,
Joseph W. (Bill) Hanley
Just-retired President,
Vail Rubber Works, Inc.
St. Joseph, Michigan, 49085, United States

___________________________



From: Lesley Pritchard
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:43:26 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to deny any further application or approval of the Enbridge tunnel under Lake Michigan.  It presents an extremely unreasonable risk of damage to the Great Lakes aquatic environment - including during proposed construction phases
- and serves no "good" to the people of Michigan as the limited fuels delivered to the UP and elsewhere can be mitigated by other means of delivery.

Mainly, Enbridge needs to route the pipeline to its refineries through its own native territories of Canada and the current archaic pipelines should be shutdown. The tunnel cannot possibly be permitted under the original 1953 agreement.  Stringent
environmental impacts should also be reviewed.   Our entire Michigan economy - not to mention our lives - depends upon this precious, natural resource.  The risks cannot be securely managed and the consequences of any accident or failure would be
devastating to the life and livelihoods of all of Michigan's residents.

This is obviously NOT in the public interest.   There are other feasible alternatives that Enbridge must be required to develop.  We need to reduce fossil fuel dependence and reduce scientifically-proven negative impacts to our environment.  Too bad
that Canada did not want the pipeline to cross their land.  (Who, really does?  And why should the people of Michigan bear that burden?)  If alternatives such as re-routing through Canada is also at a greater cost to Enbridge, then they need to add that
to their bottom line.  (Besides, who really would fund the cleanup of an accident in the Straits?  How would that even take place given our seasonal extremes?)

This application or whatever cannot possibly be considered maintenance as it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Lesley Pritchard

___________________________



From: Dean Francis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:41:56 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Dean Francis



From: A. Mervyn & Marilyn Carse
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:41:41 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
A. Mervyn & Carse



From: Kelene Luedtke-Fairchild
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:39:39 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Kelene Luedtke-Fairchild
Frankfort, Michigan, 49635, United States

___________________________



From: Christine Barsy-Eckman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:38:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

I'm very concerned for the protection of our waterways and the health and wellbeing of our citizens. Water is life and every precaution should be taken to protect it.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Christine Barsy-Eckman
Grand Rapids, Michigan, 49546, United States



From: Marc Applebaum
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:38:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Marc Applebaum
Farmington Hills, Michigan, 48334, United States

___________________________



From: Ilene Kazak
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:37:11 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Ilene Kazak



From: Pamela Perry
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:37:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Pamela Perry

___________________________



From: Joe Flickema
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:35:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.



From: Antoinette Ten Brink
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:33:23 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I urge you to listen to the people of Michigan and the Great Lake states.
I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Antoinette Ten Brink
Traverse City, Michigan, 49686, United States



From: Lynda Kaye
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:32:39 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Lynda Kaye
Charter Township of Berlin, Michigan, 48179, United States



From: Cecilia Weatherly
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:30:51 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Cecilia Weatherly
Hastings, Michigan, 49058, United States



From: Betty Anguiano
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:30:49 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed
are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a
contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Betty Anguiano

___________________________



From: Marie Clark
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:30:48 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Marie Clark

___________________________



From: Niran Kheder
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:29:10 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensures ng that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Niran Kheder
Northville, Michigan, 48168, United States



From: Catherine Palmer
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:28:59 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other
things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent
and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the
lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public
engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Catherine Palmer
Allen Park, Michigan, 48101, United States

___________________________



From: BRUCE BARBER
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:27:46 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
BRUCE BARBER

___________________________



From: Phillip Baldwin
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:26:17 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Phillip Baldwin



From: Nickolas Fleezanis
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:26:07 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Nickolas Fleezanis

___________________________



From: Randall Bond
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:25:01 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Randall  Bond

___________________________



From: Betsy Winkelman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:24:25 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust
public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Betsy Winkelman
West Bloomfield Township, Michigan, 48323, United States

___________________________



From: Jon Krueger
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:23:42 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

Enbridge is not a dependable company, as we have seen in Kalamazoo. Thus I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the
bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you
are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of
the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there
are prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Jon Krueger
Jackson, Michigan, 49201, United States

___________________________



From: Donna Rebman
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:23:09 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s predecessor,
Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan asserting among other things
that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are prudent and
feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines sitting on the lakebed are
substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through robust public engagement and a contested
case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this case.

Yours sincerely,
Donna Rebman
Beulah, Michigan, 49617, United States

___________________________



From: Daniel Smith
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:22:55 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil
pipelines sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly
review through robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in
this case.

Yours sincerely,
Daniel Smith
Midland, Michigan, 48640, United States



From: Sara Bonnette
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 3:21:31 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Sara Bonnette
Bay City, Michigan, 48708, United States



From: Aaron Toth
To: LARA-MPSC-EDOCKETS
Subject: Enbridge Application Case No. U-20763
Date: Thursday, April 30, 2020 4:03:22 PM

RE: Case U-20763

Dear MPSC Commissioners,

I strongly urge you to reject Enbridge Energy’s request for a declaratory ruling that they do not need MPSC approval for their proposal to build an oil tunnel in the bottomlands of the Straits of Mackinac. The 1953 easement granted to Enbridge’s
predecessor, Lakehead Pipeline Co., was an easement to operate twin pipelines on the lakebed and contained no consideration of a subsurface tunnel. Further, as you are aware there is currently an ongoing lawsuit on behalf of the people of Michigan
asserting among other things that the 1953 easement ought to be considered void because the potentially disastrous impact of an oil spill in the public trust waters of the Straits of Mackinac was not fully considered prior to issuance of the easement.

This is obviously a new project despite Enbridge’s claims to the contrary, and your role in reviewing this project is essential to protect the Michigan public by determining whether or not this project is in the public interest and whether or not there are
prudent and feasible alternatives to the proposed oil tunnel that could meet Michigan’s energy needs without the substantial risk involved. Impacts on the climate must now be taken into account with any new fossil fuel infrastructure. Twin oil pipelines
sitting on the lakebed are substantially different than one oil pipeline in a subsurface tunnel. This cannot be considered maintenance, it is a substantial change in design and a new project that the MPSC has a responsibility to thoroughly review through
robust public engagement and a contested case process.

Please protect the Michigan residents that you serve by denying this request for a declaratory ruling and ensuring that members of the public have ample opportunity to be heard and fully engage in this process before making your determinations in this
case.

Yours sincerely,
Aaron Toth
Clarkston, Michigan, 48346, United States
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