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February 27, 2018 
 
 
Mr. Scott Ek 
Public Utilities Commission 
121 7th Place East, Suite 350 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
 
RE:  Line 3 Project Revised Final EIS Comments 

PUC Docket Number: PL-9/CN-14-916 and PL-9/PPL-15-137 
 
Dear Mr. Ek: 
 
The Minnesota Department of Human Rights (MDHR) is providing comments as part of the proposed 
Line 3 Project written comment period to assist the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) on whether the 
Revised Final EIS adequately addresses two of the four specific deficiencies identified in its December 
14, 2017 order.  
 
Background 
 
We must ground ourselves in remembering the land in which the proposed project is being built. 
Native lands have been taken, resources eroded, and lives lost because of many unfortunate decisions 
by various government entities. These truths and histories must be taken into account as part of the 
PUC’s criteria for making their decision. The treaty rights of these lands have already been affirmed by 
the U.S. Supreme Court in its Minnesota v Mille Lacs Band, 526 U.S. 172 (1999) decision. These treaties 
matter. Tribal sovereignty matters.  
 
Refusing to recognize Tribal nations’ rights, needs, and concerns on projects that impact their land is a 
detriment to all indigenous people, to our state, and to our democracy. Human rights are advanced 
when we recognize historical injustices and make changes to our systems so they do not occur again. 
MDHR supports a process in which Tribal nations are consulted and listened to as true partners in this 
complex project. 
 
Does the revised Final EIS identify the extent to which resource impacts of route alternatives in the 
existing Line 3 corridor are or are not additive, i.e., to what extent does a route alternative introduce 
new or additional impacts beyond the impacts of the existing pipelines in that corridor? 
 
MDHR believes that the current Applicant Preferred Route (APR) does introduce additional impacts 
beyond the impacts of the existing pipelines. The current preferred route is slated to go through one of 
the last wild locations in Minnesota. Introducing a pipeline into this area could potentially damage a 
crop that many Native people consider sacred. Preserving one of the last areas left where the Bands 
can exercise their treaty rights in clean lands and waters should be a very important consideration. 
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Does the revised Final EIS clarify that a traditional cultural resource survey must be completed 
before the start of any construction pursuant to any permit granted in this proceeding? 
 
MDHR believes that the traditional cultural properties survey (survey) should be completed before the 
approval of the Final EIS.  While the Final EIS does clarify that the survey will be completed before 
construction, MDHR believes that this process insufficiently addresses Tribal rights and needs.   
 
The PUC should learn from the experience of other governmental entities of the benefits of a thorough 
process.  Two years ago, thousands from around the world showed up at Standing Rock to protest the 
Dakota Access Pipeline and the impact it would have on Native people. Just last year, MnDOT’s 
Highway 23 project was halted after the agency damaged a Native American burial site. These projects 
show the impact, public outcry, and wasted resources that can occur without proper vetting of these 
sites. 
 
Conducting the survey prior to approval of the Final EIS will ensure that the state fully considers all 
potential risks and impacts that a pipeline could have going through and around Tribal reservations and 
treaty protected territories.  At the very least, the survey should be completed before a final decision 
on the Certificate of Need and Route Permit. 
 
Conclusion 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this important matter. Please feel free to reach 
out to our office if you have any questions about these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Kevin Lindsey 
Commissioner 
Minnesota Department of Human Rights 


