
October 6, 2021

Dear Senator Marty,

Upon the Enbridge announcement of the completion of Line 3, Minnesotans deserve 
accountability for environmental impacts to our water from shortcuts, non-compliance, 
obfuscation and slow regulatory response. We appreciate that you have been listening to the 
public and scientists, Senator Marty, and that you have requested the enclosed information.

We know you will share the questions we have: How can the State of Minnesota say our 
regulators are protecting our water when the pipeline contractors repeatedly ignored agreements 
on environmental protection, water use and water discharge permits? How can the State abdicate 
its avowed legal responsibility to engage in meaningful consultation with tribal governments?
How can permit violations affecting our waters go unreported - or unnoticed - until the project is 
nearly complete? How can we have confidence in pipeline operators moving tar sands oil now 
that Line 3 construction is done and a laundry list of environmental degradation goes 
unresolved?

At the very end of the project the public is finally getting a view of multiple water threats 
that remain unexplained, uncontrolled, and unregulated. We see a picture of expediency driving 
rushed construction while ignoring water impacts that might cause project delays and that could 
take a long time to resolve. We see tribal concerns being ignored. We see state agencies take 
adversarial positions towards the public who they are supposed to serve. The public deserves to 
see accountability for all the people, companies, and public entities who have allowed rushed or 
tardy decisions that badly affect our water.

Per your request, we have attached summaries and reports on the list of known problems 
related to Line 3 construction and oversight, as of October 4, 2021. Listed problems include 
failure by state and federal agencies to abide by treaty law; failure by state agencies to engage in 
meaningful tribal consultation; inspection and reporting failures by Enbridge, “independent” 
environmental monitors (paid by Enbridge) and state agencies; failure by state agencies to 
consider or abide by the state of the science regarding water resource protection; and false 
statements and obfuscation by state agencies. The timelines in the reports show a lackadaisical 
management of our surface water and groundwater, and a general resistance of responsible 
parties and regulators to answer important questions.

We need your help to bring focus to correcting the failures and the unresolved water 
impacts. Right now Enbridge, their consultants and contractors and our Minnesota regulators act 
as if it is okay to leave the environmental mitigation for the final accounting after oil is flowing. 
By contrast, Minnesotans think that now is the time for accountability before tar sand oil flows 
through the pipeline. Indeed, MNDNR & MPCA permits for all water crossings apply for 
construction and operation of the pipeline. Minnesota needs to make a forceful stand and say that 
construction is not complete until all the environmental issues are resolved. Restoring and 
protecting our water should be the priority and it would be appropriate to stipulate that 
Enbridge pipeline operations stop until all the water problems are adequately addressed.

The rest of this letter is a compilation of known problems related to Line 3 construction and 
oversight, as of October 5, 2021. This was created by Water Protectors & concerned members of 
the public, together with scientists & technical experts.

1



Also, we are providing the following information as attachments:

● Attachment 1 - Water Appropriations Permit Amendments : Water Appropriation
Permits for Enbridge’s Line 3 were amended by MNDNR on June 4, at about the
half-way mark for project construction. The Amendment allowed for massive water use
by Enbridge averaging an added 14,000,000 gallons per day totaling 5 billion gallons,
amended from an original estimate of 510.5 million, a 10-fold increase. The total
permitted water use is roughly equivalent to a 500 acre lake that averages 12 feet deep.
The amendment was made without time for MNDNR notification of the Tribes, or for
Public Comment.

● Attachment 2 - Drone records of frac-outs of drilling mud. Drilling mud pumped and
injected by Enbridge as part of Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) construction of
Line 3 has resulted in upwelling of drilling mud into our waters, showing that drilling
fluids are being injected into unconfined aquifers. The MPCA reported 28 frac-outs in
response to a Legislative inquiry. Many other potential frac outs have been identified in
drone videos by Ron Turney of the Indigenous Environmental Network.

● Attachment 3 - Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report. The ruptured
artesian aquifer occurred January 21 but was not publicly revealed until September 16,
just three weeks before the pipeline construction was completed. The report and
associated timeline show concentric rings of failure by the Line 3 designers, contractors,
inspectors and regulators. The report notes that environmental protection cannot be
achieved when contractors do not follow approved permit requirements, when inspectors
fail to make accurate assessments and timely reports, and when no one executes rapid
assessment and response to prevent environmental impacts.

● Attachment 4 - Pleadings for Manoomin v MNDNR.  The August 4, 2021 legal
proceedings for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief in Tribal and US Federal Court are in
process and are awaiting adjudication. Water Protectors are pleading for “defending our
usufructuary properties and fresh clean waters to support the Rights of Manoomin and for
all living creatures whose lives depend on an abundant quantity of clean pristine high
quality, freshwater resources”.

● Attachment 5 - Water & Drilling Fluid Chemistry - Results & Analysis . This report
describes volunteer-led (i.e., citizen science) efforts to analyze water and drilling fluid
chemistry at Line 3 frac out locations. This effort was initiated by Water Protectors
because MPCA has refused to tell the public whether or not it is conducting any on-site
monitoring of frac outs or subsequent environmental degradation that could arise from
drilling fluid spills.

● Attachment 6 - Scientist Opposition Letter to Amended Water Appropriations
Permit Letter sent July 20, 2021 to MNDNR, signed by 42 scientists - including
university researchers, tribal scientists, and former state regulators - alerting the agency to
the risk of substantive negative impacts on wetland and groundwater systems associated
with the vastly increased water appropriations permit amendment issued to Enbridge in
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June, and condemning the lack of tribal consultation and the lack of public notification
prior to issuance of the permit.

● Attachment 7 - Email communications between a member of the public and MPCA
staff. This is an example of the misinformation being promulgated by agency staff. Also,
it points to the difficulty citizens had in getting any information about this controversial,
state-wide project. Instead, the MPCA should have been pro-active and equitable in
providing information to the public through its website or other media.

Compiled Catalogue of Line 3 Failures and Violations.
Updated: October 5th, 2021.

Background
Water Protectors and concerned members of the public, together with scientists & technical
experts, have compiled a list of known problems related to Line 3 construction and oversight, as
of October 4, 2021. Listed problems fall under the categories of:

● failure by state and federal agencies to abide by treaty law;
● failure by state agencies to engage in meaningful tribal consultation;
● inspection and reporting failures by Enbridge, “independent” environmental monitors

(paid by Enbridge) and agencies;
● failure by state agencies to consider or abide by the state of the science regarding water

resource protection;
● false statements and obfuscation by state agencies.

These problems and failures are listed below, together with information about the attachment
where you can read about them in more detail. These failures also intersect with four different
types of environmental degradation documented during Enbridge construction and agency
oversight of Line 3 in 2020-2021:

1. The approval by MNDNR of Enbridge’s request for 5 billion gallons of water
appropriations during an historic drought, a 10x increase over the original permitted
amount;

2. At least 28 known spills of drilling fluid chemicals into sensitive ecosystems along the
pipeline route;

3. An illegal breach of a sensitive artesian aquifer on January 21, 2021;
4. An undisclosed number of additional violations along the route related to sedimentation

of sensitive wetlands and water bodies.

Specific Line 3 problems and failures are described below.

Breaking the supreme law of the land under the United States
constitution

● Complete disregard by State Agencies to Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK) and
MCT Treaty Rights regarding water and wild rice in ceded territories.
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Failed tribal consultation related to water appropriations permit
● In a tribal consultation meeting regarding the proposed amendment to Enbridge’s water

appropriations permit on May 27, 2021, Randall Doneen (MNDNR project supervisor for
Line 3) stated that a follow-up meeting would take place on June 7th for tribes to
continue expressing their concerns. However the permit amendment was issued on June
4th without any subsequent meeting with tribal representatives. Date: May 27, 2021.
Relevant Attachment: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

● Concerns identified by Charlie Lippert from Mille Lacs regarding the proposed
amendment to Enbridge’s water appropriation permit and the need to understand
infiltration rates along the project were disregarded by MPCA. Date: May 27, 2021.
Relevant Attachment: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

● While the MPCA was given a 30-day comment period from March 11, 2021-April 10,
2021 from the DNR to weigh in on the proposed amendment to Enbridge’s dewatering
permit, White Earth Department of Natural Resources was notified on May 14, 2021,
only three weeks before the issuance of the permit. Date: March-June, 2021. Relevant
Attachment: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

● The DNR later agreed, on June 25, 2021, that there was not adequate consultation or
comment period given to the White Earth and other tribes. Date: March-July, 2021.
Relevant Attachment: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

Failure of state agencies to identify problems: water appropriations,
aquifer breach, and frac outs
Water appropriations

● On June 4, 2021 MNDNR issued an amended water appropriation permit to Enbridge for
5 billion gallons despite many ecological science concerns named by tribal
representatives, scientists, and members of the public. Date range: June-July, 2021.
Relevant Attachments: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR; Attachment 6
- Scientist Opposition Letter to Amended Water Appropriations Permit.

● On July 20, 43 scientists - including university researchers, tribal scientists, and former
state regulators - sent a letter to MNDNR, that 1) alerted the agency to the risk of
substantive negative impacts on wetland and groundwater systems associated with
vastly increased water appropriations permit amendment issued to Enbridge Line 3 in
June and 2) condemned the lack of tribal consultation and the lack of public notification
prior to issuance of the permit. MNDNR issued no response until September 15, 2021, 3
months after the initial letter had been sent, and after nearly all dewatering construction
by Enbridge had been completed. Date: July-September, 2021. Relevant attachment:
Attachment 6 - Scientist Opposition Letter to Amended Water Appropriations Permit.

● Despite early notification to the MPCA of the amendment to Enbridge’s water
appropriation permit, we can find no permit amendments for NPDES discharge permits
or for expanded or new water treatment facilities that should also be expanded 10-fold to
address the water being pumped out. Date range: June 2021.

● Evidence suggests that much of the increased water volume was pumped into aquifers
during pipe boring operations creating linear injection wells like the frac wells used for
advanced shale oil drilling. Date range: January-September, 2021. Relevant attachment:
Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.
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● Citizens want to know when and where the water for water appropriation was
withdrawn? How much was already used before the permits were amended? i.e., had
Enbridge exceeded its permitted water appropriations volume before the permit was
amended? Where did the additional appropriated water go, and was any of the
appropriated surface water, stormwater or process water been pumped directly into
aquifers? We would also like the regulatory agencies to explain why Line 3
appropriations were allowed during a severe to extreme drought while other uses were
being curtailed? Date Range: January-September, 2021. Relevant attachment:
Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.

Aquifer Breach
● During the Line 3 water appropriations permitting, the MNDNR raised concerns about

groundwater-supported wetlands and artesian aquifers, especially the risk on rare
calcareous fens located just east of the Clearbrook terminal. Yet, in November 2020, the
MNDNR reviewed the local construction plans and issued a “No Effect Concurrence”
because of Enbridge assurances that the groundwater flows sustaining the fens would
be protected via the approved design which called for an 8- to 10-foot-deep bore pit, 20
to 28 feet above the top of the pressured aquifer. However, two existing high-pressure
pipelines on site at the Clearbrook Terminal made the execution of such a design
impossible--a major oversight by both the MNDNR and Enbridge. Additionally, it is
unclear whether the MNDNR reviewed the artesian character of the Clearbrook artesian
aquifer with Enbridge and the Independent Environmental Monitors, failing to advise
contractors on how to prevent an uncontrolled aquifer disaster. This despite the fact that
uncontrolled artesian flow has repeatedly proven to be among the most challenging
construction hazards to solve in Minnesota groundwater management. Clearbrook’s
sensitive and timeless artesian aquifers form springs in the Lost River headwaters of
Assiniboine ceded territory (1889 Chippewa Treaty). The springs never freeze, and pure,
cold, clear water flows the medicine of life to the surface year-round. Date: November
12, 2020. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed
Report.

● MNDNR did not notice the potential for a ruptured aquifer by Enbridge at Clearbrook until
June 16, when an email from MNDNR was sent to Enbridge requesting information on
uncontrolled flow and restoration plan. MNDNR shows an over-reliance on
"Independent" Environmental Monitors, a lack of oversight into Enbridge's construction
activities, and lack of investigation into fragmented and suspicious IEM reporting. Date
range: January-June, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer
Summary and Detailed Report.

● MNDNR had access to Independent Environmental Monitor (IEM) report on 1/26 that
there was "unmanageable dewatering conditions" at..., which should have prompted
MNDNR inquiry.

● MNDNR did not appear to do substantive analysis/investigation to determine why
Enbridge was "encountering more groundwater than they expected" and was thus asking
for expanded dewatering appropriations. Date range: January-June, 2021. Relevant
attachment: Attachment 3, Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.

● MNDNR amended Enbridge's Dewatering allowance on June 4th, one business day
prior to a planned next meeting with White Earth who had challenged the request to the
MNDNR, and eleven (11) days prior to the discovery of the aquifer breach caused by
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Enbridge‘s illegal construction practices. Date: June, 2021. Relevant Attachment
4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

● On September 16, MNDNR finally issued a Restoration Order to fix the rupture within 30
days, restore the drought-stricken fen, and pay mitigation funds. However, upwelling
hydraulic forces and geologic factors make restoring a ruptured aquifer complex
uncertain, and Enbridge or the MNDNR seem never to address the cultural value
attached to the water from the ancient natural artesian springs. Failed Enbridge reporting
and MNDNR oversight delayed restoration of a sensitive and timeless aquifer and
ecosystem by nine months. Moreover, even with the failures, there are only minor
consequences related to the actual costs of fixing the problem; there are no penalties for
over five months of evasion and no deterrence that makes it risky to violate the law. In
short, this type of response to serious permit violations is too little, too late. Date range:
June-October, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment3, Ruptured Aquifer Summary and
Detailed Report.

● The aquifer breach occurred near the middle of the City of Clearbrook Drinking Water
Supply Management Area. What protections are in place for the Clearbrook municipal
water supply and/or for nearby private wells?

Frac outs/Drilling Fluid Spills
● The Mississippi river crossing near Grand Rapids is designated as an "Outstanding

Resource Value Water" and is an important fishery. Because of this designation, there
were restrictions on Enbridge construction impacts to the stream channel from April 1 -
June 30. Video evidence and the information MPCA released about known frac-outs
revealed that Enbridge was conducting HDD construction at this crossing during this
restricted date range. A frac out (drilling mud spill) of 6,000 to 9,000 gallons was noted
by MPCA to have occurred at this crossing on 6/25/21, during the time when additional
temporal restrictions on construction were in place ostensibly to protect this sensitive
ecosystem. Date: June 25, 2021. Relevant attachments: Attachment 2-Drone records of
frac-outs of drilling mud; Attachment 5 - Water & Drilling Fluid Chemistry - Results &
Analysis

● On July 21, MPCA disclosed that drilling mud spilled at the headwaters of the Mississippi
River (MP 941.0) contained a proprietary (trade secret) additive called Polyselect
POWERPAC-L. Data safety sheets for this chemical listed it as a  known "eye, skin, and
respiratory" irritant and that it should not be allowed to enter "sewers, waterways, or low
areas." Enbridge knowingly used this additive while drilling near a valuable waterway
and failed to follow protocol to fully contain and remove the spilled material from the July
19/20 spill. This harmful additive and the drill mud was present at the surface and 60ft
below ground and located within a short distance of the Mississippi River channel. The
spill was well within a distance where it could reach the channel via overland flow
following a rain event.

● MPCA was unwilling to disclose the chemical makeup of drilling mud even after the mud
was spilled to public water ways. On July 23, MPCA Line 3 project manager Melissa
Kuskie stated that MPCA evaluated the potential harmful effects of drilling mud additives
relative to drinking water standards prior to project permitting. However, Kuskie did not
respond to follow-up questions about whether the risks of drilling mud were evaluated by
MPCA in relation to the protection of aquatic life (fish, insects, mussels, plants,
Manoomin). Date range: June-August, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 5 - Water
& Drilling Fluid Chemistry - Results & Analysis
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● On July 30, 2021, the Mississippi headwaters crossing (known as MP 941.0) was under
active HDD construction by Enbridge. Drone footage taken that day showed that a
tributary channel and marshes downhill from the drill site exhibiting an unknown oily
sheen/plume on the water surface. No monitoring was conducted by MPCA to identify
the origin of this sheen, and no information was released by the agency to the public
concerned about whether this sheen could be an impact related to Enbridge
construction. Date: July 30, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 2-Drone records of
frac-outs of drilling mud.

● Volunteer-led (i.e., citizen science) efforts to analyze water and drilling fluid chemistry at
the Mississippi headwaters indicated that the drilling mud contained concentrations of
sulfates that could be of concern to the protection of sensitive aquatic ecosystems. In
addition, sulfate concentrations in the Mississippi River itself at the frac-out location
exceeded the state water quality standard for wild rice waters (10 ppm) on July 28, 2021.
Date range: July, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 5 - Water & Drilling Fluid
Chemistry - Results & Analysis.

● On July 28 and 29, water samples collected from the Mississippi River headwaters
immediately downstream of several known frac outs showed relatively high
concentrations of TSS, total phosphorus, oil and grease, total organic carbon, calcium
and barium, compared to upstream samples. It is possible that algal growth or some
other biochemical event could have contributed to higher concentrations of TSS, total
phosphorus, oil and grease and total organic carbon. (Note that the measure of oil and
grease used here can detect the presence of contaminants like soap and some
petroleum fuels, but also detects things like plant based oils). However, relatively high
concentrations of barium are also consistent with a release or spill of drilling mud directly
to the river channel. This finding is important because MPCA has never acknowledged
contamination of the river channel itself at this location. Additional monitoring by state
and/or federal agencies is needed to determine the extent of drilling mud impacts on the
Mississippi River and all other sites where fluid was spilled. Relevant attachment:
Attachment 5 - Water & Drilling Fluid Chemistry - Results & Analysis.

● Photo evidence and site visits to the frac outs at Mississippi River headwaters revealed
that Enbridge failed to follow clean-up protocol for Polyselect POWERPAC-L, which is to
"scoop up and remove" it. Instead they plugged holes with sandbags and covered up the
drill mud containing this harmful additive. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Drone
records of frac-outs of drilling mud.

● We question if the frac-outs represent a share of the extra water use and believe that, if
there has been a massive loss of boring water and drilling mud, that Class V Injection
Well Permits should have been required from the USEPA. If drilling mud and water are
being lost during pipe borings, does the water meet the Secondary Drinking Water
Standards? Does the operator have USEPA Class V Injection Well Permits for the
injected drilling fluids?

● We also question the environmental impact of the biologic and chemical breakdown of
the polymer base in the drilling mud.  What chemical reactions occur when polymers are
broken down into smaller units (monomers)?  Are the monomers compatible with our
water and water dependent ecosystems?

● We think it is important to address the protection of all of the Municipal Drinking Water
Supply Management Areas and private wells where frac-outs have occurred.
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False statements and obfuscation by agencies: water appropriations,
aquifer breach, and frac outs
Water appropriations

● Randall Doneen (Line 3 project supervisor at MNDNR) falsely stated in a tribal
consultation meeting that the additional 4.5 billion gallon water appropriated to Enbridge
would require a new permit (rather than a permit amendment). Date: May 27, 2021.
Relevant Attachment: Attachment 4-Pleadings for Manooman v MNDNR.

Aquifer breach
● Although MNDNR became aware of the breach of a sensitive artesian aquifer by

Enbridge in June 2021, the public was not made aware until September 16, 2021. This,
despite (i) widespread public and scientific concern about the project’s impacts on
groundwater, and (ii) direct questioning from independent scientists about whether
Enbridge might have committed serious errors in their understanding of groundwater in
the area. Date: June-September, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3Ruptured
Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.

Frac outs/Drilling Fluid Spills
● On July 21, the day after water protectors witnessed first-hand a frac out occurring in a

wetland in the floodplain of the Mississippi River headwaters, MPCA tweeted that “A lot
of misinformation is being shared on social about potential frac-outs, especially re: Shell
River & Mississippi Headwaters. 9 construction sites have had inadvertent releases of
drilling fluid, but Willow River is the only crossing where drilling fluid entered the
waterway. All others occurred near drilling locations.” This was an attack on the
credibility of Tribal representatives, Water Protectors and other concerned members who
were witnessing frac-outs in real time on the ground and raising the alarm. The MPCA
then subsequently tweeted statements inaccurately characterizing the proximity of
frac-out sites to waterways and how many frac-out sites resulted in drilling material
entering a waterway. Based on the documented occurrence of a frac out directly in a
wetland immediately adjacent to the Mississippi river on July 20, 2021 (and not near the
drilling entry/exit point), this statement by MPCA was blatantly false and misleading, and
sought to dismiss the careful documentation by water protectors on the ground.These
tweets revealed the bias MPCA has toward Enbridge and against the public in their
willingness to accept Enbridge's characterization of frac-outs and deem evidence
presented by Water Protectors as "misinformation." These tweets were removed by
MPCA by July 23. To our knowledge, staff from MPCA have never been to a frac-out site
to monitor and assess past or current impacts from drilling mud spills. Date: July 21,
2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Drone records of frac-outs of drilling mud;
Attachment 5: Water and Drilling Fluid Chemistry: Results & Analysis.

● MPCA staff repeatedly told concerned members of the public that the frac outs at
Mississippi River crossing (MP 941.0) are “outside the river nearer to the entry or exit
point (than the river itself is)." Drone photos clearly show multiple frac outs at this
location in the river floodplain, in close proximity to river channels and in direct
hydrologic connection to surface water. Date: July 20-21. Relevant attachments:
Attachment 2- Drone records of frac-outs, and Attachment 7- Email communications.

● From June until August, MPCA refused to release complete or accurate information
about frac-outs, and still have not disclosed whether they are conducting any sampling
to monitor for impacts of drilling mud to surrounding water bodies, etc. On August 9,
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MPCA released information about 28 frac outs only after direct pressure from 32 state
legislators and many members of the public. Frac-outs have an as-yet undefined risk to
aquifers and surface water resources. Date: May-Present, 2021. Relevant attachments:
Attachment 5: Water and Drilling Fluid Chemistry: Results & Analysis.

Violations that weren’t reported
Aquifer breach

● The illegal breach of an aquifer on January 21, 2021 by Enbridge during Line 3
construction resulted in a cascade of compounding illegal activities by Enbridge and
failures by agencies to address the problem or notify the public. Date Range:
January-September, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3 Ruptured Aquifer
Summary and Detailed Report.

○ On January 21, 2021, Enbridge Project Managers and contractors decided that
the permitted design for the bore pit at the Clearbrook Terminal was not deep
enough to allow boring beneath two existing pipelines (Line 3 had to make a “hot
crossing” beneath two high-pressure pipelines). Enbridge made a field-decision
in violation of their approved permit to make a 16 to 18-foot bore pit in a
50-foot-long trench box. There was no notification of Level 2 modifications or
need for amended permits. Date: January 21, 2021. Relevant attachment:
Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.

○ The 18-foot-deep trench immediately ruptured the artesian aquifer as it
approached the east end of the trench near the hot crossings. The pressurized
aquifer ruptured near the existing pipelines, and uncontrollable water rushed to
the surface. Rather than reporting the aquifer breach, the Independent
Environmental Monitors (IEM’s) overlooked the design changes and permit
violations. On January 26, the Monitors did not report any changed conditions
other than “unmanageable dewatering conditions” and the need for SWPPP to
direct new flow across the roadway. On February 2, the IEM's again obfuscate
the truth by saying that borehole excavation or entry pit encountered simply
“excessive GW [groundwater] infiltration.” Enbridge’s failure to report the aquifer
breach violated their water appropriation permits, water discharge permits, and
wetland permits. Date Range: January 21-February 2, 2021. Relevant
attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed Report.

○ When the water came welling up as a "large boiling sand spring" it created
quicksand in the pipeline trench and the Contractor abandoned the deep bore pit
effort in fear of losing their equipment. But once they stopped dewatering and
pulled out the sheet pile wall, which Enbridge contractors had installed to control
the artesian flow, a new aquifer rupture occurred 60 feet west of the original
rupture—magnifying the difficulty of stopping the uncontrolled flow. Enbridge did
not report this additional aquifer rupture until July 8, 2021. January 21-July, 2021.
Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed
Report.

○ The next six months left a legacy of inspectors failing to report alarming water
and quicksand hazards. The uncontrolled groundwater flow and the pipeline
springs have continued unabated for almost nine months. The loss of pure
groundwater has now totaled 24.2 million gallons (Jan 21 - Sept 5) at a rate of up
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to 106,608 gallons a day, which is enough to sustain multiple springs and many
acres of groundwater-dependent wetlands in extreme drought and depleting the
aquifer. Uncontrolled flow created the risk of bank sloughing, road overtopping,
and water quality concerns from the release of turbid water (which Enbridge
admitted in July did reach a nearby stream). Moreover, Enbridge continued their
pipeline installation during this time period and completed construction.
Continuing the work compounds the violations. Date: January-present, 2021.
Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary and Detailed
Report.

Other permit violations
● An unknown number of serious permit violations occurred during Line 3 construction

which are regulated by the MPCA and the US Army Corp of Engineers, including
discharge of silt and mud into streams and wetlands which violates Construction Site
Stormwater Permits and wetland protections. MPCA has refused to disclose any
information about these violations, claiming they are “under investigation”. Date range:
January-present, 2021. Relevant attachment: Attachment 3-Ruptured Aquifer Summary
and Detailed Report.

Other Ongoing Problems
● The PUC required Enbridge to have a Line 3 “Decommissioning Trust Fund” in place as

a permit condition. Enbridge has not showed any sign of doing so as of October 2021.
● Enbridge is unlikely to have comprehensive insurance for Line 3 in the long term, as

required by the PUC permit. Date: as of October 2021.
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