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COMMENT DESCRIPTION:

Duke Energy did not explain to the public at their "informational meetings" the criteria they used
in selecting the 3 routes from the universe they analyzed. Why is it that the public is only asked
to provide input AFTER 3 routes that are acceptable to DUKE, but clearly unacceptable to the
public (based on public comments) are selected. No doubt they had criteria, and [ suspect that
DUKE cost / benefit was the biggest weight. For a proposed project that impacts high density
residential paths, public input should be solicited BEFORE routes are selected or deselected.
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Having said that it seems to me that passing within 1000 feet of a school (UC Blue Ash) or more
specifically an elementary school (Blue Ash Elementary) should be a criteria that eliminates a
route from consideration, yet one of the 3 proposed routes passes within 100 feet of Blue Ash
Elementary school on Plainfield road. There are documented NTSB pipeline ruptures of 20 inch
pipelines where the killing field was 820 feet wide... a 30 inch pipeline carries more than 2x the
amount of energy as a 20 inch line. Why is it that a sexual predator can not live within 1000 feet
of a school, but Duke proposes to install 2 30 inch diameter natural gas pipeline within 100 feet
of an elementary school? The risk of rupture, like the risk of a sexual predator attack, is an
unnecessary risk when an elementary school is in the potential killing field. The greater good of
the public is not served if our youth are put at risk for the benefit of a public company. If Duke
down selects to install a 30 inch pipeline past a school, the route should be rejected. It is just not
good engineering sense, and it fails to, on balance, serve the public good.



