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|̂ '< As a Councilmember for the City of Cincinnati, I am writing on behalf of my constituents to 

H- f t rt B J 5 express strong opposition to the proposed Duke Energy Central Corridor Pipeline Extension 

ts- fl) 
n H S Project. This project impacts City of Cincinnati residents along all three potential routes, and 
^*H% "^y opposition is to the scope, size and siting currently being proposed, 
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"* p IIS I have heard from hundreds of community members across our city's neighborhoods. They are 
4 '̂  § S concerned about the destruction of their property; they are concerned about the negative 
g g 0 g environmental impact; and they are concerned about the economic impact to their homes and 

businesses. But above all else, they are scared for their lives and their children's lives. 
t " fl; P 

O " ^ 

rti 0 

C39 

Far too often, we read articles about explosions, even from pipelines installed by those with 
1-5. jfg the highest safety ratings in the industry. The fact is, these natural gas pipelines do explode -
^ g ® g sometimes from operator error, sometimes from acts of God. Even if the risk is very small, the 

magnitude ofthe pressure and the size ofthe pipeline being proposed by Duke is so large and 
traverses such densely populated areas, that any explosion would be absolutely catastrophic. 
The proposed routes travel by schools, churches, parks, fire stations, community centers, and 
other areas where large numbers of people regularly gather. 

In my communications with Duke, it seems as though they are asking residents arid ratepayers 
to risk their own safety, wellbeing, and ability to sell their homes and businesses in order to 
gamble on some elusive future need in the industrial sector. But the proposed routes don't run 
this project through industrial areas or along highways and railroads. They propose to run the 
pipeline on main thoroughfares in our commercial and residential neighborhoods. Duke also 
has effectively stated that there is no actual need for this pipeline to be 30". Duke has not 
given any indication why they are not advancing alternate routes of smaller scope and 
pressure which avoid such densely populated areas. 
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I was the sponsor of the City of Cincinnati's Resolution opposing the project as well as the 
author of Policy Motions directing our administration to intervene and otherwise take all 
appropriate steps to protect our residents and our built and natural environment. 

All ofthe elected officials whom 1 have spoken with have expressed the same concern: we do 
not feel that Duke has given any answer as to why this project cannot be undertaken in a less 
intrusive way in a less densely populated, more industrial area. There are many simple, 
straightforward questions Duke must answer - I hope you will insist that they do before 
granting approval of any of these potentially high-risk routes. 

Sincerely, 

PG Sittenfeld 
Councilmember, City of Cincinnati 


