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COMMENT DESCRIPTION: 
Dear Senator Wilson, Mayor Policastro and Manager Geans: Having taken the time to read
your letters in support of Duke Energy's high pressure natural gas transmission line 16-253-
GA-BTX, what is immediately striking as ironic is the eerily similar – if not seemingly the
exact same – crafted language in support of this project. A project that has been
overwhelmingly opposed by the general population (including your voting constituents) and
other government entities. Perhaps the use of the same language is nothing more than an
extremely odd coincidence – as one would never want to assume that your letters were
submitted in an attempt to pander to Duke Energy's strong political and monetary influence.
However, since you have taken the opportunity to use your elected position to assist in
swaying the power siting board's opinion regarding the proposed pipeline, one must now
assume that you have done your thorough and complete research on the issue and are well
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versed on the following: 1) That it appears as if Duke Energy attempted to mislead the public
at its last open house by suddenly renaming this project as a "distribution line" that is meant to
serve the immediate public, when in fact from the start this project was labeled by Duke
Energy as a transmission line in its initial filings with the Ohio Power Siting Board, until
January of 2017 was being called a transmission line in Duke's own publications and PR
information. While Duke is now playing a name game, the Power Siting Board still considers
this to be a transmission line due to the fact that there is no change in the line's start to finish
and has no lines running off of it. What is the difference between a distribution line verses a
transmission line you may ask? A distribution line is, by design, what is found in communities
to distribute natural gas to homes and businesses through mains and services lines. While
according to the Ohio Adm. Code 4906-3-06 a transmission pipeline transports natural gas
thousands of miles from processing facilities across many parts of the continental United
States. These lines are compared to the nation's interstate highway system for cars. They move
large amounts of natural gas from the producing regions to local distribution companies
(LDCs). 2) That while you are repeating Duke's propaganda that this line is will be "replacing
old infrastructure," Duke's representatives themselves have stated that NO line will be retired
with the installation of this line. Thus, the "old infrastructure" that you are concerned with will
still be in place, still be utilized and still supply the same amount of natural gas that has
adequately served our communities. This additional (not replacement) infrastructure adds
significant additional natural gas. And perhaps with your detailed research you will be able to
share just where this additional gas will be going and be used for – especially since Duke has
admitted that its own studies show that the natural gas use in our immediate area will remain
flat for the next 20 years. 3) You all have applauded the concept of retiring the peaking
stations but have offered no explanation why. Are you aware that these stations are used only
4-10 days of the year when the weather is extremely adverse? And with this past winter having
been so mild it is highly doubtful that the stations were used at all. So, why build such a large
infrastructure to address an issue that may come into play 4-10 days of the year? Why do you
applaud retiring the stations when they can be, and HAVE recently been, refurbished by Duke
Energy? 4) You all say that safety is of importance in your support of the line but are you
aware that the natural gas industries journal of safety states that high pressure transmission
lines are NOT recommended for densely populated areas due to the fact that they are known to
leak and are known to have weld failures? Are you aware that this pipeline is designed to run
right by a gamma radon storage facility making the line a potential risk for intentional acts
against the public? Are you aware that the pipeline is designed to run through a park that hosts
hundreds of thousands of individuals during festivities – again making it an excellent mark for
intentional acts? That the line runs by nursing homes, daycares, schools, hospitals, rec centers,
and other sensitive facilities? Is this the type of safety protection that is vital to you? Again,
since you have placed yourself directly in support of this project perhaps you would be willing
to share with the public the extensive research you have performed that helps suggest that this
is the safest, most cost effective manner in supplying energy to the public? 5) Lastly, since you
support the building of additional infrastructure – despite the fact that studies have shown that
pipelines are being built 3x faster than the actual need for the lines – can you please explain
what you have done to promote sustainable energy in your communities and voting districts?
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration on these issues and the general public anxiously
awaits your responses.
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