
From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253-GA-BTX [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJOPt:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:58:53 PM

Dear Ms. Trombold,

I am writing in opposition to Duke’s proposed Central Corridor Pipeline Extension (Case #16-0253-GA-BTX)

Here is a link to a March webinar (sponsored by ICF, an energy consulting company) on non-pipeline gas solutions:
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.icf.com%2FEnergy-NPS-Webinar-2019-03-28-OnDemand%3Futm_medium%3Demail%26utm_source%3Dmarketo%26utm_campaign%3D1629-
NPSGasUtilities%26&data=02%7C01%7CBeth.Trombold%40puco.ohio.gov%7C911eccd0f9f1463f2b1508d6bd13954c%7C50f8fcc494d84f0784eb36ed57c7c8a2%7C0%7C1%7C636904289138778616&sdata=8mSF8r1kd0GKzcWbKD1fCO8cagBfaGXa32C3tQCK8Mo%3D&reserved=0

Utility companies and regulators in many areas are following a trend to look at innovative ways of delivering gas for peak demand without investing in a large fossil fuel infrastructure project.

I just read Duke’s new “fact” sheet regarding the central Corridor Pipeline, and I wonder why in all the information from Duke that there is never a reference to non- pipeline solutions, as other utility companies are embracing? Eastern utility companies like Con Ed and National Grid are
responding to their regulators and the national trend to lower the carbon footprint by looking at innovative solutions to peak natural gas demand shortages. Responsible companies seem to realize that investing in an infrastructure designed to last 50-70 years is not the way to go when the
natural gas market (at least in the US) will be significantly less robust within 10-15 years.

Why is Duke, and indeed the OPSB, behind the curve here? And why insist on this overkill of infrastructure when the public is so clearly opposed? Surely someone at Duke and the OPSB can join other innovators in coming up with a non-pipeline solution. If Duke has no interest in this,
then one might question why they really want this pipeline. I urge you to deny Duke’s present proposal.

Sincerely,

Ann Chisko
Cincinnati, OH

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my iPad
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJL58:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:53:12 PM

Don't understand why the focus is "Company."
Two points:
16 hrs of testimony, thousands of hours of communication, over 500 pages of transcribed
testimony and unfortunately it shows how government does not work for people. Also shows
how truly uninterested our politicians in places of power are: not one member of the Ohio
Siting Board showed up to hear testimony , neither in Governor Kasich or Governors Dewine
Administration to wither of two public hearings on this project.

Secondly, I am against this gas pipeline in a highly dense, crowded, highly trafficked, filled
with schools, hospitals, churches area for all the reasons provided in 16 hours of testimony and
thousands of communications and technical studies. I would ike a response from this
committee.

John Strathern
Cincinnati, Ohio
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJNsq:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:43:43 PM

The Ohio Power Siting Board                                                                                                       

180 East Broad Street

Columbus, Ohio   43215                       
                                                                                                                                               
                                                       
                                                                                                        

April 8, 2019

 

RE:    Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Gas Pipeline Extension Project  
proposal                                                       

 Case Number 16-0253-GA-BTX

 

Dear Ms. Amy Acton, M.D., Interim Director OH Dept of Health:

 

My name is Lois Borisch.  My husband, Don, and I live at 12003 Eaglescout Court,
Cincinnati, 45249.

We live approximately 650 feet from where the proposed Duke Energy pipeline will be by
Conrey Road.  My dear friend lives even closer.

I am vehemently opposed to the plans of Duke Energy to put a 20”/500 psi pipeline in the
ground at this location.

 

1.        I do not see that Duke has adequately demonstrated a need for a transmission gas
pipeline of this size for the Hamilton County needs.  This area's population remains lower than
it was in 1960 even with a slight uptick in growth in the last few years.  In the rare case of
extra need,  the propane air peaking plants still have widely used technology.  This definitely
does not seem to be for the good of the people here, but more for Duke’s interest in
transmitting gas for their profit.  Also, there should be a thorough and objective assessment of
the case Duke is presenting.  There should be other alternatives to this extreme plan.

 

2.     I will now introduce the human safety aspect of this.  I have heard that Duke does not

mailto:docketing@puco.ohio.gov
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have to really consider human safety.  This, if true, is reprehensible.  Human safety should be
a primary consideration of a proposed pipeline.  The proposed 2 routes go through heavily
populated areas – homes, schools, businesses, places of worship, and hospitals.  I, personally,
live way too close for comfort to the proposed pipeline.  If an accident would happen, I live
in the danger zone!!!  (According to data from the Pipeline Association for Public
Awareness,you should be at least 1,000 feet from a 20”/500psi pipeline at the time of a serious
failure.) My neighbor’s child attends Stewart School in the Princeton School District which is
located on Conrey Road!  This school is also in the danger zone!!!  If there would be a gas
leak, things like cell phones and school announcement systems should not be used.   Pipelines
of the size of 20”/500 psi have been put in areas of the country where they are not in populated
areas.  In some areas where urban sprawl has grown up around large pipelines, there have been
explosions in the past injuring and killing people  Also, do we know how long this pipeline
would be in the ground?   With all the construction – tearing down and building up that will
happen in such a populated area --  how does anyone know what might rupture a pipeline in
the future? Would Duke be responsible for anything happening now or in the future?

 

3.       More thoughts on how it can negatively affect me and others, also, financially. Some of
the cost of this proposed project will be passed on to us consumers without receiving much of
a benefit.  Many landowners will have construction done on their land and will have
restrictions on what they can do on their property.   And, also, very importantly, -- if the
proposed pipeline were built it would very negatively affect the value of our homes because
of the safety concerns!!!

 

So, the proposed Duke Pipeline is not proved to be needed and will very negatively affect us.
Thank you for your consideration of my points of concern.

 

Please vote NO on Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Gas Pipeline Extension Project.

 

Sincerely,

Lois Borisch

This e-mail is intended for the sole use of the intended recipient and may contain privileged, sensitive, or
protected health information. If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that the unauthorized use,
disclosure, copying, distribution, or action taken in reliance on the contents of this communication is
prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender via telephone or return e-mail
and immediately delete this e-mail.
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253-GA-BTX [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJNwb:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:41:49 PM

I am writing in opposition to Duke’s proposed Central Corridor Pipeline Extension (Case #16-0253-GA-BTX)

Here is a link to a March webinar (sponsored by ICF, an energy consulting company) on non-pipeline gas solutions:
https://gcc01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fgo.icf.com%2FEnergy-NPS-Webinar-2019-03-28-OnDemand%3Futm_medium%3Demail%26utm_source%3Dmarketo%26utm_campaign%3D1629-
NPSGasUtilities%26&data=02%7C01%7Ccontactopsb%40puco.ohio.gov%7Ce23beb3004ae4b5e424808d6bd148ac0%7C50f8fcc494d84f0784eb36ed57c7c8a2%7C0%7C0%7C636904293254966163&sdata=mhYybPpIRtGq3FD9GvG%2BAC%2FjpnOD3xg9mwTpvhZdMps%3D&reserved=0

Utility companies and regulators in many areas are following a trend to look at innovative ways of delivering gas for peak demand without investing in a large fossil fuel infrastructure project.

I just read Duke’s new “fact” sheet regarding the central Corridor Pipeline, and I wonder why in all the information from Duke that there is never a reference to non- pipeline solutions, as other utility companies are embracing? Eastern utility companies like Con Ed and National Grid are
responding to their regulators and the national trend to lower the carbon footprint by looking at innovative solutions to peak natural gas demand shortages. Responsible companies seem to realize that investing in an infrastructure designed to last 50-70 years is not the way to go when the natural
gas market (at least in the US) will be significantly less robust within 10-15 years.

Why is Duke, and indeed the OPSB, behind the curve here? And why insist on this overkill of infrastructure when the public is so clearly opposed? Surely someone at Duke and the OPSB can join other innovators in coming up with a non-pipeline solution. If Duke has no interest in this, then
one might question why they really want this pipeline. I urge you to deny Duke’s present proposal.

Sincerely,

Ann Chisko
Cincinnati, OH

Sent from my iPad

Sent from my iPad
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJIIV:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:17:04 PM

This is to request the OPSB to deny Duke's application for this unneccesary, unsafe pipeline.
There has been little proof of need and not enough information and oversight to ensure the
proposed pipeline's safety in such a densely populated area. It is unacceptable to place such a
high powered pipeline in area of hospitals, schools, churches, parks, and communities.  In
addition, our property values will be irreparably diminished with no support from Duke or the
state to remunerate homeowners. Please deny the application and ask Duke to find a less
populated area for their pipeline if, in fact, the need is demonstrated.  Thank you, Bonnie
Gleaves Cincinnati, Ohio
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253-GA-BTX [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJGml:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:14:41 PM

The Ohio Power Siting
Board                                                                                                                                     

180 East Broad
Street                                                                                                                                                               
       

Columbus, Ohio  43215                         
                                                                                                                                      

 

April 8, 2019

 

RE:    Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Gas Pipeline Extension Project  
proposal                                                       

 Case Number 16-0253-GA-BTX

 

Dear Ms. M. Beth Trombold, PUCO Chair:

 

My name is Lois Borisch.  My husband, Don, and I live at 12003 Eaglescout Court,
Cincinnati, 45249.

We live approximately 650 feet from where the proposed Duke Energy pipeline will be
by Conrey Road.  My dear friend lives even closer.

I am vehemently opposed to the plans of Duke Energy to put a 20”/500 psi pipeline in
the ground at this location.

 

1.        I do not see that Duke has adequately demonstrated a need for this
transmission size pipeline for the Hamilton County needs.  This area is not
growing, but actually decreasing in population. In the rare case of extra need,  the
propane air peaking plants still have widely used technology.  This definitely does
not seem to be for the good of the people here, but more for Duke’s interest in
transmitting gas for their profit.  Also, there should be a thorough and objective
assessment of the case Duke is presenting.  There should be other alternatives to
this extreme plan.
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2.     I will now introduce the human safety aspect of this.  I have heard that Duke does
not have to really consider human safety.  This, if true, is reprehensible.  Human safety
should be a primary consideration of a proposed pipeline.  The proposed 2 routes go
through heavily populated areas – homes, schools, businesses, places of worship, and
hospitals.  I, personally, live way too close for comfort to the proposed pipeline.  If an
accident would happen, I live in the danger zone!!!  (According to data from the
Pipeline Association for Public Awareness,you should be at least 1,000 feet from a
20”/500psi pipeline at the time of a serious failure.) My neighbor’s child attends
Stewart School in the Princeton School District which is located on Conrey Road!  This
school is also in the danger zone!!  If there would be a gas leak, things like cell phones
and school announcement systems should not be used.   Pipelines of the size of
20”/500 psi have been put in areas of the country where they are not in populated
areas.  In some areas where urban sprawl has grown up around large pipelines, there
have been explosions in the past injuring and killing people  Also, do we know how long
this pipeline would be in the ground?   With all the construction – tearing down and
building up that will happen in such a populated area,  how does anyone know
what might rupture a pipeline in the future? Would Duke be responsible for
anything happening now or in the future?

 

3.       More thoughts on how it can negatively affect me and others, also,
financially. Some of the cost of this proposed project will be passed on to us
consumers without receiving much of a benefit.  Many landowners will have
construction done on their land and will have restrictions on what they can do on
their property.   And, and very importantly, -- if the proposed pipeline were built
it would very negatively affect the value of our homes because of the safety
concerns!!!

 

So, the proposed Duke Pipeline is not proved to be needed and will very negatively
affect us. Thank you for your consideration of my points of concern.

 

Please vote NO on Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Gas Pipeline Extension Project.

 

Sincerely,

Lois Borisch
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJISc:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, April 9, 2019 2:29:03 PM

Dear OPSB board, 
 
I live at 120 E. Benson Street, Reading, Ohio, I've attached a diagram of just how close to the
pipeline myself and the other 100 plus homes on Third St, which the house I live in, sits at
corner of Third and Benson would be.  Ground Zero.  
I was very disappointed to see that not a member of your board, not one attended the public
hearings held in Blue Ash. But at the Reading City Council meeting last week learned that a
team from your board had visited our area without letting City officials know you were
viewing the route. 
 
Talk about PTSD, do you know the stress this proposed pipeline through the two proposed
routes of residential, hospital, nursing homes and business locations has caused. All lives
matter!
 
I'm told Duke has met with businesses along the routes and changed those pipeline locations,
but what about the residents, myself included, hard working Americans who now worry not
only about the pipeline, easements, monitors, etc that will become a part of the neighborhood
but the explosion factor.    No one should have to envision that much danger in their everyday
lives when they go home to do what we all do at home.  Relax, just so a company can profit in
the future.  
There are other options that could be considered, and with our underground aquifer that a leak
could pollute, lives lost if there were a malfunction.  I thought the country was seeking
alternative measures, such as wind turbines, and solar energy, which are much more efficient
than a high powered gasoline going through residential areas.  
Would you want this in your yard no more than 50 feet from where you sleep, eat, drink, relax,
live?  I think not and I urge you to hear the voices of the people though they are not as loud
and as profitable as big business. 
Please stop this pipeline.  There are other options routes that can be taken along ODOT's
expressways if indeed there is a need, which I think profit is more than need at this time
especially with global warming.  
Another thought, Mother Nature  might object, we do sit on an earthquake fault line. Imagine
the devastation if we were hit by an earthquake.  On the Ohio Regional Quakes website, for
2019 there have registered 5  quakes of minimal magnitude so far in 2019, as close as the
neighboring county. What happens when/if we should be affected.  Devastation beyond
comprehension. 
In closing, no where in the US is there an existing pipeline to compare this to, and if there
were something close it's not running through residential/business areas all within 50 feet. 
How does one say yes to business profit and greed over Ohio resident safety, those residents
affected aren't seeing/receiving any benefit.  Duke has not explained how/if those homeowners
close to this pipeline  will have their property taxes changed, homeowner insurance rise for the
risk,  will insurance companies even offer coverage?  There are to many unanswered
questions?  I'm rambling but you get the gist of my fears/concerns.
Regards,
Robin 
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