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Hunter, Donielle

From: Ohio Power Siting Board <contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 4:43 PM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253-GA-BTX    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJXLA:ref ]

From: Scott Minor [mailto:cincatt22@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Monday, April 1, 2019 8:23 PM 
To: Mihalik, Lydia <Lydia.Mihalik@development.ohio.gov>; Acton, Amy <Amy.Acton@odh.ohio.gov>; Stevenson, Laurie 
<Laurie.Stevenson@epa.ohio.gov>; Mertz, Mary <Mary.Mertz@dnr.state.oh.us> 
Subject: Re: Case# 16‐253‐GA‐BTX 

As an Ohio taxpayer and resident of Reading Ohio I IMPLORE you to please ask for an independent and thorough 
evaluation of Duke Energy's application, basis for need and available alternatives to their proposed high pressure 20 inch 
gas pipeline through my community based on the following listed points: 

 The proposed pipeline is NOT necessary at this time and only benefits Duke Energy and not its customers. 
 The highly possible danger of a pipeline explosion within a HIGHLY populated area that includes schools, 

businesses ,nurseries and places of worship. 
  The increase in cost for ALL of Duke's customers whether they live within the "blast zone" or not. 
 The fact that Duke will need 30 feet of permanent clearance to construct the propsed pipeline which would include 

digging up entire yards and removing trees and destroying our environment. 
 Most high pressure gas pipeline explosions have been so intense that hazmat crews cannot even enter the 

affected area! 
 Finally, the fact that at Town Hall meetings for Duke's customers in 2018 and again in 2019 NOT ONE member of 

the Ohio Power Siting Board appeared to listen to the concerns of our citizens. VERY DISAPPOINTING!  

  

  

  

  

                                                                                                                                            Sincerely, 

                                                                                                                                            Scott Minor 

                                                                                                                                            Reading Ohio resident 

  

                                                                                                                        

 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJXLA:ref 
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Hunter, Donielle

From: Michael Yonkura <contactthepuco@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 4:06 PM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO - CASE #: 00263786    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._

500t0GJX0C:ref ]

 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 
Consumer Service Division 

Memorandum 
 

CASE ID: 00263786 
COMPANY:  
CUSTOMER: Ethan Boger  
ADDRESS: 9779 Troon Ct, Blue Ash, Ohio 45241 
SERVICE ADDRESS: 9779 Troon Ct, Blue Ash, Ohio 45241 
AIQ: Duke Energy Ohio 
NIQ:  
  
***To ensure your response attaches to the appropriate case, please reply 
to this email without changing the subject line.  Thank you!*** 
 
DOCKETING CASE #: 16-0253-GA-BTX 
 
SUBJECT: Duke Energy Ohio - Regarding PUCO 
  
Please docket the following comments in the case number above. 
 
Another gas pipeline explosion due to excavation damage in an urban 
environment. 1 dead, 17 injured in downtown Durham explosion. This was 
a 2-inch pipeline. What would be the consequence of a rupture of a 20-
inch 500-psi pipeline? 
  
Sincerely,  
  
  
Michael Yonkura  
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio 
Service Monitoring and Enforcement Department 
Customer Service Assistant   
(800) 686-PUCO (7826) 
www.PUCO.ohio.gov 
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This message and any response to it may constitute a public record and thus 
may be publicly available to anyone who requests it. 

 

 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJX0C:ref 
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Hunter, Donielle

From: Ohio Power Siting Board <contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 3:42 PM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJQ8O:ref ]

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. Mary Mertz, Director OH EPA: 

  

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.  
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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, 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 

 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJQ8O:ref 
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Hunter, Donielle

From: Ohio Power Siting Board <contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 3:31 PM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment # 16-0253-GA-BTX    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJQ7Q:ref ]

Dear Ms. Mertz, 
 
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&amp;data=02%7C01%7Cmary.mertz%40dnr.state.oh.us%7C1f1b8aec32734fdc51b008d6bd142d1a
%7C50f8fcc494d84f0784eb36ed57c7c8a2%7C0%7C0%7C636904291691060429&amp;sdata=93b6rz4fCsYj0nhfCWdw
lZvynXM2bSgyUun9tTOOcM8%3D&amp;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 

 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJQ7Q:ref 
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Hunter, Donielle

From: Ohio Power Siting Board <contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 11:23 AM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: public comment 16-0253    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJOe9:ref ]

I am opposed to the Central Corridor Pipeline Extension project in Hamilton County as proposed.  The case 
number is 16-253-GA-BTX.  I do not believe that Duke Energy has adequately shown that the new pipeline is 
needed.  Could it be that they are really just trying to grow their business as a natural gas transmission 
company? 

  

I am asking that you please closely review the proposal that Duke Energy has presented to see if they have 
demonstrated that their Hamilton County customers do indeed require the huge amounts of natural gas this 
pipeline will provide.  It is my understanding that the additional supply is not necessary since the natural gas 
demands in the area are actually predicted to fall in the coming years. 

  

There certainly are safety concerns too.  According to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources (Division of 
Geological Survey), "[t]he Cincinnati area has one of the highest per-capita costs due to landslide damage of 
any city in the United States."  Also, if you compare the diabolical plan to bomb the World Trade Center in 
New York City using our own commercial jets against us, a terrorist's gaining access to a backhoe or excavator 
to damage the huge pipeline to cause a catastrophic explosion seems relatively simple. 

  

If you do eventually ascertain that the pipeline is needed, I request that you determine that the planned route(s) 
for that pipeline are the safest for people and the environment.  It doesn't seem logical that the ideal route would 
pass through densely populated, established neighborhoods with numerous businesses, schools and even mature 
trees which can never be replaced.  Perhaps there is a better course the pipeline could take -- it might be a 
longer path, but a more sensible one for the vast majority of people who are being affected by the current plan. 

  

As a member of the Ohio Power Siting Board, I urge you to attend the public hearing so that you can listen to 
the concerns of the citizens.  This will give you the opportunity to hear firsthand about the facts concerning why 
the Central Corridor Pipeline Extension is not needed as proposed.  The hearing is Thursday, March 21, in 
Muntz Hall at the University of Cincinnati - Blue Ash. 

  

Please give this case a thorough and objective evaluation.  Ensure that a 20-inch, 500 psi pipeline is the most 
responsible, financially prudent and effective solution to address Duke Energy's stated claim.  
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Thank you, 

Steve Frisby 

This message and any response to it may constitute a public record and thus may be publicly available to 
anyone who requests it... 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJOe9:ref 
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Hunter, Donielle

From: Ohio Power Siting Board <contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us>
Sent: Wednesday, April 10, 2019 11:06 AM
To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253-GA-BTX    [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJR8K:ref ]

It is my understanding that there is a committee considering a gas pipeline to run through Evendale and Blue Ash directly 
up Glendale-Milford Road!   This is a potentially dangerous situation and shows disregard for public safety, as this corridor 
is highly populated!  Additionally it serves not benefit to the immediate neighborhood!   
Within less then 50 feet of this proposed pipeline in The Village of Evendale,  you pass Evendale Elementary 
School placing approximately 250 children at risk!   Within 100' of this proposed pipeline lies the First 
Responders needed in case of an emergency, both the Evendale Police and the Evendale Fire Department!     A 
pipeline near this location would be irresponsible.    
  
Summit Park in Blue Ash is a lovely new facility directly on Glendale Milford Road and at times there are 
thousands of people attending concerts and events.  
   
Please take the time to understand that there are other alternatives, to this pipeline.   Basically the decision 
becomes a matter of money and not caring about the common good! 
  
Most Sincerely, 
Donna Carnevale 
3750 Renoir Place 
Evendale, Ohio  45241 
513-289-5491 
 
 
ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GJR8K:ref 
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