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COMMENT DESCRIPTION: 

I just read Superintendent Forsthoefel of Sycamore Community Schools, and I am shocked, 
shocked that one of Duke Energy's routes for their 30 inch gas pipeline passes within 200 feet of 
an elementary school with 500+ children and staff. What type of flawed route selection criteria 
would output such a unacceptable result? What engineers would accept that output after review? 
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It is telltale of a bad process. It is telltale of a process that doesn't place public safety, even 
children, first. And the Power Sitting Board should not accept the output of a bad process. Duke 
Energy has not been transparent on their route selection process, but the output clearly identifies 
it is flawed. As an Engineer, and a former member of the Safety Team of a local Fortune 500 
company, I can say with confidence this result would never be accepted, but Safety of the public 
was job #1 and management never overruled that fact. If the route next to Blue Ash Elementary 
school is proposed by Duke it should be rejected without discussion. Besides that, the entire 
route selection criteria and results, both accepted and rejected should be reviewed by the Power 
Sitting Board in detail because if the output of Duke's process is to put a 30 inch pipeline so 
close to an elementary school, then routes that have MUCH less risk were probably rejected for 
other offensive criteria inconsistent with the public good. Duke is not an Ohio company, but they 
are risking Ohio lives... children's lives. I can only hope that the Professional Engineer on the 
Board recognizes that a route selection process that puts an elementary school in the path of a 30 
inch gas pipeline is flawed. I would hope that the Engineers at Duke, belatedly, recognize that 
the safety of children should not be put at risk no matter how low they calculate the probability 
or how much management pressures them on cost. If a disaster can happen, it likely will. Even 
layman know that the probability of incinerating children can be zero if another more industrial 
or rural route is selected. I am afraid that Duke's corporate culture is blinding the engineers to 
their duty to protect the public against avoidable risks like it blinded GM on the ignition switch 
and Volkswagen on emissions. It is the responsibility of the Sitting Board to not make the 
oversight mistake that allowed an unmarmed train loaded with flammable material to be parked 
up hill of Lac-Megantic, Canada that was incinerated when the train ran away... only then did the 
authorities change the rules. 30 inch gas pipelines should have a criteria on how close they can 
be to densely populated areas (PARTICULARLY ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS), and I am sure 
that criteria is not less than 200 feet. Duke has not vetted their selection criteria in public and 
their proposed route should not be approved without detail scrutiny by experienced, educated 
people that care about the outcomes that Duke cares little about. Public comment alone is 
insufficient in providing the necessary checks and balances to this out of state, public, 
monopolistic company. The Sitting Board needs to do their duty to protect the public and reject 
foolhardy suggestions outright and scrutinize in detail the process that produces them before they 
are put into use. 


