King, Sarah

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Martinette Shelton <martinetteshelton@gmail.com>

Friday, March 22, 2019 9:44 AM

Trombold, Beth; lydia.mihalik@devefepment.chio.gov; Acton, Amy; Ellis, Connie;
Stevenson, Laurie; Mertz, Mary

Duke Energy high pressure gas line

Et all, |live in Madisonville a neighborhood in Cincinnati. The proposed route for this gas line is in between our high
school and our elementary school. This is unconscionable. The idea for money that Duke would propose to put this in

hetween our two schools is more than wrong!

I use Clean Choice Energy which uses the wind farms in Indiana to supply my electric. Unfortunately | don't have
recourse on my gas lines. It is time to end the use of fossil fuel in the world

Also | cannot believe none of you showed up to the meetings that represented our neighborhoods. Also where were the

Duke Executives?

Sincerely

Martinette Shelton

4714 Winona Terrace, Cincinnati, OH 45227




King, Sarah _

From: Ken Knollman <ken@gara.us>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2019 9:25 PM
To: Ellis, Connie

- Subject: Ohio Power Siting Board
Ms. Pelanda,

As a home owner in the northern Cincinnati suburb of Evendale, Ohio | am deeply concerned about a proposal before
the Ohio Power Siting Board, case number 16-0253-GA-BTX. Duke Energy of Ohio is proposing to install a high pressure
hatural gas transmission line through our community and requires OPSB approval to pursue this installation. The items
below have come to my attention regarding this issue.

This transmission iine, unfike the thousands of gas lines that already run under the streets and properties of our
community, is pumped to an extremely high pressure. It is also buried only 3 feet below the surface of the

ground. Should anything such as a landslide {not uncommon in our area of the state of Ohio}) or an excavation or digging
accident {also not uncommon) occur, the results, which have been studied by experts on this subject will be
indescribably disastrous! My home is situated in an area where, should the pipeline be damaged, it, my neighborhood
and the lives of my entire family would be wiped out within only a few moments! There would be no opportunity to flee
to safety in this situation. We would have time for no more than a few breaths before we are dead!

In addition to my property, this transmission line will come within very close proximity to other densely packed
neighborhoods, schools, major employers, large shopping malls and healthcare facilities. Remember — this gas is
pressurized to extremely high levels. Even if this line is breached by the items listed above but the gas is not ignited,
those who are enveloped in the gas cloud that results anywhere in the vicinity will be virtually unable to summon help
without actually causing an explosion. Something as simple as picking up a telephone or turning on a light switch could
cause that.

Duke Energy is proposing two alternative routes for this transmission line. Either route jeopardizes a significant portion
of our community. | would hope that the Ohio Power Siting Board wilt consider their responsibility to be far more than
an issue of either — or. | understand that human safety is not currently part of the criterion for making a judgement on
the siting of major and dangerous infrastructure like this. How can this be? The lives of thousands of residents of the
state of Ohio are at risk here — how can the siting of such infrastructure as this disregard their safety?

Please review this proposal very carefully. | could understand if the common good of the one million or so residents
living in the southwestern part of Ohio were best served by this pipeline, like building a new highway or hospital. Duke’s
stated objective, however, does not mention anything but its own needs. Jeopardizing the lives of us close to the site of
this proposed pipeline appears totally unjustified.

Members of the Ohio Power Siting Board: |1 ask you, sincerely, to reject Dukes proposals for this Transmission line.

PS: | am disappointed you were unable to attend the public hearing held on March 13 here in Cincinnati to hear, first
hand, the excellent testimony from well-studied members of our community on issues ranging from environmental
concerns in the Millcreek valley to safety to the significant potential for this highly marked pipeline to become a terrorist
target. | certainly hope you will give great weight to each item of testimony presented at that meeting.

Thank You.

Ken Knollman
9914 Winnebago Trail
Cincinnati, OH 45241



King, Sarah

M R A
From: Schrnuelling Rob <roschmug@cinci.rr.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2019 11:35 AM
To: Ellis, Connie
Subject: Duke Central Corridor Pipeline Application

Dear Ms Pelanda,

| am writing you today because | am very concerned about Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Pipeline Project Application

(Case # 16-253-GA-BTX) that is before the OPSB at this time.

These are my concerns:

1. Do we really need this pipeline? —Duke has not adequately addressed the need for this 500PSI pipeline. Qur area’s

population is declining with stagnant projections for natural gas use.
. I suggest that we need an independent objective assessment to quantity the need for the pipeline for the local region.

2. Will the project be safe?—Safety of the residents must be paramount in the consideration of the application. Given
the high pressure and size of the pipeline, this poses a potential risk of a devastating explosion. The pipeline would
traverse densely populated areas close by schools, homes, businesses, and places of worship. And there have been
several instances of pipeline explosions on newly constructed high pressure pipelines such as this one so no line is 100%
safe. The blast zone would be 900 feet on either side of the line!

3. How will the pipeline affect me and my family? — Construction will be intrusive and create many transportation
issues in the area. Many homeowners would have the pipeline close to their house due to the route that Duke has

proposed. And how can we ever really feel safe when traveling or living near the pipeline?

4, Costs— Duke’s customers in the region will be footing the bill for the pipeline project without seeing a benefit. We
already pay the highest natural gas rates in the state.

In summary, we need to step back and really consider if this project is worth the risk and cost for this region.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely

Rob Schmuelling

6780 Siebern Ave
Cincinnati OH 45236



King, Sarah

- S
From: rbrown86@cinci.rr.com

Sent: Monday, March 25, 2019 2:00 PM

To: Stevenson, Laurie; Mertz, Mary; Mihalik, Lydia; Acton, Amy; Ellis, Connie; Trombold, Beth
Subject: #16-253-GA-BTX Duke Pipeline - Town Meeting

Dear voting members of the Ohio Power Siting Board, What a disappointment to not have you present at the Public -
Hearing held on Thursday, March21 in Cincinnati, Ohio.

Hopefully your absence is not an indication of a lack of interest in this matter of grave concern to citizens of Hamilton
County.

As you were not able to be at the hearing, it is my hope that you will watch the video, listen to the audio, and read the
letters of those who so desperately wanted to be heard.

Hopefully you will be able to hear, read, and feel the fear, tears, concerns, anger, and frustrations that were shared at
this meeting.

The citizens of Hamilton County do not want to be put at risk by Duke Energy. The citizens of Hamilton County do not
believe that there is a need for this pipeline.

The citizens of Hamilton County do not have faith in the ability of Duke Energy to maintain this pipeline.The citizens of
Hamilton County do not want the pollution that this pipeline can spread.

Please listen to the citizens of Hamilton County. Say no to the pipelinel

Rebecca S. Brown

2862 Losantiridge Ave.

Cincinnati, Ohio 45213

rbrown86@cinci.rr.com

513-254-8309
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King, Sarah

I L M
From: Mary Rinsky <mvrphd@fuse.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 24, 2019 3:44 PM

To: Ellis, Connie

Subject: Duke's Central Corridor Pipeline

Dear Ms. Pelanda:

We have been following Duke’s proposal for the Central Corridor Pipeline since we received a letter several years ago
stating that it might end up 35-50 feet from our house. That route has been discarded, but we don’t want anyone to

feel the fear and outrage we experienced. Lots of people in Cincinnati are feeling this way!

We oppose the pipeline on many grounds, including:

An explosion or other accident would affect many people. One route is next to a hospitall The other is near polluted
clean-up sites and the agquifer supplying drinking water to a community. Both routes are near schools, daycare centers,
and fuel tanks. 97% of these pipelines are located in rural areas, for very good reasons!

We think that Duke is not being honest. Their materials say the pipeline is a distribution line, but it has no taps to
distribute gas. They say it's for our community but we don’t need more gas. They will make us pay for their project to

sell gas elsewhere.

We are worried that the OPSB is not required to consider human safety in their decision making process. Who will
protect our community?

We insist that you do two steps:

Do a thorough, objective assessment of this case. Has Duke demonstrated the need for a new pipeline? Is their plan the
most responsible and effective solution?

Focus on human safety when assessing Duke’s application and case. Are there other alternatives to address their need?

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mary and Mark Rinsky



From: Ohio Power Siting Board

To: Puco Docketing
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHeME:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 12:28:45 PM

Dear Ms. Mertz,

I am greatly concerned about the proposed Duke pipeline in Cincinnati, Ohio Hamilton
County. | live in Evendale, only ¥ mile from Reading Rd which is on the proposed route.

This route goes along a densely populated area, which includes churches, schools and
recreation centers in addition to residential areas.

I do not want this huge gas pipeline going through our neighborhood. There are many
instances in which these pipelines have exploded causing death and destruction in
unsuspecting neighborhoods.

I have discovered that those who sit on the OPSB are relatively new appointees. Please
review the proposal thoroughly to see if this is actually the most safe and efficient solution.
Please keep in mind public safety!

Many lives are depending on you to take your job seriously and not just rubber stamp what
Duke wants.

Apparently Duke wants a Cadillac solution to the problem where a Chevrolet solution would
suffice.

In addition, Duke does not have the most pristine record as far as environmental concerns go.
Please listen to the people and do not just take Duke’s word for it.

I urge you to listen to us. We are very afraid for the safety of ourselves, our children and our
grandchildren.

Sincerely,
Connie Bishop
3266 Lamarc Trail

Cincinnati,Oh 45241


mailto:docketing@puco.ohio.gov
mailto:contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us

From: Ohio Power Siting Board
To: Puco Docketing

Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHePP:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 12:30:01 PM
Dear Ms. Mertz:

We have been following Duke's proposal for the Central Corridor Pipeline since we received a
letter several years ago stating that it might end up 35-50 feet from our house. That route has
been discarded, but we don’t want anyone to feel the fear and outrage we experienced. Lots of
peoplein Cincinnati are feeling this way!

We oppose the pipeline on many grounds, including:
An explosion or other accident would affect many people. One route is next to a hospital! The
other is near polluted clean-up sites and the aquifer supplying drinking water to a community.

Both routes are near schools, daycare centers, and fuel tanks. 97% of these pipelines are
located in rural areas, for very good reasons!

We think that Duke is not being honest. Their materials say the pipelineisadistribution line,
but it has no taps to distribute gas. They say it’s for our community but we don’t need more
gas. They will make us pay for their project to sell gas elsewhere.

We are worried that the OPSB is not required to consider human safety in their decision
making process. Who will protect our community?

We insist that you do two steps:

Do athorough, objective assessment of this case. Has Duke demonstrated the need for a new
pipeline? Istheir plan the most responsible and effective solution?

Focus on human safety when assessing Duke' s application and case. Are there other
alternatives to address their need?

Thank you.
Sincerely,
Mary and Mark Rinsky

ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHePP:ref
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board

To: Puco Docketing

Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHhnw:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:17:16 PM

Ms. Mertz,

As ahome owner in the northern Cincinnati suburb of Evendale, Ohio | am deeply concerned
about a proposal before the Ohio Power Siting Board, case number 16-0253-GA-BTX. Duke
Energy of Ohio is proposing to install a high pressure natural gas transmission line through
our community and requires OPSB approval to pursue thisinstallation. The items below have
come to my attention regarding this issue.

This transmission line, unlike the thousands of gas lines that already run under the streets and
properties of our community, is pumped to an extremely high pressure. Itisalso buried only 3
feet below the surface of the ground. Should anything such as alandslide (not uncommon in
our area of the state of Ohio) or an excavation or digging accident (also not uncommon) occur,
the results, which have been studied by experts on this subject will be indescribably
disastrous! My homeis situated in an area where, should the pipeline be damaged, it, my
neighborhood and the lives of my entire family would be wiped out within only afew
moments! There would be no opportunity to flee to safety in this situation. We would have
time for no more than a few breaths before we are dead!

In addition to my property, this transmission line will come within very close proximity to
other densely packed neighborhoods, schools, major employers, large shopping malls and
healthcare facilities. Remember — this gas is pressurized to extremely high levels. Evenif this
line is breached by the items listed above but the gas is not ignited, those who are enveloped in
the gas cloud that results anywhere in the vicinity will be virtually unable to summon help
without actually causing an explosion. Something as simple as picking up atelephone or
turning on a light switch could cause that.

Duke Energy is proposing two aternative routes for this transmission line. Either route
jeopardizes a significant portion of our community. | would hope that the Ohio Power Siting
Board will consider their responsibility to be far more than an issue of either —or. |
understand that human safety is not currently part of the criterion for making a judgement on
the siting of major and dangerous infrastructure like this. How can this be? The lives of
thousands of residents of the state of Ohio are at risk here — how can the siting of such
infrastructure as this disregard their safety?

Please review this proposal very carefully. | could understand if the common good of the one


mailto:docketing@puco.ohio.gov
mailto:contactopsb@puc.state.oh.us

million or so residents living in the southwestern part of Ohio were best served by this
pipeline, like building a new highway or hospital. Duke's stated objective, however, does not
mention anything but its own needs. Jeopardizing the lives of us close to the site of this
proposed pipeline appears totally unjustified.

Members of the Ohio Power Siting Board: | ask you, sincerely, to reject Dukes proposals for
this Transmission line.

PS. | am disappointed you were unable to attend the public hearing held on March 13 herein
Cincinnati to hear, first hand, the excellent testimony from well-studied members of our
community on issues ranging from environmental concerns in the Millcreek valley to safety to
the significant potential for this highly marked pipeline to become aterrorist target. | certainly
hope you will give great weight to each item of testimony presented at that meeting.

Thank Y ou.

Ken Knollman
9914 Winnebago Trail

Cincinnati, OH 45241

ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHhnw:ref



From: Ohio Power Siting Board

To: Puco Docketin
Subject: comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHiYJ:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:19:49 PM

Et al, | livein Madisonville a neighborhood in Cincinnati. The proposed route for this gas
lineisin between our high school and our elementary school. Thisis unconscionable. The idea

for money that Duke would propose to put this in between our two schools is more than wrong!

| use Clean Choice Energy which uses the wind farms in Indiana to supply my electric. Unfortunately
| don't have recourse on my gas lines. It is time to end the use of fossil fuel in the world

Also | cannot believe none of you showed up to the meetings that represented our neighborhoods.
Also where were the Duke Executives?

Sincerely

Martinette Shelton

4714 Winona Terrace, Cincinnati, OH 45227
[ 2]

ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500tOGHIY Jref
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From: Ohio Power Siting Board

To: Puco Docketing
Subject: public comment 16-0253 [ ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHhP1:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2019 1:11:59 PM

Hello: | am aresident of the area that would be affected by this project, and urge you NOT to
approve it. There are numerous safety issues with a pipeline this size, and Duke has never
made a convincing case that local energy needs are driving its construction. | have seen first
hand their inability to answer basic questionsin public forums as well - they clearly want this
pipeline, but don’t actually need it, and are therefore saying whatever they can to make it
happen. | expect that you will reject their proposal as both unnecessary and dangerous, which
the facts make clear. Thank you for your consideration - I’ [l look forward to your decision.

Nat Chaitkin/E

ref:_00Dt0GzXt._500t0GHNP1:ref
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Grace Severyn
9419 Bluewing Terrace
Blue Ash, OH 45241
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Mr. Lance Himes m S
246 North High Street, P.O. Box 118 - i B
Columbus, OH 43215 ‘P L_(: P&SL > . o
~ x>
March 14, 2019 S = 5
RE: Case Number 16-0253-GA-BTX, Duke Energy’s Central Corridor Pipeline Proposal-’ 4 H

Dear Mr Himes:

PLEASE attend the OPSB’s Public Hearing next Thursday, March 21 on the matter of the Central
Corridor Pipeline Extension, Case Number 16-0253-GA-BTX, in Blue Ash, Ohio.

The last OPSB public hearing on the matter of the Central Corridor Pipeline Extension took place
on June 15, 2017. NOT ONE VOTING MEMBER from the Ohio Power Siting Board bothered to
attend. This dereliction of duty sent a rather clear message that OSB members at that time did
not intend to give any real consideration to the public interest.

We are not talking about opposition from a few “not in my backyard” residents. There is
overwhelming public outcry from the community as a whole. There is, in fact, strong
opposition by the City of Cincinnati and Hamilton County, as well as the communities of
Amberley, Blue Ash, Columbia Township, Deer Park, Evendale, Golf Manor, Madeira, Pleasant

Ridge, Reading, and Sycamore Township!

As an OPSB board member, you have a responsibility to go beyond “rubber stamping”
corporate proposals. Please attend the hearing on March 21 so you can appreciate the reasons
for serious, widespread, and long-standing public opposition to the pipeline extension. |
listened to 7 hours of testimony during the last public hearing -- ranging from well-informed
factual and technical analysis of need and alternatives to the pipeline to heart-wrenching
testimony from people who will suffer in many ways from a large pipeline being placed VERY
near to their homes, schools, churches, synagogues, and workplaces.

PLEASE attend to hear why the proposed pipeline is NOT NECESSARY -- less intrusive

alternatives exist -- and how horrendously offensive Duke’s proposal is to the vast majority of
residents of Hamilton County. PLEASE DO NOT ABANDON YOUR NEIGHBORS TO THE SOUTH!!!

With sincere and humble pleas for your help,
Chnl Y Q7 UYL G

@14ch S&ue,u/v— 31

Grace A. Severyn
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This foregoing document was electronically filed with the Public Utilities

Commission of Ohio Docketing Information System on

3/26/2019 4:57:23 PM

Case No(s). 16-0253-GA-BTX

Summary: Public Comment (12) received via website electronically filed by Docketing Staff
on behalf of Docketing.
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