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Please state your name and business address.
My name is Tim Burgener, and my business address is 180 East Broad

Street, Columbus OH 43215.

By whom are you employed and what is your position?

| am employed by the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) as a
Public Utilities Administrator in the GIS & Operations Division of the
Department of Rates and Analysis. My position includes assigned duties
by the Chairman of the Ohio Power Siting Board (Board) to investigate

applications filed with the Board and assist in preparing reports.

Please summarize your educational background and work experience.

| received a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Spanish from the University of
Illinois Urbana-Champaign, and Master’s Degrees in Social Work and City
and Regional Planning from The Ohio State University. In addition, | have
completed several technical courses in Geographic Information Systems

(GIS).

| have been employed by the PUCO since January 2016, and was
previously employed by the PUCO from 2004 to 2013, in what was then

called the Facilities, Siting, and Environmental Analysis Division. My
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responsibilities include review of Board cases and administration of the
PUCO’s GIS.

Have you testified in prior proceedings before the Ohio Power Siting
Board?

Yes, | testified to sponsor the Staff Report of Investigation in case number

08-0281-EL-BGN, Middletown Coke Cogeneration Station.

What was your role in this case?
| reviewed sections of the application for compliance with Board rules and

contributed sections to the Staff Report.

What sections of the Staff Report of investigation did you work on?

| contributed to the sections titled Demographics, Land Use, Residential
Structures, Land Use Plans and Regional Development, Aesthetics, and
Route Selection. | also proposed conditions 14, 15, 16, and 17 in the Staff

Report.

What did you conclude in regard to demographics?

| reviewed the most recent census data for Hamilton County, and available
population projections. | confirmed that the population of the county is
expected to grow over the next 20 years. | also reviewed census-tract level

income data and concluded that the median income in the area around the
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Preferred and Alternate routes is similar to the median income across the

entire study area for the project.

What did you conclude in regard to land use?

| reviewed the data submitted by the Applicant in its application and
various supplements. | concluded that land use impacts are similar for the
Preferred and Alternate routes, and are largely temporary. The Applicant
has proposed construction measures that would limit temporary impacts to
the extent practicable. Permanent land use impacts would be mitigated

through the easement acquisition process.

What did you conclude in regard to residential structures?

| reviewed the data submitted by the Applicant in its application and
supplements, and concluded that the Alternate route has more structures
within 100 feet, while the Preferred Route has more structures within 1,000

feet. No residential structures would be removed for the project.

What did you conclude in regard to land use plans and regional
development?

| reviewed information submitted by the Applicant regarding their
investigation of local land use and development plans. No potential land

use conflicts were identified. The project is expected to support future
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development in the region by increasing the supply of natural gas. In order
to prevent conflicts between the project and future development, |
recommended Condition 14, which requires the Applicant to initiate a
consultation process with local planning authorities.

What did you conclude in regard to aesthetics?

I concluded that permanent visual impacts would be introduced at the
locations of the project’s valve stations, regulating stations, and pipeline
markers. | also recommended three conditions, 15, 16, and 17, that would
mitigate the visual impact of the above-ground facilities by requiring green
screening and vegetation around regulator and valve stations, requiring that
security lighting to be directed downward, and requiring the Applicant to
work with property owners on the design and placement of pipeline

markers.

What did you conclude in regard to route selection?
| reviewed the Applicant’s route selection study and concluded that the
Applicant investigated all practicable routes, and used a reasonable process

for selecting the Preferred and Alternate routes.

Does this conclude your testimony?



A. Yes it does. However, | reserve the right to submit supplemental testi-
mony, as new information subsequently becomes available or in response

to positions taken by other parties.
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