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From: karen Langelier (klang4678@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automaiI@knowwho,com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:42 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Reviewof Gas Costs
-proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to showthat itsgas costswere
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for Its customers. Piedmont itself and it'sparent company, Duke Energy, area primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging In self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costsonto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims It's gascosts incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offercomprehensive energyefficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose ofwhich isnot to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources forcustomers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs arejustand reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this majorinfrastructure projectis necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also asserttheir authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higherscrutinyin this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting theirauthority to review contracts between the utilities theyregulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market needforanynewpipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

karen Langelier

3613A Saint Johns Ct

Wilmington, NC 28403
klang4678@gmall.com



(603) 340-6097

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.



From: Jaxon Brooks (kwbrooksl 791 @aoI.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:40 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Companyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently Incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
Is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (AGP). The Commission should be concerned that Dukeand Piedmont
are engaging In self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims It'sgas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There Is enough capacityon the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public ServiceCommission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont'scosts and help customers save moneyon their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purposeof which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to newpipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need Is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We requestan Independent study
ensuring this majorInfrastructure projectis necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluatethe market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Jaxon Brooks

4515 Lawndale Dr.

Greensboro, NC 27455

kwbrooksl791@aol.com



(262) 724-7043

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.



From: Nancy Koone {nkoonemont@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:40 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Pledmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In itsrecent filing to the'NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company falls to show that Its gas costs were
prudently Incurred. The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont'sgas purchasing practices to make sure that it
Is ensuring the lowest cost for Itscustomers. Piedmont itselfand it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont

•are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profitfor Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it'sgas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demandfor gas in North Carolina. There isenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, Including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offercomprehensive energyefficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costsand help customers save money on their bills.

TheCommission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purposeof which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to newpipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing Is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed In
Robeson County "needisindependent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We requestan independent study
ensuring this majorinfrastructure projectis necessary and worth the costof ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act Inthe best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines inwhich affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluatethe market need for any new pipeline that would
Impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Nancy Koone

269 Pleasant Hill Loop Rd
Rutherfordton, NC 28139

nkoonemont@yahoo.com



(828) 287-5403

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.



From: Welmin Yuan {yyweimin@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automaiI@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:39 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs

proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

Please let private corps bear their own responsibilities as they have reaped profits in the past or in the future. If the
executives have made errors that require the corps to incur extra expenses, they need to pay out of their budgets for
unexpected expenditures, NOT to make their customers, especially those senior citizens who live by their very limited
resources to pay for their mistakes!!!

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filingwith the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, includingSouth Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is '
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefullyat Piedmont's claimthat the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets Immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,



Weimin Yuan

7224 Kinsmore Ln

Charlotte, NC 28269

yyweimin@yahoo.com
(704) 763-2504

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the Individual noted in the sender
information.



From: Jill Thomas (jillnjamie@windstream.net) Sent You a Personal Message
<automaiI@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:39 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently Incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke

shareholders.

Piedmont claims It's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas In North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, Including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont falls to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets Immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Jill Thomas

478 Lanes Creek Rd

Peachland, NC 28133

jillnjamie@windstream.net



(704) 272-8898

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.
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From: Diane Longo Degroot {yoginidiane@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:36 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that itsgascosts were
prudently incurred.The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont'sgas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest costfor itscustomers. Piedmont itself and it's parentcompany. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $64- billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Dukeand Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costsonto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it'sgas costs incurred are "prudent", howeverthe ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There isenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costsand helpcustomers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to newpipeline transportation costs are justand reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure projectis necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert theirauthority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding thisfacility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authorityto review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests in" relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Diane Longo Degroot
712 Kensington Dr

Greenville, NC 27858

yoginidiane@yahoo.com
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(252) 717-2581

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
Information.
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From: Paul Linlnger {pdllninger@gmall.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automai!@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:29 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
isensuring the lowest cost for itscustomers. Piedmont itselfand it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passingunreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demandfor gas in North Carolina. Thereisenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same Is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allowPiedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profitfor Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing Is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gasfacility proposed in
Robeson County "need Is Independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project Is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Paul Lininger
514 Parkview Dr

Burlington, NC 27215
pdlininger@gmail.com
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(336) 264-6092

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.
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From: KatherineCregger-Marshsll (katherinecm1969@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal
Message <automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:29 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs

proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In Its recent filingto the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company falls to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primaryowner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Dukeand Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs Incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. Infact,
Transco recently made a filingwith the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especiallywhen affiliateself-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gasfacility proposed In
Robeson County "need Is independent from the Atlantic CoastPipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to reviewthe contracts between Dukeand Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best Interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Katherine Cregger-Marshsll
9003 McAlpine Cove Ct

Charlotte, NC 28270

katherinecml969@gmail.com
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(704) 777-1769

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.
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From: Ronak Hansalia (hansaliar@yahoo.conn) SentYou a Personal Message '
<automall@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:29 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompanyfalls to show that its gas costs were
prudently Incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
Is ensuringthe lowest cost for Itscustomers. PiedmontItselfand It's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging Inself-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims It'sgas costs Incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There Is enough capacityon the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the Infrastructure
and pipeline In placeto serve the Southeast, Including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same Is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont falls to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allowPiedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profitfor Piedmontand Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing Is
Involved, as In this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need Is independentfrom the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuringthis major Infrastructure project Is necessaryand worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should alsoassert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny In this docket, I request the NCUC act Inthe best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines Inwhich affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests In relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
Impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Ronak Hansalia

14909 Mcleary CIr
Charlotte, NC 28277

hansallar@yahoo.com

17



(704) 384-9900

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.
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From: Sachin Hansalia (shansalia@outlook.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:27 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

There should be adequate justification before costs are passed on to consumers.
CEO's and top executives make millions.

In its recentfiling to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that itsgas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should takea hard look at Piedmont's gaspurchasing practices to make sure that it
Is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (AGP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs ontocaptive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are"prudent", however the AGP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating"Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs forcustomers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose ofwhich Is notto meet demand or provide lowest cost resources forcustomers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as In this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from theAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higherscrutinyin this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protestsin relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need forany new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Sachin Hansalia
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14909 McLearyClr
Charlotte, NC28277

shansalla@outlook.com

(704) 900-9000

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
information.
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From: Matthew Hanson (justshort179@gmail.com) SentYou a Persona! Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:20 PM
To: . Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annuai Reviewof Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Naturai Gas Company falls to showthat itsgascostswere
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
isensuring the lowest costfor itscustomers. Piedmont itself and It's parentcompany. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging inself-dealing, and passing unreasonable costsonto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it'sgascosts incurred are "prudent", howevertheACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There isenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offercomprehensive energy efficiency programs forcustomers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers savemoney on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determinewhether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are justand reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Naturai Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring thismajor infrastructure project is necessary andworth the costof~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission shouid also assert theirauthority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

Inaddition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting theirauthority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines inwhich affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC shouidalso file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need forany new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Matthew Hanson

203 N Oak St

Greenville, NC 27858

justshortl79@gmail.com
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(401) 996-0746
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From: Dennis Delorenzo (gypslesat796@atmc.net) Sent You a Personal Message
<automaii@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:18 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs

proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the Infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especiallywhen affiliate self-dealing is
Involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefullyat Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the AtlanticCoast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fullyevaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Dennis Delorenzo

796 Marsh Rose Path NW

Calabash, NC 28467

gypsiesat796@atmc.net
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(910) 579-7415
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From: Mindy Robinson (merobinson927(a)gmaiLcom) Sent You a Persona! Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:09 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Companyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently Incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primaryowner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profitfor Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas In North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline, in fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont'scosts and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expenseof already vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the newLiquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independentfrom the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuring this majorInfrastructure projectis necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authorityto review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, i request the NCUC act in the best Interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authorityto review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are Investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

MIndy Robinson
249 Community Dr

Goldsboro, NC 27530

merobinson927@gmail.com
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(919) 584-0167
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From: Katherine Meyer (katherine.meyer49@gmail.com) Sent You a Persona! Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:09 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompany falls to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that It
is ensuring the lowest cost for itscustomers. Piedmont Itself and It's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passingunreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims It's gascosts incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same Is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offercomprehensive energyefficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose ofwhich Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources forcustomers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determinewhether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are justand reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need Is Independent from theAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary andworth the costof '-$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higherscrutinyIn this docket, Irequest the NCUC act in the best Interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting theirauthority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should alsofile protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets Immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Katherine Meyer
185 Windover Dr

Forest City, NC28043

katherine.meyer49@gmall.com
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(828) 247-0440
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From: Meredith Arkin (meredith.arkin@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:00 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

I am totally against fracking. Any rates that Include this harmful process need to be eliminated.

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompanyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primaryowner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. Infact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public ServiceCommission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont'sclaim that the new Liquified Natural Gasfacility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny In this docket, 1request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Meredith Arkin

613 Woodvale Dr
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Greensboro, NC 27410

meredith.arkin@gmail.com
(336) 294-0207

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted in the sender
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From: Brent Hassell (hassell_2@msn.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:00 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompanyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claimsit's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. Infact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline In place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also lookcarefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic CoastPipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of "'$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilitiesthey regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Brent Hassell

880 Lakecrest Ave Apt lA
High Point, NC 27265

hassell_2@msn.com
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(336) 491-3102
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From: Stuart Locklear (stuartlocklear@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 4:00 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Pledmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to showthat itsgas costswere
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost foritscustomers. Piedmont itself and it'sparent company, Duke Energy, area primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Dukeand Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are"prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently madea filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, formany years." The sameistrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require otherprograms to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money ontheirbills.

The Commission should notallow Piedmont to charge customers forbuilding unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose ofwhich is notto meet demand or provide lowest cost resources forcustomers, but
ratherto make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from theAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary andworth the costof"'$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

Inaddition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act inthe best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need forany new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Stuart Locklear

PO Box 1028

Pembroke, NC 28372

stuartlocklear@yahoo.com
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From: Deborah Deslmone (debIav53@aol.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@kno\wvho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:55 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€^"s Annual Reviewof Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

in its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Deborah Deslmone

16920 Birkdale Commons Pkwy Apt E
Huntersville, NC 28078

deblav53@aol.com
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From: Thomas Mathern (tmathernl @caroIlna.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27,2018 3:47 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Pledmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs

proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Companyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred.The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont'sgas purchasing practices to makesure that it
isensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and It's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profitfor Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demandforgas In North Carolina. There isenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should requireother programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need isindependent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this majorinfrastructure projectis necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

Inaddition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
Impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mathern

11617 Chestnut Hill Dr

Matthews, NC 28105

tmathernl@caroIina.rr.com
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From: Cliff Long {cliffalong@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:54 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Companyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that It
isensuring the lowestcost for its customers. Piedmont Itselfand it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion AtlanticCoast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging In self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to makea lucrative profitfor Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it'sgas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There Is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for manyyears." Thesame is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should requireother programs to reduce Piedmont's costsand help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to newpipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
Involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure projectis necessary and worth the costof "^$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert theirauthority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best Interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contractsbetween the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are Investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demandingthat FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Cliff Long
118 LInwood Dr

Albemarle, NC 28001

cliffalong@gmail.com
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From: James Zizzo (jzlzzo@ec.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:49 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number^is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review ofGas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company,, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an Independent study
ensuring this major Infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests In relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

James Zizzo

2304 Wrightsville Ave Apt 106
Wilmington, NC 28403
jzizzo@ec.rr.com

41



(910) 762-6218

This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider only, on behalf of the individual noted In the sender
information.

42



From: Philip Reibman {usbphil@aoi.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:48 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs

proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompanyfails to show that Its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and It's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Dukeand Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas In North Carolina. There Is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public ServiceCommission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allowPiedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as In this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is Independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independentstudy
ensuringthis major infrastructure project Is necessaryand worth the cost of ^$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission shouldalso assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demandingthat FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
Impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Philip Reibman
9823 Branchwater Ave

Charlotte, NC 28277

usbphil@aol.com
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From: Beverly Naiditch (bev1423@earthlink.net) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:41 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. Infact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont'scosts and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profitfor Piedmontand Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of alreadyvulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes relatedto new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the newLiquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We requestan independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure projectis necessary and worth the costof ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should alsoassert their authorityto review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authorityto review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests In relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demandingthat FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Beverly Naiditch
204 Shawnee St

Winston Salem, NC27127

bevl423@earthlink.net
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From: Judith Smith (jsnorkel23@gmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27,2018 3:40 PM ,
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

NC has a good start on wind and solar energy - clean, renewable energy that won't harm the environment or its
inhabitants. We need clean air and water, not disgustingly high corporate salaries and perks. We don't need more
tracked gas.

In Its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging inself-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existingTransco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, includingSouth Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont falls to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC

.should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especiallywhen affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont'sclaim that the new Liquified Natural Gasfacility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major Infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines In which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets Immediately, demanding that FERC fullyevaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
Impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,
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Judith Smith

2558 Empie Dr

Leiand, NC 28451

jsnorkel23@gmail.com
(910) 228-5056
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48



From: Tim Vancelette (tvancelette@nc.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automaiI@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:28 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filingto the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that Its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims It's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina PublicService Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energyshareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especiallywhen affiliateself-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefullyat Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County"need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major Infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to reviewthe contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets Immediately, demanding that FERC fullyevaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Tim Vancelette

101 Sommerset Dr

Clayton, NC 27520

tvancelette@nc.rr.com
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From: Katrina Emanuel {katrina39@carolina.rr.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:27 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural GasCompanyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
Is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmontclaims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There Is enough capacityon the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public ServiceCommission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for manyyears." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmontfalls to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programsfor customers, and NCUC
should require other programsto reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allowPiedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of alreadyvulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need isindependent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We requestan independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure projectis necessary and worth the costof ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contractsbetween Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Katrina Emanuel

6832 Aronomink Dr

Charlotte, NC 28210

katrina39@carolina.rr.com
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From: Robert Golden (robert.golden@plattsburgh.edu) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27,2018 3:26 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines likethe Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefullyat Piedmont's claimthat the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County"need is independent from the AtlanticCoast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major Infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new'pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Robert Golden

494 Alexis Dr

New Bern, NC 28562.

robert.golden@plattsburgh.edu
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From: Deborah Hennessy (dhennessy@theadaptables.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:25 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€^"s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for its customers. Piedmont itself and it's parent company. Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billionAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP).The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging In self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand for gas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. Infact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the Infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same is true for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which Is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of already vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especiallywhen affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefullyat Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County"need is independent from the AtlanticCoast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to reviewthe contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

in addition to applying higher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best Interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Deborah Hennessy
125 Reflection Ct

Winston Salem, NC 27105

dhennessy@theadaptables.com
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From: Nancy Zora (nsz719@yahoo.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automail@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:22 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Company fails to showthat itsgas costs were
prudently incurred. The Commission should take a hard look at Piedmont's gaspurchasing practices to make sure that it
is ensuring the lowest cost for itscustomers. Piedmont Itself and it'sparent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are"prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demand forgas in North Carolina. There is enough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public Service Commission stating "Transco has the infrastructure
and pipeline in place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, formany years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs forcustomers, and NCUC
should require other programs to reduce Piedmont's costs and help customers save money on theirbills.

The Commission should notallow Piedmont to charge customers for building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose ofwhich is notto meet demand or provide lowest cost resources forcustomers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense ofalready vulnerable
communities and ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutiny to determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportation costs are just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim thatthe new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from theAtlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuring this major infrastructure project is necessary and worth the cost of~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review thecontracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

In addition to applying higherscrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers by asserting their authority to review contracts between the utilities they regulate and the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates ofthesesame companies are investing. NCUC should also file protests In relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline thatwould
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

Nancy Zora

6450 Bradbury Ct

Wilmington, NC 28412

nsz719@yahoo.com
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From: John Hinnant (sciolymp@hotmail.com) Sent You a Personal Message
<automai!@knowwho.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2018 3:21 PM
To: Statements

Subject: Docket Number is G-9, Sub 727 for Piedmonta€™s Annual Review of Gas Costs
proceeding

Dear North Carolina Utilities Commission,

In its recent filing to the NC Utilities Commission, Piedmont Natural Gas Companyfails to show that its gas costs were
prudently incurred.The Commission should take a hard lookat Piedmont's gas purchasing practices to makesure that it
isensuring the lowest cost for Itscustomers. Piedmont itselfand it's parent company, Duke Energy, are a primary owner
of the proposed $6+ billion Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP). The Commission should be concerned that Duke and Piedmont
are engaging in self-dealing, and passing unreasonable costs onto captive rate payers to make a lucrative profit for Duke
shareholders.

Piedmont claims it's gas costs incurred are "prudent", however the ACP and the proposed Piedmont Pipeline, are not
needed to meet demandfor gas in North Carolina. There isenough capacity on the existing Transco pipeline. In fact,
Transco recently made a filing with the South Carolina Public ServiceCommission stating "Transco has the Infrastructure
and pipeline In place to serve the Southeast, including South Carolina, for many years." The same istrue for North
Carolina. Simultaneously, Piedmont fails to offer comprehensive energy efficiency programs for customers, and NCUC
should requireother programs to reduce Piedmont's costsand help customers save money on their bills.

The Commission should not allow Piedmont to charge customersfor building unnecessary pipelines like the Atlantic
Coast Pipeline, the sole purpose of which is not to meet demand or provide lowest cost resources for customers, but
rather to make more profit for Piedmont and Duke Energy shareholders at the expense of alreadyvulnerable
communitiesand ratepayers. Furthermore, the Commission should apply heightened scrutinyto determine whether
rate hikes related to new pipeline transportationcostsare just and reasonable, especially when affiliate self-dealing is
involved, as in this case.

The Commission should also look carefully at Piedmont's claim that the new Liquified Natural Gas facility proposed in
Robeson County "need is independent from the Atlantic Coast Pipeline (ACP) supply." We request an independent study
ensuringthis major infrastructure project Is necessaryand worth the cost of ~$250 million to ratepayers. The
Commission should also assert their authority to review the contracts between Duke and Piedmont regarding this facility
and the relationship with the proposed ACP.

Inaddition to applyinghigher scrutiny in this docket, I request the NCUC act in the best interest of North Carolina
customers byasserting their authority to review contractsbetween the utilities they regulateand the proposed gas
pipelines in which affiliates of these same companiesare investing. NCUC should also file protests in relevant FERC
pipeline dockets immediately, demanding that FERC fully evaluate the market need for any new pipeline that would
impact their state's ratepayers.

Sincerely,

John Hinnant

503 Mount Vernon Dr NW

Wilson, NC 27893

sciolymp@hotmail.com
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