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1 Annual Savings Summary

Below is a quick overview of the School Performance Contracting project completed at Bridgeport Exempted Village Schools.

Benchmark Proposed Actual Post-Project Normalized Post-Project
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Electric
Annual Usage, kWh 1,631,700 |1,278,507| 353,193 | 1,301,400 (57,466) |1,243,934| 330,300 | -23.8% |1,207,491| 424,209 | -26.0%
Annual Cost, S $158,045 | $123,835| $34,210 | $164,655 | ($7,178) | $157,477 | ($6,610) -0.4% | $120,310| $37,736 | -23.9%
Fuel
Annual Usage, MMBtu 5,807 5,094 712 3,405 -672 2,733 2,401 -52.9% 2,994 2,812 -48.4%
Annual Cost, $ $33,421 $29,321 $4,100 $23,290 | ($4,792) | $18,498 | $10,131 | -44.7% | $17,234 | $16,187 | -48.4%
Total Annual Utility Cost 191,466 |5153,156 | $38,310 | 5187,945 | -511,970 | $175,975 | $3,521 -8.1% |5137,544 | $53,922 | -28.2%
Weather
Cooling Degree Days, CDD 771 896 16.2%
Heating Degree Days, HDD 6,264 4,789 -23.5%

*Normalized savings are adjusted for pricing, weather conditions, and major facility changes to ensure an “apples to apples” comparison with benchmark data.
**HDD/CDD — Are a measurement of heating and cooling loads and are defined as the amount of degrees per day that the average temperature deviates from 65 F. For example,
a cold day with an average temperature of 20 F would have 45 degree-days for that day (65 F— 20 F).




$60,000

$50,000

$40,000

$30,000

$20,000

Annual Utility Savings, $

$10,000

SO

== Actual Savings

Bridgeport Exempted Village Schools

12 months

Ll Normalized Savings

Proposed Savings

OFCC Approved Savings |Guaranteed Savings Actual Savings Normalized Savings
Electric $ 34,853 | $ 34,210 | $ 568 | $ 37,736
Natural Gas $ 5,620 | $ 4,100 | $ 14,923 | $ 16,187
Total Savings $ 40,473 | $ 38,310 | $ 15,491 | $ 53,922

The School has met its savings!




2 Introduction

The Reconciliation Report is meant to highlight the energy savings due to the School Energy Performance
Contracting Project for Bridgeport Exempted Village Schools. There is a slight difference in the initial
submittal savings versus the guaranteed savings due to the adjustments in detailed engineering
calculations as well as what the true savings are compared to what we guarantee. The implementation of
the energy savings measures was completed in June 2016. This report details energy savings only;
operations and maintenance savings have not been tabulated.

2.1 Energy Savings Summary
It was anticipated that the School Performance Contracting Project would save the district $38,310 in
energy per year. In the first year of post-project energy data considered, it has been calculated that the
district saved $53,922 in energy!

Reconciliation Report — Energy Savings Summary

OFCC Approved Savings |Guaranteed Savings Actual Savings Normalized Savings
Electric $ 34,853 | $ 34,210 | $ 568 | $ 37,736
Natural Gas $ 5,620 | $ 4,100 | $ 14,923 | $ 16,187
Total Savings $ 40,473 | $ 38,310 | $ 15491 | $ 53,922

Note: The table above only includes Energy Savings; it does not include Operations and Maintenance

Savings.




3 Project Adjustments

Energy Optimizers USA, has access to the School’s Building Automation System (BAS). Looking into the
controls, the School is not following the recommended set point and set back time and temperature.
Below is a screenshot of the unoccupied/occupied conditions of the School.

Schedules /7~ BRIDGEPORT
: _ #°\/ SCHOOL DISTRICT

Hiokday

15-Feb-17 B:36 AM EST
Outside Alr Temp  35.6 °F

Based on the above information we have conservatively estimated the possible energy reduction if the
system was following our recommended settings. We estimated about a 19.73% reduction in the gas
usage and a 4.42% reduction in the electric usage. Below is a table that reflects these changes:

Post Project Electric Usage
AHU Running e
Meter Read ﬁ(;;uga; Setpoints|Setbacks| Overtime in ME%CEII;yd
Date Winter
(kwWh) (kWh) (kWh) (kWH) (kWh)

11/14/16 103,500 - - 1,035 102,465
12/14/16 98,400 - - 984 97,416
01/17/17 100,800 - - 1,008 99,792
02/18/17 92,100 - - 921 91,179
03/22/17 87,900 - - 879 87,021
04/23/17 102,900 - 550 1,029 101,321
05/25/17 111,600 1,765 7,253 - 102,582
06/25/17 110,400 1,765 7,253 - 101,382
07/28/16 128,400 1,765 7,253 - 119,382
08/26/16 130,500 1,765 7,253 - 121,482
09/27/16 139,200 1,765 7,253 - 130,182
10/14/16 95,700 1,765 4,205 - 89,730

Totals 1,301,400 10,591 | 41,020 5,856 | 1,243,934




Post Project Gas Usage

Meter Read ABIE] Setpoints] Setbacks MOdITIed

Date Usage Heating

(MMBtu) | (MMBtu) | (MMBtu) | (MMBtu)
11/01/16 171 - 87 84
12/01/16 566 24 87 455
01/01/17 884 24 87 773
02/01/17 709 24 87 598
03/01/17 630 24 87 519
04/01/17 152 24 87 41
05/01/17 124 - 14 109
06/01/17 34 - - 34
07/05/16 48 - - 48
08/03/16 18 - - 18
09/01/16 28 - - 28
10/01/16 41 - 14 27
Totals 3,405 121 551 2,733




4 Savings Calculations

We at Energy Optimizers, USA find that the most accurate and reliable way of calculating the savings is
Option C which is to compare energy usage data from after the project to data from before the project.
Energy data from the time period after the project has been completed, or the “post-project period” is
measured against the energy data from before the project started, the baseline or benchmark time period.
These two time periods are:

Benchmark Time Period: November 2013 — October 2014
Post-Project Time Period: July 2016 — June 2017

4.1 Normalized Savings

4.1.1 Need for Normalization

Due to fluctuations in weather and prices in energy, the amount of money spent on energy can change
drastically from year-to-year. In order to compare “apples to apples,” normalizing the data for the same
weather and energy cost baseline is necessary. For example, if the price of electricity increases from
$0.10/unit to $0.12/unit from one year to the next, and the owner uses 10% less energy, the overall cost
will still increase because of the increased cost per unit.

Normalization is accomplished by adjusting the savings figures by a ratio of the benchmark heating or
cooling demand and the post-project heating or cooling demand. Also, the benchmark energy cost rate
is multiplied by the energy saved. These two steps remove the variables of weather and energy cost from
the savings figures so that they are comparable to the anticipated savings. In turn, this allows us to
determine the accurate amount of energy that was saved due to the School Performance Contracting
project.

4.1.2 Usage Dependency

The first step is separating each respective energy usage by two or three categories, namely Weather-
dependent, Occupancy-dependent, and/or Independent use. The percentages will allow the energy usage
that is dependent on the weather to be normalized with respect to changes in weather from year to year.
The independent portion is separated so it is not normalized for weather or occupancy. These percentages
for the district are displayed in the table below.

Energy Usage Dependence Percentages

Pre - Project
Electric Natural Gas
Bridgeport EVSD
gep Ind% | Wea% | Occ% | Ind% | Wea% | Occ %
Bridgeport K-12 86.9% 9.3% 3.8% 3.8% 96.2% 0.0%
Post - Project
. Electric Natural Ga
Bridgeport EVSD Ind % Wea % Occ% | Ind% | Wea% | Occ %
Bridgeport K-12 79.0% 21.0% 0.0% 69.0% 31.0% 0.0%

The following was assumed if the R? value of the regression model was below 0.75.

Criteria Electric Natural Gas
Ind % Wea % Occ % Ind % Wea % Occ %
Building with Cooling 79.0% 21.0% 0.0% 8.0% 92.0% 0.0%
Building without Cooling 98.0% 2.0% 0.0% 7.7% 92.3% 0.0%




4.1.3 Weather Differences

To adjust for differences in weather, it is necessary to determine the annual heating and cooling demand.
Energy Optimizers, USA chooses to use heating degree days (HDD) and cooling degree days (CDD) for this
measurement, as degree days are a great representation of the typical heating/cooling requirements for
a building.

For example, the process of calculating the annual heating degree days is:

When the average outdoor air temperature (Toa) is less than the balance point temperature (Tbal - the
outdoor air temperature at which heating/cooling is initiated), calculate the difference between the
balance point temperature and average outdoor air temperature.

Sum that difference up for all days in the given year.

This equates to the heating degree days per year, and gives us an estimate of the annual heating energy
use for a given location and balance temperature. The calculation for heating degree days is represented
in the equation below; the process is nearly identical for cooling degree days.

365
Heating Degree Days = Z(Tbal —Toai)

i=1
The heating and cooling degree days for the both time periods are displayed in the table below.

Heating and Cooling Degree Days

0,
Weather Data Baseline [Post Project AaChange [
Baseline
Cooling Degree Days CDD 771 896 16.2%
Heating Degree Days HDD 6,264 4,789 -23.5%

Using the heating and cooling degree days for each time period, as well as the Baseline Energy Signature
breakdown from the initial analysis of the district’s energy use, we were able to determine how much of
the total energy was used for heating or cooling the facility. The percentage breakdown allows us to
adjust the weather dependent portion of the usage with the ratio of heating/cooling degree days of the
two time periods, which enables us to calculate the normalized post-project savings. This, in turn, will
allow us to see how well the project has performed in comparison to the anticipated savings.



4.1.4 Electricity
Now that the heating and cooling degree days have been determined, it is possible to normalize the

energy savings to determine just how much energy and money the School Performance Contracting
project saved the district. To adjust for the electricity cost per unit change from the benchmark to the
post-project time frame, we will multiple the weather normalized savings by the benchmark electricity
cost per unit. The calculations and results are displayed below.

Non-Weather Normalized Electricity Usage Calculations
Non-Weather Normalized Data

Electricity Usage Data Baseline Post-Project Change from Baseline

Annual kWh Usage 1,631,700 1,243,934 -23.8%
Annual kWh Cost $158,045 $157,477 ($568)
Average Cost per kWh $0.097 $0.127 30.7%

Annual kW Usage (Demand) 4,968 4,606 -7.3%

Rate Structure: Cost per kW; Cost per

kWh $7.69 $0.08

Electrical kBtu/SqFt 44.20 33.69 -23.8%

Weather Normalized Electricity Usage Calculations

Weather Normalized Data

Electricity Usage Data Baseline Post-Project Change from Baseline
Independent kWh Usage 1,479,952 982,708 -33.6%
Weather-Dependent kWh Usage 151,748 261,226 72.1%
Electrical kWh/CDD 196.82 291.55 48.1%
Weather Normalized kWh 1,631,700 1,207,491 -26.0%

Total Electrical kWh/CDD 2,116 1,348 -36.3%




4.1.5 Natural Gas

The same process that was completed to ascertain the normalized electricity savings has been executed
for the natural gas side of the savings venture. The calculations and savings associated are shown below.

Non-Weather Normalized Natural Gas Usage Calculations

Non-Weather Normalized Data

Heating Fuel Usage Data Baseline Post-Project Change from Baseline
Annual MMBtu Usage 5,807 2,733 -52.9%
Annual MMBtu Cost $33,421 $18,498 ($14,923)
Average Cost per MMBtu $5.76 $6.77 17.6%
Heating Fuel kBtu/SqFt 46.09 21.69 -52.9%

Weather Normalized Natural Gas Usage Calculations

Weather Normalized Data

Heating Fuel Usage Data Baseline Post-Project Change from Baseline
Independent MMBtu Usage 221 1886 754.7%
Weather-Dependent MMBtu Usage 5,586 847 -84.8%
Heating Fuel MMBtu/HDD 0.89 0.18 -80.2%
Weather Normalized MMBtu 5,807 2,994 -48.4%

Total Heating Fuel MMBtu/HDD 0.93 0.63 -32.6%

4.1.6 Savings Summary

Total Summarized Savings

OFCC Approved Savings |Guaranteed Savings Actual Savings Normalized Savings
Electric $ 34,853 | $ 34,210 | $ 568 | $ 37,736
Natural Gas $ 5,620 | $ 4,100 | $ 14,923 | $ 16,187
Total Savings $ 40,473 | $ 38,310 | $ 15,491 | $ 53,922




5 Operational and Maintenance Savings

Bridgeport Exempted Village Schools approves that Energy Optimizers, USA has met the guaranteed
operations and maintenance savings of $12,430.

Prepared By:

KSRl

Shalini Kumaralingam, Sr. Energy Engineer Dana Garrison, Treasurer
Energy Optimizers, USA Bridgeport Exempted Village School District

11/27/2017 /%// /

Date Date




6 Proposed Measures for Shortfall in Savings

This project does not include any shortfalls.

The School has met its savings!




7 Appendices

7.1 District Reconciliation Analysis

Bridgeport EVSD IR ase

District Summary
Reconciliation Report: HVAC, Weather and Price Normalized
Post-Project Energy Use Time Period: November 2013 - October 2014

July 2016 - June 2017
Note: Energy savings figures only reflect (12) months of post-project data.
Cooling Degree Days (CDD) |Baseline: 771 Post Project: 896
Heating Degree Days (HDD) |Baseline: 6,264 Post Project: 4,789
ENERGY USAGE COMPARISON
Electricty Usage Data

Baseline Energy Use Time Period:

16.2%
-23.5%

Difference from Baseline:
Difference from Baseline:

Weather Data
Weather Stn. Location: Wheeling, WV

Non-Weather Normalized Data Weather Normalized Data

Electricity Usage Data Baseline  Post-Project Change from Baseline Electricity Usage Data Baseline Post-Project  Change from Baseline

Annual kWh Usage 1,631,700 1,243,934 -23.8% Independent kWh Usage 1,479,952 982,708 -33.6%
Annual kWh Cost $158,045 $157,477 ($568) Weather-Dependent kWh Usage 151,748 261,226 72.1%
Average Cost per kWh $0.097 $0.127 30.7% Electrical kWh/CDD 196.82 291.55 48.1%

Annual kW Usage (Demand) 4,968 4,606 -7.3% Weather Normalized kWh 1,631,700 1,207,491 -26.0%

Rate Structure: Cost per kW; Cost per

kWh $7.69 $0.08 Total Electrical kWh/CDD 2,116 1,348 -36.3%
Electrical kBtu/SqFt 44.20 33.69 -23.8%

Heating Fuel Usage Data

Non-Weather Normalized Data

Weather Normalized Data

Heating Fuel Usage Data Baseline  Post-Project Change from Baseline Heating Fuel Usage Data Baseline Post-Project Change from Baseline
Annual MMBtu Usage 5,807 2,733 -52.9% Independent MMBtu Usage 221 1886 754.7%
Annual MMBtu Cost $33,421 $18,498 ($14,923) Weather-Dependent MMBtu Usage 5,586 847 -84.8%
Average Cost per MMBtu $5.76 $6.77 17.6% Heating Fuel MMBtu/HDD 0.89 0.18 -80.2%
Heating Fuel kBtu/SqFt 46.09 21.69 -52.9% Weather Normalized MMBtu 5,807 2,994 -48.4%
Total Heating Fuel MMBtu/HDD 0.93 0.63 -32.6%
Savings Summary
Proposed Savings - Unit Proposed Savings - $ Pro.posed Bill to Bill Savings by Unit BI”.m Bill No.rmallzed. Normalized Savings -
Savings 12 Savings - $ Savings - Unit $
Electrical Savings - kWh 353,193 $34,210 $34,210 387,766 $568 424,209 $37,736
Heating Fuel Savings - MMBtu 712 $4,100 $4,100 3,073 $14,923 2,812 $16,187

Anticipated Savings 12 Months

$38,310

Bill to Bill Comparison Savings

$15,491

Total Normalized Savings

$53,922




7.2 District Utility Analysis
Bridgeport EVSD QI
District Summary
Post Project Period July 2016 - June 2017

FACILITY LOCATION FACILITY | ANNUAL ELECTRIC ANNUAL| COST/ | KBTU/ ANNUAL FUEL (Total) CcosT/ | KBTU/ TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL

NAME SIZE (S.F) KWH COST KW KWH SF | mMMmBTU| COST (o) | MMBTU| SF | ANNUAL COST | KBTU/SF| $/SF
1 Bridgeport K-12 126,000 1,243,934 |$ 157,477 4606.4| $ 0.127 33.69 2,733 | $ 18,498 [$ 677 21.69 | $ 175975| 5539 |$ 140
District Totals| 126,000 1,243,934 |$ 157,477 4606.4| $ 0.127 33.69 2,733 | $ 18,498 [$  6.77 2169 $ 175975| 5539 |$ 140

Baseline Period November 2013 - October 2014

FACILITY LOCATION FACILITY |  ANNUAL ELECTRIC ANNUAL| COST/ | KBTU/ [ ANNUAL FUEL (Total) CcosT/ | KBTU/ TOTAL TOTAL | TOTAL

NAME SIZE (S.F) KWH COST KW KWH SF | MMBTU| COST (o) | MMBTU| SF | ANNUAL COST|KBTU/SF| $/SF
1 Bridgeport K-12 126,000 1,631,700 | $ 158,045 | 4968.0| $ 0.097 44.20 5,807 | $ 33421 |$  5.76 46.09 | $ 191,466 | 9028 [$ 152
District Totals| 126,000 1,631,700 | $ 158,045 | 4968.0| $ 0.097 44.20 5,807 | $ 33421|$ 576 46.09 | $ 191,466 | 9028 [$ 152

Weather Normalized Utility Summary

Weather Normalized Totals Post Project 126,000 082,708 | $ 124,407 |$ 0.127 7.80 26.62 219 [ $ 1480 |$  6.77 174] $ 125887 | 2835 |$ 1.00
Weather Normalized Totals Baseline 126,000 1,289,043 [ $ 124,856 | $ 0.097 10.23 34.92 465 | $ 2674|$% 576 3.69 [ $ 127,529 | 3860 |$ 1.01

Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sept Oct Total

2016 - 2017 - Heating Degree Days 561 1,017 919 665 756 273 222 57 9 4 47 259 4,789

2013 - 2014 - Heating Degree Days 767 949 1,312 1,092 938 399 190 39 43 34 132 369 6,264

2016 - 2017 - Cooling Degree Days 12 0 0 0 4 6 47 64 169 347 195 52 896

2013 - 2014 - Cooling Degree Days 1 0 0 0 0 24 84 176 186 182 100 18 771




7.3 K-12 Adjusted Utility Analysis

Bridgeport K-12

55707 Industrial Drive, Bridgeport, OH 43912 Facility Sizd 126,000
Electricity Fuel Summary
Meter Read Energy Cost Cost/ Meter Read Fuel Cost Cost/ Total &/SE
Date (kWh) $ kWh Date (MMBtu) $ MMBtu $
_,‘E 11/14/16 102,465 $13,609 | $ 0.133 11/01/16 84 $702 | $ 8.34 $14,310| $ 0.11
@ 12/14/16 97,416 $12,137 | $ 0.125 12/01/16 455 $2,870 | $ 6.31 $15,008| $ 0.12
o) 01/17/17 99,792 $12,064 | $ 0.121| 01/01/17 773 $4,778 | $ 6.18 $16,842| $ 0.13
t; 02/18/17 91,179 $11,753 | $ 0.129 02/01/17 598 $3,973 | $ 6.64 $15,726| $ 0.12
G_J‘ 03/22/17 87,021 $12,158 | $ 0.140| 03/01/17 519 $3,391 | $ 6.53 $15,549| $ 0.12
e 04/23/17 101,321 $13,183 | $ 0.130 04/01/17 41 $339 | $ 8.34 $13,522| $ 0.11
o 05/25/17 102,582 $13,031 | $ 0.127| 05/01/17 109 $909 | $ 8.34 $13,940| $ 0.11
— 06/25/17 101,382 $13,005 | $ 0.128 06/01/17 34 $331 1| $ 9.85 $13,335| $ 0.11
8 07/28/16 119,382 $14,018 | $ 0.117| 07/05/16 48 $414 | $ 8.59 $14,432| $ 0.11
o 08/26/16 121,482 $14,840 | $ 0.122 08/03/16 18 $214 | $ 11.57 $15,053| $ 0.12
09/27/16 130,182 $16,225 | $ 0.125 09/01/16 28 $273 | $ 9.85 $16,498| $ 0.13
10/14/16 89,730 $11,455| $ 0.128 10/01/16 27 $305 | $ 11.48 $11,760] $ 0.09
Totals 1,243,934 | $ 157,477 [ $ 0.127 2,733.4| $ 18,498 | $ 6.77 $175,975| $ 1.40
o Electricity Fuel Summary
(&) Meter Read Energy Cost Cost/ Meter Read Fuel Cost Cost/ Total $/SFE
i Date (kwh) &) kWh Date (MMBtu) $) MMBtu &)
6 11/13/2013 113,400 $10,839 | $ 0.096 11/15/13 278.3 $1,496] $ 5.37 $12,335 | $ 0.10
L 12/16/2013 125,700 $11,436 | $ 0.091 12/15/13 734.1 $3,972 $ 5.41 $15,408 | $ 0.12
DI' 1/17/2014 120,000 $11,017 | $ 0.092 01/15/14 978.1 $5,683| $ 5.81 $16,700 | $ 0.13
(D) (‘U 2/17/2014 127,800 $11,006 | $ 0.086 02/15/14 1,176.0 $7,211| $ 6.13 $18,217 1| $ 0.14
= 3/18/2014 129,900 $11,234 | $ 0.086 03/15/14 1,108.6 $6,222| $ 5.61 $17,456 | $ 0.14
D‘ © 4/16/2014 128,700 $11,648| $ 0.091 04/15/14 712.2 $3,927] $ 5.51 $15,576 | $ 0.12
(D) D 5/16/2014 137,700 $12,819 | $ 0.093 05/15/14 550.2 $2,903| $ 5.28 $15,722 | $ 0.12
(e 6/17/2014 155,100 $14,242 | $ 0.092 06/15/14 144.9 $970| $ 6.69 $15,212 | $ 0.12
% 7/17/2014 165,600 $14,489 | $ 0.087 | 07/15/14 17.9 $182| $ 10.15 $14,670 | $ 0.12
N 8/15/2014 137,100 $15,407 | $ 0.112| 08/15/14 14.4 $156| $ 10.82 $15,562 | $ 0.12
®© 9/16/2014 171,000 $19,348 | $ 0.113| 09/15/14 24.8 $221| $ 8.92 $19,570 | $ 0.16
m 10/15/2014 119,700 $14,559 | $ 0.122 10/15/14 67.3 $479| $ 7.11 $15,037 | $ 0.12
Totals 1,631,700 158,045 [ $ 0.097 5,806.8[ $ 33,421 | $ 5.76 $191,466 | $ 1.52




7.4 K-12 Actual Utility Analysis

Bridgeport K-12

Electricity Fuel

Meter Energy Cost Cost/ Demand | Meter Fuel Cost Cost/

e Read Date| (kWh) $) kWh [kW billedy Read | (MMBtu) $ MMBtu
E 11/14/16 103,500 | $13,746 [$ 0.133 421.8] 11/01/16 [$ 171 )$1,4269|$ 834
e 12/14/16 98,400 | $12,260 [ $ 0.125 306.8] 12/01/16 | $ 566 | $3,572.4($ 6.31
— 01/17/17 100,800 | $12,186 |$ 0.121 306.3] 01/01/17 [$ 884 | $5,465.8|$ 6.18
O 02/18/17 92,100 | $11,872($ 0.129 362.4] 02/01/17 | $ 709 | $4,711.7($ 6.64
G_J‘ 03/22/17 87,900 | $12,281 |$ 0.140 434.1] 03/01/17 |$ 630 [ $4,117.0|$ 6.53
e 04/23/17 102,900 | $13,388 | $ 0.130 411.6) 04/01/17 [$ 152 | $1,266.0|$ 8.34
o 05/25/17 111,600 | $14,176 | $ 0.127 409.8] 05/01/17 [$ 1241 $1,0295|% 8.34
s 06/25/17 110,400 | $14,161|$ 0.128 394.5] 06/01/17 | $ 34[$ 3306]|% 9.8
n 07/28/16 128,400 | $15,077 |$ 0.117 324.0] 07/05/16 | $ 48|$ 413.8|$% 8.59
Dcz 08/26/16 130,500 | $15,941 |$ 0.122 411.9] 08/03/16 | $ 18|$ 2135|% 11.57
09/27/16 139,200 | $17,349 | $ 0.125 490.8 | 09/01/16 | $ 28|$ 2726|% 9.85
10/14/16 95,700 | $12,217 | $ 0.128 332.4] 10/01/16 | $ 41|$ 470.8|$ 11.48
Totals 1,301,400 | $164,655 [ $ 0.127 4,606.4 3,405 | $23,290[$ 6.84

. Electricity Fuel

(&) Meter Energy Cost Cost/ Demand Meter Fuel Cost Cost/

2 Read (kWh) $ kWh | (kW billed)|Read Date | (MMBtu) (6] MMBtu
(@] 11/13/2013| 113,400 | $10,839 | $ 0.096 379.2| 11/15/13 278.3 $1,496($ 5.37
== 12/16/2013| 125,700 | $11,436 |$ 0.091 309.9] 12/15/13 734.1 $3,972($ 5.41
DI- 1/17/2014 [ 120,000 [ $11,017 | $ 0.092 306.6 | 01/15/14 978.1] $5,683|$ 5381
@ (O 2172014 127,800 | $11,006 |$ 0.086 319.2 | 02/15/14 1,176.0) $7,211($ 6.13
= +213/18/2014| 129,900 | $11,234|$ 0.086 326.4 | 03/15/14 1,108.6] $6,222($ 5.61
o @© 4/16/2014 128,700 | $11,648 | $ 0.091 408.3 | 04/15/14 712.2 $3,927($ 5.51
(¢D] D 5/16/2014 137,700 | $12,819|$ 0.093 495.3 | 05/15/14 550.2 $2,903[$ 5.28
c 6/17/2014 | 155,100 | $14,242 | $ 0.092 501.0 | 06/15/14 144.9 $970| $  6.69
% 7/17/2014 165,600 | $14,489 | $ 0.087 408.9 | 07/15/14 17.9 $182| $ 10.15
N 8/15/2014 137,100 | $15,407 | $ 0.112 405.0 | 08/15/14 14.4 $156| $ 10.82
(qv] 9/16/2014 171,000 | $19,348 | $ 0.113 577.8 ] 09/15/14 24.8 $221|$ 8.92
m 10/15/2014] 119,700 | $14,559 | $ 0.122 530.4 ] 10/15/14 67.3 $479| $  7.11
1,631,700 | 158,045 |$ 0.097 5,807 33,421 |$ 5.76
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