MEMORANDUM

To: Mayor & Members of Council
FroM: Jon Bisher/rd

SuBJECT: General Information
DATE: August 10, 2012

A. CALENDAR
B. MEETINGS
1. Electric Committee; Monday, August 13" at 6:30 pm
I. Approval of Minutes — the minutes from the July 9t meeting are attached.

II. Review/Approval of the Electric Billing Determinants for August —enclosed are the
Billing Determinants for August, 2012 and also the Rate Comparisons to Prior Periods

III. Electric Department Reports — the July 2012 report is attached.
IV. Net Metering Policy (Tabled) — a draft policy is enclosed.

2. Board of Public Affairs; Monday, August 13" at 6:30 pm

3. Water, Sewer, Refuse, Recycling & Litter Committee; Monday, August 13"™ at 7:00 pm
I. Approval of Minutes — the July 9" meeting minutes are attached.

= Greg will not be at the committee meeting on Monday; therefore, he has included in the packet
information and addressed issues relating to Items II, IIT and VI.
Also enclosed is a sheet of ideas for discussion that has been presented to City Staff.

II. Review of Responsibility for Sanity Sewer Tap Repair and New Installation (Tabled)
III. Lawn Meter Policy
IV. Water Tap Fee for 804 West Washington
V. Shard Sanitary Taps
VI. Low Occupancy Bill
VII. Water Treatment Plant Evaluation (Tabled)

4. MEETING CANCELED - Municipal Properties, Buildings, Land Use & Economic Development
5. Board of Zoning Appeals; Tuesday, August 14™ at 4:30 pm

6. MEETING CANCELED — Planning Commission



C. RELATED ITEMS
1. AMP UPDATE/August 3, 2012

rd
Records Retention
CM-11-2 Years
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City of Napoleon, Ohio
ELECTRIC COMMITTEE

LOCATION: City Hall Offices, 2565 West Riverview Avenue, Napoleon, Ohio

Meeting Agenda
Monday, August 13, 2012 at 6:30 PM

I Approval of Minutes (Inthe Absence of any Objections or Corrections, the
Minutes Shall Stand Approved)

IT.  Review/Approval of the Electric Billing Determinants for August:
Generation Charge: Residential @ $.08010; Commercial @ $.09363;
Large Power @ $.05565; Industrial @ $.05565; Demand Charge Large
Power @ $9.31; Industrial @ $9.40; JV Purchased Cost: JV2 @
$.02280; JV5 @ $.02280

ITI. Electric Department Report
IV.  Net Metering Policy (Tabled)

V. Any Other Items to Come Before the Board

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council




City of Napoleon, Ohio
ELECTRIC COMMITTEE

PRESENT
Electric Committee

BOPA
City Staff

Recorder
Others

ABSENT
Call To Order

Approval Of Minutes

Billing Determinants
Motion To Accept BOPA
Recommendation For

Approval Of Electric Billing
Determinants

Passed
Yea-3
Nay-0

Electric Department Report

Net Metering Policy

Meeting Minutes

Special Meeting Minutes
Monday, July 9, 2012 at 6:00 PM

Travis Sheaffer — Chair (arrived at 6:12 PM), Glenn Miller, Patrick McColley,
James Hershberger (ProTem)

Keith Engler — Chair, Tom Druhot, Mike DeWit

Ronald A. Behm, Mayor

Matt Bilow, Wastewater Superintendent

Dr. Jon A. Bisher, City Manager

Dennis Clapp, Electric Superintendent

Trevor M. Hayberger, Law Director

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

Barbara Nelson

News Media, Jeff Waisner, Chris Ridley, Jeff Lankenau, John Helberg

None
Acting Chairman Miller called the meeting to order at 6:00 PM.

The June 11 meeting minutes stand approved as presented with no objections or
corrections.

The electric billing determinants for July were presented for review.

Motion: McColley Second: Hershberger

To accept the BOPA recommendation for approval of electric billing
determinants for July 2012 as follows:

Generation Charge: Residential @ $.08760; Commercial @ $.10883; Large
Power @ $.05956; Industrial @ $.05956; Demand Charge Large Power @
$12.01; Industrial @ $12.30; JV Purchased Cost: JV2 @ $.03748;JV5 @
$.03748

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Miller, McColley, Hershberger
Nay-

Clapp gave the Electric Department Report (attached). Hershberger commended
Clapp for an excellent job. Engler asked if the City was participating in mutual
aid with other cities. Clapp said we were asked for a couple of days but we have
three new men who couldn’t go by themselves. We only had one experienced
employee here since one was on vacation and we had big storms coming.
(Sheaffer arrived.)

Hayberger said the proposed Net Metering Policy didn’t make it to the packet,
but was emailed to Council. Bisher said BOPA members did not receive it due
to a miscommunication. There were no significant changes to what we talked
about. The program is for solar only. It pays back or credit for 50% of what is
generated in excess at average monthly cost of power. McColley said he
thought it was agreed that we would compensate in kilowatt hours, not money.

1 7/20/2012



Motion To Table Net
Metering Policy

Passed
Yea-3
Nay-0

AMPGS Outstanding
Liability

Meeting Minutes

Bisher said the policy talks about average cost. Discussion ensued on
compensating for excess power. DeWit asked if a check is written at the end of
the year. Bisher said the account would be credited for 50% of the excess.
McColley suggested that no checks be cut if the account is closed. The credit
would roll with the property instead. He also recommended that the contracts
automatically renew for the same terms and conditions unless one party
declines.

Sheaffer said the customer should have liability insurance. Engler found a
memo written in February 2012 verifying that “the Busch’s would be credited
for the quantity of energy measured in kilowatt hours delivered to the municipal
electric system at 50% the quantity of energy normally consumed, and that this
calculation be performed annually, with a credit paced on the Busch’s account
equal to the number of kWh delivered the previous year multiplied by .5.”
Sheaffer said he would rather go with our cost than wholesale cost. Engler said
we can do whatever we want. This is just a reference point.

Engler requested that a scenario with random, realistic numbers be created,
crediting the customer both ways with kWh vs. monetary including generation
fees on that amount using the average for last year. McColley recommended
throwing in a number and include how much it would be this year based on last
year. It could be written as Option A and Option B. Engler asked that this be
emailed to BOPA and Electric Committee for review before the next meeting.
Hayberger cautioned members not to talk about the email with each other prior
to the meeting as this could create a problem with the Sunshine law. DeWit left
the meeting.

Motion: Miller Second: McColley
To table Net Metering Policy

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Sheaffer, Miller, McColley
Nay-

Bisher said Heath did a good job of explaining this issue in his memo
(attached). When the Meigs County project went through the ceiling, we were
into it for hundreds of millions of dollars. The decision was made to stop the
project and fuel switch to probably natural gas. By fuel switching we went with
Fremont which was already built. It worked out to be the right thing. Money is
still stranded in buying the site and some work done. We were a small part of
this deal, but it still cost us money. The approximate number is $1.9 million
maximum that we are into this for. There are mitigating conditions like a
lawsuit now. We don’t know how it will settle. We have an obligation here.
AMP suggested we put $1 extra on that contract, but we felt more comfortable
with $3. This comes up again because it was carried on the books as a project in
construction. In 2012, Fremont went commercial. The auditors look at it
differently because it’s not under construction. Heath worked with AMP to be
sure it satisfies the independent auditors. They recommended a couple changes
on the last page on how the credits apply - $1,962,000 as of 12/31/11 on
AMPGS only. That is not the end of the ticker. It will be carried on AMP’s
books. The interest is accruing and additional legal fees are accruing based on
the lawsuit. This is a reportable condition that is part of the audit. Each City has
to come up with what they feel they must do. Our initial share allocation is 12
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Motion To Accept The
Recommendation Of BOPA
Regarding AMPGS Project
Liability

Passed
Yea-2
Nay-0
Abstain - 1

Motion To Adjourn

Passed

Yea-3

Nay-0
Approved:

August 13, 2012

Meeting Minutes

kW, not on the additional 10 kW. We have an allocation of 22 kW and may be
on the hook for additional percentage, but it is not in these numbers or we are
looking at another $1.7 million potential liability. The Law Director has also
acknowledged liability. Hayberger said we haven’t been billed for anything yet.
Heath said we have not, but these are contractual obligations.

Motion: Miller Second: Sheaffer
To accept the recommendation of the BOPA regarding accepting the
recommendation of the Finance Director concerning AMPGS Project Liability
to the City, acknowledging the following:
e Receipt and understanding of the AMPGS Project Liability to the City
e Acceptance of handling the liability as a “Contingent Liability” and not
booking the liability as of December 31, 2011.
e The intent to pay the Net Liability at some point in the future through
the use of Cash Reserves, or recover it by passing it through to
Customers on the billing.

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Sheaffer, Miller

Nay-

Abstain - McColley

Motion: Miller Second: McColley
To adjourn at 6:58 PM

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Sheaffer, Miller, McColley
Nay-

Travis B. Sheaffer, Chair
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ELECTRIC

MONTHLY BILLING DETERMINANTS DETERMINANTS
BILLIN TERMINANT A T, 2012
BiLLING UNITS RECONC[LIAT!ON AND RATE CALCULATION
ALLOCATION OF ENERGY AND DEMAND COSTS
ENERGY COST ALLOCATION: T '
Totat Energy Cost (from Power Bills page): $720,303 $720,303| <- Verification Total - Variations Due To Rounding
. . nits Pet, ~ Allocated s
Res /Interdept. (G1): 4240176 32.7573% $235,951
Commermal G2y 2,201,553 17.0080% - %122, 509
Large Power (G3): 4,375,969 33.8064% $243,509
industrial (G4) 2126527 16.4283% . $118,334| L
Tota: ] 12044219 100.0000% _ $720,303| <- Verification Total - Variations Due To Rounding
Verification Total ->i 12,944,219 R R
DEMAND GOST ALLOGATION: S _ )
Total Demand Cost {from Power Bills page): $319.977 <~ Verification Total - Variations Due To Rounding
o Billing Units fet. _ Aligcated $ |
Res./Interdept. (G1): . 32.4023%; $103,679]
_Commen:ial_(_GQ) 26.1372% . $83,6331 o
Large F 29.1807%.  $93,372) |
' Industrial ( G4) . . 122798% _ §38293| e e o o
Total: o o 33, 152'” ) TOOOG{)O% _ 7$319,977 <- Venflcatlon Total Vanatlons Due To Roundmg'
Verification Total > 33, 152' =R
APPLIED GENERATION DEMAND RATE§ TO MONTHLY BILLING
AUGUST, 2012 ! Allocated Billing : - PWR.RATES
" Costs ' Units CHARGED
JV's Purchased Cost kWH to Gity _ o
JV2 Jeint Venture Rate (JVZ Energy Only) %0.02280
Jvs Jomt Venture Rate (JVS Energy On - $0.02280 '
“Res /merdept (G1) $339,630  4240.176°  $0.08010
Commercial (G2): ~ $208,142 2,201,553 $0.09363
Large Power (G3): $243,509 4,375,969 $0.05565
" Industrial (G4): $118,334° 2126521 $0.05565
Demand Charge: . o
Large Power (D1): $93,372 10,028 $9.31
tndustrial (D2) __ﬂ___w______sg;g_g__g_g_g 4181 $9.40
Total Bitling & Unil Check:r $1,04C,280 12,944,219
Verification of Bilings & Units $1,040,280 12,944,219 Net Costsfiwvh
Net Average City Cost of Purchased Power/kWH for Month w/Credits: $0. 07_153
Net Average Customer Cost of Billing per kWH for Prior Billing Month: $0.10999
Page - 1 of 4
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ELECTRIC

MONTHLY BILLING DETERMINANTS

DETERMINANTS

BILLING DETERMINANT. A T, 201
BILLING UNiTS RECONCILiATION AND RATE CALCULATION
BILLING UNITS - ALLOCATION OF USE BY CLASS
CITY BILLING UNITS - PRIOR MONTH'S DATA
Days in AMP-Oh Bill Month 30 JUNE, 2012
Coincidental Peak i in Month 33,309 JUNE, 2012
Days in Data Month Kyl JULY, 2012
(kWh G’i G2 G3, & G4 - KWD1 & D2) o _ CITY STREET LIGHTS kWh ALLOCATION
N kWh _ Mgt__e_njgfl__b_gw _ Biiled kVa Light Number of . Monthly kWh  Total kWh
Cstmr. Class or Schedule | Sales . Demand ~ ~  Demand Type Lights = Perlight by Light Type
Residential (Domestlr_:) 2699712 0 52W 2, 17. 16 34
Residential (Rural) ‘I_ 142,273 240 oW 87 2310 2,010
Commercial (1P) 50 147 0 100w 484 3300 15,972
Commercial (1PYD) ) 376,51 3 2,267 150W 58 49.50 2,871
Commercial (3P) o 0 157W 2. 51.81 104
Commercla (3P)D) 1,774 893: 6,817 o ~250W ) 328 8280 27,080
Large Power (D) 4,375 969 10,028 10,028 400W 104 132 0o- 13,728
Industrial D) _2,12ﬁ,52_1 : _4_‘_1__81
Interdepartmental 391 o Bas, b
Total kWh, kWand kVa | 12944219 24381 14,209 ‘ 1,065! 61,779
Verification Totals -> | 12,944,219 24, 381 . Street Light list Revised Per Eiectnc Supermtendent on 12!21!2009
7 AVERAGE AND EXCESS DEMAND CALCULAT]ON _
R Calculated | .| System
Monthly _Monthly or ‘Actual | Aliocated kW L oad
kWh ) Maxlmum Excess _ Excess _ Dellvered_
DeElvered Demand Demand Demand Demand A & E
Residential (Domestic) 2,699,712 RS 7.145] _ 3.395 3.090) " 6.840|
Residential (Rural) 1,142,273 1,586 3,022 1,436 1,307 2,893
Commercial {1P) 50,147 70 133 653 57 127
Commercial {1P)}D) 376,513 523 2,267 1,744 1,588 2111
Commercial {(3P) 0 0 0 Q 0 op
Commercial (3P){D) 1,774,893 2,465 65,817 4352 3,962 6,427
L.arge Power 4,375,969 5,078 10,028 3,950 3,596 9,674
Industrial 2,126,521 2,954 4181 1,227 1117 4,071
Interdepar%mer)tal 398,191 553 1,054 501 456 1,009
“Total Bllied System| 12944 219| 17 979| D 647} 15 668! 15173 33 152
Outdoor nghts | 61 779| 86! ' 164| 78] A 157
~Total System| 13,005,998 | ~18.065] EEN 16,746] T5044] 33,308
System Load Factor: 52.48%‘ <- Total KWH Del. / (Total Sys.kW Load X 24 X # Days In Data Month)
13605998 / (33309 x 24 x 31) Page-2of4
Venfication Total-Coincidenta! Peak-> 33,309
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ELECTRIC BHLING DETERMINANTS DETERMINANTS

AUGUST 2012
PREVIOUS MONTH S POWER BILLS - PURCHASED POWER AND POWER SUPPLY COST ALLOCATIONS:

DAYS IN ~ SYSTEM

EXCISE
DATA PERIOD MONTH MONTH  PEAK TAX RATE
AMP-Obic Bill Month JUNE, 2012 ag 33,300 50 0498688
System Dala Month ' JuLY, 2012 Yl ‘ PRAIRIEST. & _ o ‘
' " { GORSUCH&  AMPCT NORTHERN  FREEMONT JARON N2 ) v TRANSMISSION ' Service Fees
PURGHASED POWER-PROVIDERS -> { EFF.SMART ~ CAP.& TRANS,  NYPA . POWERPOOL  ENERGY  PPand  FEAKING  JV.5  wWIND CHARGES - AMP Disp,A&B
{ SCHEDULED = SCHEDULED  SCHEDULED SCHEDULED  SC n SALE  SCHEDULED  HYDRO  SCHEDULED  Af Charges Y TOTALS
Delivered kWh {On Peak) -> 7,204,346, 153,558 523,921 1026726 4,861,269 288,000 - 34E7 2223350 PERE- N 16,324,838
Delverad kWh {Off Peak), or Lossas > " 104 590 o 949,410 i ‘ ) 32,307 ' i 1,086,307
CREGITS- Safe Excs & Aron(Energy) -> _ 2517048 -288.000 o - ' -2,805,045
Net Total Tietivered kWh as Bilied > 7,308,936 153,558 523,821 540,906 4,861,259 i) 40,138 o o 14,606,100
Percent % of Totat Power Purchased-> 50 0403% 1.0513% ; 35870%  -37093% 33 2827% 0 0000% ) ‘

07748% . 0.0000% .  00000%  1000000%

POWER COSTS OF ENERGY DEMAND REACTIVE TAXES FEES CREDITS & ADJUSTMENTS

Brmngs Charges - Demand and Enerqy Direct Charges: . . . ) ) E . : . B oo i

Dermand Chgs * DB + $IBOSE600 $23,06804 _____;sﬁﬁga_z_s__ _Bi0BI2BS. 2578725 $0.00 $31114°  $1213253.  $1.35821
3 + Debt Srv_ Capial (Al $600 $000 j

5000 $268,757.27

) ) $000 3000 $64,509 52  sas oo S000  $142,008.07

-$12,795 23 -$6.801 1 000 846736 5230687, 5000 $823.05

Demand Chgs “ CR - AMP CT, Capacy . -$34.781 24 -526,164 00 U ssae020 000 fam0es; | gsSisen 3000 $75.421.11
Energy Chgs * DB + On Peak _ T sastoB2ie s1180t22 $13197060  $1250237 §20212. 848156 30! $000  $581,974.74
Energy Chgs * DB + Off Pk EAL Sm_RPM C. 538,168 43 3000 30000 $31,902.21. §000 5000, 3000 $150,503.43
T £0 00° " 3000, sooot ZQ'EEE Sa6- w000 S1250237 3000 $1t1,256.13

Bn’hngs Adlustments Service Fees & BJqu zmd Rare Ad[us!menis o o . o : . ' N
’ i, Loss & (8000 300D 000 9993056 $1383 74 5000 Soo0 $19.777.32
000 _ smop gi4e3ge. o0, s000 $0.00, $0.00 -51,483.98

$000 $000 ' $0.90° $0.00, $0.00

000 $0C0. 8000 50007 $1,625.29

$000 $000; B $000° $0.00; $5,592.55

$0.0C. 8000 Bazsre "$1,04270° 50 00: "$1,772.96

Tsooo §000 3000 $000. $000 $25.40 $25.40

' I $60,000.00

TOTAL COSTS TOALLOGATE 853124045, $2,005.08, -$325.18)  §205,265.49 ' so,’polw o '$115,886. 51,044,699.50
' ' : e o - ‘ o ' ' . _ " Venficaton Tatal- > §1,044,699.50

" Purchased Power Cost per. s0.072684  S0.013057 13802 -$0.000165°  S0.043047°  $0.000600 $0.650375, 50191133 $0.600000;  $0.060060 ~' $0.071525
(Exciudes Credits on kWh) - o o ) - o | INWASG Pool Power - Averaged Energy Charge/kWH) - JV2 Electric Service Rale - > $0.022501

ower - Averaged Energy ChargesdanvH) - J S Eiecmc Servsce Rale - ® $u.ﬂzzad1
NOTE: (1) A Permanen% SEU 000 Monthly Cost of Power reprebentlng a Five (5%} Increase as Approved in Cuuncn in Ord # 003 08, passed 01.’07f2008 cf!ectlve bllilng March 2008

RATIOS COMPUTATION {By Billed Demand and Energy), S ] T o o i . ' o ; A-AM'F? RATIO  B-CITY RATIQ

Demand Ratio C 2Bri9%  4935534%  426635%  6718964%.  325202% 00000% 160 §z?§yh '564451%  100.0000%. " 267159% 30 7587%|

Energy Ratio - R : eyl 593 5534% 574365%.  7718964%.  614758% 00000%  BO3776%  415509% 00000% 78108a%| T 73omaty 69.2413%
Verfication Tolal-Rato's = 100 0000%  100.0000% 1000000%  F000000%  100.0000% 100 0000% 00000%°  1000000% 10000C0%  1000000%  1000000%,  000000%  10G.0060%

COST ALLOCATION TQ SERVIGE FEES & BILLING AND RATE ADJUSTMENTS - By DEMAND and ENERGY RATIO'S: . L ‘ R . TOTALS

"A_gj-.--Nnr Congesfion, Losses & FTRs  © . L e . . h . . . e .

Dernand Allocation based on Ratio . . ' 3000 $000 -$636 09 -838807.82 450006 2000 .. . %opo 000, 536,043 85

Energy Allocation based on Ratio_ L §000 30,00 -$847 B9 $45 847 40 59,337 68 3000 000 $0.00 $54,337 19
venfication Tatal 30.00 50.00 -$1,483 98 ($5939.58°  §13,837 74 3000 3000 $000 $78.293 34

Seryice Fees-AMF Charqes (Dispatch, Part A & Part 8p . . B . . . . . R AL

Demend Aflocalion based on Ralio. $000 $0.00 5000 $0 00 $000, 3000, 5000 $000 $0 00! $1.92832 $1,928 32

Energy Allccation based on Ratio $0.00 3000 . $000 $0.00 $0.00 59_99 3000 $0.00 $0.00 $5.289 56 $5,288.56
Venfication Tofat : $0.00 3660 $6.00 $000 $0.00 1000 5000 1600 50.00 7,217 88 £7.217 85

Service Fees-Charges & Adjustments & Dther Biliing ;Adiustments . R ) : o

Demand Allocation based on Ratio _ $0 00 5000 $162 29 $000 $339 09 $0.00, §263 15 $0.00 $0 00 844 42 $828 98

Energy Allocation based on Ralio ) 3000 3000 $243 00 5000 $70361 3000 -$89.08 3000 ! $0.00 §121 85 $968 38
Verification Totat $000 5000 $425 29 3G 60 £1,042 70 5000 8704 10 £ 60 $000 £0.00 8166 27 $7.798 36

City Rate Adiystment in Cost of Power {1) ' BCITY RATIO

Demard Allocation based on Ratio 5000 5000 000 000 $0 00 £0 00 $000 8000 $0 Q0 5000 $18.455 22 $18455 22

Energy Aliccation based on Ratic $0 00 5000 000 $0.00 000 5200 §000 $0 00 3000 000 $41,544 78 $47,544 78
Ventcation Tota! 8000 £0 00 £000 5000 5000 2000 3000 $0.G0 36 60 1000 $60.006 60 360,000 00

Page -3 of4
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ELECTRIC

BILLING DETERMINANTS

DETERMINANTS

BILLING DETERMIN,

AUGUST, 2012

AUGUST, 2012

PREVIOUS MONTH'S POWER BILLS - PURCHASED POWER AND POWER SUPPLY COST ALLOCATIONS:

Power Supply Cost Allocation Worksheet

C . Qutdoor Street Lights and Iijis_;:_é_ﬂa_n_équ - Ratio Allgeation {To ALL Costs of Power, Including City Rate Adjustment]

Billing Bilfing Service Fees Service Fees Service Fees Service Fees City Rate City Raee TOTALS Cost Verity Check (Rounided)
Charges Charges AMP Chrgs. AMP Chres. Cng [Chs. &Adj Crp/Chs.&Adj]  Adjustment Ad]usmunt Total Totak £1,040,280
Power Source Demand Energy Demanid Energy Denaand Energy Demand Encrgy " Demand Energy $1.040,280| $1.040.25G
Venheation Totals ! __\.ngﬁuca!mn Tolols
GORSUCH & EFF SMART SCHEDULED £141,9%0 §389.251 50 50 30 50 £0 56 5141990 $389.251 £531,2471
AMP CTCAP & TRANS SCHEDULED -59,896 £11.901 30 $0 30 50 0 50 -£9 890 11901 $2,005 )
NYPA SCHEDULED 33,553 54,736 50 $0 -$454 -$605 50 50 £3,099 54,131 37, 230 o
ORTHERN POWER POOLSCHEDULEL $42,093 -$48,357 $0 $0 -$39 908 $45 847 0 50 $£2, 185 -%2.310, 43325
FREEMONT ENERGY SCHEDULED $63,214 $131,171 £0 $0 4,839 10,041 30 30 568,053 $141.212 $209, 265
J-ARGN PP and SALE 50 £0 0 3¢ S0 it 30 %0 50 50 $G i
1V-2 PEAKING SCHEDULED -§537 S202 ) 50 $263 -599 50 0 5274 $103 g7
V.5 HYDRO £67,730 $48,156 50 0 50 G 50 0 $67,730 548,156 §115, 885% o $1 15 886
IV-6 WIND SCHEDULED $4 461 $0 $¢ S0 50 50 30 0 $4.461 $0 $4 467 34 467
TRANSMISSICN CHARGES - All Charge $23.561 $84,162 50 50 S0 50 30 $0 $23,561 $84,162 5107 723 $107 723
A - AMP Service Fees- Dispaich, A & B S0 50 £1,928 $5.290 $44 $122 30 30 $1,972 $5,412 ¥, 384
B - Cuy Rate Adjsuat~ 10 Cost of Power 30 50 30 50 50 $0 $18,455 $41,545 518,455 $41,345 0,600 ¢ ¢
C - Qutdoor Lght Credit Reconcihation §0 %0 20 30 50 $0 -51,359 -$3,060 51,359 -§3,060 -54,419 -$4.419
TOTALS - ALL $336,169 $621,222 $1,928 55,290 -$35,216 $55.306 £17,096 $38,485 $319,977 $720,303 51,04[},?8()1 S1048,280
RATLUS COMPLTATIONS {8y Billed Demand and Eneray) ; ... Bemand ~ " Energy
- AMP Service Fees - Ratio Allocation (Excluding JV2, JV5 & JV6 & Service Fees} '”
228992 628,147 .
Ratios lo Allocate AMP Service Fees . L 2B7159% | 732B41% 100 ooooz, ) oooo%
|B - City Rate Adjustment - Ratio Allocatlon To Totat Cost of Power} o * Verlicaton Totsrs  Venication.
| Totalls - All Biling Costs bolh Demand and Energy 8681818 §984,699
ios to Allocate Cny Rate_Ad;usjmrernlj 69, 2413% . TOO 0000/6

Vernfication Tolals

. T sTEaes 51,0440 114,699
L. 30.7587%  69.2413%  100.0000%  100.0000%
eet Light Cost by Average Cost of Power, R . : B
Total Purchased Power Cost (Cosl Per kWh, on Page 3) $0.071525 B . i o
Total Cutdoor Street Light kWh by Light Type {on Page 2) 81,779 7 : o Mm Verification Totais
Net Ailgc L1 Secunty Street Light Credit -$4,418.74 -$1,3581 -$3.080 -34, 419 B -$4,419
Less: Security Street Light Corrections (H’Any} . 3000 ) 50: 80 §Q} o
Net Aliocated - Security Street Light Credit . :84.418.74 ($1359° 53060 84419 54,419
Page-40f4
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AMERICAN MUNICIPAL POWER, INC., INVOICE NUMBER: 173815

1111 Schrock Rd, Suite 100 INVOICE DATE: TH7/2012
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43229 DUE DATE: 7i31/2012
PHONE: {614) 540-1111 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $842,034.03
FAX: (614} 540-1078 CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020

CUSTOMER P.O. #: RG10048

PLEASE WRITE INVDICE NUMBER ON
REMITTANCE AND RETURN YELLOW INVOICE
COPY. MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO AMP

City of Napoleon

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director
255 W. Riverview Ave., P.O. Box 151
Napoleon, Ohic 43545-0151

e e

Northern Power Pool Billing - June, 2012

MUNICIPAL PEAK: 33,309 kW
TOTAL METERED ENERGY: 14,717,335 kWh

Total Power Charges: $726,527.37
Total Transmission Charges: $107,722.50
Totai Other Charges: $7.384.16

$0.00

Tolal Miscellanaous Charges:

GRAND TOTAL POWER INVOICE: $842,034.03

“The Total Charges on this invoice may include a credit paid to the Municipal for power supply which was invoiced separately and

repurchased by AMP for use as a Northern Power Pool Resource.

NOTE: PLEASE SEE ENCLOSED BACKUP FOR MORE DETAILED INFORMATION

* Tg avoid a delayed payment charge, payment must be made to provide available funds for use by AMP on or before the due date.
Wire Transfer Information : Mailing Address :

Huntinglon National Bank AMP, Inc.

Cotumbus, Ohio Dept. L614

Account 0189-2204055 Coiumbus, Oh 43260

ABA: #044 000024

BANK LOCK BOX DEPQOSIT AMOUNT

General Fund (010} 10 -$19,274.05
ECC (012} 12 25.41161603
RBHGS (020} 20 540648.1905
AMPCT (025) 25 34970.25944
ESPP {0186) 16 $38,168.43
JV5 (0B5) 65 $0.00
AFEC (004) q $195,427.75
AMPGS (008) 9 $0.00
PSEC (013} 13 $52,068.04
Spare (000) 0 $0.00
TOTAL DEPOSIT $842,034.03




FOR THE MONTH OF:

DETAIL INFORMATION OF POWER CHARGES
Napeclecon

June, 2012

June, 2012

Total Metered Load kKWh: 14,717,335
Transmission Losses kWh: +111,235
Distribution Losses kWh: 4

Total Energy Req. kWh: 14,606,100
TIME OF FENTS PEAK: 06/28/2012 @ H.E. 18:00 COINCIDENT PEAK kW: 32,373
TIME OF MUNICIPAL PEAK: 06/28/2012 @ H.E. 16:00 MUNICIPAL PEAK kW: 33,309
TRANSMISSION PEAK: 7/21/201% HE 15:00 EST TRANSMISSION PEAK kW: 30,353
PJM Capacity Requirement kW: 30,248
Napocleon Resources
AMP CT - Sched @ ATSI
Demand Charge: $1.860407 FRW ™ 12,400 kW = $23,068.04
Energy Charge: $0.077503 /kWh* 153,658 kWh = $11,801.22
Transmission Credit: $0.548482 W -12,400 kW = -$6,801.18
Capacity Credit: $2.110000 W " -12,400 kW = -$26,164.00
Subtotal $0.013057 1 kWh 153,558 kWh = $2,005.08
Fremont - sched @ Fremont
Demand Charge: $2.841400 kW ™ 8,767 kW = $25,787.25
Energy Charge: $0.026983 fkWh* 4,861,299 kWh = $131,170.60
Net Congestion, Losses, FTR: $0.002847 fRWh ™ $13,837.74
Capaciy Credit: $0.600000 [ RW ™ -8,767 kW = -$5,260.20
Debt Service $1.222200 /KW 8,767 kW $10,715.03
Capital improvements $0.246900 /KW 8,767 kW $2,164.57
Working Capital $3.400000 / kW B, 767 kW $29,807.80
Adjustment for prior month: $1.042.70
Subtotal 50.043047 [ KWh * 4,861,289 kWh = $209,265.49
Hrairie State - Schad @ PJMC
Demand Charge: $4.346000 TRW 2,488 kW = $10,812.85
Energy Charge: $0.010837 /kwhn * 546,687 kWh = $9,975.34
Met Congestion, Losses, FTH; $0.006274 {KWh * $5,839.58
Debt Service $12.572287 /KW 2,488 kW $31,279.85
Subfotal $0.661274 I kWh * 946,687 kWh = $58,007.62
JV2 - Sched @ ATSI
Demand Charge: 264 kW
Energy Charge: $0.057963 fkWh * 3,487 kWh = s2p2.12
Transmissicn Credil: $1.770295 1 kW * 264 KW = -$467.36
Capacity Credit: $1.441810 J kW * -264 kW = -$380.68
Subtotal -50.185226 [/ KWh * 3,487 kWh = -$645.80
Gorsuch Losses - Sched @ AT5]
Energy Charge: 104,590 kwh
Subtotal #NIA fkWh * 104,580 kWh = $0.00
JV6 - Sched @ ATSI
Demand Charge: 300 kW
Energy Charge: 40,138 kWh
Transmission Credit: $0.818883 kW " -300 kW = -$275.96
Capacity Credit: $2.110000 fRW " 72 KW = -$152.36
Subtotal -$0.010671 /kWh* 40,138 kWh = -$428.32
J Aron (PP} - 7x24 @ AD{nc)
Demand Charge: 400 KW
Energy Chargs: 288,000 kWh
Subtotal #NIA /kWh * 288,000 kWh = $0.60
J Aron (Sale) - 7424 @ AD{nc)
Demand Charge: -400 KW
Energy Charge: 50.043411 /kWh* -288,000 kWh = -$12,502.37
Subtotal $0.043413 { KWh * -288,000 kWh = -§12,502.37
NYPA - Sched @ NYIS
Demand Charge: $5.569868 fkw " 1,027 kW = $5,720.25
Energy Charge: $0.009040 /kKwh~ 523,921 kWh = $4,736.48
Net Congestion, Losses, FTA: -$0.002832 /kWh* -§1,483.88
Capacity Credit: $2.110000 kW " -1.027 kW = -$2,166.97
Adjustment for pricr menth: 3425.29
Subtotal 50,013802 [ kWh* 523,921 kWh = $7,231.08
JVG - TX24 @ ATSE
Demand Charge: 3,088 kW
Enargy Chargs: 2,223,360 kWh
Transmission Credit: 50.776221 TKW ™ -3,088 kW = -$2,396.97
Capacily Credit: $2.110000 kW -3,088 KW = -56,515.68
Subtotal -50.004009 { k\Wh * 2,223,360 kWh = -$8,912.65

JV5 Losses - Sched @ ATSE
Energy Charge:

32,307 kwh



DETAIL INFORMATION OF POWER CHARGES June, 2012
Napoleon
Subtotal #N/A { kWh * 32,307 kWh = $0.00
Gorsuch - Sched @ ATSI
Demand Charge: $11.500000 /KW 16,484 kW = $189,566.00
Energy Charge: $0.048732 /KWh " 7,204,346 kWh = $351,082.19
Transmission Credil: 50.778221 f W ~16,484 KW = -$12,755.23
Capacity Credit: $2.110060 /KW -16,484 kW = -$34,781.24
Subtotal $0.068441 [ kWh ~ 7,204,346 kWh = $493,071.72
EFFICIENCY SMART POWER PLANT
ESPP charges @ $3.095 MWh x 147,987.5 MWh /12 $38,168.43
Subtotal $38,168.43
Northers Power Pool:
On Peak Energy Charge: {M-F HE 08B-23 ECT) $0.038735 / kWh 80,042 kWh = $3,180.45
Off Peak Energy Charge: $0.033602 /kWh* 849,410 kWh = $31,902.21
Sale of Excess Non-Pool Resources o Poof $0.037113 /RWwh * -2,517.,045 kwh = -$93,415.48
Subtotal $0.039213 {kKWh* -1,487,593 kWh = -$58,332.61
Total Demand Charges: §230,764.83
Total Energy Charges: $496,162.54
Total Power Charges: 14,606,100 kWh $726,927.37
TRANSMISSION CHARGES:
Demand Charge: $0.776221 kW 30,353 kW = $23,560.65
Energy Charge: $0.001751 fKWh ~ 5,178,394 kWh = $9,067.67
RPM (Capacity) Charges: $2.659100 Tk 30,248 KW = $80,432.48
RPM {Capacity) Credils (not listed above): $2.110000 /W 2,530 kKW = -$5,338.30
TOTAL TRANSMISSION CHARGES: $0.020802 ! kWh * 5,178,394 kWh = $107,722.50
Service Fee Part A,
Based on Apnual Municipal Sales $0.000125 {kWh ~ 156,027,853 kWh 1/12 = $1,625.29
SF A adjustment for Jan-May 2012 $140.87
Service Fee Part B.
Energy Purchases $0.000380 fkWh 14,717,335 kWh = $5,592.59
TOTAL OTHER CHARGES: 57,384.16
$842,034.03

GRAND TOTAL POWER INVOICE:
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NAFOLEON

Friday Salurday Sunday Monday Tuesday Wadnesday  Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday Manday Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday Friday
Date B/1/2012 02 8/3/2012 6/4/2012 6/5/2012 6/6/2012 67212 6182012 6/9/2012 &/10/2012 8112012 6/12/2012 (1372012 61472012 B/15/2012
Hour
100 16,078 13,073 11,506 15,468 16,031 15,645 16,365 17,022 14,131 14,989 18,238 14,492 16,703 16,513 16,604
200 16,075 12,672 11,214 15,375 15,871 15,521 16,244 16,655 13,855 14,265 18,596 19,020 16,410 16,221 16,371
300 15,822 12,540 0,833 15,126 15,508 15,4895 15,956 16,298 13459 13475 18,167 18,520 16,278 16,076 16.247
400 16,003 12,503 30,757 15,367 15,731 15,731 16,113 16,186 13,400 13,202 17,938 18,526 16,220 16,169 16,185
500 16,756 13,018 11,026 15,790 16,369 16,286 16,520 16,347 13,447 12,974 18,554 16,919 16,630 16,492 16,536
6G0 17,413 §2,745 10,730 16,181 16,400 16,648 16,723 16,801 13,158 12,232 19,206 19,106 18,671 16,548 16,688
700 18,526 13,848 11,217 17,907 18,8678 18,110 18268 18,428 14,352 13,277 20,599 21,115 18,139 18,103 18,527
800 14,478 14,678 11,846 19,366 19,245 19,440 20,000 19,921 15,749 14,593 21,668 23,376 19,429 18,296 20,308
SO0 20,239 18,273 12,481 20,306 19,783 20,165 20,836 21,035 17,303 16,064 22,740 23,322 20,341 - 20,075 21,355
1600 20,784 15,834 13,047 24,057 20,544 20,703 21,513 21,936 18,589 17,671 23,178 24,344 20,811 20,878 22,783
1100 20,594 15,931 13,682 21,270 20,748 20,954 21,623 22,323 19,236 18,039 23,451 24,976 21,693 21,335 23,121
1200 20,368 15,673 14,177 21,726 20,865 21,203 22,178 22,805 19,647 20,148 23,997 25,358 21,129 21,780 24,1598
1300 20,229 15,422 15,052 21,902 20,750 21,510 2,747 23,223 19,771 21,080 24,402 25,545 21,234 22,140 24,946
1400 20,020 14,919 14,977 21,861 20,366 21,488 22,825 23,528 20,153 21,714 24,990 25,704 21,366 22,505 25,474
1500 1%.510 14,581 15,235 21,623 20,147 21,213 22,339 23.862 20,485 22,605 25,270 25,712 21.518 22455 25,774
1600 19,068 14,431 15,663 21,339 20,115 21,202 22,612 24,054 21,152 23,403 25,510 25,450 22,025 22,950 26,115
1700 16,435 14,312 18,789 20,344 19,271 20,654 22 833 23,705 21,574 23,964 25,348 24,544 21,582 22,553 25,575
1800 17,784 13,940 15,761 15,907 18,683 20,399 22,069 23.211% 21,367 23,808 25,176 23,595 20,721 22,159 26,448
1800 17,427 12,698 15,588 19,414 18,150 19,694 21,538 20,850 21,000 23,543 24,463 22,324 20,074 21,486 24,604
2000 17,625 13,579 15,400 18073 17,989 16,393 20,873 21,687 20,191 22,643 23,978 21,070 19,579 20,950 23,464
2100 18,118 14,443 16,700 18,371 18,553 19,847 21,145 21,435 19,794 22,748 24,313 20,688 19,683 20,962 23,333
2200 16,998 13,993 16,872 18,858 18,218 19,228 20,451 20,7121 18,894 22,116 22,997 19,842 18,013 20177 21,868
2300 14 669 12,678 16,596 17,885 16,967 18,007 18,809 16,835 17.26% 20,837 21,545 18,654 17,995 18,613 18,430
2400 13,563 12,115 15,808 16,797 16,072 17,121 17.807 15,221 15,909 20,025 20,36 17,671 17,203 17,4886 16,321
Totat 431,753 336,178 332,146 452,813 424,483 455,358 478,088 485,290 423,935 450,529 535,689 526,014 461,855 473,830 510,160
Saturday Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday  Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday Monday Tuesday Wadnesday  Thursday Friday Saturday Sunday
Dale 6/186/2012 6/17/2012 6/18/2012 6192012 6/20/2012 62172012 Gle2f22 &/25/2012 6/24/2012 62502012 6/26/2012 6/27/2012 Gf2B/2012 8/29/2012 6/30/2012 TiE012
Hour :
100 15,211 16,447 17,588 20,484 22,018 22,016 19,005 15,306 14,5189 19,398 18,774 17,578 19,658 25,379 15,809 -
200 14,527 15,826 17,210 19,818 21,085 21,132 18,129 14,666 13,914 18,546 16,347 17,033 18,721 24,230 15,261 -
300 13,881 15,255 16,859 19,137 20,425 20,462 17,649 13,894 13,537 17,834 16,082 16,458 18,161 23,130 14,919 -
400 13,775 14,831 16,972 19,111 20,220 20,488 17,744 13,873 13,458 17,843 16,248 16,810 18,198 22,480 15,030 B
500 14,045 14,720 17,500 15,468 20,252 20,361 17,904 13,962 13.264 18,179 16,574 17,088 1B,612 22,454 15,281 -
600 13,622 14,269 17,945 19,821 20,504 20,188 18,243 13,289 12,840 18,404 16,532 17 460 18,073 22,397 15,170 -
700 14,624 14,952 19,924 22,147 22,393 22,485 20,102 14,383 13,328 14,875 18,202 16,661 21,247 24,448 15,640 -
800 16,264 18,085 21,736 24,328 24,501 24,558 21,755 15,724 14,074 21,142 19,568 20,347 23,240 26.185 16,717 -
900 ig212 17,016 23231 25,804 26,471 26,500 23,045 17,047 15,044 21.987 20,732 21,574 25,043 27,580 17,857 -
1000 20,071 18,255 24,833 27,433 27,940 27,880 24,420 18,012 16.647 22,760 23,755 22,762 26,718 28,463 19,647 -
1100 21,527 18,602 26,681 28,590 24,298 28,897 25012 18,649 18,056 23,054 21,959 23,472 28,227 29,208 20,769 -
1260 21,421 18,455 27,879 29,807 30,225 29,649 25,582 19,105 19,228 23,320 22,715 24,551 29,127 38,185 21,500
1306 21,758 18,623 28,427 30,514 30,352 30,011 26,241 19,574 19,972 23,652 23,189 25,263 30,197 30,598 22,433 -
1400 22,408 19,038 28,780 31,103 30,635 30,480 26,642 19,901 20,225 23,516 23,343 26,238 31,890 31,111 23,022 R
1500 22,730 19,561 27.407 31,208 30,887 30,494 26,108 19,677 21,005 23,320 23,297 26,425 32,420 30,013 23,907 -
1600 23,187 20,530 27,143 31,561 31,372 30,274 26,001 26,114 22,089 23,213 23,984 27.028 33,308 27,256 24,107 -
700 22,989 21,239 26,821 31,358 31,266 29,143 25,557 20,172 22,348 22,863 23,671 27,280 32,973 25,237 24,142 -
1800 22.290 21,287 26,317 30,666 30,908 27,718 24,936 19,517 22,731 22,374 23,585 27,120 32,373 23,486 23,848 -
1800 21,266 20,884 26,117 30,020 29,714 25,777 24.089 18,953 22,427 21,580 23,203 28,445 32,066 22,890 23,381 -
2000 20,723 20,456 25,709 28,862 28,871 25,211 23,374 18,506 21,828 20,694 22,211 25,572 31,321 22,272 22,652 -
2100 20,931 20,673 25,585 28,238 28,048 24,651 22,552 18,867 22,147 20,378 21,998 25,158 30,677 21,938 22,293 -
2200 20,163 20,207 24,664 27,120 26,945 23,549 21,388 17,921 21,964 19,843 21,191 24,136 29,714 20,785 21,493 -
2300 18,712 19,196 23,048 25,104 24,859 21,751 18,621 16,549 21,051 18,642 19,738 22,332 28,207 18,359 19,683 -
2400 17,377 18,304 21,661 23,407 23,403 20,235 16,380 15,243 18941 17,492 18,442 20,704 26,619 16,554 18,161 -
Total 451,812 416,561 566,136 826,210 £32,575 803,821 530,479 412,784 435,727 499,707 491,328 537,340 637,582 596,666 472,888 -

taximum 33,300 Minimum 10,730 Grand Total 14,717,335



Napoteon

Capacity Plan - Actual

Jun 2012 ACTUAL DEMAND = 33309 |Mw
Days 30 ACTUAL ENERGY = 14717 |MWH
DEMAND ENERGY EFFECTIVE %
DEMAND DEMAND ENERGY LOAD RATE  RATE  DEMAND  ENERGY TOTAL RATE oF
SOURCE MW MW-MO  MWH  FACTOR &KW  $MWH CHARGE  CHARGE  CHARGES  $/MWH | DOLLARS
m {2) (3} (4) 53 (6) () (9} {10) {11} (12) {13}
1 NWASG Pool Purchases 0.00 0.00 1,029 0% $0.00  $34.08 $0 $35,083 $35,083 $34.08 3.6%
2 NWASG Pool Sales 0.00 2517 0% $0.00  §37.11 $0 -$93,415 -$93,415 $37.11 -9.5%
3 Gorstich 16.48 16.48 7,204 61% $6.67  $48.73 | $141,990  $351,082 $493,072 $68.44 50.2%
4 NYPA 1.03 1.03 524 1% $3.87 $8.21 $3.979 $3.253 £7.231 $13.80 0.7%
5 Vs 3.09 3.08 2,223 100% | $21.93  $2166 | $67.730 $48,158 $115,886 $52.12 11.8%
8 AFEC 877 8.77 4,861 7% $7.33  $2083 | 64,257 $145,008 $200,265 $43.05 21.3%
7 Landfil; 0.00 0.06 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 $0 $0 0 $0.00 0.0%
8 AMPCT 12.40 12.40 154 2% -$0.80 $77.50 | -$9,8% $11,901 $2,005 $13.06 0.2%
8 Prairie State 2.49 2.49 847 53% | $18.82  $16.81 | $42,083 $15.915 £58,008 $61.27 5.8%
10 Jvz 0.26 0.26 3 2% -$1.41 $57.96 -§$373 $202 5171 -$48.94 0.0%
11 JVE 0.30 0.30 40 19% | $14.87  $0.00 $4,461 £0 $4,461 $111.14 0.5%
12 J Aran 0.40 0.40 288 100% | $0.00  $43.41 $0 $12,502 $12,502 $43.41 1.3%
13 J Aron Sale -0.40 -0.40 -288 100% | §0.00 $43.41 $0 -$12.502 -$12,502 $43.41 -1.3%
14 Zelie/MWamp 5x16 (OB AEP) 0.00 0.00 0 0% $0.00 $0.C0 $0 $C $0 $0.00 0.0%
5 Zellenople 2x16 Sub 0.00 0.00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 £0 50 $0 $0.00 0.0%
16 Morgan Staniey 10 yr 7x24 0.00 .00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 $0 $0 £0 $0.00 0.0%
17 Barclays 2008-12 5x16 0.00 0.00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 $0 $0 30 $0.00 0.0%
18 ZelieWamp 7x24 (AEP,NEA 0.00 0.00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 $0 $0 80 $0.00 0.0%
19 Morg. S$/Sempra 2008-2012 } 0.00 0.00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 50 $0 3C $0.00 0.0%
20 EIGrov 7x24 {DB, NWASG | 0.00 .00 0 0% $0.00 $0.00 $0 50 $0 $0.00 0.0%
|POWER TOTAL 4482 | 4482 [ 14468 45% $7.01 | $3574 | $314240 | $517,185 | 831,424 §57.46 84.6%
21 Energy Efliciency 14,717 $0.0C $2.59 30 £38,168 $38,168 £2.59 3.6%
22 Installed Capagity 30.25 30.25 $2.66 $80,432 -$5,338 $75,004 $5.10 7.6%
23 TRANSMISSION 30.35 30.35 5178 | $0.78 $1.75 | $23,561 $9,068 $32,628 $2.22 3.3%
25 Distribution Charge 3035 30.35 $0.00 $0.00 $0 £0 $0 $0.00 0.0%
24 Service Fea B 14,717 $0.38 $5,593 $5,593 $0.38 0.6%
26 Dispaich Charge 14,717 $0.00 $25 $25 $0.00 0.0%
[OTHER TOTAL [ $103,993 $47,516 | $151,509 $10.29 15.4%
GRAND TOTAL PURCHASED 14,469 $418,233 5564701 $982,933
Delivered to members 33300 | 33300 | 14717 [61.37% [ $418,233 | §$564,701 | $982,933 $66.79 100.0%
DEMAND ENERGY LF. TOTAL § $/MWh Avg Temp
2012 Forecast 30.24 14,250 65% $954,460 $66.98 8.8
2011 Actual 31.51 14,235 63% $1,038,755 $72.97 70.8
2010 Actual 29.09 14,587 70% $080,493 $67.31 724
Actuai Temp 71.1




AMERICAN MUNICIPAL POWER, INC.

1111 Schrock Rd, Suite 100

PUBLIC POWER PARTNERS COLUMBUS, OHIO 43229

PHONE: (614) 540-1111

FAX: (814) 540-1078

City of Napolean

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director
255 W, Riverview Ave., P.0. Box 151
Napoleon, Ohio 43545-0151

INVOICE NUMBER: 173354

INVOICE DATE; 7/1/2012
DUE DATE: 71872012
TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $12,502.37
CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020
CUSTOMER P.0. #: N/A

PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER ON
REMITTANCE AND RETURN YELLOW INVCICE
COPY. MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO AMP iNC.

Do Not Pay
Invoice for Debt Service Associated with J Aron Pre-Pay Paid by E-Pay
) American Municipal PWR Inc
Project Capacity: 400 kKW Ray Merrill
614-540-0914
For Power delivered during the Month of : June, 2012

Contract Cbligation 400 kW * 720 Hours in Month = 288,000 kWh

288,000 kWh @ $0.04341100/kWh == $12,502.37
This amount on this invoice represents an obligation of the Municipality that is payable as an O&M Expense of its Electric System.
TOTAL CHARGES $12,502.37
* To avold & delayed payment charge, payment must be made to provide
available funds for use by AMP, Inc on or before the due date.
Wire Transfer Infgrmation : Malling Address :
Huntington National Bank AMP, Ing,
Columbus, Ohio Dept. L3104
Account: 01892464798 Columbus, Ohio 43260
ABA: §044000024
Bank Lock Box Deposit AMOUNT
014 $12,502.37
Prepay 01892464798 $12,502.37
TOTAL DEPOSIT _ $12,502.37




MEGA N2z

OHIO MURICIPAL ELECTRIC

GENERATING ASSQCIATION Omega Joint Venture Two INVOICE NUMBER: 173563
1111 Schrock Rd, Suite 100 INVOICE BATE: 7110/2012
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43229 DUE DATE: 7/20/2012
FHONE: (614) 540-1111 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $475.24
FAX: (814} 540-1078 CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020
CUSTOMER P.O. #:
City of Napoleon
Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER ON
255 W. Riverview Ave., P.0. Box 151 REMITTANGE AND RETURN YELLOW INVOICE
Napoleon, Chio 43545-0151 GORY. MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO OMEGA JV 2
Co Not Pay
OMEGA JV2 POWER INVOICE - Paid by E-Pay
Amercan Municipal PWR [ne
A Ray Memill
614-540-0814
FIXED RATE CHARGE: 264 kW * $1.18 /kW = $311.14
ENERGY CHARGE: 0 kWh * $0.000000 /kWh = $0.00
SERVICE FEES: 0 kWh * $0.000000 /kWh = $0.00
Fuel Costs that were not recovered through Energy Sales to Market = $164.10
TOTAL CHARGES $475.24
* To avoid a delayed payment chasge, payment must be made 1o provide
available funds for use by DMEGA JV-2 on or before the due date.
Wire Transfer Information: Mailing Address:
Huntington National Bank AMP, Inc.
Columbus, OH Dept. L&14
Account: 0189-2204055 Columbus, OH 43260
ABA: #044 000024
Bank Lockbox Deposit Use Only
62-4470-8662-4110 §311.14 62-4470-85582-4121 $0.00
10-4170-8510-4610 $0.00 62-4470-8662-4111 $0.00
§2-4470-8662-4125 $0.00 B2-4470-8662-4125 $164.10)
62-4470-8662-4700 $0.00 Amount
QOmega JV2 0188-2204055 $475.24
$475.24

TOTAL DEPOSIT



’(QM tbA INVOICE NUMBER: 173705
. 3 . v
QRITH LIRS AL LC
N M RIS T INVOICE DATE: 7/6/2012
1111 Schrock Rd, Suite 100 PD% ll\)lotEF’gy
; ai -Fa .
Columbus, Chio 43229 American Munic oAl BWR inc DUE DATE: 7/20/2012
Phane: (614) 540-1111
Fax: (614) 540-1078 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $64,509.82
CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020
City of Napoleon CUSTOMER P.O, NUMBER: BL9803%87
Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director
255 W, Riverview Ave., P.O. Box 151 MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: OMEGA JV5
Napoleon, Ohio 43545-0151
PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER QN REMITTANGE
AND RETURN YELLOW INVQICE COPY. J—
Debt Service - OMEGA JV5 e N
B
FOR THE MONTH/YEAR OF; July, 2012 % =]
% by
W,
Financing CHARGES: "
Base Financing Principal Payment: $5.642857 fkW " 3,088 kW = $209,777.14
Base Financing interest Payment: $11.247631 kW™ 3,088 kW = $34,732.68
TOTAL Financing CHARGES: $20.890488 kW™ 3,088 kW = $64,500.82
SUB-TOTAL $64,509.82
Total OMEGA JV5 Financing Invoice: $64,509.82

e e e
WM—“M"MW——‘—“*W_

* To avoid a delayed payment charge, payment musi be made to provide available funds for
use by OMEGA-JV5 on or belore the due date.

Mailing Address ; OMEGA JVS/AMP, inc.
Depl. L614
Columbus, CH 4328¢

Wire Transfer informalion :
Huntingfon National Bank
Columbus, Chio

Account No. 0189-2204055
ABA: #044 000024

Entity Bank Lockbox Deposit AMCUNT
65 $64,509.83 ’
$64,500.82

OMEGA JV5  0189-2204055



‘(UM t(.JA W3 INVOICE NUMBER: 173663

oy £15C
y AR OAR t INVOICE DATE: 7/6/2012
1111 Schrock Rd, Suite 10C Do Not Pay
Celumbus, Chio 43229 Paid by £-Pay BUE DATE: 7/20/2012
Phone: (614) 540-1111 American Municipal PWR [nc
Fax: {614) 540-1078 Ray Merrill 614-540-0914 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $60,288.83
CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020
City of Napoleon CUSTOMER P.O. NUMBER: BLO80387
Gregery J. Heath, Finance Director
255 W, Riverview Ave., P.O. Box 151 MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO: OMEGA JV5

Napoleon, Ohio 43545-0151

PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER ON REMITTANCE
AND RETURN YELLOW INVOICE COPY.

EQR THE MONTH/YEAR OF:  June, 2012

DEMAND CHARGES:

Base Financing Demand Charge: (Invoiced seperately as of 1/1/07)

Base Cperating Expense Demand Charge: $3.928929 FKW* 3,088 kW = $12,132.53
Seca Associated with JV5. $0.000000 FRW 3,088 kW = $0.00
TOTAL DEMAND CHARGES: $3.828928 FkW* 3,088 kW = $12,132.53
ENERGY CHARGES:

JV5 Repl. Pwr. & Variahle {Budgeted Rate): $0.021659 TkWh* 2,223,360 kWh = $48,156.30
JV5 Fuel Cost (Actual Expense): $0.000000 /kWh* 2,223,360 kWh = $0.00
TOTAL ENERGY CHARGES: $0.021659 {kWh ™ 2,223,360 kWh = $48,156.30
SUB-TOTAL $60,288.83

Total OMEGA JV5 Invoice: $60,288.83
_— e

* To avoid a delayed payment charge, payment must be made 1o provide avaiiable funds for
use by OMEGA-JV5 on or before the due date.

Mailing Address . OMEGA JVE/AMP, Inc. Wire Transfer Information :
Dept. L614 Huntington Naticnal Bank
Columbus, CH 43260 Columbus, Ohic

Account No. 0189-2204055
ABA: #044 000024
Entity Bank Lockbox Deposit AMOUNT
65 $60,288.62
OMEGA JV5  01839-2204055 $60,288.83




AMERICAN MUNICIPAL POWER, INC.  INVOICE NUMBER: 173622
M EGA 1111 Schrack Rd, Suite 100 INVOICE DATE: 71112012
Y5 CoLUMBUS, OHIO 43229 DUE DATE: 7/115/2012
G RN ELEC T PIHONE: (614) 540-111 1 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $1,358.21
LEMETAL 5’%&; et‘t&&_awm!%{:’.
FAX: (614) 540-1078 CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020

CUSTOMER P.O.#:

City of Napoleon

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER ON
255 W. Riverview Ave., P.O. Box 151 REMITTANCE AND RETURN YELLOW INVOICE
Napocleon, OH 43545-0151 COPY. MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO AMP, INC.

Do Not Pay
Omega JV6 Paid by E-Pay
American Municipal PWR Inc
Project Capacity: 300 kW Ray Merrill
514-540-0914
Year 2012
Elegtric Fi
300 Kw * 4.53 per kW-Month Total
July, 2012 - Electric Fixed $1,358.21
AMOUNT DUE FOR :
TOTAL CHARGES $1,358.21

* To avoid a delayed payment charge, payment must be made to provide
available funds for use by AMP, Inc on or before the due date.

Wire Transfer information : Mailing Address :

Hun¢ington National Bank AMP, Inc.

Columbus, Chio Dept. L614

Account; 0189-2204055 Columbus, Ohio 43260

ABA: #044 000024

Bank Lock Box Deposit AMOUNT

66 $1,358.21

General Fund 0189-2204055 $1,358.21

$1,388.21

TOTAL DEPOSIT



_ _ AMERICAN MUNICIPAL POWER, INC.  INVOICE NUMBER: 173612
EG A 1111 Schreck Rd, Suite 100 INVOICE DATE: 7/1/2012
Wl B o ' PS5 coLuMBuS, OHIO 43229 DUE DATE: 715/2012
B R &%‘“i PHONE: (614) 540-1111 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $3,531.00

- FAX: (614) 540-1078 CUSTOMER NUMBER: 5020

CERIES AT NG A SNOOATHN

CUSTOMER P.O. #:

City of Napoleon _,/r“"“

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director £ PLEASE WRITE INVOICE NUMBER ON

255 W. Riverview Ave., P.0. Box 151 § o REMITTANCE AND RETUAN YELLOW INVOICE
Napoleon, OH 43545-0151 "*-z.“% v COPY, MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO AMP, ING.

Do Not Pay
Omega JV6 Paid by E-Pay
American Municipal PWR Inc
Project Capacity: 300 kW Ray Merrill
6§14-540-0814
Year 2012
Demand Charge
300 Kw * 11.77 per kW-Maenth Tolal
Principat $3,496.95
AMOUNT DUE FOR July, 2012 - Interest £34.05
TOTALCHARGES 9353100
ettt e

* To avoid a delayed payment charge, payment must be made to provide
available funds for use by AMP, Inc on cr before the due date.

Wire Transfer Information : Mailing Address ;

Huntington National Bank AMP, Inc.

Coilumbus, Ohio Dept. L614

Account: 0188-2204055 Columbus, Ohic 43260

ABA: #044 000024

Bank Lock Box Deposit AMOUNT
14 $3,531.00

General Fund 0189-2204055 $3,531.00

TOTAL DEPCSIT $3,531.00



ELECTRIC BILLING DETERMINANTS

DETERMINANTS
BILLI 1 - AUGUST, 2012
AuGUsT, 2012
2012 - AUGUST BILLING WITH JULY, .2012‘ DATA BILLING UNITS . )
Jul-12 X o Cost/ kWH | Aug-11 . Sep-11 :
Ciass and/or Rate #af ulk12 . Sul-12 _ Biled kva | Cost/kWH - Prior 12 Mo #of Aug-11 Aug-11 “Cost/kWH] #of Eep -11 Sep-11 : Cost/kWH
Schedule ’ Code Bills _(kWh Usage) Billed ot ngand Fer Month Average Bills  {kwh Usage) Bilied | FecMonth [ Bills  {kWh Usage}’ Billed :
Resicentiat {Dom-In) E1 3337 2283884 $268,307 62 o §01179.  $04087] 3315 2981793 $34168243 S0 1146} 33200 3560110 341020165 501143
Residential (Dom-in - All Electac) B2 516 415828 $48083.48 0 so11800  s01073] 15 514,384 $59.192 81 s01161) 615 579,843 $66,72553  $0.1151
Yotal Residential {Domestic) ‘ 3,953 2,699,712  $318,391.10. 9 30 1179' $07093] 3,830 3496177  $400,875.2¢°  $01147] 3,938 4189,953  $4vr.016.88 301144
Residenlial (Ru ;!bus} i . ERA 738 v05,242. §Er 7831 o 0 1243 s0 1152 744 917 649 $11078655°  301207] 744, 9BAaBA  $11910657)  $01240
Resideniial {RU Ef2 391 . ol goizaa  s01i3a] 585 514,107 $61.856 16 Caes  se558414) 307207
Residenlial {Rural- ER3 15 13,811, 131 s0248 18 1a0m s1rze3el 501233 45T T qigo’ §217835 801297
Residential (Rural Oul JAll Blectne wime ER4 el 11 181 106 $0 1228; $071127 10, 12,965 $1,560.48; $O +203] 3169819 50,1208
Total Residentia ( 11847 1,14z, 273 240 50 '1'2;16f T Uso1143] 1,064 1,458723 5175928, 30 1208 501209
Commercal (1 BEcz | A “of $O1538 $0.1383; 72 38,600 5,667 7 $01468] 74 136410257 501439
Commercal {1 PH-Cu - NoDmdj | EC20 40 ) d] ' spirsel 50750 41 i1481 §1.9224 $0'1674 4 $1.81944. 301703
Total Commercial {1 Ph) No r}'m'u_ _ 13 $7,850, o so__w__st_a_s; _son4is] 11 60,081 5?.59a.17§ 30 1516) 53,136 $0 1482
Commercal (1 Ph-n - wibemand) ~ - ECH 265 343510 851,544 63} 2058] T s0s01i 30 13ig 375,890 $52,516230 86 1397 481062 501332
Commercial (1 P dDemand)  EC10 | 27 $5.024.78; 208] 308220 T soliz00f 38,564 §5,373 78,  $01393 50 1349
Total Commercial (1 Ph) wibemand 282 3785130 TS56,868,76 C2267|  sots0zi  os0d3dal” #4464 "0 1334
Commercial (3 PF L ECa o o 'sopoool  s034is| T 1) 5 12i $02718
Commercial (3 PaOut - NeDmd) | '§C40 2 b $00000; 501289 o o o _$0.0600
N sb"cécai 50 1347} AT ] $13247{ $0 2718]
Gommercial {3 Phin - v o ECcs 200 1477726 §1947 o saarf _sams Csbtassp 2oz 1,604,244 30.1247 %1240
Commercial {3 Ph-Out - vw‘Demand) A EC30 33, 185, 357 5525 853.95! 974 50 1395, $o180F 32 104988 30.1347] 30 1__2_21
Commertal {3 Ph-Out - wiDmd 88ub-5t . E380 2 10, 120 ) 430| COTseEEAY Y T T e 040 | $0.1749
Commercial {3 Ph-in - wiDemand, No T £C3T | 1, Bt shnsey 1 | 3440 50 1238
Total Commercial (3 P) wbemand g 6817)  s01322:  $04i48| 237 49a7722  szazesass; 507247 2169350 s263,02478 | 501316
Large Power (in L EL 26 ror6] " sooersl 005 26 3429114 3335812 25 $00878] T 26" 3942952 5383561850  $00O73
Large Power {in EL2 2 225 $0 1254: 1 8160 $2 51185 : $02477
EL10 1 298] i s011az] 1, 88,020 £9,843 - $0.7107
&Rel, wiShGi ELZO 2 1103 $0 16260 $0.0860 2 362,360, 538,680 48 $0.1068] 560 50 0486|
% Rot, wiSbCr)  EL3 2 azg] | 307664, 20 Fis6 §i2150 99,  '801709] 73,793, 507858
33 4,37‘5,5@53___' $437,868.34. ' 10,028] 501001 soogagl 327 3958804 $399,007.80! $o1008| 32 4,883,365 s'j4.r:'j.‘<‘7_15.'_no"3 500994
industral {In - wiDmd & Ret, wiSbCr) |, EI 1. 1225661 | §104581.63,  2223] sooesal soosos| 10 io2s.001 $8728127:  s00851) 13178593 $30%,403 58 $0.0860
industnal (in - wiDme & Ret, NorSbCry 12 | 1) 500.8 _se1E8120 " 18s8]  =0.0808;  so 0880 1 875867 $78.82535 SD.0S00| 66,775 $70527 52 $0.0833
Total industriat ' o 2 2326521 185242637 7 4181 s00876]  s00834] 2 "h90tges $186108.520 500873} $172,031.48, 30 Casa
Interdepartmental (in-NoDmdy B 51 ‘84287 % 2zf  s01077 $00980) 47 T magel '$873091, 301057 | $8,845.27;
interdeparimental {Qul - No Dmd) ~~ ED10 3 : . € Q $0 0000 $0 0986, ot .o 600, | 00000 . o o $0 607
interdeparimental (in - w COEDR 20 288,556 $30,375.79 777 $01052° 5009631 20 298 809 s30,97960° 509036 20 311480, $az 657 6y! D45
Generators {JVg Powar ) Gdv2 1 15,010 ssBzST 26 so0375  soodoo] Y 13,322 $70873  $0.0532) LS VR ETY $0.0485,
Generators {JV5 Power Cost Only} . Gas 1 10,228, s38335 20 500375 50.0000) 1 11539 se13s7]  §0.0532] 0 a4 8,561 30 0495
Total interdeparimental 74 398,191 540,399.79° 848 S0 10150 300922 70 408371 $41,053.41.  sbaoiel 70 42,537, 33 $0 1018
SUB-TOTAL CONSUMPTION 8 DEMAND 5859 12,944,219 '51,423,857.30 24,381 $07I00.  $07022) 5841 13,634,015 §$1491.405.80°  $0100a| 6863 15386423  51674,809.20]  $0.1088
Street Lights (In) ©osLo 16 0, $14 20/ o $00000;  $0.0000 18 o $i4200  $00000 18 0 $14200  $00000
Street Lights (Out) SL00 2 o 5077 0 $00000. 360000 2 0 $077)  $00000 2 0 S077.  $00000)
Total Street Light Only ' 18 0 514.97 0 $60000°  $00000 18 0 $14.97.  §00000 18 0 §i4. s:f 50 0000
TGTAL CONSUMPTION & DEMAND 87T 12884218 $1,423,672.27 24,381 501700 s01022) 5859 43,634,015 $1.491,420.86. 50 1094| S, 871 15386423 $1,674,824.17; 301089
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ELECTRIC

BILLING DETERMINANTS

DETERMINANTS

BILLING DETERMINANTS -
AUGUST, 2612 )
2012 - AUGUST BILLING WITH JULY, 2012, DAT,

. Oet-11 . B B Nov-11 i . Dec-11 . : Jan-12 N

Cl_a_ss andlor Rate #of Oct-11 Oct-11 : Casi 1 KWH fof “Nowv-11 Nav-11 Costi kWH #of Dec-51 Dec-11 : Cost/ KWH # of . Jana2 ) Jan-12 Cost / kKWH
_5‘_2_?1?}7_7_“!_9 Code B'!Il§ jijWh Usage]_ Eille_ﬁ F_o_r_M_omh B?!Is ;kWh Usage] Billed . Far Mon_t_h _Billﬁ (kWhﬁ.Is;ge: Sii!e_d For Month Bil[§ ;kw_h Uga_g____q_[ Biiled ; For Month
Reswdentiat {Don-ng £ 3305, 2772238 281984880 801077 3324 1sei02’  $190.860 13 01027 3314 1811886 202229715,  $OT116| 34260 2087867 520202448  $01125
Residential {Dom-n - All Efectric) E2 615’ 454,512 $4761073°  §01025) 619 356,361 §36637 58  s01022] 613 IERTAS $4505024° 01086 613 563,201 $6157548 501003
Total Residential (Domestic) 3920 3,236,751 $320.595.430  $01018] ‘3843 2396483,  sz2vaov72. sot028| 382 2273013 $247,279.3%  501112| 3,939, 2626008  $293,603.87  $0118
Residental (Rurak-Out) ) ER1T. 745’ 805210  $87,37495!  $0.1085| 743 ‘582,084 $6367291.  $01084] 741 615491 $72,247 25 $01174f 734 806,826 $94,056 76 $0 1766
Residential {Rural-Out - All Electric) ERZ 398 455,498 $46,16085,  $0.1079] 384’ 354,014 $3814662)  $01078) 297, 408357 546,668 170 sovisi 382 T 531208 $61,01062 S0 1149
Residental (Rural-Cul wDmd) ER3 18t 13,715 5151068 501101 $1.27462 $01084 15 $400677,  sOa0s1f 180 7 Tirvaer $1811845  $01077
Residential (Rural-Olt - Al Electne wiDm« ER4 12299 51315920 $01074 51,063 88 $0 1066 10, 52785570 so1o0s0f 0! 32634 $359986.  §01403
Totai Residential {Rurai} $139,362.41° s01083] 4,1 957,724 $904,158.03) 501088 1183 084,031 125, 05, 77 $01181F 1951 1,548,133 §477,785.71 301148
Commercal (1 Ph-in - No Dmdj Ec2 . o 40,796 $5245767  sdiz88p 70, 35,634 §4.564 58  SD1281] 3433t 01411} 37,506 $528965  $01410
Commercial (1 Ph-Out - No Dmd) EC20 | a1 12678 $1,88893 01473 11,979, $1,73361°  $01447] 14,986, 50 1487 21,730, $3057 58, §0 3407
Total Commercial {1 Ph) No Dmd 1M1 TTe3a3s s7inage)  s0asaal 19, 47,613 $6,298.200  301323) el 497 '50.1434] 58,236 58, 347,23“ $0.7409)
Commercial {1 Ph-n - wibemand) ECH 424,110 BESREL I zes" 35762 sdogosss,  so2se|  Zes.B00sCh, T gabsdsaz 03] TH 310,143 342,227 33 501362
Commercial {3 Ph-Oul - wiDemane) EC10 | 509237 355500 84477800 301243 : . saBiszd 507351 36,533 $495686°  $0 1357
Total Commercial (1 Ph} wiDemand 50 1200 sz $45323350  $01254 301361 2820 346676 54718619  $0.1381
Commercal (3 Phin - No Dind} ECa soavr| 2 52815, 30 2002| sozrys| Al 76 50 3456
Commesdizl {3 Ph-Out - No Dmd} EC40 | . §0.0000} 3T s1E1 841033 $0 0000 2; 01230
Tatal Commerciat (3 Phy No Drnd $03777) 100! $40.46: 304048 1 508993 §071253
Commercil (3 Phin - wiDemand) EC3 - 301075 “$771,334 45! $01048] 202 $01181 301188
Commercial (3 Ph-Cui EC30 $0.1901 $24895020 501078 501159 30 1169
Commercial {3PN-Cu E3S0 $0.08%0] _ 5$15220 82, sopssi| %0 1(}06 : 301097
Commercxai {3 Ph-in - wIDem EC3T_ $328 60 3G 1040 30 1188] ) 301193
Total Commercial (3 Ph) w/Demand : $211,778.90°  $01043] 501153] 01179
targe Power (in - wDmd & Ret) EL1 3205479.08° 300811 so.oszol $00939
Large Power (In - wilimd & Ret, wiSocr) . EL2 §241296,  $02783 802880 30.2706
Large Power (Gut - wn‘Dmd & Rci} EL1O | Ry $6,720.84 %0 1098 oo 060, $0 11_53&1
Large Power (DUt - wiDind & Ret, w/SbCr €120 7 2 446,400 340936 10 50.0817 33654579 $00B5Z 2 408,240 300950 (
Large Pawer (in - wiDmd & Rcl wISDCr) EL2 2 73,326 $12,555.68; SO 1712 $11,878 67, 30 1646 2 91,084 S0 DE!QV‘i $0 0885
Total Large Power 327 Tasasi5i ] s4od, 765.943 3o osgal $353,138.36, 500838 32 aposaa7s. s3e3is3I | soo0gai| $366,610.27,  $00952
Industnal (In - wiDmd & Rct, wiStCr) B i aoBo7ér. T se270839 80 07ES $82,00069.  $0.0705 1 1297822 $0.0802 KRR $56,597 92 $0 0638
Industrial (In - wiDimd & Ret, No/Shitr) E | d 616,170, §5527479, ' $00887 $38,26625'  $00970 A eapant $0 0898 1 537,615 $0 0980
Total Industrial ' 2 136937 s13vesins 80 0813} ‘4584438 $720356.94 300760 2 3320280 §159864.29]  $00833| $148206.09, 00877
interdepartmental (In - No Omd) EDY AT 51,934 CE7SEEER 500924 a7 83483 5748655 00897 47 s00984] 52 138,269 '$13,957 14 501008
interdeparimental (Out - No Dmad) D10 1 2 §019; $00950] 1. i 3009 $0.0900 1 £0 0000 T a $0 0000
interdepartmental (in- wimd) ED2 200 275382 $24810%9° 300005 20 210,115 $1841802° 300877 20 30 0362 20 332,560 $0 0982
Generators (JV2 Power Cost Only) GiVZ 1 . 15, 424 . $79? ?3 300517 L 16 398. $1,005 53 30 0613 1 5005801 1: 2055 $0 0611
Generators (JV5 Pawer Cost Ory) GJVS o 6570, s8B0B 800517 1 s §713B4° 300613 1 $00580| 1. . 18538 $0 06713
Tatai Interdepartmental 70 378,312 5;_3.583.617 sooser|” e 7321843 527.623.83 S0 0859 70 379,028 53544493 S0 0938 78 509,453 $48,986.64]  $00962
SUB-TOTAL CONSUMPTION & DEMAND 5828 13,993,700  §1,354780.37. 300968 5848 14,7339 $1,086,214.79° 300934 5836 12,095,900 51, 235,784, 93 $01022| 5839 12455618  $1,305823.19 01048
Streat Lights {In) SLO 18 o §14200  $0 0000 16 0 $1420.  §0 0000 16 o §1420°  $0000D 16 o $1420° %0000
Street Lights (Oul) SLOO 2 0 $077.  $00000 2 o §0.77 $0 0000 2 o $077.  $00000 2 o $077. $00000
Total Street Light Gniy 18 ¢ $14.97°  $G0000 18 o §14.97 $0 0000 18 ¢ s14.97 $0 0000 18 ¢ §14.97°  $00000
TUTAL CONSUMPTION & DEMAND $1,354795.34. 300968 6867 41,733,941  §$1,096,229.76 SC0934] 6,853 12,095,500 $1,235790.90;  $03022 5857 12,455,618  §$1,305,838.16°  $O 1048
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ELECTRIC

BILLING DETERMINANTS

AUGUST 1012
2012 - AUGUST BILLING WITH JULY, 2012, DAY,

Class andior
Schedule

Residentiat {om-In}
Residentiat {Dom-in - All Electne)

Tolal Residential (Domestic)
Resarjent;ai {Rurai-Out)

Resmemiai {Rural-Cudt - Alf [lec(rsc}
Residential {(Rural-Out wiDmd)
Reswdermal {Rural-Out - Ali Eleclnc wIme
Total Residential {Rural)

Commercial (1 Phein - No Dmd)
Commercial (1 Ph-Out - No Dmd)

I Total Commercial (1 Phj No Dmd

ercial {1 Phein - wiDemand)
imercial {1 Ph-Oul - w/Demand)

Total Commercial {1 Phj wibemand

Commercial {3 Phi-in - Ne Dmd)
Commerciat {3 Ph-Out - No Dmd)

Tolal Commercial {3 Ph) No Drmed
bbmmercéai (3 Ph-in - wiDemand)

Cummer:lai 2 Pr-Out - wilemand) )
Commercial (3 Ph-COut - wiDmd &5ub-$1.

Cammercial (3 Phein - wiemand, No Taa'

thal C_ommerc_ia_l &) Ph_) wiDemand
Large Powar (In - wiDind & Ret)
Large Power (i - wiDmd & Rot, wiSber)
Large Ppwer {Cut - wn‘Dmd & Rcl)
Large Power (Cul - wn’D_md E_(_ Ret, w.'Sb

Large Power (in - wiDimd & Ret, wIStJCr} i

Tataj Large Pawer

industal {in - wiDmd & Ret, wiSbCr)
Industnal {In ~ w/Dmd & Rel, NosShCry

Total ladustrial

intercepartmental (In - No Dmd)
Interdeparimentat (Out - No Dmad)
lpl_erdgpaﬁme_ntal_ (In - wiDmad)
Generators (V2 Power Cost Cniy)
Generalors (JVE Power Cost Only)

Totat Interde;lartmeniai ’

SUB-TOTAL CONSUMPTION & DEMAND

Street Lights {in}
Straet Lights (Out)

Total Street Light Onty

TOTAL CCNSUMPTION & DEMAND

Raie

Sode

Et
E2

ERT

ER2
ER3
ERa

Eca
EC20

BCaT

B

Elt

Eiz

Give
SIS

SLC
SLO0

Fen.12

#aof  Febaz Febs2 Cost/&kWH
Hills ~ (kWh Usage) Silled  : For Menth
3,335 2490478 $27760188:  $01115
17 758673 $82087 37 30 1083
3952 3,248,551 $359,689.25. 501107
735 914517, $10B208300 501363

392 526447 57162998 S0 1143

15 BO277 $8794740 501085

"o 16,040 $1,833.450 501943
1,657,269 $188,467.47, 801151

404527 T S8ETATR 801403

21,083 7501429

61,485, ss,ﬁﬁb(s{f $0 1412

547,498 861 561334

$0,1308

$5.852 457

" 4bo, 755':'

$0 1331

“g53,381.047

T 64 302293
13,440 $0.1221
T3l im0 " 301235
1,395,262, _ s0 1l
260,577 _50 1240
o 145,560 . 501095
1 2,080 $0.1586
1,804,475, 50 1191}
3250269 Sdn soogral
1 ol 30 0000,
L 74,340, $0 1138
2z 341,280 501083}
2 | B37EA 500912
3,758,614 50 0988
i gss088 serdzaol 500873
1 598496 $57790.48, 300066
21,653,551 514'9'.922.78_3 $0 0907
52 D idsady si5dBoOil 3010%]
L e B 50007 300400
20’ 344,857, $34,188 $0 0597
1 24,574, $1,416.04: 300577
i, 18,402 JsaTai$00677
75 538,276 $61,904.220  $00864
£857° 13,115,594 53,399,75258) 301067
16 0 $1420 %6 0000
2 0 $077.  $00000
18 0 §$14.97°  $00000
5875 13115504 $1,399,767.65: %0 1067

Mar-12 .
# of Mar-12 ) Mar-12 Cost / kWH
Bills _(kwh Usage) Billed For Month
3351 2,281,837 $24144606,  $01058
821 764,061 §77.798.02. 801018
3872 3045898 $313,245.08 301048
737 840,842 §o2858 56,  §01104
393 598,244 50 1062
15 26,664, 30 1072
" 13, $0 1082
1,155 1,479,048 30 1095
o 38,793 501313
41 18,831 507358
1M 57,624 50 1326
266 "361,621 Cg01233]
2% 43,497, $071194
292 405,018 $49,763.87.  s013hel
1 G4, $2174  $0636a]
z 4,240 s500 87, 50,1481
$01223
$0,1087
80 31261
501006
501035
235, 1,846,291 "'30.1086
26 3,554,713 s6.0g01)
i 27,840 503430
o 73,080 301057
Y 412.580° 30 6924
2 70,654 30 1085
32 4,138,047 $377,866.10;  $00913(
1 izasss’ $1018a108 3007
1 923,159 $74,219 32; $00804[
2 2238045  §i75,080.7%, 500767
ag’ 153 820 51262393 500957
T 0 5000 50.0000
20 384,916 $3572065,  §0.0928
ot 25,902 $1181 800 $00473
1 17,745 $835 43 $370471
72 581,582 $62,361.81, 500800
5,374 13,796,626  $1345916.13 500076
16 G 814 20 $0 0000
2 a 077 $0 0000
8 ] 5$14.97 $0 0000
5,892 %$1,345,831.10 $0 0978

13,796,628

Aprdd -
#of Apr-12 ) Apr-12 Cost / kWH
Bills _(kWh Usage] Biiled . For Month
3348 2003331 $I9109270  $00853
623, 631,131, $56,71875 $00913
3971 2,624,462 $247,731.45  S00944
735 745015 §7a483es  s00999
352’ 517,574 $50,405000 300976
15 29489 $2,799.460 300949
10: 12,396, $1.21562° 300981
152 13053840 7 s123,993.93: 50,0988
a1 09 S0 1176
31651280 501315
55.765.33} $0.1212
266, 332747, 536,199.19, 301088
26 41,277 : 01083
202 374024 " 50 684

1 © 30'4683]
2, _§020%8|
3 $0.2400
180 1420041 _30.0930]
23, 29y $0.0954]
1228400 © 30 0864]
Trave7] | 30.0817)
$163,6867.86]  $00928
. 31093950 §25636063.  $0080)
1 961 302241
1 B e 3641276, 500998
2, ag00’ T Ea1333900 | 300862
7 TaB4oe T 93,780.04 £60857|
% ameee swosirs  soowis|
37 Tu23s3s”  §Bardsssl  soo0dos
1. TB39paz. T 860,954 6 $0 0728|
2 2,083,267  $145704.61 500710
48 129323 §1080295  S0083%|
T o 30000 500000
20 312,502 $26.41138 500813
s a0, s51272°  sbooss|
a 14,419 536686.  $0.0254]
72 476,390 $37,094.01,  $00779]
5870 12,323,300  $1,069.893. 33 £0 0868
16 ) $14 20 $0 0000|
2 0 0 77 $0 000D
8 o $14.97 $0 D000
5,838 12,323,300 31,069.908,30‘ 30 0868

DETERMINANTS

May-12 :

#ot May-12 _ May.12 : Cost/ kwh
Bills  {kWh isage) B‘ille_gl : For Manth
33317 1838145 s204ma468 501145
617 431,078 $47.08148°  $01092
3948 2,269,224 $282,03614)  $01119
734 598 235 30 1178
393 47 718 45870541 30152
5 WIS 82015380 $04137
W0 16,370 $1,182 021 $0 1149
1,182° 4,024,064 "'$01168
T2 Tsevrr 301475
a0 10,544 $0 1630
112, ' ksé,azi_’j ) '$0 1464
266 328,241 $0 1363,
.28  $0.1340
w2, . §0 1061
50 0000

301924

Z $0.1924
ig8' " 1385 048‘ §01177
3 ammare $0 1240
2. mrreo $0.1110
L 1,960 $0.1775
‘234 1,693,907 01178
3 3,566,483 “$00935
v 50 2783
. 0 1291
2. (801028

2 $071458

32° 4,051,253 $0 0958
. Cigedige sesSEigEl | soogie
986,067 $83734080 %0 0849

2 2,208,266 $I83665.76  $00832

I .

48! 101,876 §10077 83 §00988

I 1; 34 $1323.  §00387
20! 255282 52465557 $00968

1! 89,442 $2810230  $00783
Rk 13,721 $387 76 $00283
7z 470,565 $37,044.620 500806
58467 12,127,584  $1237.18105  §01029)
16 o $1420,  $00000

2 a $077 300000

18 a $14.97 $0 0000
5864 12,127,584  §1,237,206.02°  §0 1020

2012-08-AUGUSET
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BILLING DETERMINANTS

201 2-08-AUGUST

DETERMINANTS
AUGUST, 2012 -
2032 - AUGUST BILLING WITH JULY, 2012, DAT, . R .

B o dunaz Lo gz i ) Average TOTAL TOTAL Avg. Cost
Class andfor Rato #of Jun-12 Jun-12 . CostikWH | # of ) Jul-12 Jul-12 . CostikwH #of KWH USEAGE BILLING Per kWH
Scheduie Code Bills  {kWh Usage) Billed . Eor Month Bllis _JxWh Usage} Billed . Eor Month Balls PRIOR 12 MO PRIOR 12 MO For Period
Resdential (Dorm-n} TR 3,343 +,761 017 $198,341 38 301132| 3337 2283884 $269 307 62 $0.1178 3328 27,735,690 §3,042,726 85 $0 1087
Residentiat {Dom-in - Al Eiecine) £z 621 381 743 §42.541 29. 30 1116 616 416,828 $49 D83 48 50 1180 817 6,262,842 $672,117.55° .$O.1.(.j?3
Total Residential {Damestic) 3,966 2,142,260 $241,862.67. 307129 3,953 2,699,712 $348,394.10° 301179 3,996 33,998,632 $3,714,844,40;:  30.1083
Residential {Rural-Out) ER1 T73r | s7a487 $6656465 soateal  7he os 4z 387,768 31 §0 1243 738 9,091,971 $1,047,496 56.  $0 1152
Resdentiat {Rura-Out - All Electnc) k2 391 373115, $43.654 50, $01170( 381 411,038 $50,706.34: 30 1234 © 393 5727588 7640 301434
Residential (Rural-Out wiDmd) ER3 15 15,768, $182748°  $01159 15 13,819 $172142° 301246 RES 456,012 $0.1085
Resdental (Rurak-Oul - Al Electn wiDm, R4 10 9873 $1.15181 301786 10 11,181 $1.372.86° 301228 10 180,733 £0.1121
Total Residential (Rurat} B AL 973,238 §1151387.  so1ied| 4184 qan2rs s149, 591 93 " 50 1240] " 15,456,305 $0.1143
Commercial (1 Phon - No Dmd} j EC2 73 34,381 34920850 s0q43i] 7 39762 56,041 32 501538} 71 452508 $0 1383
Gommercial (1 Ph-Out-No Dmd) — "ECZ0 40 10,203 ; $0 1649 10,855 51,908 03 30 1759 40
Total Commergial (1 Ph) N . 113, 44,504 '$0 48 50,147 57, 95u.s£: $0 1566 A $87.773.410 3001415
Commercial (1 Phuin - wiemand) ECT . 266 295,715 $41.187 770 $01393] 265 343,510, 35154463 501501 4,235 267 $557,229 7 S0 13718
Commercial {1 Ph-Out - wiDemang) EC10 ° 26 31.588 $4,29223. 501359 33,003 $5024 13 301522 451,025 $58,953.65
Total Commercial {1 Bh} whemand 327,303 80 1380 siests sse.se876 g0 1502{ 4,696,292 $617,183.42; 5001314
Commercial (3 Phin - No Dmd) ~ 0. 00000 0" o $000, soocegl TG 713 .. J034%5
Commercial (3 Ph-Out - No Dmd) o _50 6000 o ... ¥3800. 300000} . 30.1289
Totat Commercial (3 Py 3 D~ 0, oo o ssson soooos o154
Commercial {3 Phein - 1,434,586 $0 1181 14777260 519474367, $0.1318] 301153
Commercial {3 Ph- Out - eremand) 175366, 1 R 30.1385
Commercial (3 Ph-Out - wiDmd &5 119,440 50,1108 116,120, $0 1252
Commergal (3 Ph-in - willeman: 1,960 501186 :

Total Commercial (3 Ph) w/iDemand | 234 1731382 5047831 2367 4774803 s234807700 g0zl 23] 77 94946,042 30149
Large Power (in - wiOmd & Rel} _ _ . samare __soosss] amirade | ssgbieart | osplurslTT T 28T anknoser . SEGATY
targe | Power {in - ‘wiDmd & Rel, wabCQ 1. 31,200 . 3034807 57,120, L %00 1254 X 1. 33
Large Power (S0 - w] ), 1 60,650 501237 1 301142
Large Power (Out - wiDmd & Ret, w.'SbCa‘ 20 2, 391 BEO _$D 1054 43,280, $45,463.72, SO 1026 . 2 _$0.0980
Large Pawer {In - w.'Drr__\q & Ret, ygtgsb(_)_r} L EL3 . pd .75 558 30 1927 71731 $11.9391¢; $071664 3 80,1373
Total Large Power TN A Tapsrare $0 0693 (4,375,965 | $437.368. 34z $0.100 45,252,285 300940
Industnial (In - wDmg & Ret, wiSbCry £l 1 asaie © $0.0841 1.7 12265861 $104,581 63, $0 0853 ) 14,084,187 '$0.0805|
Industnal (In - wiDmd & Ret, NofSECry & EI2 1 876,672 500903 i 900860 $B1661200  so0o08] 1 8,854,441 $787,97009,  $0OBEQ
Total Industrial z 2,028,864 500868 | 226,521 $186,242.83 500876 oz 23,036,328 $1.922,238.09. 30,0834
mteraspaimontal (N0 Gy T T EBTTT gl easeo sepesse soweoe] sy mapsiT seoreos’  soqorr| 46 issiert  swssrzss  s008B0)
interdepartmental (Qut - No Drd} =210, 1 g 8000 gogoeor 1 O $000,  800000F 1 137 51351,

interdepartmental {in - w/Dmd)_ EDz 20 248,805 $247326 91 : 200 28BBE6 $30,37579) 301052 20, 3,508,162 $337,735.63

Generators (JV2 Power Cost Qniy) Gavze 1 16,885 3680 47 $0 0403 1, 15, 0‘!0 3562 57: s00378) 1 302095 $12 881 56

Genrators (JVS Power Cost Only) Givs 1 13,361 $53845 500403 1 10,226 $383.35.  S0.0375] 1 157210 $7,526 54,

Tatal Interdepartmentat 72 371,591 534.835.82° © $00937 74’ 398,199 $40,399.79, 507015 R 5,249,275 548373622 800922
SUB-TOTAL CONSUMPTION & DEMAND 5866 11676562  $1,729,600 801053 5,089 2 944,219 $1,423657300 501100 5,843 165,283,484 $15,864,820.67 80 1022
Street Lights (in} 5LO 16 o 14 20 30 D000 16 Q. $1420°  $00000 16 9 $170 40 $0'000G
Streat Lights (Out) SLOO 2 0 3077 $0 0000 2 0 3077. 00000 2 0 $924 300000
Total Street Light Only o 18 o $14,97 $0 0000 18 0 §14.97] $0 0000 18 0 5179.64 $0 0000
TOTAL CONSUMPTION 8 DEMANRD 5884 11,676,562  $1,229,615.88 $01053] 5,877 12,944,219 $1.423672.2F  $01100 5,861 156,283,484 $15,6665,009.31° 501022
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RATE REVIEW COMPARISONS

2012 AUGUST - BILLING DETERMINATES - RATE COMPARISONS TO PRIOR PERIODS

Rate Comparisons to Prior Month and Prior Year for Same Period

o Current Prior Month Prior Year _ Current Prior Month Prior Year
Service = Service August July August Service  Service August July August
Customer Type Usage - Units 2012 Rate 2012 Rate 2011 Rate Usage = Units 2012 Rate 2012 Rate 2011 Rate
)  Customer Type -> RESIDENTIAL USER - (w/Gas Heat) RESIDENTIAL USER - (All Electric)
Electric Customer Charge 56.00 $6.00 $6.00 $6.00 $6.00 $6.00
Distribution $16.53 $16.53 $16.53 $33.39 $33.39 $33.39
Demand .y e . . . 3
Generation 978 kWh $78.34 $85.67 $84.49} | 1,976  kWh $158.28 $173.10 $170.71
kWH Tax- Level 1 $4.55 $4.55 $4.55 $9.19 $9.19 $9.19
KWH Tax- Level 2
kWH Tax- Level 3
Total Electric $105.42  $112.75 $111.57 $206.86 $221.68 $219.29
Water ' ' 6 CCF 83771 $37.71 $3453} | 11~ CCF $59.75 $59.75 $54.08
Sewer . 6  CCF $54.58 $54.58 $51.99 11 CCF $76.78 $76.78. $73.14
Storm Water (Rate/ERU) 1$9.50 $9.50 $9.50 $9.50 $9.50° $9.50}
Refuse (Rate/Service) $18.00 $18.00. $18.00 $18.00 $18.00 $18.00
Sub-Other Services - $119.79 $119.79 $114.02| | $164.03 ' $164.03°  $154.72
Total Billing - All Services $225.21  $232.54 $225.59| $370.89 $385.71 $374.01
Verrﬁcat.'on  Totals-> 22521 323254 $225.591 {1 $370.89 838571 $374.01
N Cr.Mo to Pr.Mo - Cr.Yrto Pr.¥r Cr.Mo to Pr.Mo Cr.Yrto Pr.Yr
Doltar Chg.to Prior Periods -$7.33 -$0.38 -$14.82 -$3.12
% Inc/Dec(-) to Prior Periods -3.15% -0.17%] -3.84% -0.83%
Cost/kWH - Electric 978 kWh $0.10779 $0.11529 $0.11408] | 1,976  kwWh $0.10469 5011219 $0.11098
% !nchec( ) to F’nor Periods -6.51% -5.51% -6.69% -567%
Cost/CCF - Water 6 GCF  $628500  $6.28500 $5.75500 2  CCF $2987500  $29.87500  $27.04000
Cost/GALLONS - Water 4488  GAL $0.00840 $0.00840 $0.00769) | 1,496  GAL $0.03994 $0.03994 $0.03615
% Inc/Dec(-} to Prior Periods 0.00% 9.21% 0.00% 10.48%
Cost/CCF - Sewer 6 CCGF $9.09667 $9.09667 $8.66500 2 CCF $38.39000 $38.395000  $36.57000
Cost/GALLON - Sewer 4,488  GAL $0.01216 $0.01216 $0.01158) | 1496  GAL $0.05132 $0.05132 $0.04889
% Inc/Dec(-} to Prior Periods 0.00% 4.98% 0.00% 4.98%
(Listed Accounts Assume SAME USAGE for KWH and Water (CCF} for All Billing Periods)
(One "1" Unit of Water CCF "Hundred Cubic Foot” = 748 Gallons)
RATE-REVIEW-08-2012-DET Page - 1 of 2 712412012




RATE REVIEW COMPARISONS

2012 AUGUST - BILLING

Rate Comparisons to Prior M

Customer Type

_ o - Current Prior Month Prior Year ‘ - Current Prior Month
Service Service  August July August Service Service August July
Units 2012 Rate 2012 Rate 2011 Rate Usage Units 2012 Rate 2012 Rate

COMMERCIAL USER - (3 Phase w/Demand)

Prior Year

August

2011 Rate

INDUSTRIAL USER - (3 Phase w/Demand)

Electric Customer Charge $1800  $18.00 $1800) | $100.00 $100.00.  $100.00
Distribution - ~ $9286 - $92.86 $92.86| | 98,748 Reactive  $7,279.05 $7.279.05° $7,279.05
Demand 12031 kW/Dmd 4 S _ (15101 kW/Dmd - $12276.80  $15837.20  $13,25262
Generation 7,040 kWh $659.16 $766.16 $716.67| | 866,108 kWh  $4578899  $49,006.15  $49,582.11
kWH Tax- Level 1 $9.66 $9.66 $9.66| $9.66 $9.66 $9.66
kWH Tax- Level 2 $20.80  $20.80  $20.80 $56.24  $5624. 5624
kWH Tax- Level 3  $3,087.71 $3,087.71.  $3,087.71
Total Electric $800.48 $907.48  $857.99 $68,598.45  $75376.01  $73,367.39
Water 25 CCF 511967 $119.67 310882 | 300  ccF $1,38481  $1,34461  $1,21751|
Sewer % CCF  $138.94 $138.94. $13236[ | 300  CCF  51,359.94 $1.359.94  $1,29561
Storm Water (Rate/ERU) . $9.50 $9.50, $9.501 $330.00 $330.00 ($330.00f
Refuse (Rate/Service)  $5.00 $5.00 $5.00] $5.00, $5.00° - $5.00
Sub-Other Services $273.11 827311 s25568] | $3,039.55. $3,039.55  $2,848.12
Total Billing - Al Services  $1,073.59 $1,180.59 $1,113.67| . $71,638.00  $78,415.56  $76,215.51|
~ Verification Tofals-> $1,073.59° (§1,180.59 81,113.67  $71,638.00 $78,415.56 . $76,215.51
- S _ CriMoto FrMo  CrYrewfryr] | CrMote PriMo’  Cr¥rtoPryrf
Dollar Chg.to Prior Periods -$107.00 -$40.08 -$6,777.56 -$4,577 .51
% Inc/Dec(-} to Prior Periods -9.06% -3.60% ~8.64% -6.01%
Cost/kWH - Electric 7,00 kWh 3011370 $012890 $0.12187| | 866,108  kWh  $0.07920  $0.08703 $0.08471
% Inc/Dec(-) to Prior Periods ' -11.79% -6.70%| -9.00% -6.50%
Cost/CCF - Water 6 CCF $19.94500  $19.94500  $18.13667] | 250 CCF  $5.37844 $5.37844 $4.87004
Cost/GALLONS - Water 4488  GAL $0.02666 $0.02666 $0.02425| | 187,000  GAL $0.00719 $0.00718 $0.00651
% Inc/Dec(-) to Prior Periods 0.00% 9.97% 0.00% - 10.44%
Cost/CCF - Sewer _ 6 CCF $23.15667  $2315667  $22.06000f | 250  CCF $5.43976 $5.43976 $5.18244
Cost/GALLON - Sewer 4488  GAL $0.03096 $0.03096 $0.02949] | 187,000  GAL $0.00727 $0.00727 $0.00693
% Inc/Dec(-) to Prior Periods 0.00% 4.97% 0.00% 4.97%
(Listed Accounis Assume SAMI
(Orie "1" Unit of Water CCF “H
RATE-REVIEW-08-2012-DET Page - 2 of 2 712412012




Electric Department Report July 2012

There were 15 outage/callouts during the month of July. One callout was due to a tree
limb falling on a service drop. One was a tree falling on phone lines and our crew cleared
the tree off the roadway. 7 were due to broken /blown fuses due to animals and heat. One
was wind related due to secondary rubbing windmill tower. Two callouts were customers
fuses blown and a breaker being tripped in customers panel. Two callouts were due to a
fire. Employee pulled meter due to fire and replaced meter when electrical system was
repaired. A broken cutout was the cause of one callout.

Line Department / Service Truck

The line crews have been rebuilding the system east of Perry and South of Riverview to
accommodate changes made for Snyder Chevrolet. Crews drilled holes for new
playground Equipment for the Parks and Recreation Dept. Crews have also moved
primary for bridge construction projects, replaced underground feed to Fire Dept.,
installed metering PT’s-CT’s and recloser at Solar Project. They also replaced 4 poles on
State Route 108 North of Road U, upgraded the transformer at B&B on Filmore Street
and performed shutoffs for non-payment. The service truck has handled service upgrades,
metering issues, lighting repairs, utility locates and miscellancous troubie calls.

Substation Department;

Todd Wachtman and Nikk Hogrefe have been working on the solar field project hanging
fiber and splicing for transfer trip functions needed for First Energy requirements and
performing general maintenance and checks at the substations. They also worked with
contractors painting the distribution transformers at Glenwood ,South and Industrial
Substations.

Forestry Department:

Jamie Howe and his newly hired assistant Thomas Miller have been working to clear
lines on State Route 110, Daggett Street, Maple Street, trimming alley behind Walters
Coliision, Riverdowns, Road 12 South of Maumee River, Road 16 at Route 6, Road 12
North of Maumee River, West Clinton, Sheffield and Dugquesne Drive.

Storeroom/Inventory/ Metering Department:

Shawn Druhot has been reading meters along with purchasing and maintaining inventory
control. He also has been recycling fluorescent bulbs brought to our shop by our
customers. He has also been cleaning inventory.

The Peak Load for July 2012 was 32.71 MW occurring on the 17" at 1:00 P.M. This was
an crease of .12 MW from July of 2011. The average load for July was 21.71 MW. This
value was an increase of .66 MW from July 2011. The Turbines ran 6 separate days
running from 36.6 MW to a maximum of 39.2 MW. The JVS5 ran on 5 separate days
generating 5.3 MW. Metering information was not available from AMP’s meter on JV2,

08/06/12 DPC




City of Napoleon, Ohio g
SUMMARY OF JULY 2012 OUTAGE/STANDBY CALL-OUTS

July 1, 2012:

One employee was dispatched at 5:40 p.m. to 1037 Stevenson St. due to a tree that fell
on the house service. It was a non-outage and the employee removed the tree.

Juiy 1, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched to 2270 Co. Rd. 12 due to a power outage. The
outage lasted forty five minutes and affected one customer. The storm blew secondary
service into the windmili and burnt open the neutral and one hot leg. The employees
repaired the service with #4 strain sleeve and a #4 insulink.

July 2, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispaiched at 4:15 p.m. to 10683 Co. Rd. P3 due to a power
outage. The outage lasted one hour and affected one customer. The outage was due
to an insulink that burnt apart. The employees replaced the wire and the insulink.

July 2, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched at 6:00 p.m. to 845 Interstate Dr. due to a power
outage. The outage lasted 45 minutes and affected one customer. The outage was due
to a blown fuse. The employees replaced the 10 amp fuse.

July 2, 2012:
Electric personnel were dispatched at 11:44 p.m. to 600 Fillmore St. due to a power

outage. The outage lasted one hour and affected one customer. The outage was due
to a defective fuse.
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July 3, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched at 8:42 p.m. to Co. Rd. T east of Co. Rd. 13 for a
tree that fell on the power lines. It was the phone lines and the employees cleared the
limbs hanging over the road.

July 6, 2012:

One employee was dispatched at 4:00 p.m. to 848 . Oakwood Ave. due to a power
outage. The outage was due to the customer’s breaker being tripped.

July 12, 2012:

One employee was dispatched at 1:45 p.m. to 1022 Dodd St. due to a power outage.
The outage lasted fifteen minutes and affected thirteen customers. The outage was due
to an animal getting into the power lines and blowing a fuse. The employee replaced
the 6 amp fuse.

July 13, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched to T388 Co. Rd. 15B due to a power outage. The
outage lasted one hour and affected one customer. The outage was due to an animal
getting into the power lines. The employees refused the cutout for the transformer.

July 13, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched at 4:15 p.m. to U167 Co. Rd. 11 due to a power
outage. The outage lasted forty minutes and affected one customer. The outage was
due to a blown fuse on the customer’s panel.

July 17, 2012;

Electric personnel were dispatched at 7:40 p.m. to 254 Yeager St due to a fire. The
employees pulled the meter and put tabs on the back and put the meter back in the
socket.
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July 18, 2012:

One employee was dispatched at 4:30 p.m. to 254 Yeager St. to turn the power back on
from a previous fire at this address.

July 19, 2012:

Electric personnel were dispatched at 7:00 p.m. to 15070 Co. Rd. M due to a power
outage. The outage lasted one hour and affected one customer. The outage was due
to a cut out that broke. The employees replaced the broken cut out.

July 31, 2012:

One employee was dispatched at 9:30 a.m. to 916 Lumbard St due to a power outage.
The outage lasted one half hour and affected nine customers. The outage was due to
an animal getting into the power lines. The empioyee replaced an 8 amp fuse.

July 31, 2012:
One employee was dispatched at 10:00 a.m. to 1013 Scott St. due to a power outage.

The outage lasted fifteen minutes and affected eighteen customers. The outage was
due to a broken fuse. The employee replaced the 15 amp fuse.
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CITY OF NAPOLEON
ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT

NET METERING

(A)  NET METERING.

Net Metering means measuring the difference between the electricity supplied over the electric
distribution system (power grid) and the electricity generated by the consumer’s solar power
system which is fed back into the electric distribution system over a specific billing period.

(B)  AVAILABILITY OF SERVICE.

Net Metering is available to qualifying consumers on a first come, first served basis, who own
and operate qualifying consumer-generator facilities designed to operate in parallel with the
City's Electric System. The City Manager reserves the right to deny any consumer, for any
reason, the ability to enter into a net metering agreement with the City.

©) CONDITIONS OF SERVICE.

1. A qualifying consumer is one whose generating facility complies with all the
following requirements:
a. Is fueled by solar power not to exceed 10-kWh SEVENTY-FIVE
PERCENT (75%) OF CONSUMER’S PERSONAL USAGE LOAD:;

b. Is owned and operated by the consumer and is located on the consumer-
generator's premises;
c. Is designed and installed to operate in parallel with the City's Electric

System without adversely affecting the operation of equipment and service of the City and its
consumers and without presenting safety hazards to City and consumer personnel; and,

d. Is intended primarily to offset part or all of the consumer-generator's
electricity needs.
2. The consumer's generating equipment shall be installed in accordance with the

manufacturer's specifications as well as all applicable provisions of the National Electrical Code.
All equipment and installations shall comply with all applicable safety and performance
standards established by the National Electrical Code, the Institute of Electrical and Electronic
Engineers, and Underwriters Laboratories.

3. An application for interconnection with the City's distribution system must be
made by the consumer or the consumer's authorized representative. The interconnection permit
must provide at least the following information regarding the consumer-generator's facility:
Inverter type, size, certification, and manufacturer's specifications including details about circuit
protective devices; generation facility certifications; the installing electrician name, address, and
phone number; and proof of inspection and approval from the appropriate City inspector(s).

(D)  METERING.

Net energy metering shall be accomplished using a single meter capable of registering the flow
of electricity in each direction. If the existing electrical meter installed at the consumer's facility
is not capable of measuring the flow of electricity in two directions, the consumer shall be
responsible for all expenses for the purchase and installation of an appropriate meter with such
capability. The City may, at the consumer’s or the city’s expense and with written consent of the



consumer, install one or more additional meters to monitor the flow of electricity.
(E) RATE.

At the end of the billing period a CALCULATION WILL BE MADE TO DETERMINE THE
DIFFERENCE, IF ANY, BETWEEN THE AMOUNT OF KWH SUPPLIED TO THE
CONSUMER FROM THE CITY’S SYSTEM AND THE AMOUNT OF KWH SUPPLIED TO

THE CITY’S SYSTEM FROM THE CONSUMER ﬁmue-&pléth&amam%t—e{l%*pphed—
. ; N bed ined.

1. Credit: If the consumer generator's facility feeds more kWh of electricity back to
the City’s system than the City supplies to the consumer, at the same site, during the billing
period, then fifty percent (50%) of the excess KWH will be given as a KWH credit for the
beginning of the next billing period for the same site. AT NO TIME WILL THE CONSUMER
BE ENTITLED TO, NOR COMPENSATED FOR, ANY MONETARY PAYOUT OF THE
EXCESS ELECTRICITY FED BACK TO THE CITY’S SYSTEM.

2. Billing Period: the billing period is January 1* through either December 31% of
each calendar year or the last day of the month in which the consumer ceases operation of the net
metering agreement, whichever comes first.

3. Determmaﬁe&e#the%lu&eﬁpeﬂé&%*&the—a%mgemnﬂﬂyees&pa*d—by

FOR EXAMPLE AT T HE END OF T HE BILLING PERIOD IT WAS DET ERMINED
THAT CONSUMER X’S SOLAR SYSTEM DELIVERED TO THE CITY’S SYSTEM
100KWH, THEN CONSUMER X WOULD RECEIVE A CREDIT OF 50 KWH FOR THAT
SAME SITE.

1) SPECIAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.

1. Each customer under a net meter system must carry a minimum of $100,000.00 in
liability insurance naming the City as an additional insured.
2. The customer-generator must install and maintain a manual disconnect switch that

will disconnect the net metering facility from the Napoleon Utilities electric system. The
disconnect switch must be a lockable, load-break switch that plainly indicates whether it is in the
open or closed position. The disconnect switch must be readily accessible to Napoleon Utility
personnel at all times and located within 10 feet of the meter. The disconnect switch may be
located more than 10 feet from the billing meter provided that permanent instructions are posted
at the meter indicating the precise location of the disconnect switch. This information must be
indicated on the application form and approved by the Utility.

(G) ADDITIONAL CHARGES.

The consumer shall pay any additional charges, as determined by the City, for equipment, labor,
metering, testing, or inspections that are requested by the consumer or needed by the City.

(H) LENGTH OF TERM.

Contracts under this schedule shall be made for a period of not less than one year.



City of Napoleon, Ohio
BOARD OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS (BOPA)

LOCATION: City Hall Offices, 2565 West Riverview Avenue, Napoleon, Ohio

Meeting Agenda
Monday, August 13, 2012 at 6:30 PM

I Approval of Minutes (Inthe Absence of any Objections or Corrections, the
Minutes Shall Stand Approved)

IT.  Review/Approval of the Electric Billing Determinants for August:
Generation Charge: Residential @ $.08010; Commercial @ $.09363;
Large Power @ $.05565; Industrial @ $.05565; Demand Charge Large
Power @ $9.31; Industrial @ $9.40; JV Purchased Cost: JV2 @
$.02280; JV5 @ $.02280

ITI. Electric Department Report

Iv. Net Metering Policy (Tabled)

V. Review of Responsibility for Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair and New
Installation (Tabled)

VI. Lawn Meter Policy

VII. Any Other Items to Come Before the Board

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council




City of Napoleon, Ohio
BOARD OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

PRESENT
Members
Electric Committee

Water, Sewer Committee
City Council

City Staff

Recorder
Others

ABSENT
Call To Order

Approval Of Minutes

Billing Determinants
Motion To Recommend

Approval Of Electric Billing
Determinants

Passed
Yea-3
Nay-0

Electric Department Report

Net Metering Policy

Meeting Minutes

Special Meeting Minutes
Monday, July 9, 2012 at 6:00 PM

Keith Engler — Chair, Tom Druhot, Mike DeWit

Travis Sheaffer — Chair (arrived at 6:12 PM), Glenn Miller, Patrick McColley,
James Hershberger (ProTem)

Jeffrey Lankenau - Chair, James Hershberger, Chris Ridley

Glenn Miller — President, John Helberg, Travis Sheaffer, James Hershberger,
Jeffrey Lankenau, Patrick McColley, Christopher Ridley

Ronald A. Behm, Mayor

Matt Bilow, Wastewater Superintendent

Dr. Jon A. Bisher, City Manager

Dennis Clapp, Electric Superintendent

Trevor M. Hayberger, Law Director

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

Barbara Nelson

Jeff Waisner, News Media

None
Chairman Engler called the meeting to order at 6:00 PM.

The June 11 meeting minutes stand approved as presented with no objections or
corrections.

The electric billing determinants for July were presented for review.

Motion: DeWit Second: Druhot

To recommend approval of electric billing determinants for July 2012 as
follows:

Generation Charge: Residential @ $.08760; Commercial @ $.10883; Large
Power @ $.05956; Industrial @ $.05956; Demand Charge Large Power @
$12.01; Industrial @ $12.30; JV Purchased Cost: JV2 @ $.03748;JV5 @
$.03748

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Engler, Druhot, DeWit
Nay-

Clapp gave the Electric Department Report (attached). Hershberger commended
Clapp for an excellent job. Engler asked if the City was participating in mutual
aid with other cities. Clapp said we were asked for a couple of days but we have
three new men who couldn’t go by themselves. We only had one experienced
employee here since one was on vacation and we had big storms coming.
(Sheaffer arrived.)

Hayberger said the proposed Net Metering Policy didn’t make it to the packet,
but was emailed to Council. Bisher said BOPA members did not receive it due
to a miscommunication. There were no significant changes to what we talked
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Motion To Table
Net Metering Policy

Passed
Yea-2
Nay-0

AMPGS Outstanding
Liability

Meeting Minutes

about. The program is for solar only. It pays back or credit for 50% of what is
generated in excess at average monthly cost of power. McColley said he
thought it was agreed that we would compensate in kilowatt hours, not money.
Bisher said the policy talks about average cost. Discussion ensued on
compensating for excess power. DeWit asked if a check is written at the end of
the year. Bisher said the account would be credited for 50% of the excess.
McColley suggested that no checks be cut if the account is closed. The credit
would roll with the property instead. He also recommended that the contracts
automatically renew for the same terms and conditions unless one party
declines.

Sheaffer said the customer should have liability insurance. Engler found a
memo written in February 2012 verifying that “the Busch’s would be credited
for the quantity of energy measured in kilowatt hours delivered to the municipal
electric system at 50% the quantity of energy normally consumed, and that this
calculation be performed annually, with a credit paced on the Busch’s account
equal to the number of kWh delivered the previous year multiplied by .5.”
Sheaffer said he would rather go with our cost than wholesale cost. Engler said
we can do whatever we want. This is just a reference point.

Engler requested that a scenario with random, realistic numbers be created,
crediting the customer both ways with kWh vs. monetary including generation
fees on that amount using the average for last year. McColley recommended
throwing in a number and include how much it would be this year based on last
year. It could be written as Option A and Option B. Engler asked that this be
emailed to BOPA and Electric Committee for review before the next meeting.
Hayberger cautioned members not to talk about the email with each other prior
to the meeting as this could create a problem with the Sunshine law. DeWit left
the meeting.

Motion: Druhot Second: Engler
To table Net Metering Policy until the next meeting

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Engler, Druhot
Nay-

Bisher said Heath did a good job of explaining this issue in his memo
(attached). When the Meigs County project went through the ceiling, we were
into it for hundreds of millions of dollars. The decision was made to stop the
project and fuel switch to probably natural gas. By fuel switching we went with
Fremont which was already built. It worked out to be the right thing. Money is
still stranded in buying the site and some work done. We were a small part of
this deal, but it still cost us money. The approximate number is $1.9 million
maximum that we are into this for. There are mitigating conditions like a
lawsuit now. We don’t know how it will settle. We have an obligation here.
AMP suggested we put $1 extra on that contract, but we felt more comfortable
with $3. This comes up again because it was carried on the books as a project in
construction. In 2012, Fremont went commercial. The auditors look at it
differently because it’s not under construction. Heath worked with AMP to be
sure it satisfies the independent auditors. They recommended a couple changes
on the last page on how the credits apply - $1,962,000 as of 12/31/11 on
AMPGS only. That is not the end of the ticker. It will be carried on AMP’s
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Motion To Accept The
Recommendation Of The
Finance Director
Concerning AMPGS
Project Liability

Passed
Yea-2
Nay-0

Long Term Control Plan
Modifications

Meeting Minutes

books. The interest is accruing and additional legal fees are accruing based on
the lawsuit. This is a reportable condition that is part of the audit. Each City has
to come up with what they feel they must do. Our initial share allocation is 12
kW, not on the additional 10 kW. We have an allocation of 22 kW and may be
on the hook for additional percentage, but it is not in these numbers or we are
looking at another $1.7 million potential liability. The Law Director has also
acknowledged liability. Hayberger said we haven’t been billed for anything yet.
Heath said we have not, but these are contractual obligations.

Motion: Druhot Second: Engler
To accept the recommendation of the Finance Director concerning AMPGS
Project Liability to the City, acknowledging the following:
e Receipt and understanding of the AMPGS Project Liability to the City
e Acceptance of handling the liability as a “Contingent Liability” and not
booking the liability as of December 31, 2011.
e The intent to pay the Net Liability at some point in the future through
the use of Cash Reserves, or recover it by passing it through to
customers on the billing.

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Engler, Druhot
Nay-

Adam Hoff presented information regarding the Long Term Control Plan
(LTCP). Hoff said the City collection system is about 25% combined sewers
that carry storm sewer and sanitary waste. The rest is separated. There used to
be a Headworks Bypass on the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). We were
on the radar screen for the U.S. EPA. We negotiated with the Ohio EPA
directly. They issued findings and orders in July of 2000 to bring the City’s
sewers into compliance. The City was directed to eliminate sewer overflows
and have no greater than 4 potential overflow events in a calendar year.

Hofft distributed a map of the City (attached) detailing completed and future
sewer projects. (Red = yet to be completed, Green = completed).

There are a total of about 43 projects. Initial estimates were about $35,000,000.
These numbers have gone up. Some scopes have changed and expanded to
include restoration items that were not anticipated. A skeleton computer model
developed the plan. The cornerstone of the LTCP is a 2.5 million gallon
Equalization (EQ) Basin that went online in 2010. It is functioning remarkably
well. In May of 2010 the City received a large rain event. The EQ basin filled
up with 2.2 million gals that would have previously gone into the Maumee
River. Monthly WWTP reports show a tremendous reduction of at least 50% -
80% in volume of discharges into the river at that location.

The downside is that in order to complete the projects, it takes money. There
has been an astronomical rise in sewer rates. We will look at rate structures and
debt service incurred by the City. The Council of Mayors recommends a 20
year program. The affordability threshold is about 2% of median household
income as to where local water and sewer rates should be. Napoleon is
approaching 4%, which is tremendously high.

Now is a good time to open discussions to find options and alternatives as we
move forward. We are having a definite positive impact on the collection
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Meeting Minutes

system. We can start the conversation regarding an extended timeline or a short
period of timeout. There is no guarantee, but the timing is good. The City’s
permit for the WWTP expires in July of 2013. We should see a draft permit in
January. That permit sets the timelines for compliance with the LTCP to avoid
additional actions. The City has been held up as a poster child for how these
programs are supposed to go, so we are positioned very well. The fact that
stimulus package dollars got pulled back can also be brought into the
discussion.

Lulfs said his understanding is he should approach the EPA and reopen
negotiations as far as how we would modify the plan. We are 7 years into the
plan with 13 to go. We revamped it to look at the yearly cost. There are 4
separate iterations of those projects as outlined with a 10 year, 7 year, 5 year
extension and O year extension. Even with 0 years, from what we’ve seen with
the results of the studies done, some projects need to be moved around to
coordinate with other projects. We received a grant to rebuild Appian. Some
projects can’t be completed until Appian is finished We want to approach the
EPA about this. A 10 year extension would be great. Aside from a few projects
that are very costly, even if we got a 5-year extension, we can limit it to
$1,000,000 per year. We’ve seen about $300,000/year in grant money through
LPWC. There are 30-40 year loans. We plan to contact the Northwest District
Office to open up negotiations very soon. We want input from Council and
staff on what is acceptable. We will argue for the longest extension we can get.

Mayor Behm said he wants an overall cost projection that is realistic. The
original $35,000,000 estimate is a joke. Lulfs said these numbers are being put
together today. In 15 years, they won’t be the same. Costs go up and much of
the cost is oil components. The Mayor asked how much money we can generate
to cover the cost per year. Projections are a 60% increase in the next few years
just to service the debt. It seems like we’re flying by the seat of our pants year
to year, but don’t know what future costs will be. Dale Kucarek said the EQ
Basin has been online for 2 years. This gives us an opportunity to get snapshots
on how well we’ve done. The Council of Mayors met in March. The concept
forced on the EPA is that integrated planning includes streets, projects,
timelines, drinking water issues, etc. The US EPA is opening their thinking that
there are competing needs.

Hoff said we don’t have a great answer on cost now. If we can get the system to
operate so that we don’t have any overflows under a 6 month storm event, we
have met the 4 events/year threshold. The original model shows the Headworks
Bypass would discharge about 2.06 million gallons into the river. On the
current model, it would be about 500,000 gallons on a 24 hour storm event (see
table). Now is the time to start talking to the agency. We may be able to change
the order of projects. Instead of doing other capital projects, we may be able to
do other studies and analysis. The VanHyning Project will have a huge impact
on the WWTP. We are working on the Oberhaus I/I Study now. Lulfs said those
studies are scheduled for 2016 now. We had the EQ Basin at the end of the
schedule initially, but the EPA thought the Headworks Bypass on the Maumee
would have become a huge target on the City. Bringing that project forward and
expanding to 2.5 million gallons may be a saving grace for the City. Money was
spent wisely at the front end of the plan.

Hershberger said the west side of town has extra water. Oberhaus Creek is a
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disaster. Hoff said the Oberhaus/Kenilworth areas are tributary to the Oberhaus
Interceptor. It used to connect to a pumping station at Scott St, but that was
eliminated in the 1980’s. Now it is connected to VanHyning. Both issues need
to be addressed. Lulfs said the Oberhaus Interceptor is its own component in the
LTCP and Kenilworth is also its own component. We need to address both. We
aren’t proposing to take these projects out, just space them out to catch our
breath. We may see some improvement from removing root balls or the
problem could move downstream. Mayor Behm said we need to know some
kind of idea of cost per year, so we know what we have to debt out and generate
per year. We are at 4% of median household income. That number will get
higher and higher since income hasn’t gone up. We should push for as long a
time period as we can.

Hoff said another issue to be addressed is private connections. Lulfs said we
were attacking private property issues as we completed them. Once we got past
Woodlawn, we didn’t have the resources staffwise to continue. We have
summer help this year and decided to re-up those efforts. Some folks received
letters about their private connections. There should not be downspouts
connected to any sewer. We sent letters to W. Washington, Clinton, Haley,
Lumbard, Leonard and still have to send to Welsted, Jahns, Riverview area,
Anthony Wayne area. We have to inspect every one of these. There can be
some costs to private property owners. Clean Water Removal Program funds
will pay for 2/3 of that cost up to a maximum of $2,500.

Engler asked about swimming pools backflushing to the street. Lulfs said this is
illegal. The chlorinated water goes to the river. Ridley asked if there is any idea
of projected costs. Lulfs said tables he prepared have actual costs of projects
done and estimated costs. The original numbers were $35,000,000. We are at
$38,000,000 now. This does not include the water treatment plant. Ridley said
if we want a 20 year extension, it might be helpful to say we have $60,000,000
in estimated improvement costs and can only do $3,000,000 per year.

Bisher said there are folks in the west end who have had water in their
basements for the last 10 years. Now we can tell them Council decided they can
have water in their basement for another 10 years. Mayor Behm asked where
the City was before. Bisher said we told these homeowners they would be next.
There are people that want the projects done in their neighborhood and we are
putting them off. Sheaffer said they will scream louder about rates than
basements. Bisher said he is in favor of extending the LTCP, but not doing
projects also extends some people’s turmoil. Lankenau asked if any projects can
be eliminated. Lulfs said the Riverview system has one project left. We prefer
to let the EPA allow the City to do it at our discretion. We had to replace a
sewer that collapsed last winter, but it didn’t count toward the LTCP.

Hoff said we originally looked at putting a smaller EQ Basin by the fire station.
We may be able to eliminate that. We need a rainstorm in order to assess. We
may be able to modify some projects to save money. As projects are completed
in one area, it will help other areas within the system. Miller said we haven’t
had people in the audience for a while from Detroit St. Good detective work got
the problem figured out. Lulfs said we still have VanHyning and other studies
to do. We may find the magic piece that will have a huge effect.

Hoff said the thought is to get in discussions with the Northwest District Office
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Motion To Table Review of
Responsibility For Sanitary

and ask probing questions. The worksheet calculates numbers. 3.93% of
median income is not including the storm water utility. The EPA doesn’t look at
stormwater utility as part of the calculation. The overall demographics of the
City is also part of it. 20 years is the longest you can get. Looking at census data
from 1980’s, the population hasn’t changed. By the time projects are finished,
67% of people will still be in the same house. Hoff wants to sit down with
Heath and see the debt service out there, etc. Hopefully in 90-120 days, Hoff
can report back as to how we’ve progressed.

Hershberger praised Bisher, Lulfs, Council, and Hoff as being great assets. He
appreciates these sessions. Hoff said if anyone has further questions, they can
ask Lulfs and he will get a response. Miller suggested getting as much time and
flexibility as possible. Cost is important, but the price of oil is difficult to
project next month, much less next year.

Motion: Druhot Second: Engler
To table Review of Responsibility For Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair & New

Sewer Tap Repair & New Installation

Installation
Passed Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea-2 Yea- Engler, Druhot
Nay-0 Nay-

Motion To Adjourn Motion: Druhot Second: Engler

To adjourn the meeting at 8:48 PM

Passed Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea-2 Yea- Engler, Druhot
Nay-0 Nay-

Date Keith Engler, Chair

Meeting Minutes
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City of Napoleon, Ohio

WATER, SEWER, REFUSE, RECYCLING
& LITTER COMMITTEE

LOCATION: City Hall Offices, 255 West Riverview Avenue, Napoleon, Ohio

Meeting Agenda
Monday, August 13, 2012 at 7:00 PM

I.  Approval of Minutes (In the Absence of any Objections or Corrections, the
Minutes Shall Stand Approved)

IT. Review of Responsibility for Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair and New
Installation (Tabled)

III. Lawn Meter Policy

IV. Water Tap Fee for 804 W. Washington

V. Shared Sanitary Taps

VI.  Low Occupancy Bill

VII. Water Treatment Plant Evaluation (Tabled)

VIII. Any Other Matters Currently Assigned To Committee

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council




City of Napoleon, Ohio

WATER, SEWER, REFUSE, RECYCLING & LITTER COMMITTEE

PRESENT
Committee Members
BOPA
City Council

City Staff

Recorder
Others

ABSENT
Call To Order

Appeal Of Sewer Tap
Ruling

Meeting Minutes

Meeting Minutes
Monday, July 9, 2012 at 7:00 PM

Jeffrey Lankenau - Chair, James Hershberger, Christopher Ridley
Keith Engler — Chair, Tom Druhot, Mike DeWit

Glenn Miller — President, John Helberg, Travis Sheaffer, James Hershberger,
Jeffrey Lankenau, Patrick McColley, Christopher Ridley

Ronald A. Behm, Mayor

Matt Bilow, Wastewater Superintendent

Dr. Jon A. Bisher, City Manager

Dennis Clapp, Electric Superintendent

Trevor M. Hayberger, Law Director

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

Barbara Nelson

News Media

None

Chairman Lankenau called the meeting to order at 7:03 PM, noting that the first
agenda item for the Committee was Appeal of Sewer Tap Ruling.

Hayberger swore in Chad Lulfs, Dr. Jon Bisher and Gregory Beck, who
indicated they would tell the truth in this matter.

Lankenau asked for background information.

Lulfs: My memo that was in the packet outlines the situation regarding the new
home at 735 Cripple Creek. Mr. Beck contacted our office about utilizing the
existing tap that was near the property corner of that lot and the adjacent lot.
When that subdivision was designed, it was designed such that one single tap
would service both properties. It is my understanding that the Water & Sewer
Rules which were adopted in 1997, Rule 10.1, Part E state that “A separate and
independent building sewer shall be provided for every building...” Based on
that rule, I denied Mr. Beck’s request to utilize that shared tap. Beck appealed
my decision to Dr. Bisher, City Manager. As outlined in the Water & Sewer
Rules, Dr. Bisher upheld my ruling on that. Mr. Beck appealed that to this
committee following the procedures outlined in the Water & Sewer Rules.

Bisher: Specifically, when I got the request to look at it, I was looking for
extenuating or mitigating circumstances that I feel should change the decision.
During that review, that’s what I was looking for, but in my mind it was fairly
straightforward, so I did not overturn the decision.

Beck: I guess the way we kinda looked at it...we put it in in 1980 and the City
told us where and how to put it in. We did everything to meet everything they
gave us. We put it in and never used it and now they’re telling us it’s no good to
use. That’s the whole thing that really got to me. It is brand new in my opinion.
We never used it. We did do it per City standards. I don’t understand how you
could change the rules in the middle and make us put it in twice before we had
a chance to use it.
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Lankenau: What kind of additional costs are you looking at?

Beck: It will probably be between $8,000 and $10,000 to cut a road that’s just
been paved.

Lankenau: The road is practically brand, spanking new, isn’t it?

Beck: I know the neighbors already want to put a petition that I don’t cut the
road. I know they’ll be up in arms if I have to cut the road.

Hershberger: What options do we have to accommodate the situation? We took
the action that it couldn’t happen. It was after the fact. Where do we go to
accommodate this to make it happen for the person who wants to build
construction?

Lankenau: I think the rule was written in anticipation of number one: new taps
coming in for new buildings. The decision was made, and I wasn’t part of that,
to separate them all. There is good reason for that. It is also for the situation
where a tap goes bad and you’ve gotta fix it and you've gotta cut the road to
separate it for new taps and ones that break. This isn’t a new tap going into the
ground. It’s already there. And it isn’t broken. It seems like a complete waste of
money, especially cutting into a brand new road.

Ridley: My question is...I can’t picture the property...the tap was put on the
property. Two vacant parcels, is that it?

Beck: The common practice then was we brought a lateral over on every other
property line. Then you tie it off and hit both properties.

Lankenau: Is one being used?

Beck: One is being used...yes.

Lankenau: And the other one is a vacant lot?

Beck: Yes, there’s no house on it so it’s never been hooked onto.

Lulfs: The other issue is...and I'm not taking sides on this by any means, but the
other issue that comes up is what we see on the southside. When a tap fails, who
pays to fix it? A lot of times one homeowner will want to fix it and the other
homeowner financially just can’t do it and then it ends up in our office right or
wrong. And it’s a big fight.

Lankenau: That’s probably why the rule was changed.

Lulfs: I believe that was part of it.

Lankenau: You didn’t probably put this extra $8,000-310,000 in here.

Beck: I never saw this coming. And I knew because I did some repairs on the
southside which I thought was totally stupid. I cut the road and put a tap across

for a customer who went through an assistance program and they got paid to
do it. The neighbor could have easily thrown in $1,500 and got their line run in

2 7/24/2012



Meeting Minutes

the same trench at the same time and they didn’t do it. Theirs is going to fail
sooner or later and it’s gonna cost them $8,000-$10,000 to cut the road and do
the same thing. I think the rule is not really that good a rule to start with. For
one thing it puts a burden on individuals a lot higher than it needs to be.
Sharing a tap is pretty simple. It’s 50/50. If your toilet don’t work, you better
come up with 50% of the cost to get it to work. It’s pretty easy in my opinion. 1
understand that they had some issues in the past. Do you have others...?

Lulfs: We have hundreds.
Lankenau: A tap that’s not being utilized?

Lulfs: Not that specific. There aren’t that many empty lots out there. What we
have are hundreds of lots where we have shared taps.

Lankenau: Yeah, but that’s different. If they break, they put in a single line. |
agree with that. But a tap that works and they just want to tap into it? I see a
distinction when the tap works and we’re not forcing anybody else that has a
dual tap even if it’s working to separate them.

Ridley: I guess my question, Jeff, because I see this that way too: Is that
exception to the law that we can do within this appeal or are we limited to just
appealing the law that’s on the books as it stands? Do we have to change the
law or change the rule? I guess that’s where I’'m caught.

Hayberger: The scope of the appeal and what you guys are here to determine is
whether or not Chad and Dr. Bisher acted in an unreasonable, arbitrary or
capricious decision and that’s the standard of proof and the standard that you
guys are looking at.

Ridley: I asked Trevor earlier today if we had ever made an exception like this
that fell outside of the exceptions specified in the rule? He passed that on.
Chad, have we ever made an exception outside of what’s specified?

Lulfs: I believe we made two exceptions and they were both as outlined in the
exceptions to the rule. I've never gone outside the rule. I had two cases where |
had properties where sewer is not available.

Ridley: OK

Hershberger: I guess my opinion is that we made the decision and if there is not
a conflict, I don’t see any reason why we shouldn’t approve that tap. I think he
is a victim of circumstances. I don’t think we need to create those for our
people. I think we need to work with them and I basically don’t have an
objection to it.

Lankenau: So you are for enforcing the ruling or overruling the appeal?
Hershberger: Roll with the builder and let him go. We haven’t had any major
problems with it and I don’t believe that we should be sitting here and creating

a problem for them.

Ridley: I guess my question, Jim, is to Trevor.
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Lankenau: I think what Trevor’s opinion is that we could decide that the
enforcement of the rule in these particular, very specific facts, is unreasonable.

Hayberger: In order to get you where you want to go, you guys have to follow
25.4. It says they acted unreasonable, arbitrary or capricious. So you have to
try to justify the facts around that, if that’s what you’re looking for.

Lankenau: [ think it is unreasonable under these particular facts to enforce that
rule.

Ridley: Then I would say that we should go back and clarify this rule later.
Helberg: That’s two items on the agenda from now.

Hayberger: You have to understand that you are also creating a precedent and
you had 50 years of precedent before.

Hershberger: I think we need to look at the future as to what it could
comprehend and cause as a problem. But I can’t believe this is going to be a
problem. If we need to, then we need to do something with our ordinance that
says if there is a problem, you and your neighbor need to share that cost.

Lankenau: [ think it’s akin to the two exceptions we allowed for the annexation
and let’s not go there again. But we weren’t going to spend a fortune to bring
two houses in. It was gonna take a half million dollars to give them service. So,
again, under these particular set of facts...

Bisher: We will spend a half million dollars.

Lankenau: On what?

Bisher: On doing these services.

Lankenau: Doing these services?

Bisher: These aren’t free. If he’s not paying, then you are paying.

Lankenau: He’s already paid.

Lulfs: Just one piece I would like to clarify in allowing that shared tap, what
factor influences that? Because obviously I don’t want to have dozens of these
come to this committee every time. Is it because it’s expensive? Because they’re
lined up. They’re coming.

Lankenau: It’s because it’s never been used and it hasn’t broken.

Lulfs: Not to speak on another topic too specifically, but we have taps all over
town that are plastic. ..brand new taps. If a neighbor wants to build a house,
are we gonna let them throw a Y in there and tap that one?

Lankenau: No. This is a tap that was approved under the plan and went

properly into the ground. Any new taps going into the ground follow the rule.
That’s the distinction.
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Ridley: Just so I understand what you’re saying, Jeff. It’s because the plans for
the development were approved, so it is grandfathering that particular house or
situation in because it was approved at that time. And so, even though the
construction didn’t take place until 30 years later, it was...

Lankenau: Well, it was approved and put in the ground.

Beck: And we were never notified. If we had been notified and said, ‘Hey, you
can’t use this tap after such and such a date.’ Then it’s either build something
there or put a new tap in. I sold the lot to a customer saying, ‘This is an
approved lot. I guarantee it’s an approved lot.” Well, I lied to him because
you're telling me I can’t use the tap.

Hayberger: You used the word “grandfathering.” I want to make it clear that
in the normal sense of the word “grandfathering, ” grandfathering would not

apply.

Lulfs: None of these taps that we see fail are new. These rules were adopted in
1997.

Lankenau: I’ll entertain a motion.

Sheaffer: I guess my thought is that looking at what the rule says, I'm certainly
for allowing him to do that, but the way the rule is written now, I think we
almost have to uphold what Jon and Chad did as following the letter of the rule,
but then coming back and the Committee recommending to Council that we
allow an exception. Because otherwise you are saying that they did not follow
the rule the way it’s written. From what I read on here, they did follow the rule
as it’s written. The problem is that in this situation, the rule wasn’t necessarily
right.

Hayberger: I don’t think there’s a process to get it back to Council.

Sheaffer: No, but what you would do is you would uphold Jon and Chad and
then at the next Council meeting, Greg (Beck) could come and ask for a
variance of the rule and we could vote on it. Or Jeff could bring it forward as
Committee Chair and recommend it. I think that’s a cleaner way for the future.

Otherwise, you are saying that they didn’t follow the rule right.

Lankenau: We are saying that based on this set of facts, it is unreasonable to
apply the rule.

Sheaffer: But can you do that? Is that part of what you can do?

Lankenau: Yes, “unreasonable, capricious and arbitrary”... and then we fix the
rule. It’s on the Municipal Properties agenda?

Miller: It’s on your agenda, Jeff.
Lankenau: If we ever get to it.

Hayberger: My concern is that you are creating a precedent. I want to be very
clear number 1: When you change precedent, you do it for the right reasons.
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These rules have been in place for 20 years and many folks have had to follow
them. When you change them, it better be for a darn good reason. And it better
be laid out well.

Sheaffer: That’s why I think if we just do an exception in this case then you're
looking at one time. If the rule fits 99.9% of the people, we don’t necessarily
change the rule...If we go back to the annexation issue, the rule is still on for
annexation, but what we said was we’re going to make an exception to our rule
this time. In my opinion, it is much cleaner that way.

Lankenau: How do we get it back in front of Council?
Hayberger: There is no process to get it back to Council.

Lankenau: The ordinance says that this decision of the Water/Sewer on the
appeal, that ends it.

Sheaffer: Yes, but why couldn’t he (Beck) come as a citizen to the next Council
meeting and bring it forth and say, “Hey, I've got this situation and I’d like an
exception to the rule.”

Lankenau: I don’t think the City Code permits that. It says the Committee’s
decision is final. There’s no right of appeal.

Beck: The only process would be legal at that point.

Ridley: I feel like the law is pretty clear and we are limited in what we can rule
on tonight. 1 feel like the law needs changed. I feel like Chad and Jon upheld
the law. I obviously wasn’t here when the law was enacted. I would want
further discussion on why the law exists, what the reasons are pro and con and
what modifications can be made. I don’t think it is within the scope of what we
can do here.

Lankenau: We don’t want to rush through that process.

Sheaffer: I'm worried about if it ever comes up again and somebody sues
because you did it for him and now I’m gonna sue you because even though the
City administration applied it in the same direction, it was ruled....

Lankenau: I think the decision would be the same.

Sheaffer: In my mind it’s the same thing as saying, “No, it’s not a penalty, it’s a
tax.”

Ridley: Chad, how many other properties exist with Mr. Beck’s specific
circumstances? Split connections, one lot developed and one not developed.

Lulfs: I don’t know of any with an undeveloped lot.

Beck: You said since 1997? There are about six or eight lots. King James has
some. It’s a condo development where the association pays for those things so
that may not be as big an issue there of finding who’s gonna pay for it because
they would have money in the kitty to pay for it.
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Long Term Control Plan
Modifications
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Ridley: I asked that because I feel like if we grant an exception to this, we have
to be fair with everyone and grant an exception to all.

Lankenau: I agree with you and I think we should if it’s in the ground, it was
approved, and just hasn’t been utilized yet. I don’t think the person should have
to fix what isn’t broken.

Ridley: Has there been anybody in a similar circumstances that has come here
and been forced to do this on an undeveloped lot?

Lulfs: Not that I'm aware of.

Beck: 1 just assumed we were grandfathered in for the fact we put it in the way
the City wanted it and I didn’t know they would say now you can’t do it. I would
have been up here arguing.

Hayberger: Let me see if I can paraphrase. From what I’m getting from this:
The City correctly interpreted the law, but we just don’t like the law or rule.

Lankenau: I don’t think the rule is reasonable as it applies with these facts.

Ridley: In this case there is a limited exception that exists out there that in light
of this situation, you could say was unreasonable. I would support Mr. Beck’s
appeal knowing that we would go back and fix this.

Motion: Ridley Second: Hershberger
To grant Mr. Beck’s appeal because when the lot was developed it was
approved per the specifications then and remained undeveloped

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Ridley, Lankenau, Hershberger
Nay-

Adam Hoff presented information regarding the Long Term Control Plan
(LTCP). Hoff said the City collection system is about 25% combined sewers
that carry storm sewer and sanitary waste. The rest is separated. There used to
be a Headworks Bypass on the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). We were
on the radar screen for the U.S. EPA. We negotiated with the Ohio EPA
directly. They issued findings and orders in July of 2000 to bring the City’s
sewers into compliance. The City was directed to eliminate sewer overflows
and have no greater than 4 potential overflow events in a calendar year.

Hoff distributed a map of the City (attached) detailing completed and future
sewer projects. (Red = yet to be completed, Green = completed).

There are a total of about 43 projects. Initial estimates were about $35,000,000.
These numbers have gone up. Some scopes have changed and expanded to
include restoration items that were not anticipated. A skeleton computer model
developed the plan. The cornerstone of the LTCP is a 2.5 million gallon
Equalization (EQ) Basin that went online in 2010. It is functioning remarkably
well. In May of 2010 the City received a large rain event. The EQ basin filled
up with 2.2 million gals that would have previously gone into the Maumee
River. Monthly WWTP reports show a tremendous reduction of at least 50% -
80% in volume of discharges into the river at that location.
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The downside is that in order to complete the projects, it takes money. There
has been an astronomical rise in sewer rates. We will look at rate structures and
debt service incurred by the City. The Council of Mayors recommends a 20
year program. The affordability threshold is about 2% of median household
income as to where local water and sewer rates should be. Napoleon is
approaching 4%, which is tremendously high.

Now is a good time to open discussions to find options and alternatives as we
move forward. We are having a definite positive impact on the collection
system. We can start the conversation regarding an extended timeline or a short
period of timeout. There is no guarantee, but the timing is good. The City’s
permit for the WWTP expires in July of 2013. We should see a draft permit in
January. That permit sets the timelines for compliance with the LTCP to avoid
additional actions. The City has been held up as a poster child for how these
programs are supposed to go, so we are positioned very well. The fact that
stimulus package dollars got pulled back can also be brought into the
discussion.

Lulfs said his understanding is he should approach the EPA and reopen
negotiations as far as how we would modify the plan. We are 7 years into the
plan with 13 to go. We revamped it to look at the yearly cost. There are 4
separate iterations of those projects as outlined with a 10 year, 7 year, 5 year
extension and 0 year extension. Even with 0 years, from what we’ve seen with
the results of the studies done, some projects need to be moved around to
coordinate with other projects. We received a grant to rebuild Appian. Some
projects can’t be completed until Appian is finished We want to approach the
EPA about this. A 10 year extension would be great. Aside from a few projects
that are very costly, even if we got a 5-year extension, we can limit it to
$1,000,000 per year. We’ve seen about $300,000/year in grant money through
LPWC. There are 30-40 year loans. We plan to contact the Northwest District
Office to open up negotiations very soon. We want input from Council and
staff on what is acceptable. We will argue for the longest extension we can get.

Mayor Behm said he wants an overall cost projection that is realistic. The
original $35,000,000 estimate is a joke. Lulfs said these numbers are being put
together today. In 15 years, they won’t be the same. Costs go up and much of
the cost is oil components. The Mayor asked how much money we can generate
to cover the cost per year. Projections are a 60% increase in the next few years
just to service the debt. It seems like we’re flying by the seat of our pants year
to year, but don’t know what future costs will be. Dale Kucarek said the EQ
Basin has been online for 2 years. This gives us an opportunity to get snapshots
on how well we’ve done. The Council of Mayors met in March. The concept
forced on the EPA is that integrated planning includes streets, projects,
timelines, drinking water issues, etc. The US EPA is opening their thinking that
there are competing needs.

Hoff said we don’t have a great answer on cost now. If we can get the system to
operate so that we don’t have any overflows under a 6 month storm event, we
have met the 4 events/year threshold. The original model shows the Headworks
Bypass would discharge about 2.06 million gallons into the river. On the
current model, it would be about 500,000 gallons on a 24 hour storm event (see
table). Now is the time to start talking to the agency. We may be able to change
the order of projects. Instead of doing other capital projects, we may be able to
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do other studies and analysis. The VanHyning Project will have a huge impact
on the WWTP. We are working on the Oberhaus I/I Study now. Lulfs said those
studies are scheduled for 2016 now. We had the EQ Basin at the end of the
schedule initially, but the EPA thought the Headworks Bypass on the Maumee
would have become a huge target on the City. Bringing that project forward and
expanding to 2.5 million gallons may be a saving grace for the City. Money was
spent wisely at the front end of the plan.

Hershberger said the west side of town has extra water. Oberhaus Creek is a
disaster. Hoff said the Oberhaus/Kenilworth areas are tributary to the Oberhaus
Interceptor. It used to connect to a pumping station at Scott St, but that was
eliminated in the 1980’s. Now it is connected to VanHyning. Both issues need
to be addressed. Lulfs said the Oberhaus Interceptor is its own component in the
LTCP and Kenilworth is also its own component. We need to address both. We
aren’t proposing to take these projects out, just space them out to catch our
breath. We may see some improvement from removing root balls or the
problem could move downstream. Mayor Behm said we need to know some
kind of idea of cost per year, so we know what we have to debt out and generate
per year. We are at 4% of median household income. That number will get
higher and higher since income hasn’t gone up. We should push for as long a
time period as we can.

Hoff said another issue to be addressed is private connections. Lulfs said we
were attacking private property issues as we completed them. Once we got past
Woodlawn, we didn’t have the resources staffwise to continue. We have
summer help this year and decided to re-up those efforts. Some folks received
letters about their private connections. There should not be downspouts
connected to any sewer. We sent letters to W. Washington, Clinton, Haley,
Lumbard, Leonard and still have to send to Welsted, Jahns, Riverview area,
Anthony Wayne area. We have to inspect every one of these. There can be
some costs to private property owners. Clean Water Removal Program funds
will pay for 2/3 of that cost up to a maximum of $2,500.

Engler asked about swimming pools backflushing to the street. Lulfs said this is
illegal. The chlorinated water goes to the river. Ridley asked if there is any idea
of projected costs. Lulfs said tables he prepared have actual costs of projects
done and estimated costs. The original numbers were $35,000,000. We are at
$38,000,000 now. This does not include the water treatment plant. Ridley said
if we want a 20 year extension, it might be helpful to say we have $60,000,000
in estimated improvement costs and can only do $3,000,000 per year.

Bisher said there are folks in the west end who have had water in their
basements for the last 10 years. Now we can tell them Council decided they can
have water in their basement for another 10 years. Mayor Behm asked where
the City was before. Bisher said we told these homeowners they would be next.
There are people that want the projects done in their neighborhood and we are
putting them off. Sheaffer said they will scream louder about rates than
basements. Bisher said he is in favor of extending the LTCP, but not doing
projects also extends some people’s turmoil. Lankenau asked if any projects can
be eliminated. Lulfs said the Riverview system has one project left. We prefer
to let the EPA allow the City to do it at our discretion. We had to replace a
sewer that collapsed last winter, but it didn’t count toward the LTCP.
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Motion To Table Review of
Responsibility For Sanitary
Sewer Tap Repair & New
Installation

Passed
Yea-3
Nay-0

Approval Of Minutes
Water Treatment Plant

Evaluation Remained
Tabled

Hoff said we originally looked at putting a smaller EQ Basin by the fire station.
We may be able to eliminate that. We need a rainstorm in order to assess. We
may be able to modify some projects to save money. As projects are completed
in one area, it will help other areas within the system. Miller said we haven’t
had people in the audience for a while from Detroit St. Good detective work got
the problem figured out. Lulfs said we still have VanHyning and other studies
to do. We may find the magic piece that will have a huge effect.

Hoff said the thought is to get in discussions with the Northwest District Office
and ask probing questions. The worksheet calculates numbers. 3.93% of
median income is not including the storm water utility. The EPA doesn’t look at
stormwater utility as part of the calculation. The overall demographics of the
City is also part of it. 20 years is the longest you can get. Looking at census data
from 1980’s, the population hasn’t changed. By the time projects are finished,
67% of people will still be in the same house. Hoff wants to sit down with
Heath and see the debt service out there, etc. Hopefully in 90-120 days, Hoff
can report back as to how we’ve progressed.

Hershberger praised Bisher, Lulfs, Council, and Hoff as being great assets. He
appreciates these sessions. Hoff said if anyone has further questions, they can
ask Lulfs and he will get a response. Miller suggested getting as much time and
flexibility as possible. Cost is important, but the price of oil is difficult to
project next month, much less next year.

Motion: Ridley Second: Hershberger
To table Review of Responsibility For Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair & New
Installation

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea- Ridley, Lankenau, Hershberger
Nay-

The May meeting minutes stand approved as presented with no objections or
corrections.

Water Treatment Plant Evaluation remained tabled.

Motion To Adjourn Motion: Lankenau Second: Ridley
To adjourn the meeting at 8:48 PM
Passed Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea-3 Yea- Ridley, Lankenau, Hershberger
Nay-0 Nay-
Approved:
Date Jeffrey R. Lankenau, Chair

Meeting Minutes
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August 10, 2012

Members of City Council

Ronald A. Behm, Mavor

Dr. Jon A. Bisher, City Manager

Trevor M. Hayberger, City Law Director

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

SUBJECT: Items on Water, Sewer, Refuse, Recycling & Litter Committee

1 will be out of the office next week attending the Association of Public Treasurers Conference. However, |
would like to provide information and address some issues for certain items listed on the Agenda for the Water,
Sewer, Refuse, Recycling & Litter Committee, as follows:

Item 11

— Responsibility for Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair and New Installation.

[ would

like to address the first part of this item the Responsibility for Sanitary Sewer Tap Repair. This is an

issue that has directly impacted me. My sewer line to my house collapsed, between the sidewalk and into the
street, about two (2) years ago. Listed below are some of the issues | faced as a sewer customer:

One evening while doing faundry, we noticed water backing up out of the floor drain. Upon
investigation we discovered the sewer line full of water and not running. The next day [ contacted the
City and a crew was sent to verify if there were any issues in the City’s sewer line in the street and none
were found. The crew did assist in checking my sewer lateral to the house and discovered the line had
collapsed somewhere past the sidewalk out into the street, all within the City’s right-of-way.

Upon discovery that is was iny sewer lateral and following current policy, the City immediately
mformed me that it was the property owners responsibility for repairs, and not the City’s, even though it
was in the right-of-way and out into the street. They said I would have to contact a plumber or
contractor and make all arrangements to have it fixed. and to pay. They also informed me the City’s
sewer line was sixteen (16°) deep and was located in the middle of the street.

I asked for what assistance the City could provide me to help get a qualified plumber or a contractor,
and was told again that it was the property owner responsibility for the repair; however, they provided
me a list of plumbers and contractors whom supposedly performed those types of repairs. The City also
informed me that only certain contractors had the type of equipment, and the proper bonding. to work in
the street right-of-way, and to work at a depth of 16 feet deep. In addition, a permit would be required
and the City would have to have someone on site to inspect it because it required cutting open the street.

[ immediately began making phone calls to those on the list and soon discovered that most plumbers
and contractors listed could nor work in the street; either due to meeting the bonding requirements, or
due to the depth of the sewer and not having the equipment needed to get that deep. I discovered that to
get to a depth of 16 feet it required a track-hoe with at twenty (207) foot boom. This type of equipment
is brought in on a tractor-trailer low-boy, meaning only a major contractor could provide this type of
repair.

(Sanitary Sewer Repair — Continued Next Page)
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(Sanitary Sewer Repair ~ Continued)

After contacting three (3) major contractors on the list only one returned my call, a local contractor.
This contractor did provide me a quote for about $7,000. Concerned about the cost and the timeliness
of the repair I talked to certain City officials about these issues, but was not provided any assistance in
regards to my cost concerns. They did provide some assistance on encouraging the contractor to do a
timely repair. However, because no other contractors returned my calls, and 1 could not wait to get the
repair done, | agreed with the contractor to provide the repair at the cost stated.

The earliest the contractor could get the repair was later in the week due to the need to mobilize large
equipment including a track-hoe, a dump truck, the boxes required to work past eight (87) foot in depth,
and a separate contractor to cut the street. 1 estimated [ would be without sewer for at least 5 days.

The contractor did come and make the repair that week and did a good job. The old sewer connection
was clay pipe and had crumbled in the street at the point of connection with the sewer line. The final
cost for this repair was just shy of $7.000. 1 paid this myself: the City did not pay per City policy.

The following are concerns as a citizen | had with the process (7 am not addressing payment responsibility):

First, the sewer line had collapsed, so my family and 1 were not able to use any water that would have
gone into the sewer lateral for any reason. Getting the sewer functional was our top priority; however,
once it was determined it was a sewer lateral, 1 was never given the feeling that is was a City priority to
get us back in service, even though we were a paying customer for the sewer service. [ do realize and
acknowledge City employees were just following a standard City policy, | was not treated differently.

The City did assist in locating the problem; however, again once it was discovered it was a collapsed
lateral they totally backed away stating it was homeowner responsibility. It took multiple phone calls to
the contractors, and also to the City, to even get a response from one contractor. | did get some direct
assistance by certain City employees whom contacted the final contractor, or I may not have had the
repair completed when it was completed. 1 feel certain it could have possibly been weeks versus days.

The list of plumbers and contractors was almost worthless due to the location of the collapse and the
depth of the sewer. It became apparent real fast that only a limited number of contractors could provide
such a service, and i reality there is only one contractor that is close enough to actually mobilize for
one small job. The others weren’t even interested and didn’t return phone calls. This limited any
competition to get a reasonable quote for the job.

To be clear, as stated the contractor did give me a quote and did a good job; however, less than two (2)
years prior to my collapse two of my neighbors on my street experienced the same type of collapse (we
were all probably installed at the same time), and they only paid about $3,500 for the same basic repair,
using the same type of equipment and process. My repair was $7,000, T had no other quotes because no
other contractor was interested in such a small job located in Napoleon at that time, and as stated before
I had no sewer, what was | to do!? Not having received any other quotes, | can only guess that the price
may have been less than the $7,000 with a different contractor, it also may have been more. |as the
home owner had few options in the matter and had to contract for the repair.

Home owners do not have the same clout the City has in regards to dealing with major contractors.
With a job of this type the typical homeowner does not have a clue of whom to contact, or what to say,
and with the job being in the right-of-way and under the street the City dictates what happens there. the
City controls the whole process. Homeowners are put at a disadvantage right from the beginning, and
are subject to being taken advantage of in price and knowing what it really takes to make such a major
repair.

My recommendation is the City take over the process for ALL REPAIRS that go into City right-
of-way, especially those that are into the street,

{Sanitary Sewer Repair — Continued Next Page)
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(Sanitary Sewer Repair — Continued)

- The following is a suggested process:

1. Determination of the type and location of the problem to be performed by either the City, or by a

licensed plumber or contractor.

2. Ifthe problem is just a blockage, then the customer should have responsibility to have it cleared by
using a licensed plumber or contractor, or by themselves. If for whatever reason the City clears the
blockage, then the customer should be charged accordingly for services rendered.

If the problem is a collapsed sewer lateral, and the collapse is on the property owner side, then the

customer should have responsibility to have it repaired by using a plumber or contractor, or by

themselves.

4. If the problem is a collapsed sewer lateral, and the collapse is in the City’s right-of-way, then the
City should assume the lead in getting the repair done in a timely manner.

5. The City may either contract for such repairs, or do it themselves. It is my feeling the City holds all
the cards in this situation. If the repair is simple enough, then City crews may be able to make the
repair the fastest and at the least cost. However, if it requires a contractor, then City officials deal
first hand with major contractors every day and are in a better position to have contractor’s provide
a quote, and to negotiate a proper price for a timely repair. The contractor’s know they are dealing
with the City and would generally provide a more competitive price than to individuals.

6. In addition, the City has full control for any work performed in its right-of-way and is fully aware
of the requirements of working in the street in addition to providing for inspection services.

[n)

- The following is noted for general information:

1. Tt is my understanding the average annual number for this type of repair is less than two (2) per
year. In some years there are zero (0), on rare occasion there may the three (3).
2. Each repair is different, and cost is different, depending on the location of the sewer line, how deep

the sewer line is, and the condition of the tap. It is additionally noted some sewer lines are only a

few feet deep, while others like on Avon Street, are twenty five (25) foot deep; there may be others

even deeper.

As for whom pays is a separate policy discussion and [ am riot suggesting any change on this issue;

however, getting the best price and service for the sewer customer, whom has no other choice, is a

City service [ feel 1s worth providing.

4. Tt is additionally noted, if this were a waterline connection issue, the current City policy is the City
assumes All Repairs and Costs for this service up to the property line, even if it means opening the
street and digging down to the waterline connection.

5. T've included a survey of various Cities” and what their policy is on sewer lateral repair, who is
responsible, and who pays. (See Antachiment “A ). The responses vary, there are Cities that follow
our current policy, and there are those that assume more responsibility in the repair process. [ have
marked those that assume more responsibility (*->),

L

Item I1I — Eawn {Hose) Meter Policy.

Due to the recent drought we have had some issues with our current hose meter policy. | have attached for your
review and consideration a summary page showing the Current Policy along with Proposed Changes or
Additions to this Policy. (See Aitachment "B ")

Item VI — Low Occupancy Bill (Refuse Charge).

It is my understanding this issue deals with Refuse Charge Credits given to individuals whom do not occupy
their premise and generate no refuse. | have attached for your review and information pages showing the
Current Policy to apply for and receive a Refuse Credit, the codified code sections on refuse pickup. and a copy
of the Affidavit. (See Arrachment “C”)

{Low Occupancy Bill — Continued Next Page)
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{Low Occupancy Bill — Continued)

In general, the Finance Department is satisfied with the current policy and feels it meets the needs of the City
and the total customer base. There are some possible recommended changes as listed later below.

As stated in the attachment, if there is current active service for either electric, or water and sewer, for those
residents located within the City, then it is assumed the refuse charge applies and it is billed. However, the
current policy allows for customers whom will be temporarily vacating their residence, or in the case of
landlords waiting to rent a vacant property, to request a Credit for the Refuse Charge. This is accomplished
through an Affidavit process, generally after the normal billing, and it is the responsibility of the customer to
provide proof that they did not generate any refuse.

This policy impacts individuals whom maintain a residence in Napoleon, but also spend time in other locations
like at a summer or winter home. They may keep their services on to provide heat and air-conditioning while
they are away, and during these periods they are not generating refuse. When they do occupy their Napoleon
residence it is assumed they DO generate refuse. We have heard stories from some individuals whom state they
take their trash with them and don’t put any out and want a credit; however, this is in direct violation of the
City’s rules and regulations on transporting of refuse.

It is noted, the City currently charges the full $18.00 per month to single individuals whom may only put out
one bag a month. No Credit is offered or given to those individuals with less usage.

I do not recommend any changes to the current policy, except as listed below:

- I would consider a change to the number of days listed in the policy of sixty (60) days to be increased to
one hundred eighty (180} days. That matches what is currently practiced and listed on the Affidavit.

- In addition, the current Credit given is the full $18.00. I would recomimend Council consider reducing
this to the Refuse portion only and leave on the bill the $5.00 Special Services charged to All
Customers, including commercial and industrial customers. These services are listed in the Refuse
Code and include Mosquito Control; Specially-announced Pickups for Storm Debris; Yard-waste-drop-
off Site Operations; and, Pickup of Public Garbage Containers, and pertain to services that are not
directly based on the amount of refuse generated.

- Tt is also noted from a cost perspective, the trucks for both refuse and recycling drives by each residence
once a week even if refuse or recycling is placed out at the curb or not. At a minimum, the City should
consider a base charge for all customers to cover costs of manning a truck and driving the route even if
they do not use the service. This is similar to what is done in water, sewer and electric and is charged
even if there is no actual consumption or usage.

Thank you for your consideration in these matters. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Attachments
Ce: Christine Peddicord, Assistant Finance Director
Lori Rausch, Utility Billing Supervisor
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What is the name of your agency?

Open-Ended Response
City of Springfield
City of Huber Heights/United Water

Vitlage of Hicksville
Village of Thurston
Vitlage of Fredericktown

Vermilion Utilities Department

City of Pigua
City of Findlay

City of Mansfieid, Ohio

If the customer's sewer lateral runs under the Please share paragraph from ordinance (if available) and
City/County/Township street and/or right-of-way, who is  any explanatiens or additional relevant details.
financially respensible to pay for any repairs in those
areas? Customer or City?

Customer  Agency Other {please specify} OCpen-Ended Response

Customner

Customer 923.06 MAINTENANCE OF BUILDING LATERALS AND
PLUMBING. (a) The building lateral, from the City
owned and maintained sanitary sewer to the customer's
building or facility, is the maintenance responsibility of the
customer, (b)  Repairs of building laterals, beyond
the customer's property line in the right-of-way or easement
require the service of a licensed plumber and a City permit,
Whenever a cut is to be made in a dedicated street or alley,
the customer's plumbing contractor shall contact the City. For
any work on the building lateral or plumbing, City permits and
inspection are required.

Customer
We don't own the sewer
Customer if a water line break or leak occurs beyond the curb box at any
place upon the premises supplied, it shall be repaired at the
expense of the customer,
Custorner Itis the City's position that the lateral is the customers to
repair. The City will be responsible for the main,

p 1ot 3

Customer

Customer The City shali maintain all sanitary mainline sewers
throughout the wastewater collection system and all storm
mainline sewers within the corporation limits. The service
connection to these mainline sewers from any buildings or
property shall be the responsibility of the individual property
OWnEer Of OWNers.

Customer All Sanitary laterais are the responsibility of the customer or
property owner. Water laterals are maintained 1o the shut-off,
Customer is then responsible from shut-off to residence or
husiness.



-;{: -3 Greene County Sanitary Engineering

City of Gahanna
City of Napoleon

_X - City of Fairbom

Customer

Agency

if the repair is the result of a clog or
roots, the customer is responsible,
if it is found that the problem is an
actual breakdown in the street, the
city wilt make the repair.

Greene County Regulations A-4-8 Sanitary sewer laterals
within the public right-of-way or within a sanitary sewer
easement are owned by the Sanitary Engineering Department
{SED). Property owners are responsibie for routine cleaning of
the lateral to the main (including easement and/or right-a-
way). If a repair is needed which is no fault of the owner, SED
will make the necessary repairs. If the repair is due to damage
cused by the property owner {or by contractor retained by
property owner), the property owner shail be responsibie for
reimbursing SED for all cost associated with the repair.

Our ordinances allow the city manager ar authorized
representative to make regulations governing the sewer
system. Following is the section of our regulation regarding
sewer lateral responsibility:  3.6MAINTENANCE
RESPONSIBILITY  A.In cases of stoppages in the property
owner building sewer, the property owner, sewer service
customer and/or manager is respensible for clearing said
stoppage from the building to the sewer main. B.The
property owner, sewer service customer and/cr manager is
responsible for maintaining the sewer lateral in proper working
condition from the building to the property line. Hf, at the
request of the property owner, the sewer lateral is excavated
in the right of way and it is determined that there is no physical
damage present or the damage/ biockage is the result of root
growth or the flushing of grease or inappropriate items the
party requesting the service will be charged all labor, material
and equipment costs.  C.In the event that a sewer lateral
has had consistent problems that could not be remedied by a
certified plumber, the property owner, sewer service customer
and/or manager may request that the Division of Water and
Sewer teleview the lateral. This service will be charged to the
party requesting the service in accordance to current fee
schedules maintained by the Division of Water and Sewer,
Work will only be performed during normal working hours and
is subject to personnet availability.
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City of Sylvania

The customer is responsible for any
cleaning that may be required
however the City takes
respansibility for physical repairs in
the right-of-way.
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49 Sewer Regulations 929.16

929.12 SUPERVISION OF ENTIRE JOB REQUIRED WHEN NO JUNCTION
IS LEFT IN PIPE.

In case it shall be necessary to connect a drain or sewer pipe with a public sewer, when
no junction is left in the same, the new connection with the public sewer can only be made
when the inspector designated by the Service Director is present to see the whole of the work
done. (Ord, 106-77. Passed 12-7-77.)

929.13 SUPERVISION OF CONNECTION; EXPENSES.

All comnections made with public sewers shall be under the superintendence and
direction of the inspector designated by the Service Director, and expenses or pay for such
services as superintendent shall be paid by the applicant.

{Ord. 106-77. Passed 12-7-77.)

929.14 COMPLETION AND ACCEPTANCE OF WORK.

{a) Each tapper who makes connections with the sewers or drains shall keep in
repair and good order the whole of the work executed by him, until the same is accepted by the
inspector designated by the Service Director; provided, however, that such acceptance shall be
given in writing and shall not be given until the expiration of twelve months after the
completion of the work, and shall not be so accepted until such connection, sewer or drain has
been inspected by the inspector.

(b} Sewer builders shall, within three days after the completion of the sewer or
drain, file with the Clerk-Auditor a description of the work done upon a sewer builder’s
return, properly filled in and signed by him,

(Ord. 106-77. Passed 12-7-77.)

029,15 WATER OR GAS PIPES CREATING OBSTRUCTIONS.

In the event that a water or gas pipe comes in the way of a drain or sewer, the question
of passing under or over the same shall be determined by the inspector designated by the
Service Director. In no case shall the pipe layer be allowed to decide the question himself.
{Ord. 106-77. Passed 12-7-77.)

029.16 EXCAVATIONS AND RESTORATIONS.

Excavations info streets, sidewalks or other public ways for the purpose of laying a
sewer or drain, the restoration thereof, and the restoration of the flow thereof, shall be done in
accordance with the provisions of Chapter 905. Restoration of the flow in a building sewer
including crossovers to the wye and the entire cost thereof shall be by and at the expense of the
owner of the premises whose building drain discharges into such building sewer the flow of
which requires restoration, provided, however, the restoration of flow between a vee and a
wye and the entire cost thereof shall be by and at the expense of the City unless the blockage of
the sewer is found to have been caused by discharge from a particular building drain, i which
event the owner of the premises served by that particular building drain shall, within thirty
days after receiving a statement of the cost from the City, reimburse the City the entire cost of
restoring such flow and should such owner not so reimburse the City the entire unpaid cost
shall be a lien on the premises served by such particular building drain and such lien shall be
certified to the County Auditor who shall place the same on the tax duplicate to be collected as
other municipal taxes are collected, Should the restoration of flow in a building sewer,
including crossovers to the wye, require excavation under the pavement of any street such
restoration of flow

2008 Replacement

ff?s}’f Z




929.17 STREETS, UTILITIES AND PUBLIC SERVICES CODE 50

requiring such excavation shall be made by the City and at the City's expense unless the
blockage of the sewer is found to have been caused by discharge from a particular building
drain, in which event the owner of the premises served by that particular building drain shall,
within thirty days after receiving a statement from the City of the cost of such restoration of
flow, reimburse the City the entire cost thereof, and should such owner not so reimburse the
City the entire unpaid cost shall be a lien on the premises served by such particular building
drain and such tien shall be certified to the County Auditor who shall place the same on the tax
duplicate to be collected as other municipal taxes are collected.

(Ord, 129-79. Passed 12-17-79.)

920.17 QUALITY OF PIPE.

The house drain from the outside of the house shall be six-inch vitrified earthenware
pipe, standard strength, ASTM classification C-13, unless laid less than three feet in depth, or
greater than ten feet deep where extra strength clay pipe, ASTM classification C-200 or cast
tron pipe may be used. Clay pipe joints shall be ASTM C-425 or equivalent thereof. The
Service Director may establish other acceptable pipe and joint specifications. The Director
shall decide in all cases which of such material may be used, and no material may be used in
any private drain or sewer unless previously approved by him. The tapper shall request
inspection and receive an acceptance of the entire house service connection before backfilling
and performing other required work. (See also Section 1-20-14 and 1-20 -17 of Building
Code.) (Ord. 106-77. Passed 12-7-77.)

929.18 PROCEDURE FOR MAKING CONNECTION.

{a) The cover of the Y branch on the sewer shall be carefully removed so as to not
injure the socket. The first length of pipe attached to the Y branch shall be a bend and set so as
to five a good fall into the sewer. The entire line of pipe of any house branch shall be laid on a
uniform grade from the house to the Y branch. Such grade shall give a fall of not less than one
vertical foot in fifty horizontal feet (two percent grade) from the house to the sewer, unless
special permission is received from the Service Director. A bend shall be used for every
deflection from a straight line of more than three inches in two feet.

(b) All joints shall conform to the joints in the main sewer, unless otherwise _
directed by the Director. Joints shall consist of a premium die-cast, premolded plasticized resin
or approved equal material.

{c) Before laying, the interior of the bell of the pipe shall be carefully wiped smooth
and clean and the annular space shall be entirely freed from dirt, stones or water just before the
joint connection is made. Bell holes shall be excavated under all joints and shall be of such size
and depth as to five ample working space for making a first-class joint.

{d) Where cast iron is used, all joints shall be mechanical joint or equivalent
thereof.

(e) The dead ends of cast iron pipes must have an iron or earthen cover bolted or
cemented in the end.

(f) The ends of all private sewers of earthen pipe not immediately used shall be
closed watertight by a stopper of vitrified, salt glazed earthenware or concrete, cemented with
cement mMortar.
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Current Rules

Rule 5.4 Special Watering

For summer watering of grass or the like, hose meters will be issued for a
maximum period of ninety (90) days upon payment of a deposit as
determined by the City Utility Department. Meters are limited; therefore,
meters will only be issued to people watering a new yard, or newly planted
trees, shrubs or the like, or filling swimming pools or the like, and will be
distributed on a first come first serve basts. When filling swimming pools
or the like, the maximum period of time for hose meter use will be
seventy-two (72) hours. The fee for using a hose meter shall be as
contained in Rule 32, pro rated to the nearest day.

Proposed Change or addition for Special Watering

During prolonged drought conditions, and at the City’s discretion, we would like to additionally
allow the use of hose meters for customers doing summer watering of grass, trees, shrubs or the
like for a maximum period of thirty (30) days. These meters would also be available on a first
come first service basis as well.

The current rules state for newly planted grass, trees, shrubs and the like, but we feel during
drought conditions it would be a good customer service to additionally offer these to customers
wanting to water. We feel that a thirty (30) day period is recommended because there are a
limited number of meters and this would allow anyone desiring to water a fair opportunity to do
so and would allow for the supply of hose meters to be replenished. We feel that the rules for the
pool filling should remain the same which is, when filling swimming pools

or the like, the maximum period of time for hose meter use will be

seventy-two (72) hours,

Viof



Refuse Affidavits/ Refuse Credit
Affidavits for Refuse may be signed by a landlord or property owner where no refuse has been generated and/or
when the residence is not occupied. Examples of when this may be used include when a landlord has a
residence in his name between renters or when a resident temporarily resides outside of the city i.e. Florida,
Arizona for the winter months. An official affidavit must be obtained from the utilities office and must be

notarized. One affidavit may be used for up to a six month period.

Our current internal policy used by the Utility Billing Department is based on the Refuse Ordinance(s) and the
City’s Internal Utility Policy for Refuse Service, which was revised in November 1997.

o The Utility Billing clerk verifies the affidavits every month to allow for the credit of the refuse charge of
$18.00 on the monthly bill.

o We check the Utility Account for consumption history on all services on the account, including Electric,
Water and Sewer, to help demonstrate and/or prove there was no refuse generated or occupancy of the
service address during the billing period.

e [f consumption history is minimal for Electric and there 1s no Water or Sewer consumption during the
time period of the billing we will grant the credit of the $18.00 Refuse charge.

e [fthere is an average or normal consumption history on the Electric portion and/or Water and Sewer
usage, we will mot grant the credit, because this shows occupancy of the service address.

The Utility Policy of the City of Napoleon for Refuse Service ~ Policies Specific in Nature, Revised 11/03/1997
that the Utility Billing Department uses is as follows:

The following administrative policies are hereby adopted by the City Utility Department
as approved and authorized by the City Manager as it Public Service Director, and its
City Finance Director who oversees the Utlility Billing process. These policies are
adopted to clarify the daily administration of City Ordinances, Resolutions or Council
intent on City Refuse Services:

Policy_1 - {Generation of Garbage - New Construction or Renovation type "Premises"):
The City of Napoleon considers any Residential Premise that has an "occupancy
permit" as generating garbage for the purposes of the minimum refuse charge.
(Effective 09/24/97) (Note: This Policy also approved by motion of City Council
on 09/17/97.)

Policy 2 - i -Billi e on "Residential Premises"):
The City of Napoleon considers any Residential Premises as generating of
garbage for the entire month and/or billing cycle; unless the customer can
demonstrate that no garbage was generated during the entire month and/or
billing cycle. Refuse bills will not be prorated. (Effective 09/24/97)

Policy 3 - n- i - ion/Proof "Residential Premise”):
The City of Napoleon will aliow Residential Customers to request a credit on the
monthly Refuse Charge provided they demonstrate and/or prove that nc garbage
was generated during the entire month and/or billing cycle. Proof may be in the
form of a sworn affidavit signed and notarized by the customer stating the reason
for non-generation of garbage and requesting a credit for the period of the billing
cycle. Refuse Charge will remain on the monthly bill and requests must be made
after Each Billing Cycle, and no later than sixty (60) days after the utility bill
"Billing Due Date" for which the request of is being made. Proof will be subject
to verification by the Refuse Collection Department in Operations. Approved
requests will be credited to the Customer Account on the next earliest possible
billing. Affidavit forms will be provided upon request. (Effective 10/27/97)
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The Utility Billing Department uses the City’s Codified Ordinance, Chapter 925 Waste Collection to also
determine credit for the Refuse charge and [ have included sections of the Ordinance below.

925.02 PUBLIC UTILITY.

The operation of collection and disposal of garbage, refuse or rubbish by the City is and has been established as
a public utility, known as the Sanitation Service Fund, and that such service shall be rendered to all persons
upon payment of the rates herein authorized.

(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)

925.03 DISPOSAL REQUIRED.

1t shall be unlawful for any householder, person, {irm, or corporation to allow solid waste, vard waste,
hazardous waste, garbage, refuse, rubbish or any other waste, herein mentioned or not, to accumulate upon
property owned or occupied by him or them. Each person or family occupying a separate place of abode, and
each business or firm, shall make provisions for the collection and removal of such waste. The accumulation of
such waste shall constitute a nuisance and may be prosecuted as such.

(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)

925.04 SANITATION DEPARTMENT COLLECTION SERVICE.

The City will provide for regular collection of garbage, refuse or rubbish once each week from residential
establishments. The City may provide for regular collection of garbage, refuse or rubbish once each week from
commercial establishments, schools, nonprofit organizations and public services. If the service is desired,
commercial establishments must specifically request said service in writing. All aforementioned persons or
places utilizing the City's sanitation service must have their garbage and refuse properly bagged, and tagged
when required. The City may provide for regular collection of waste at determined intervals from its own
properties and facilities by whatever means or methods deemed appropriate.

(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)

925.06 RESIDENTIAL COLLECTION SERVICE MANDATORY, EXCEPTIONS,

All residential establishments that generate garbage, refuse or rubbish shall exclusively be subscribers to the
City's sanitation service for the purpose of residential pickup. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions, private
persons may remove for disposal from a dwelling or residential establishment, and transport along or over any
public street or alley, only those items of miscellaneous waste listed in Section 925.09 not included in the
regular service of the City, provided that the vehicle being used to transport the items is constructed or covered
so as to prevent the material from blowing or falling onto any street, alley, or other public or private place in the
City. Such vehicle being drawn or driven over the public streets or alleys of the City shall not be loaded above a
point that will result in any portion of the contents being spilled or dropped therefrom.

No person, firm or corporation will be issued a new or renewal license for hauling from residential
establishments within the City as such hauling 1s prohibited.

(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)
925.09 MISCELLANEOUS REFUSE AND RUBBISH.

Construction or remodeling debris, tree stumps, tree trunks, yard waste, rocks, broken concrete, earth, old
furniture, appliances, and/or tires, shall not be included in regular collection service.
(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)
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925.13 RATES.

(a) The following rates are established as a monthly base fee as it relates to City bag refuse service, and shall be
charged to each subscriber utilizing or mandated to utilize the City’s bag refuse service. Commercial use of
residential type recycling service is permitted in accordance with paragraph (¢). Nothing in this provision shall
be construed as mandating the City to provide refuse service outside its corporate limits.

Inside Corporate Limits | Qutside Corporate Limits

$18.00 $24.30

(b) Each subscriber to the City’s bag refuse service will be permitted to have one bag of garbage or refuse, per
week, at no additional cost (without necessity of a tag), as part of the established monthly fee paid by all City
bag refuse subscribers; thereafter, there will be a charge of $2.00 per tag that shall be affixed to the outside of
each bag after the first one bag as provided for in Section 925.07. Tags may be purchased at the office of the
City Utilities Department or at other locations as may be designated.

(¢) Commercial recyeling service when provided by the City, in or outside the corporation limits, shall be at the
rate of $18.00 per month for up to six residential type recycling bins with additional bins, up to ten in {otal, at
the rate of $1.00 per month for each additional bin over six. Levels of service shall be established on an annual
basis.

(Ord. 088-08. Passed 12-8-08.)
925.14 RULES AND REGULATIONS.

(a) The City may promulgate other rules and regulations not inconsistent herewith, pertaining to the collection
and disposal of solid waste, garbage, refuse, rubbish, yard waste, hazardous waste, and all other waste herein
mentioned or not, as may be deemed advisable.

(b} The City may establish rates for exceptional classifications not herein provided for. Collections may be
discontinued whenever it shall appear that a person receiving service has violated any of the provisions of this
chapter or any of the rules and regulations provided for herein, or has fatled to pay the charges for service billed
to him. Sanitation Department collection crews will carry information tags to place on container advising of
infractions of the rules and regulations when a violation is found. However, the failure to place an information
tag on the container does not bar prosecution of a violation.

(¢) The Board of Public Affairs, in and for the City, shall recommend rules and regulations governing the
disposal and dumping at a yard waste collection site of the City that may be adopted by resolution or ordinance
of Council. Any rules and regulations in effect prior to the adoption of this chapter shall remain valid. Said
rules and regulations shall be posted in a conspicuous place at the yard waste site and shall be filed with the
office of the City's Finance Director. Said rules and regulations shall be strictly complied with by all persons. It
shall be a violation of this chapter for any person to fail to comply with the rules and regulations so established.

(d) The City Manager or his designated agent of the City shall enforce this chapter and make all reasonable
effort to discover alleged violators, notify the proper prosecuting authority whenever the City Manager has
reasonable grounds to believe that a violation has occurred, act as a complainant in the prosecution thereof, and
aid officers to the best of his ability in prosecutions. The City Manager shall direct the employees of the City's
Sanitation Department to make the investigations and inspections.

(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)
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925.15 UNAUTHORIZED REMOVAL OF GARBAGE OR REFUSE.

Except as provided for in Section 925.00, it shall be unlawful for any person, other than a duly authorized
employee of the City Sanitation Department or an authorized licensed collection service, to take, collect, or
remove any garbage, refuse, rubbish or other waste, herein mentioned or not, of another which has been placed

for collection or disposal.
(Ord. 28-95. Passed 4-3-95.)

925.17 CHARGE FOR SPECIAL SANITATION SERVICES.

(a) No additional fee, except as may be otherwise provided in this chapter, shall be charged to subscribers
utilizing the City’s bag refuse service within the corporation limits of the City for the purpose of providing the
following special sanitation services:

(1) The City’s seasonal pickup program at a time or times as determined by the City;
(2) Limited leaf collection each year;
(3) Mosquito control (within the City);
(4) Specially-announced pickups for storm debris;
(5) Yard-waste drop-off site operation;
(6) Equipment and supply costs for a curbside recycling program;
(7) Operating costs for a curbside recycling program;
(8) Pickup of public garbage containers (within the City).
(b) The sum ot $5.00 per month shall be charged to all electric utility accounts, other than all subscribers

utilizing the City's bag refuse service as provided in division (a) above, within the corporation limits of the City
for the purpose of providing the following special sanitation services:

(1) Mosquito control;

(2) Specially-announced pickups for storm debris;
(3) Yard-waste drop-oft site operation;

(4) Pickup of public garbage containers.

(Ord. 088-08. Passed 12-8-08.)
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AFFIDAVIT — CREDIT ON RESIDENTIAL REFUSE SERVICES
CITY OF NAPOLEON, OHIO

STATE OF OHIO
COUNTY HENRY  SS.

AFFIDAVIT
Affiant being duly sworn states that he/she owns, owned or occupied the premises known
as Napoleon, Ohio and that for the entire billing period
beginning and ending (not to exceed six (6) months) that no

refuse, garbage or rubbish was/or will be generated at or from said premises.

Affiant Signature Date
Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this day of . by
the above named Affiant

Notary Public
My Commission Expires:

To be submitted to: City of Napoleon, Ohio
Utility Department
255 W, Riverview Ave
P.O. Box 151
Napoleon, Ohio 43545-0151

NOTICE: Falsification information in this form constitutes a violation of 2921.13 of the
Ohio Revised Code, a misdemeanor of the 1™ degree punishable for a fine of $1000.00
and/or six months in jail.

If approved, Refuse charge will be credited monthly or removed from billing on the next
earliest possible billing. Refuse charge will be added on at the end of the period

designated.

City Use Only:
Date Initials Date Initials
Approval — Utility/Refuse Collection Yes No

If No Reason:

Signature Date

!;0{/5?4(
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August 7, 2012 — This is a continuing work in progress for all to have input on at the meetings. Please do
not send a mass response or opinion due to the sunshine laws.

Problem — Complaints regarding the expense to the residents of the single user per sanitary tap policy
combined with the widely varying costs to residents for existing sanitary sewer tap repair costs. The
difficulty is in coming up with a plan that is fair to residents and the City as well by:

averaging costs to the residents for the tap repairs,

keeping the responsibility off of the City as much as possible,
protecting the City’s sanitary sewer infrastructure,

reducing the number of road crossings,

vk wnN e
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Possible discussion points regarding the responsibility of the sanitary sewer taps within the City R/W or
easement.

1. City determined conditions affecting the costs of the sewer tap repairs,
a. sewers installed deeper than a particular lot may need so that the City can provide for
future expansion through increased sewer depths create expensive circumstances to a
particular lot,
b. lots on one side of the street where the sewer is located don’t have the expense of
crossing the street where those on the opposite side do
c. City may come through and install a newer sewer on the other side of the road and
much deeper when the previous was on the same side and shallow,
d. ,
2. The City’s current policy of not allowing joint sewer tap use:
a. does decrease the number of conflicts between neighbors,
b. increases the repair costs for a single connection tap user as the user must bare all of
the cost of the repair rather than sharing the cost,
increases the number of road crossings,
increases the number of mainline sewer taps,
lowers the liability of responsibility to the City for a failed tap sewer backup

- o a o
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3. Possible solutions to some of the problems:

a. keep the current policy as is,

b. setupan “insurance” type situation by adding a small “insurance” fee to the utility bill,
say $2.00 per month, include an initial mandatory enrollment with an “opt out” option,

c. revert the responsibility back to the City in the entirety for the taps within the R/W,
keep the current policy but set up a process to install by City contract,
keep the current policy but set up a process to install by City contract and place the
costs for the replacement on assessments for the lot,



f.
4. Implementations:
a. if the current policy stays in place nothing is required,
b. if the” insurance” type situation is adopted:
i. start coverage as soon as adopted and accepted with nothing retroactive,
ii. start coverage as soon as adopted and accepted with a reimbursement for past
repairs going back four years with the current reimbursed 100%, one year old —
80%, two years old 60%, three years old — 40%, four years old — 20% and five or
more years old — 0%,
c. if the City accepts full responsibility:
i. start responsibility as soon as adopted and accepted with nothing retroactive,
ii. start responsibility as soon as adopted and accepted with a reimbursement for
past repairs going back four years with the current reimbursed 100%, one year
old — 80%, two years old 60%, three years old — 40%, four years old — 20% and
five or more years old — 0%,
d.
5. Inclusions / exclusions:

’

a. include residential and commercial users,
exclude industrial users,
include only tap lines that are 6” diameter and smaller,

o oo

include tap clusters where the line length is less than 300’ (?) for the longest run (any
lines longer need a mainline consideration),



Memorandum

To:  Municipal Properties, Buildings, Land Use & Economic Development
Committee, Council, Mayor, City Manager, City Law Director, City Finance
Director, Department Supervisors

From: Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

Date: August 7, 2012

Re:  Municipal Properties, Buildings, Land Use & Economic Development

Committee Meeting Cancellation

The Municipal Properties, Buildings, Land Use & Economic Development
Committee, which is regularly scheduled to meet on Monday, August 13

at 7:30 PM, has been CANCELED due to lack of agenda items.



City of Napoleon, Ohio

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

LOCATION: City Hall Offices, 2565 West Riverview Avenue, Napoleon, Ohio

Meeting Agenda

Tuesday, August 14, 2012 at 4:30 PM
I Call to Order

IT. Roll Call

III. Approval of Minutes: July 10, 2012

(In the absence of any corrections or objections, the minutes shall stand approved.,)

IV. New Business

A.BZA 12-05
An application for public hearing has been filed by Neil Hersh, 804 Park St., Na-
poleon, Ohio. The applicant is requesting a variance to reduce the current front
yard setback of 30 feet to 28 feet and the side yard setback of 7 feet to 3
feet for the construction of an 8x12 foot deck with pergola on the front of the
residence. The property is located in an R-2, Low Density Residential District.
The request is pursuant to City Code Chapter 1147.

V. Closing Remarks

VI. Adjourn

Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council



City of Napoleon, Ohio

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

BZA 12-03

PRESENT
Board Members

City Staff
Acting Recorder
Others

ABSENT
Board Members

Background On BZA 12-03

Research & Information

Swearing In

Testimony

Discussion

Motion To Approve BZA 12-03

Passed
Yea-5
Nay-0

Board Meeting Minutes

Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, July 10, 2012 at 4:30 PM
1023 N Perry St Daniel Knape

Robert McLimans — Chair, David Dill, Laurie Sans, Tom Mack, Steve
Small

Tom Zimmerman, Building Inspector

Tracy Crist

None
McLimans read the background information on BZA 12-03.

An application for public hearing has been filed by Daniel Knape, 1023 N.
Perry St., Napoleon, Ohio. The applicant is requesting a variance to
decrease the current side yard setback of 7 feet to 4 feet to build a new
detached garage after the demolition of their existing detached garage at
their residence. The property is located in an R-4, High Density
Residential zone. The request is pursuant to City Code Chapter 1147.

Zimmerman read the research & information:

Mr. Knape’s existing garage is 1 foot over the property line. The side of
the proposed garage although larger than the existing will be 4 feet from
the side property line. This will be in compliance with the Residential
Building Code and no fire rated construction is needed. He wishes to tear
down the old garage and build a new 24’ x 38’ one, keeping it 4’ from the
property line. Letters were sent to neighbors within 200’ and received no
response for or against.

McLimans swore in Daniel Knape

Knape stated he has an old garage built in the early 1900’s. He would like
to demolish this building and build a new one. He feels it will improve the
property and the overall look of the neighborhood.

No objections were raised by Committee members; the variance was
approved. Zimmerman advised Knape that the variance is good for one

(1) year.

Motion: Dill
To approve BZA 12-03

Second: Sans

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea — McLimans, Dill, Sans, Mack, Small
Nay-

1 7/19/2012



Meeting Continued Meeting continued with consideration of BZA 12-04.

Date Robert McLimans, Chair
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City of Napoleon, Ohio
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, July 10, 2012 at 4:30 PM
BZA 12-04 1053 Stevenson St.  Wilbur R. and Donna M. Hinton

(Meeting continued after consideration of BZA 12-03)

PRESENT
Board Members

City Staff
Acting Recorder
Others

ABSENT
Board Members

Background On BZA 12-04

Research & Information

Swearing In

Testimony

Board Meeting Minutes

Robert McLimans — Chair, David Dill, Laurie Sans, Tom Mack, Steve
Small

Tom Zimmerman, Building Inspector

Tracy Crist

None
McLimans read the background information on BZA 12-04.

An application for public hearing has been filed by Wilbur R. Hinton and
Donna M. Hinton, 1053 Stevenson St., Napoleon, Ohio. The applicant is
requesting a variance to reduce the current side yard setback of 7 feet to 4
feet for the construction of an 8x16 addition at the rear of their residence.
The property is located in an R-2, Low Density Residential District. The
request is pursuant to City Code Chapter 1147.

Zimmerman read the research & information:

1. Mr. Hinton’s existing residence is a nonconforming structure being
that is only 3 feet from the property line. Section 1129.04 does not
allow for the extension or enlargement of a nonconforming
structure. The applicant has requested the addition to be 4 feet from
the side yard setback to be in compliance with the Residential
Building Code and not need fire rated construction.

2. The location of the proposed addition meets all building and fire
codes.

He wants to build an addition; the house is too close, which the survey
confirms. It sits on a hill; you can see where the addition will be built.
He wants to move about 1’ which will keep him 4’ out with no fire rated
construction problems. Letters were sent to everyone within 200°,
received no response for or against.

McLimans swore in Wilbur Hinton
Mr. Hinton stated that due to his wife’s current health issues, he would

like to add a laundry room to the back of the house and he already has a
contractor in place.

1 7/19/2012



Discussion

Motion To Approve/Deny BZA
12-04

Passed
Yea-5
Nay-0

Discussion of Permissible Uses

Steve Small asked if he was starting 1’ in and going just short of awning?

Hinton replied they would start at the bedroom and stop short of the
bathroom.

Bob McLimans inquired if they would do away with the windows?

Hinton stated the bedroom window would become the doorway and the
bathroom window will stay in place.

Zimmerman stated Mr. Hinton already paid for his permit and the
variance. Tom said he would drop everything off on 7.11.12. Only needs
to know who is the contractor?

Hinton stated Brent Overmeir.

Motion: Dill Second: Sans
To approve BZA 12-04

Roll call vote on above motion:
Yea — McLimans, Dill, Sans, Mack, Small
Nay-

Zimmerman presented a copy of Chapter 1145 Table of Permissible Uses.
Discussion and brief explanations followed.

Motion To Adjourn Motion:
To adjourn the meeting at 5:08 PM.
Passed Approved by unanimous voice vote.
Date Robert McLimans, Chair

Board Meeting Minutes

2 7/19/2012



Memorandum

To: Planning Commission, Council, Mayor, City Manager, City Law Director, City
Finance Director, Department Supervisors, Media

From: Gregory J. Heath, Finance Director/Clerk of Council

Date: 8/8/2012

Re: Planning Commission Meeting Cancellation

The Planning Commission meeting regularly scheduled for Tuesday, August 14 at

5:00 PM has been canceled due to lack of agenda items.
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A weekly newsletter presented by AMP President/CEO Marc Gerken

Blue Creek Wind Farm starts operation

By Pamala Sullivan — senior vice president of marketing and operations

Members that signed up for the Blue Creek Wind Farm Project saw their
first month of power delivery this month. The project generated power in
over 82 percent of the hours in July resulting in more than 5,300 MWh of
generation.

Production was slightly lower than expected due to hot temperatures re-
sulting in less wind resource. Higher temperatures in July resulted in the
Blue Creek Wind Farm costs coming in well below the equivalent market
cost of power. The equivalent real-time market prices were over $6.00 /
MWh higher than the price paid by members.

In addition revenues will be received from renewable energy credit (REC)
sales and capacity credit.

2012 awards packets have been mailed

By Karen Ritchey — manager of communication programs

AMP Awards packets were
mailed earlier this week to
AMP and OMEA principal
contacts. This annual op-
portunity presents a terrific
venue for you to generate
positive press about your
municipal electric system.

Electronic versions of the
2012 AMP Awards nomina-
tion forms are available on
the main page of the Mem-
ber Extranet section of the
AMP website, www.amp-
partners.org.

Now is the time to sub-
mit nomination forms for the many projects and programs that have been
completed in the past year. We want to recognize your community for its
hard work and dedication.

Included in the packet are nomination forms for the Environmental
Stewardship, Hard Hat Safety (individual), Innovation, Public Power Pro-
motion, Safety (system), Seven Hats, System Improvement awards, and in-
formation about the Finance Awards, which do not require a nomination
form.

To nominate your municipal electric system for one or several of the awards,
simply fill out the nomination form for the award categories that apply.

Nominations must be received by Aug. 24. Award recipients will be recog-
nized at the 2012 AMP/OMEA Conference this October.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 614.540.0933 or kritchey@
amppartners.org.

Tracy Reimbold, Newton Falls finance director/AMP
Board of Trustees treasurer receives an award for Out-
standing Service from Jon Bisher, AMP Board chairman
at the 2011 AMP/OMEA Conference.

August 3, 2012

Toledo Public Power begins
serving first customer

By Pamala Sullivan

Ohio’s newest municipal electric system
achieved a milestone recently when Toledo
Public Power (TPP) began serving its first retail
customer. OmniSource Corp., a metals recycler
located in the City of Toledo, began receiving
power from the utility at 10 a.m. Aug. 1.

OmniSource is contracting for six megawatts
(MW) from TPP. AMP is the wholesale supplier
for TPP.

TPP was created in 2006, and the city has been
working since that time to establish the system
and completing preparations to serve retail cus-
tomers. The city acquired a substation and distri-
bution lines to serve OmniSource. TPP became a
member of AMP in 2009.

TPP plans to expand to serve additional cus-
tomers in the future. City officials see the newly
formed utility as an economic development tool
that could help reduce costs for businesses. In
fact, the contract with OmniSource is helping to
preserve 200 jobs in the city by reducing the com-
pany’s operating costs.

Additionally, Toledo is developing a $28 mil-
lion landfill gas generation project at the Hoff-
man Road landfill and has plans for solar and
wind generation.

Jolene Thompson selected
for APPA Committee

By Michael Beirne — assistant vice president of government
affairs and publications

Jolene Thompson, OMEA ex-
ecutive director/AMP senior vice
president, has been selected by
APPA Board Chair Phyllis Currie
to serve on the 2012-2013 APPA
Nominations & Awards Com-
mittee.

The committee makes recom-
mendations for major APPA personal service
awards and for nominations to the APPA Board
of Directors.
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Energy Depot refreshes website

By Alice Walker — manager of alternative generation and smart grid

Through Hometown Connections, AMP offers Enercom'’s
Energy Depot service to our members at no charge. There
are 73 AMP members who participate in this service, gener-
ating 4,421 page views
from January to June
2012.

The Energy Depot
website offers resi-
dential and commer-
cial energy and water
audits with reports,
graphs and consumer
recommendations on
energy savings. The
Energy Depot software also includes an appliance calculator
showing energy usage and costs, a comprehensive Energy
Library with tips and Fact Sheets for residential and com-
mercial customer segments, and much more.

Enercom recently updated the Energy Depot website to
include a new graphic page design, revisions to technology
and systems, and a refreshed Energy Library. Visit the fol-
lowing URL to see these changes: http://www.energydepot.
com/ampohiores/utilityselect.asp

For more information or to register your community for
Energy Depot, contact me at awalker@amppartners.org or
Eric Lloyd, elloyd @amppartners.org.

Energy markets take a dip

By Craig Kleinhenz — manager of power supply planning

After almost a month of increasing prices, natural gas
markets closed the week down. This was a result of cooler
weather hitting much of the Midwest and East Coast.

This decreased natural gas usage causing the amount of
natural gas in storage to increase. September natural gas
prices decreased this week to finish trading up $0.17 / MMB-
tu to end at $2.92 / MMBtu. 2013 on-peak electric prices at
AD Hub finished yesterday down $0.41 / MWh from last
week closing yesterday at $39.89 / MWh.

DEED applications are due Aug. 15

By Michelle Palmer — assistant vice president of technical services

Applications for the American Public Power Association'’s
(APPA) Demonstration of Energy-Efficient Developments
(DEED) grants are due Aug. 15.

Grants are used to help finance innovative utility projects;
or improve efficiency, reduce costs, investigate new technol-
ogies, offer new services, and improve utility processes and
practices to better serve customers. Grants are available up
to $75,000.

DEED scholarship applications will be due in the fall,
Oct. 15. Utilities may apply for $4,000 student research
grants and internships (scholarships) each year.

To apply for either grants or scholarships, contact the
DEED program at DEED @PublicPower.org to obtain log-in
credentials for the online application.

APPA’'s DEED program, established in 1980, is the only
research and development program funded by and for pub-
lic power utilities.

For more information please visit www.publicpower.
org/DEED.

On Peak (16 hour) prices into AEP/Dayton Hub

Week ending August 3

MON TUE WED THU FRI
$42.00 $44.25 $41.75 $51.00 $58.00
Week ending July 27

MON TUE WED THU FRI
$60.75 $51.25 $53.75 $66.75 $50.25

AEP/Dayton 2012 5x16 price as of August 3 — $39.89
AEP/Dayton 2012 5x16 price as of July 27 — $40.30

AFEC weekly update

By Craig Kleinhenz

After several weeks in a row of record amounts of gener-
ation, AFEC finally saw some lower production numbers.
This was due to a routine planned maintenance outage
that occurred last Friday, Saturday and Sunday.

After the outage, the plant returned to its high pro-
duction numbers with load factors for Tuesday through
Thursday averaging 86 percent (the week averaged 47 per-
cent due to the outage). On-Peak market prices remained
strong with AFEC dispatch cost remaining well below
market cost ($16 below for base and $10 below for duct).

Next week should be slightly cooler than the last couple
of weeks, but production form the plant is anticipated to
remain strong.

AMP highlights Westerville
in online Member Spotlight

By Krista Selvage — manager of publications

Westerville, Ohio, is the latest AMP member communi-
ty to be highlighted
in AMP’s Member
Spotlight on the
AMP website.

A suburb of Co-
lumbus with more
than 38,000 resi-
dents, the city main-
tains a small-town feel with the help of its charming his-
toric Uptown Westerville area.

Westerville is currently experiencing substantial growth
in economic development.

While you're visiting Member Spotlight, we encourage
you to take a little time to get to know some of the other
AMP member communities better.

The archives include profiles of 20 member communi-
ties across the AMP footprint.

News or Ads?

kbselvage@amppartners.org
if you would like to pass
along news or ads.

NCWS/AC .
— Call Krista Selvage at |
—F — 614.540.6407 or email to
== || tPdat
— 1




American Municipal Power Newsletter

Update Classifieds

City of Painesville looks to fill
electric distribution positions

The City of Painesville, Ohio, a public power community
located 30 miles east of Cleveland, has two openings for an
electric distribution worker I (first class lineman).

This position requires considerable knowledge of advanced
electrical work in installation, maintenance and repair of distri-
bution lines and related components of the municipal electri-
cal distribution system.

High school diploma or GED supplemented by training
courses covering electricity, meters, oil circuit breakers, trans-
formers and related equipment is required. Valid commercial
driver’s license required.

Submit application or resume to HR Dept., City of Paines-
ville, 7 Richmond St., PO Box 601 Painesville, OH 44077-0601
or via email to hr@painesville.com. EOE Position is open until
filled.

Columbus seeks Engineer IV

The City of Columbus Department of Public Utilities is seek-
ing qualified candidates for the position of Engineer IV for the
Division of Power and Water.

This position is responsible for directing the activities of
the Power Engineering Section which includes the planning,
design, review and construction of street lighting and power
distribution projects. Position will also prepare data for the
Capital Improvement and Operating budgets.

High-level experience in Electrical Engineering, munici-
pal utility, and management of professional engineering staff
preferred. Applicants must possess a valid State of Ohio cer-
tificate as a registered Professional Engineer and five years of
experience as a Professional Engineer in responsible charge of
engineering work, two years of which must have been supervi-
sory over Professional Engineers or multiple major engineering
projects. Substitutions: Ten years of practical engineering expe-
rience, which includes three years as a Professional Engineer
and two years of experience supervising professional engineers.

Salary $70,782 - $106,163.00. Send resumes by Aug. 15,
2012 to: Krista McGee, Department of Public Utilities, 910
Dublin Road- Room 4150, Columbus, OH 43215, or fax them
to 614.645.0500, or e-mail to kkmcgee@Columbus.gov. Tele-
phone: 614.645.5883. Pre-employment medical/drug screen
and background investigation required, if selected. EOE

Orrville transformers available

The City of Orrville has 10, 15 and 25kVA overhead trans-
formers available for purchase. All transformers are 4800/8320V
primary with 120/240V secondary.

Interested parties should contact Richard Smith, Orrville dis-
tribution superintendent, at 330.684.5149.

Line truck for sale by Dover

The City of Dover is selling a 2003 International 4300/HI-
RANGER 67-foot Bucket/Line Truck. An online auction at www.
govdeals.com ends Aug. 8. Enter 4259-5 in the QAL (Quick As-

set Lookup) box located on the home page of the website.

Details include: 2003 International 4300 Conventional
Cab,7.6L, L6, DT466 230 HP Diesel Engine, with a 5-Speed
Allison Automatic Transmission. The vehicle is in good con-
dition; and starts, runs and is operable.

This truck was purchased in anticipation of an intertie
loop, with higher poles than throughout the rest of the City
of Dover’s system, which never materialized. It has seen very
little use as a result. Only 2,481 actual miles and 432 hours
of operation. Call 334.387.0515 for more information.

Assistant city manager of
utilities is needed in Danville

The City of Danville (45,000) seeks an energetic, proac-
tive, creative leader to manage Danville Utilities, a municipal
provider of electric, gas, water, wastewater, and telecommu-
nications services in a 500-square mile territory.

Appointed by and reporting directly to the city manager,
the assistant city manager of utilities is responsible for lead-
ing a progressive organization that delivers exceptional cus-
tomer service, operates effectively and efficiently, maintains
a world class workforce, contributes to developing Danville’s
new economy, and meets environmental and community
responsibilities.

Danville Utilities serves 42,000 electric meters, 16,000 gas
meters, and 18,000 water meters. Its open access fiber optic
telecommunications system serves 200 municipal, school,
and business locations. Fiber-to-the-neighborhood deploy-
ments are now under way. The Utilities Department employs
174 and operates on a $166 million annual budget. A City
Council-appointed Utility Commission provides policy
oversight.

Position requires a bachelor’s degree in engineering, pub-
lic administration, business, or related field; masters degree
in public or business administration is preferred. Extensive
experience in utilities, public works, or local government
management is required.

Salary range: $90,429 to $120,000, DOQ, plus generous
fringe benefits package. Visit our website to apply online
www.danville-va.gov Attach cover letter, detailed resume,
credentials, and salary history. Position will remain open
until filled. City Residency is required. All submissions are
confidential. For additional information on Danville Utili-
ties, please visit www.danvilleutilities.com. Equal Opportu-
nity Employer.

American Municipal Power
1111 Schrock Road,
Columbus, Ohio 43229
614.540.1111 ® FAX 614.540.1113
www.amppartners.org
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