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Application to Commit Energy 
Efficiency/Peak Demand 

Reduction Programs 
(Mercantile Customers Only) 

Case No.:    17-1797-EL-EEC 

Mercantile Customer:    Kenwood Collection 

Electric Utility:                Duke Energy 

Program Title or             Window Film 
Description:

Rule   4901:1-39-05(F),   Ohio   Administrative  Code   (O.A.C.),  permits   a   mercantile 
customer to file, either individually or jointly with an electric utility, an application to 
commit the customer’s existing demand reduction, demand response, and energy 
efficiency programs for integration with the electric utility’s programs.  The following 
application form is to be used by mercantile customers, either individually or jointly 
with their electric utility, to apply for commitment of such programs in accordance with 
the Commission’s pilot program established in Case No.  10-834-EL-POR 

Completed applications requesting the cash rebate reasonable arrangement option 
(Option 1) in lieu of an exemption from the electric utility’s energy efficiency and 
demand reduction (EEDR) rider will be automatically approved on the sixty-first 
calendar day after filing, unless the Commission, or an attorney examiner, suspends or 
denies the application prior to that time.   Completed applications requesting the 
exemption from the EEDR rider (Option 2) will also qualify for the 60-day automatic 
approval  so  long  as  the  exemption  period  does  not  exceed  24  months.     Rider 
exemptions for periods of more than 24 months will be reviewed by the Commission 
Staff and are only approved up the issuance of a Commission order. 

Complete a separate application for each customer program.  Projects undertaken by a 
customer as a single program at a single location or at various locations within the same 
service territory should be submitted together as a single program filing, when possible. 
Check all boxes that are applicable to your program.  For each box checked, be sure to 
complete all subparts of the question, and provide all requested additional information. 
Submittal of incomplete applications may result in a suspension of the automatic 
approval process or denial of the application. 

Any confidential or trade secret information may be submitted to Staff on disc or via 
email at  ee-pdr@puc.state.oh.us. 

http://dis.puc.state.oh.us/CaseRecord.aspx?CaseNo=10-0834
mailto:ee-pdr@puc.state.oh.us
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Section 1:  Mercantile Customer Information 

Name:   Kenwood Collection LLC  

Principal address:  5905 E. Galbraith Road, Cincinnati, Ohio 45236 

Address of facility for which this energy efficiency program applies:  

Same as above 

Name and telephone number for responses to questions: 

Robin Avant, (513)287-5948 

Electricity use by the customer (check the box(es) that apply): 

□ The customer uses more than seven hundred thousand kilowatt hours per
year at the above facility.  (Please attach documentation.)

 The customer is part of a national account involving multiple facilities in
one or more states.  (Please attach documentation.)

Section 2: Application Information 

A) The customer is filing this application (choose which applies):

□ Individually, without electric utility participation.

 Jointly with the electric utility.

B) The electric utility is: Duke Energy

C) The customer is offering to commit (check any that apply):

□ Energy savings from the customer’s energy efficiency program.
(Complete Sections 3, 5, 6, and 7.)

□ Capacity savings from the customer’s demand response/demand
reduction program. (Complete Sections 4, 5, 6, and 7.)

 Both the energy savings and the capacity savings from the customer’s
energy efficiency program. (Complete all sections of the Application.)
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Section 3: Energy Efficiency Programs 

A) The customer’s energy efficiency program involves (check those that apply):

□ Early replacement of fully functioning equipment with new equipment.
(Provide the date on which the customer replaced fully functioning
equipment, and the date on which the customer would have replaced
such equipment if it had not been replaced early.  Please include a brief
explanation for how the  customer determined this future  replacement
date (or, if not known, please explain why this is not known)).

□ Installation of new equipment to replace equipment that needed to be
replaced  The customer installed new equipment on the following date(s):
Month and Year

□ Installation of new equipment for new construction or facility expansion.
The customer installed new equipment on the following date(s):

. 

 Behavioral or operational improvement.

B) Energy savings achieved/to be achieved by the energy efficiency program:

1) If you checked the box indicating that the project involves the early
replacement  of  fully  functioning  equipment  replaced  with  new
equipment, then calculate the annual savings [(kWh used by the original
equipment) – (kWh used by new equipment) = (kWh per year saved)].
Please attach your calculations and record the results below:

Annual savings: _kWh 

2) If you checked the box indicating that the customer installed new
equipment to replace equipment that needed to be replaced, then calculate
the annual savings [(kWh used by less efficient new equipment) – (kWh
used by the higher efficiency new equipment) = (kWh per year saved)].
Please attach your calculations and record the results below:

Annual savings:   _kWh 

Please describe any less efficient new equipment that was rejected in favor 
of the more efficient new equipment. 
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3)  If you checked the box indicating that the project involves equipment for 
new construction or facility expansion, then calculate the annual savings 
[(kWh used by less efficient new equipment) – (kWh used by higher 
efficiency new equipment) = (kWh per year saved)].  Please attach your 
calculations and record the results below: 

 
Annual savings:  XXXXX kWh (See Attachment 1 - Appendix 
2) 
 

 
Please describe the less efficient new equipment that was rejected in favor 
of the more efficient new equipment. 

 
4)  If you checked the box indicating that the project involves behavioral or 

operational improvements, provide a description of how the annual 
savings were determined. 

 
                                                                       
 

 Annual savings:  2,175,486 kWh (See Attachment 1 - Appendix 2) 
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Section 4: Demand Reduction/Demand Response Programs 

A) The customer’s program involves (check the one that applies):

 Coincident peak-demand savings from the customer’s energy
efficiency program.

□ Actual peak-demand reduction.  (Attach a description and documentation
of the peak-demand reduction.)

□ Potential peak-demand reduction (check the one that applies):

□ The  customer’s  peak-demand  reduction  program  meets  the
requirements to be counted as a capacity resource under a tariff
of a regional transmission organization (RTO) approved by the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.

□ The  customer’s  peak-demand  reduction  program  meets  the
requirements to be counted as a capacity resource under a
program that is equivalent to an RTO program, which has been
approved by the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio.

B) On what date did the customer initiate its demand reduction program?

September 2016 

C) What is the peak demand reduction achieved or capable of being achieved
(show calculations through which this was determined):

946.85 KW (See Attachment 1 - Appendix 2) 
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Section 5: Request for Cash Rebate Reasonable 
Arrangement (Option 1) or Exemption from Rider (Option 2) 

Under this section, check the box that applies and fill in all blanks relating to that 
choice. 

Note: If Option 2 is selected, the application will not qualify for the 60-day automatic 
approval.   All applications, however, will be considered on a timely basis by the 
Commission. 

A) The customer is applying for:

 Option 1: A cash rebate reasonable arrangement.

 OR 

□ Option  2:  An  exemption  from  the   energy  efficiency  cost  recovery
mechanism implemented by the electric utility.

OR 

□ Commitment payment

B) The value of the option that the customer is seeking is:

Option 1: A cash rebate reasonable arrangement, which is the lesser
of (show both amounts): 

 A cash rebate of $248,775.50 (See Attachment 1 -
Appendix 3).

Option 2: An  exemption  from  payment  of  the  electric  utility’s 
energy efficiency/peak demand reduction rider. 

□ An exemption from payment of the electric utility’s
energy  efficiency/peak demand reduction rider  for

 months (not to exceed 24 months).   (Attach 
calculations showing how this time period was
determined.)

OR 

□ A  commitment  payment  valued  at  no  more  than
$                                .       (Attach   documentation   and
calculations showing how this payment amount was
determined.)
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OR 

□ Ongoing  exemption  from  payment  of  the  electric
utility’s energy efficiency/peak demand reduction
rider for an initial period of 24 months because this
program is part of the customer’s ongoing efficiency
program.  (Attach documentation that establishes the
ongoing nature of the program.)  In order to continue
the exemption beyond the initial 24 month period, the
customer will need to provide a future application
establishing additional energy savings and the
continuance of the organization’s energy efficiency
program.)

Section 6: Cost Effectiveness 

The program is cost effective because it has a benefit/cost ratio greater than 1 using the 
(choose which applies): 

□ Total Resource Cost (TRC) Test. The calculated TRC value is:
(Continue to Subsection 1, then skip Subsection 2)

 Utility Cost Test (UCT). The calculated UCT value is 6.63 (See Attachment 1
- Appendix 4)

Subsection 1:  TRC Test Used (please fill in all blanks). 

The TRC value of the program is calculated by dividing the value of our 
avoided supply costs (generation capacity, energy, and any transmission or 
distribution) by the sum of our program overhead and installation costs and 
any incremental measure costs paid by either the customer or the electric 
utility. 

The electric utility’s avoided supply costs were . 

Our program costs were   . 

The incremental measure costs were   . 
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Subsection 2:  UCT Used (please fill in all blanks). 

We calculated the UCT value of our program by dividing the value of our 
avoided supply costs (capacity and energy) by the costs to our electric utility 
(including administrative costs and incentives paid or rider exemption costs) 
to obtain our commitment. 

Our avoided supply costs were $2,368,419.49 (See Attachment 1 - 
Appendix 5). 

The utility’s program costs were $108,346.47 (See Attachment 1 - 
Appendix 6). 

The utility’s incentive costs/rebate costs were $248,775.50 (See 
Attachment 1 - Appendix 3). 

Section 7: Additional Information 

Please attach the following supporting documentation to this application: 

   Narrative description of the program including, but not limited to, make, 
model, and year of any installed and replaced equipment. 

   A copy of the formal declaration or agreement that commits the program or 
measure to the electric utility, including: 

1) any confidentiality requirements associated with the agreement;

2) a description of any consequences of noncompliance with the terms of the
commitment;

3) a description of coordination requirements between the customer and the
electric utility with regard to peak demand reduction;

4) permission by the customer to the electric utility and Commission staff
and consultants   to   measure   and   verify   energy   savings   and/or
peak-demand reductions resulting from your program; and,

5) a  commitment by  the  customer  to  provide  an  annual  report  on  your
energy savings and electric utility peak-demand reductions achieved.

Refer to Offer Letter following this application

   A description of all methodologies, protocols, and practices used or proposed 
to  be  used  in  measuring  and  verifying  program  results.    Additionally, 
identify and explain all deviations from any program measurement and 
verification guidelines that may be published by the Commission. 







17-1797-EL-EEC 



Appendix 1 – Electric History

16803824 01
METER 106155920
KENWOOD COLLECTION LLC
5905 GALBRAITH RD EMISC: SERVICE# 3    
CINCINNATI, OH  45236

Date Days Read Actual KWH Bill KWH Actual Demand Bill Demand Net Charge Supplier Charge KWH/Day KVAR Power Factor Load Factor Cost Per Day
7/25/2017 32 0 282,703 282,703 866.4 22,634.33 14,106.88 8,834.50 283.2 95.1 42.5 707.32
6/23/2017 30 0 266,709 266,709 777.6 20,968.43 13,308.78 8,890.30 218.4 96.3 47.6 698.95
5/24/2017 29 0 242,091 242,091 700.8 19,393.60 12,080.34 8,348.00 172.8 97.1 49.6 668.74
4/25/2017 32 0 252,160 252,160 633.6 19,154.63 12,582.78 7,880.00 127.2 98 51.8 598.58
3/24/2017 29 0 237,451 237,451 664.8 18,507.25 11,848.80 8,188.00 153.6 97.4 51.3 638.18
2/23/2017 29 0 235,814 235,814 722.4 19,047.93 11,767.12 8,131.50 177.6 97.1 46.9 656.83
1/25/2017 34 0 265,213 265,213 770.4 20,962.28 13,234.13 7,800.40 285.6 93.8 42.2 616.54

12/22/2016 31 0 238,967 238,967 703.2 19,138.23 11,924.45 7,708.60 254.4 94 45.7 617.36
11/21/2016 31 0 194,477 194,477 528 15,115.31 9,704.40 6,273.50 158.4 95.8 49.5 487.59
10/21/2016 29 0 177,037 177,037 552 14,527.60 8,834.15 6,104.70 206.4 93.7 46.1 500.95
9/22/2016 30 0 211,301 211,301 573.6 16,098.05 10,543.92 7,043.40 194.4 94.7 51.2 536.6
8/23/2016 29 0 207,569 207,569 583.2 16,015.89 10,357.69 7,157.60 216 93.8 51.1 552.27
7/25/2016 32 0 203,481 203,481 580.8 15,794.35 10,153.70 6,358.80 237.6 92.6 45.6 493.57
6/23/2016 30 0 153,043 153,043 482.4 12,341.28 7,636.85 5,101.40 165.6 94.6 44.1 411.38
5/24/2016 29 0 97,706 97,706 312 8,190.28 4,875.53 3,369.20 88.8 96.2 45 282.42
4/25/2016 32 0 116,765 116,765 312 8,996.49 5,826.57 3,648.90 100.8 95.2 48.7 281.14
3/24/2016 29 0 99,322 99,322 290.4 7,986.23 4,956.17 3,424.90 100.8 94.5 49.1 275.39
2/24/2016 29 0 129,206 129,206 348 10,004.73 6,447.38 4,455.40 64.8 98.3 53.3 344.99
1/26/2016 34 0 135,537 135,537 415.2 11,133.50 6,763.30 3,986.40 136.8 95 40 327.46

12/23/2015 33 0 93,692 93,692 316.8 8,156.68 4,675.23 2,839.20 86.4 96.5 37.3 247.17
11/20/2015 29 0 57,646 57,646 309.6 6,502.84 2,876.54 1,987.80 144 90.7 26.8 224.24
10/22/2015 29 0 60,424 60,424 211.2 215.5 5,425.76 3,015.16 2,083.60 112.8 88.2 41.1 187.1
9/23/2015 30 0 77,534 77,534 237.6 240.6 6,413.80 3,868.95 2,584.50 122.4 88.9 45.3 213.79
8/24/2015 31 0 81,731 81,731 240 248.7 7,824.20 2,636.50 136.8 86.9 45.8 252.39
7/24/2015 30 0 70,996 70,996 244.8 252.4 7,375.78 2,366.50 136.8 87.3 40.3 245.86

Appendix 2 – Annual kWh and kW savings

Measure
Measure 
Quantity

Unit of 
Measure

Annual kWh 
Gross with 
losses (Per 

Unit)
TOTAL Annual kWh 
Gross with losses

Saved Summer 
coincident kW 

with losses (Per 
Unit)

Total KW 
Gross with 

losses
SelfDirect Window Film 150607 per sq ft           658,512          99,176,543,545 0.00 286.61
SelfDirect Window Film 346944 per sq ft 1,516,974      526,304,902,503       0.00 660.24

Appendix 3 – Cash Rebate

Measure Amount
SelfDirect Window Film $75,303.50
SelfDirect Window Film 173,472.00$  

248,775.50$  

Appendix 4 – Utility Cost Test

Measure UCT
SelfDirect Window Film 6.63
SelfDirect Window Film 6.63

6.63

Appendix 5 – Avoided Supply Costs

Measure T&D Production Capacity Quantity 
Total Avoided 

Costs
SelfDirect Window Film $114,350.07 $406,774.23 $195,788.24 150607 $716,912.54
SelfDirect Window Film $263,421.15 $937,060.56 $451,025.23 346944 $1,651,506.94

2,368,419.49$   

Appendix 6 – Utility Program Costs

Measure Qty Total Costs
SelfDirect Window Film 150607 $32,796.11
SelfDirect Window Film 346944 $75,550.36

108,346.47$  





























































PERFORMANCE DATA

Transmittance

Visible Light 40%

Solar Energy 16%

UV 5%

Reflectance

Visible Light-Exterior 15%

Visible Light-Interior 15%

Solar Energy 27%

NFRC U-Value

Winter 0.29 Btu/(hr x sqft x °F)

Summer 0.26 Btu/(hr x sqft x °F)

Shading Coefficient (SC) 0.25

Relative Heat Gain 54 Btu/(hr x sqft)

Solar Heat Gain Coefficient (SHGC) 0.22

LSG 1.82

1" (25mm) Insulating VUE1-40

Makeup

1/4" (6mm) clear VUE-40 #2
1/2" (13.2mm) airspace
1/4" (6mm) clear
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