












 

 

PUCO Revision 1/15/2013 / FE Revision 10/15/2013  -7- 

Section 5:  Request for Cash Rebate Reasonable  
Arrangement, Exemption from Rider, or Commitment Payment 

 
Under this section, check all boxes that apply and fill in all corresponding blanks.  

A) The customer is applying for: 

 A cash rebate reasonable arrangement. 

 

 An exemption from the energy efficiency cost recovery mechanism 
implemented by the electric utility. 

 

 Commitment payment 

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

 A cash rebate reasonable arrangement. 

 A cash rebate of $120,296.  (Rebate shall not exceed 
50% project cost.  Attach documentation showing the 
methodology used to determine the cash rebate value 
and calculations showing how this payment amount 
was determined.) 

 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.) 

 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 12 month period, the 
customer will need to complete, and file within this 
application, the Historical Mercantile Annual Report 









Exhibit 1
Customer Legal Entity Name:   Madison Local School District

Site Address: Madison Middle School

Principal Address: 1419 Grace Street

Project 

No. Project Name

Narrative description of your program including, but not limited to, 

make, model, and year of any installed and replaced equipment:

Description of methodologies, protocols and practices 

used in measuring and verifying project results

What date would you have replaced your 

equipment if you had not replaced it early? 

Also, please explain briefly how you 

determined this future replacement date.

Please describe the less efficient new 

equipment that you rejected in favor of 

the more efficient new equipment.

1
LEED Silver Custom Design School 

Building

This building is a new construction that achieved LEED Silver status that consisted of 

high efficiency envelope, hvac, and lighting systems.  Significant improvements were 

made of an ASHRAE-90.1-2007 baseline facility.  The Envelope design included 

increased insulation levels to provide a continous exterior wall insulation value of R-30 

and spray applied vapor barrior. Exterior windows are thermally broken and include High 

E glass.  Roof insulation was increased to an R-40.  Heating and air conditioning systems 

for the facility are centered around a central geothermal field that provides condenser 

water to the main air handling unit, dedicated outdoor air systems, and a custom water to 

water heat pump that can provide simultaneous heating and cooling.  Chilled beams 

provide heating and cooling for the classrooms and are provided air by energy recovery 

air handling units.  The building total square footage is 169,524.  

The design engineer utilized DOE's Equest modeling software to compare 

the designed building to a ASHRAE 90.1-2007 Building as modeled per 

Appendix G.

N/A

ASHRAE 90.1 - 2007 was utilized as the baseline 

and higher efficiency equipment was selected to 

provide the 39% improvement for LEED 

certifiation.

Docket No. 17-1404

Site: 1419 Grace Street
Rev (4.1.2013) Mercantile Customer Program Page 1 of 4



Customer Legal Entity Name:   Madison Local School District

Site Address: Madison Middle School

Principal Address: 1419 Grace Street

Unadjusted                                                             

Usage, kwh  (A)

Weather Adjusted                                                    

Usage, kwh  (B)

Weather Adjusted Usage 

with Energy Efficiency 

Addbacks, kwh 

 (c)

Note 1

2016 1,785,000 1,785,000 3,388,950

0 0 1,603,950
0 0 1,603,950

Average 1,785,000 1,785,000 2,198,950

1 LEED Silver Custom Design School Building 01/07/2014 $12,000,000 $6,000,000 1,603,950                      1,603,950                    -                             $160,395 $120,296

-                                 -                               -                             

-                                 -                               -                             

-                                 -                               -                             

-                                 -                               -                             

-                                 -                               -                             

-                                 -                               -                             

Total $12,000,000 1,603,950 1,603,950 0 $160,395 $120,296

Docket No. 17-1404

Site: 1419 Grace Street

Notes

Exhibit 2

Utility Peak Demand 

Reduction 

Contribution, KW  

(F)

KWh Saved/Year (D)

counting towards 

utility compliance

Project Cost $In-Service Date
50% of Project Cost

$

Eligible Rebate 

Amount (H)

$
Note 2

(2) The eligible rebate amount is based upon 75% of the rebates offered by the FirstEnergy Commercial and Industrial Energy Efficiency programs, not to exceed the lesser of 50% of the project cost or $250,000 per project. 

(1) Customer's usage is adjusted to account for the effects of the energy efficiency programs included in this application.  When applicable, such adjustments are prorated to the in-service date to account for partial year savings.

KWh Saved/Year (E)

eligible for incentive

Prescriptive

Rebate

Amount (G)

$

Project Name
Project 

Number
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$0

Commitment 

Payment

$
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Exhibit 3

UCT = Utility Avoided Costs / Utility Costs 

Project

Utility Avoided 

Cost

$

Utility Cost

$
Cash Rebate $

Administrator 

Variable Fee

$

Total Utility 

Cost

$

UCT

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)

1 795,960$           4,050$           120,296$       $0 124,346$    6.4

Total 795,960           4,050           120,296       $0 124,346    6.4

Notes

(A)

(B)

(C)

(D)

(E)
(F) =(A) / (E)

Madison Local School District ~ Madison Middle School

Docket No. 17-1404

Site: 1419 Grace Street

Represents the utility's costs incurred for self-directed mercantile applications

for applications filed and applications in progress. Includes incremental costs

of legal fees, fixed administrative expenses, etc. 

Based on approximate Administrator's variable compensation for purposes of

calculating the UCT, actual compensation may be less.

This is the amount of the Rebate Payment paid to the customer for this 

= (B) + (C) + (D)

Represents NPV of avoided energy and capacaity costs over a 10 year life

multiplied by the annual project savings.
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17-1404 E-Quest Model Results of LEEDS Whole Building Energy Simulation 
Madison Middle School – 1419 Grace St., Mansfield, OH 44905 

 

The table immediately below is a summary from pg 9 of this document.  Savings are as follows: 

   Baseline Design(kWh) - Proposed Design (kWh) = Proposed Savings(kWh) 

    3,262,694 – 1,658,744 = 1,603,950 kWh 

 

 
  

 

 



 

 

 

  
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

  

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

  

   
  

    

    



















This foregoing document was electronically filed with the Public Utilities 

Commission of Ohio Docketing Information System on 

10/26/2017 10:36:16 AM

in

Case No(s). 17-1404-EL-EEC

Summary: Application to Commit Energy Efficiency/Peak Demand Reduction Programs of
Ohio Edison Company and Madison Local School District  electronically filed by Ms. Jennifer
M. Sybyl on behalf of Ohio Edison Company and Madison Local School District




