
 

Meeting Agenda 

4:30 – 6:00 PM, Wednesday, Nov 2nd, 2016 

Lyons Town Hall 

 

I. Roll Call, Agenda, Minutes 

• Amendments to Agenda  

• Approve Minutes from Oct 19th 

• UEB Officers and Member Lead Areas 

• Upcoming Meetings - ​Nov 12, 2016 9 AM or 1 PM - ​Lyons Boards and Commissions Training - ​Lyons 

Nov 9. 8 AM - Northern Water Fall Water Users Meeting - Longmont, Best Western 1850 Industrial Cir.  

Dec 2nd - CAMU Fall Meeting - Fairfield & Woods in Denver, CO  

 

II. Audience Business  

 

III. Liaison Updates 

• Board of Trustees Update - MEAN meeting Report 

• Staff, Engineering Update - Honeywell Savings Gaurantee 

 

IV. Continued Business 

● Town Utility Account tracking 

 

V. New Business 

● Water/Wastewater Rate and CIP Study Presentation RG & Assoc. 

 

VI. Parking Lot 

• 2017 Utility FUnd Budget, Pipe Water rates for 2017 Budget,  

• Reserve/Rate Stabilization Funds 

• Wastewater Pretreatment Policy 

• LRAP INF 2.2.1 

• Municipal Code Corrections 

 



  
UEB Meeting Minutes,  19 Oct 2016  

 
Meeting Time and Location: ​ Began at 4:30 at Town Hall. 
 
Attendance: ​, Aaron Caplan, Lee Hall, Coco Gordon, John Cowdry, Chuck Keim, Dan Reitz, Jay Stott 
 
Staff:​ Kyle Miller  ​Liaisons:  Guests:  
 
Amendments to Agenda: ​Welcomed Jay Stott as the newest member of the UEB. 
 
Previous Minutes: ​. Reviewed and modified Oct 5th Minutes under Water Wastewater CIP to add “Areas 
where there is no looping of the water mains need looping.  It was emphasized to try and coordinate getting 
water, and wastewater done first in areas that need paving.” ​  Aaron had not followed up with Parks and 
Rec to find out if they were budgeting for water usage. He would do so. ​Then approved minutes. 
 
Staff Update: ​  ​It was asked where the Storm Drainage Study was and if there wasn’t some deadline? 
It was also mentioned that the BoT had wondered where the Water and Wastewater Rate and CIP 
Study was at their Utility Fund Budget workshop. 
Public Works has begun work to replace the 4 inch water pipe at Seward and 2nd Ave with 8 inch pipe.  This 
is one location with no looping and part of the project will be to connect it into other water pipe for looping. 
They will then be cutting in a new fire hydrant.   It was also noted the computer system at the WWTP 
crashed and the town was flying someone in to take a look at it. 
We then went into some discussion on streets and ​it was asked what the town paving schedule is.  It 
was also mentioned that the UEB should probably be looking at the streets portion of the budget. 
 
2017 Utility Fund Budgets: ​ We started with the electric fund and discussion on reserves. The UEB feels 
the funds restricted for bonds could be part of the overall 3 months operating expense reserve fund. What 
are operating expenses?  Staff never did find an actual ordinance or resolution saying the electric fund 
should have 3 month operating expenses. The UEB thought we should be looking at what expenses there 
are if we have no revenue coming in.  There is the Fixed Cost Recovery charge, about $35,000 a month and 
the bond payments or requirements. 
We noted the restricted investment fee for Capital Improvement (CI) on the electric fund and wanted to verify 
this was the official recommendation of the BoT last year?  If so then all the investment fee revenue 
budgeted for 2017 should be placed in this line for the 2017 budget.   The $100,000 budgeted last year for 
the new electric meters that were not purchased could be moved to the CI restriction for 2017.  Shouldn’t 
budgeting for CI then come from this restricted line or maybe we should have a separate budget document 
for CI with revenue, balance and expenses.  It was also mentioned that the 6 new Habitat for Humanity 
houses will be paying the Investment fee and if we think they are going in in 2017 should be added to that 
revenue line. 



The MEAN refund from 2016 was mentioned and noted that it will show up as a decrease in our expense to 
MEAN in 2016. In our Lyons financials we should be sure and document it separately as an extraordinary 
revenue so our expense line doesn’t get distorted. 
 
With water and wastewater we began by talking about the CIP we received from RGA.  The estimated total 
cost is $3,600,000 over 20 years or $180,000 per year. Water improvements are 60% or about $110,000 
and wastewater then $70,000.  Can we budget this general amount or should we try and determine which 
projects we will do first.  The majority leaned towards needing actual projects budgeted.  We will ask RGA 
when they present at our next meeting what they think we might budget for 2017. ​ If we don’t get 
something from them Kyle will try and determine what our first priority should be.  ​We noticed that we 
had spent $40,000 this year so far on CI but had budgeted $7,000. 
Longmont Water Rate increases by .10 per 1000 gallons next year and increased by .10 this year which 
may not have been accounted for.  We had 92,000 gallons in 2014 and 87,000 in 2015 so the increase is 
less than $10. 
It was a cooler summer last year. Through Jun. 2016 we have 32,000 but 3rd quarter is much higher usage 
from lawn watering. Planning for 95,000 should allow for some growth and a warmer summer. at 1.62 per 
1,000 we might budget $153,900. 
There was concern about the amount of water from the water leak and if it put us over our maximum daily 
allowed usage with Longmont and would we be paying a fine next year.  ​We need to look at the water true 
up letter from Longmont when we get it in June. 
With wastewater we need to add the WWTP savings guarantee cost of $14,891 for this year and can reduce 
expenses by at least the guaranteed savings amount.  We also wondered how the fund is projected to be 
$136,000 in the black when the rate increase was not going to cover the new debt expense and we 
expected a loss of around $100,000. 
 
Town Utility Account Tracking -​  At the Utility fund budget workshop the mayor and other trustees said 
they thought it would be a great project for the UEB to work on tracking and documenting the town utility 
use.  When we heard how much water was being used at the new Splash feature at Lavern Park we thought 
we would start by determining if ​ Parks and Rec will be paying for the water they use?  Aaron will attend 
the Parks and Rec Budget Workshop. 
 
Meeting ended: ​5:55 pm.   ​Minutes Submitted by​: Aaron Caplan 



Highlights from the MEAN Ad hoc and Power Supply workshop, October 2016.   By:Jim Kerr Town of Lyons, Trustee 
 
The distributed energy generation discussion during the Ad Hoc and Power Supply workshop focused on distributed 
generation policy, but also included presentations and discussions on bond refinancing, lost load, potential for waste 
to energy plant in Fort Morgan, CO, and a Kimball wind farm update. No voting or official positions where taken at the 
workshop. 
The distributed energy generation discussion focused on rules requiring metering and what to use for metering. A 
presentation (attached) by Michelle Lepin, MEAN attorney, went over the FERC rulings that pertain to the requirement 
to meter behind the meter power generation as it relates to transmission. Lyons uses WAPA LAP for transmission 
service and is already over the 150kW limit that requires metering. Brad Hans, ​Deputy Director of Wholesale Electric 
Operations,​ expects that the distributed generation solution for collecting meter data will be active by April, 1, 2017, the 
start of the next MEAN fiscal year. 
Two metering options were discussed 1) Verizon grid wide utility solution and 2) Utility Advanced Metering 
infrastructure (AMI) systems. Most MEAN utilities are still using old style meters and do not have the capability to 
record hourly loads from customer solar systems. 
The Verizon solution would be for MEAN to purchase the Verizon's grid wide utility solution to read all the meters and 
the MEAN member utilities responsibility would be to install production meters on their solar systems. A presentation 
was made by Patrick Caustrita, Verizon Grid Wide Business Development and Strategy Planning, ​303-915-3006​. The 
readings would go directly to MEAN for use in billing the utility appropriately for transmission and MEAN Fixed Cost of 
Recovery (FCRC) charges. The meter readings could also be provided by MEAN to the associated utility. The cost of 
the Verizon solution would be about $35k for the infrastructure, $185 per meter, and $3 per month per meter charge. 
Installation cost per meter would be additional. MEAN would negotiate the contract with Verizon to get the cost down 
below the $185 per meter and $3 per month fee. MEAN would pick up the infrastructure cost and member utilities 
would pay for the meter and monthly fee costs. This is the solution MEAN is primarily pursuing. 
The second alternative was requested by those utilities with AMI systems such as what Lyons plans to procure. In this 
case the utility would collect the data and transmit the data to MEAN. How often this transmission of data would be 
provided and the data exchange format still needs to worked out. Rich Small, MEAN, suggested that the data would 
need to be transmitted once per day so the utilities could use this data to plan loads for the following day. 
An updated draft of the MEAN Distributed Generation policy (attached) was distributed. The primary change was to 
add wording that would require estimation of grandfathered systems to have their loads. This estimation would still 
require 20% of the systems to be metered. It was open whether non grandfathered systems meter readers could apply 
to the 20% metered requirement. A formula how the kWHs would be estimated is included in the policy. 
An updated list of pre-existing distributed generation facilities (attached), based on the 45 day extension voted at the 
last MEAN quarterly meeting, was provided that showed only minor changes for each utility. Lyons had no additional 
meters recorded. 
The new proposed Waste to Energy plant in Fort Morgan was also discussed. The current MEAN average cost of 
energy is $52/MWh. The new Fort Morgan plant would be less at $48/MWh. MEAN would not purchase the plant but 
instead would enter into Planned Purchase Agreement (PPA) for the power. Members reiterated a desire for the PPA 
to not extend MEAN schedule M utility obligations past 2041 when most of the current bonds and obligations will be 
paid off. This plant qualifies as a renewable energy. 
MEAN continues to have maintenance issues with the Kimball Wind Farm. When purchased MEAN paid with cash. Of 
7 windmills three generators have failed over the last year. Over the life of the project 17 generators and 4 gearboxes 
have failed. The proposal is to sell the project a company that can receive tax credits that MEAN is ineligible for. 
MEAN would potentially then enter into a PPA to purchase the power and no longer be responsible for maintenance 
costs. 
The Torrington, NE loss of load issue was also further discussed from the last MEAN quarterly meeting. The City of 
Torrington lost an Ethanol facility a year ago August and will lose their Western Sugar Beet facility this December. It 
has been proposed to provide relief to Torrington by changing their FCRC timeframe from 3 to 2 years. There was 
some discussion of changing the timeframe for all utilities from 3 to 2 years. MEAN staff is favoring keeping the 3 year 
timeframe although a number of utilities appeared to be in favor of changing the timeframe to 2 year. The 3 year 
timeframe rewards those utilities with increasing usage and reduces the variation in the FCRC. It was argued that the 



FCRC variation would not be so bad since those utilities with increasing loads would be in a good financial position 
and those with reduced loads would get over the increased charges faster. It was also requested that MEAN conduct 
additional analysis on Torrington to show what their unemployment rate and new electric rate would be. It was noted 
that Torrington has very low electric rates and should have been adequately budgeting for just this event. It was also 
noted that Torrington currently has an unemployment rate lower than other member utilities such as Delta, CO. 
Jamie Johnson, Director of Finance & Accounting, announced that MEAN successfully refinanced most of their bonds. 
The refunding decreased cash required for debt service by approximately $18.1 million over the life of the bonds, an 
average of $800,000 per year. One aspect of the bond refinancing discussed is that while MEAN retained it's bond 
credit rating of 'A' it could potentially do even better. To increase MEAN's rating further Andrew Ross, Director of Retail 
Utility Services, and Bob Poehling, Executive Director, suggested MEAN conduct health assessments for it's member 
utilities. This would include cost of service studies MEAN currently offers at half price. In order to facilitate this MEAN 
would need to hire an additional employee at a cost around $150k. The cost would be included in the FCRC and be 
distributed among member utilities accordingly. It was expected that the additional cost of this service would more 
than be made up in further bond refinancing at a higher rating. A show of hands among the members present at the 
meeting indicated support for MEAN staff to further research this possibility. 
 



MTJNICIPAL ENERGY AGENCY OF NEBRASKA
pistribured .nd Renaablc Genenlion Policv

\roprcdi MaY 19.2016

Polic! Staiemeni: Tl e Toia 1 Req uirenesls Po$er Supply Conincts betseen MEAN a.d dreTolal

Requireinen rs Panicipan Ls ( each a T RP as detned belo* ) pro! idc for lh e ladicipanl lo pLNnase a ll o l'

ils clNbic requnemenls fionr MEAN in excss of ils fim poBer allocalio. fmnr the Wenen Area PoNer

Adninnudon. Rccat trends itr Slale and Fedmlrcgnlalio. ard leeislation pro'.ote dr€ expanded

deFlolrcntofaside! iety of rcoewable and dist ibnled genemtio! technologies. includinc legislalio.

inplc'ndting nel'.eldins policies.

ThnPolic!haslecnadople!inrecosnnionorlhesctadsTlisPolicyahoc$ablishesadenrinifris
qcepL,onrchnficllion L l]]c lull requiremetrls punhse oblieation undd the Total Requircnols Power

Supply Conracrs lor Panicipants io insrall under cdtai. hniled circumlanc6 Rmewable Geneati.n

Resources to oflser l).iions of dret elecllic supPly rcqunsnens.

h addition t! tenns ddrDed clscwhcre in ris Polioy. 1ne rolloNrne reans nave the lbllowins meaninCs

Illl _Aloided Cosr Rale nreans MEAN savoided@sl rale as deLmined from lime lo lime

consisrsl wid atplicablc lcgal and rqulatory slandards

I .02 -Fixed Cost Remver! Chdse siall have the n@dng ascibed thftro in ft then_curol

Schedule ol Rates and Chargs to the TRPI Totll Requirencn$ Poser Supplt Conlract

1.03 MEAN ne.ns fie Muicipal Energl Asenc-\, ofNobraka

l.o4 Policr" neans lhis DnF,buted and RenerEble Cener.tion Policy.

I 05 PURPA means rhePublic Utiljty Regnlalory Policies Actol l9?8. as Day be aine.ded floD

Ll]6 'Renlwable C€neralion Resource niean s eleclric general ion inlcrconNcled behnrd lhe

wholesale neler or a TRP or belid rne dail nerer of (ot otheft Ge owncd bv) an end uss and such

genqaion s nnmry ddgy souce is fiydrc, *ind, sold. bionrass, solid wasle. or solhennal rcsou'tes,

or olhq lo'ms oa rmewable sa@tion as deFnniied on a caseby casc basis bv the Dirdtor of
wholesalc El4dc Opcrarions ofMEAN.ln no evmr sball a eeremting lacilitv qualifv as a Renc*able

Gene6lion Resource lndd drn Polcy unl6s it is ofaitleandclE ctd lhal vould be wi$in ihe

definnioD ofa qnalilvingf.ciLily" or lenc*able resource' o.d.r slale or federal legisbtion ot

tuC ulati ons. This delinil ion drallnol include y rcsouce that is o*ned, purchased, orleased bv ! TRP

th is cither(i)approred bylheMEAN Boad ofDir4to$ or Managenrot Coft neetorcducethc

TRP\ suppleme al load lo be seBed b) MEAN. wlriclr apprcval n$t be ennled in .@jmction wnh

exec ion ofthe Tohl Requircncnls Po*er SupDly Conliacl. or (ii) leased or puEbased bv MEAN (in

whole or ir pan) under a sepamte ylnrm asr eqncnt erd€d: (oe!m md t ( \L4J\PUFPA\MaN m
%ty\MtAN-oGFd0a'6fGdql



L(]? 'lotal RequnenMll Participanf or "TRP 
'neans 

the purchas< Dnder a Tou] Requiendts

l0s Tord Requnencrls Porer luppl) conlraca Deans a poRer suppll conlracl under which the

TRP aere$ to pmhasc all of its elecdcitl rcauirenrots ll-on MEAN.less i$ wesen Arca Poyer

Adninisrntion allocatio{s), inciuding Nidrout limiurion aCleciLna uder Ss ice S.hedulc M. seNice

Schedule K and 56 icc scnedule J.rlhc Elelrical R$odrces Pooling AeFe.tnl

Se.tion 2. Esrrblkhneni of Disiributed and Rcnc*rble C€neration Poli.t
2 (]l Applicatnrn ol Policv. This Poli.t siall apply to TRPS {ho have execured a Tohl Rcqui'eDenls

Power Supply Contdct *i r \4EAN

2 02 lE4s43Ubluql$!! A TRP nray (a) pcmil an md ue cdtoncr to ulilize the elecr,cal outpul

ol a Rml'vablc CeneElion Resourcc lo inshnkn$usl! supply all or a ponion ofsucn cunonleis o\ri
load an.Lror (b) pLrchase all or a ponion ol eleclrical ouFut I' om a Renewable Gdrdation Resoure

ownerl by an end-usc cusroner. D ea.h case consisten! wnh afplicable laNs dd imcrconnatior

sranrlads. A TRP\ Nrch6e of outpul lro'n di end-use c uslonr e, !s ds.dbei aboveshall be dclincd as

2.03 8EtlryallE C!r!r4ja4 lll9lj A TRP n.y i.nall. own and opdre Renewable Cenemlion

Resources (including wldonl lillilalioi connmity solarprcjedt under cotain coDditioDs as sel fonh in

this Policy TRP nrun receirc apprcvalinnMEAN for eacb Renervable Genc€tior ResouEe as

descibcd in scctiorl.l5 Rn*ablc Ccnemtion Resourcd olhd lhan conrnrunn) ltar lri.j@Ls r$t be

locared on ie TRP\ slste Comiunr sold pmj{ts nul be located o. the TRP\ s}nen1 or on lhc
.v..r.doj. lPoi ..,r{nrt9'rrL srro{rJ i'e\lra! PP n-lPl',r'.1.
or'r" r .L.l Re'etrableu.n( roFR-or'e or.J+ fr L c ol.ie r rr, t nVEA\
''(]lr'.r'.'bre o hc.dp06. be4 n 5e rn ) 04 belo" \'r' lc o'n l r'.d" e41er" L I be

ptr.r'ed plaudl ro l} i (e.rrotr. M h\.1'olladj' lrl'e,R r' n,\ (r , r.r. { r (r tre+c
Enersy Chtrce reilech reduced kiloNaF hou ( li\\1' ) nurchda from MIAN duc lo Rcne$able

Cenention Rcsouce ouqut lor the .u+dt billine non$ onlt on.c tlre TRP roches $e Cap. no futl]ler

EnoCy Charge reductions will be givs in thal fiscal year

2 04 q3! Approval olaTRP-Owned RenesableCener"lion ResourceunderSeclion 2 l5shall be

gmtcd lo TRP only ifall theequiF na softhisPolictarcmctandMEAN delsnines in itssol.
discretior that rhe asi3legald annul outpur of the subiecl Rcnc\vabl. Cene..lion Resoune and any

peviouslyappmvcdRenewableG$eiati.nResouEqs)osnedbylheTRP(excludinefacnities

cr.ndfailrftd as desc.ibed in Section 2.08) rill nor cxceed iie Cap of nlo percenl (2%) ofthc TRP s

mosl r€ml linee-rear hislorical a.nual averaee annual lwb load (baled on MFAN s iscal teat scrved

by MEAN lexcluding ant noD-M EAN rcsouiccs includingwnhoul liDiulionn n eldtric sen ice fron
w6ren AFa Pows Adnlnistration or ele.dcal ontpul fmm facihies oRned or purhased bv Lhe TRP

wirh apprclal of the MEAN Board .f Di'{lo's) (-Cap )

Derdd: 16srr3 Dod ) {i\bFr\PUFP \tEAtroc



Facilnv-speclic P'lvisions

a The following previsions apply lo (i) Rensabh Coqation Resources *i$ an estnnaled

mled generuting clpacily ol 25 kW or 15s ps Deld *hich arc owned b! an dd_use

custons ollhe TRP, and to (ii) Rensable Go@li.n Resources o*ned bt a TRP uDdrde
Cap described abole

I A1l monihly ouqru froF such Rendable GeneFlion Resourcs will be added ba.k

ro the TRP\ mondly pmt denand for pu4oses of delennining lhe TRP s Fixei

Cosr Recovd' chdgc allocation. and nrry be addci back for fuloses of nets oft
inle$alon mnsnission chars6 or dy odo no!- ersy charCes, as applicable.

assessed $ de TRP on whose distribulion sysi6 lhe hcility is inlercomccted

2. TRP sbdll provide advance nolice to MEAN lnor lo i.leEonnecting any e.d_use

customer Rsewablc GeneDlion Rsouse TRP snall nake every efiot ro infonn

M EAN oa a potcmial Rdewable Gendation Rsourc€ 6 soon as thc TRP bsones
aw an of ih e polentia I rBource Nolicc shall coDply w ith rhe prcvh ion s of S dtion
2 t6.

3. TRP rusl rccile pre-approval fror MEAN as dafibed in Setion 2 15 for an!

Renewablc Ge.a"lion Rsourcs omed hy a TRP.

4 TRP shall limely prcvide MEAN wilh th€ neessary mcler dala to faciliole pioper

billing and 
'tlotins. 

Metding and.lata shall conlJly widr ihe prorisions olSections

2. I I md 2. 12. For any mond in which the TRP fails lo prcvide the nsessary neler

data to MEAN in a liDely nanner as deeriben in Sotions 2 I I and 2 12. the

theor.lical ndnnnD oulpul aptlies as follows:

a MEAN vill add dle tharerical Indimunr outPul ol such Rdewable

ccnentim Rdouice lin pDrposs of calculalinC dre Fixed Cosl Recove4

cna€€ allocation: and

b MEAN 
'nay 

al its discrclion add dre droreLical narinrun oulpul ofsucn

Renewable Ceneration Resoure for puiposd of reporting netwo* load to

calculate rdsnission charces or any orhcr non_enssv charges I' o'n

MEAN to TRP.

5. No Enogy Chdge shall apply lo.utpui fmD such Rmcwable Cendtron Rcsou'les.

6. The TRP shall at all ti'nes renaln rspoNible for conpdsatnr8 tfie end use cuslonrs

for elecrlcal ou$ul

b Tbe ioll.wine prcvisions aplJly 1o Roewable Cenedtion R6oures Rilh an *timaled ialed

EenemlinC capacily ol grdler dran 25 kW po rcld wlich at owncd bv ar end_use

cusroDer ol $e TR?

L Tie TRP fray. ar ils discretion. sorl wi$ MEAN 10 negotiale a power putchase

lCft€ne.l dircclly benles MEAN md dre od use .usloDer or pnjecr d€vcloper

undeiwhich MEAN willpBhase thc oulPul ofdre lirilitv. If(i)1heTRP clccls nol

u i..tr tvFc\ron.. 'ie u rapoqero|thd'cdPeerie' Jr"rheodrie'
fo any roson canor Fach nulully acceptable tms for such Durohlse. the othq
pblisions ol this Policy Nill aDply



2. All oon6ly outpui lmn sucb Rencwable Gennrion R.souces will be lddcd back

ro thc TRP1 mo.thly p€k demd for puqrss ofdelnninins the Fixcd Cosl

Reovery Charge allGalio- md may b. .dd€d b&k ftr PurtGs of nct*fft
iflclnd@ hnsnission charg$ q any olho nm-n.rBy chare6. as amlkahl€.
ass essln ro the TRP on *hose di sribution srsrm lhe ftciliiy is inldlcomeded

I TRP shall povide ldlance nolice to MEAN pdorlo inrcNonndting on! Roelablc
Cencolion RNW. o{ned by an md-usc cusiomer. TR? shau @kc .kry efion lo
inlmn MEAN or. pororial R qsble Gomrion Rsurce d sn $ tn€ TRP

b@on6 amE oI lhc porddal Nurce, Noice shall conply Nilh lhc pbvisims of
S@don 2 16.

4 TRP slull ftnely piovide MEAN wi{l the n*6sa! nFter dala lo f0cilitltc Plrpe
billhg and reponin8. Mcrdng and d.i. slFI o'lply wid Ine povisions of Sodo
2 ll, FordyDonln inNhichrheTR^Pfailsioprevid.th.nGsaryfttsilabro
MEAN in a dncly mannr6 desib.rl i. Sdlion 2.1l. th€ tutreactl mxinun
ourp appl'5 s iollos.

a vLc\ qrll.do rtcLho-eLicdl rdrrunourturlo purlose oI
calcul.tine $. Fixed Ccl Rsre-1 clurle .llodtim;

b. MEAN nay al ic di$raio ldd lhe ihordicrl mximn odpur otsh
Rfl€wabl. Go@do R6ome f6 pupos6 of Eponi.g nerwork l@d ro

calculare tr.nsmi$ion chaB.s or an, oln.r non-ddsy clurg6 imn
MEAN lo TRPI ed

c. MEAN @y at ir discreftn aume MrNy kwh o put cqul to the

lhe@rical @im @tpor of trl R slblc Codlio R6ow€ *lo
ralcdl,rpg $e cnnn or $eToblRequnlnma PorH Supply CoMcr
b' ,o-+e rros' oe ivrd ro 

'heonmburi.n 
s) -JndLhe,n.,*.( o

fie . Rols luh .lmc Mounr Ior er.rg) purch^ed :on l\1EA\ ^
tuiho d6criH on Appodir A b lh's Pol(y.

5 Eeh Rosable O€ndrion Rsde $ill h. rrared 4r if n *ft a MEAN

sodltid rourcF tlfrurh d {'. or issisnmflr ro VEA\. a.lmhs d6rribed on

ADpendir At() lhii Policy.

6. Tlc TRP shatl or all dns rmain respmsiblc for conpmsatine the trd-use cusronr.r
for ehric€l NFu(

A TRP shlll c@p€d. vith MEAN in . conhmially easndble namE to Sive efrd ro the fmEoing
polisions. includine dE .x@ulio of iuch insirum€.ts ol sale or assignD.nl as my b€ deerned

ns6slry or dsnnble by M EAN.

CandftrlRrRl |rcilirid prerinerhc.cqrnrlnorsol Slcrnp 108 Nmr n'btur b Sdrit'n : 0a

206 @, A TRPthatconplies witn tne

tmlisions of this Polic! will nd be c.isidocd to be id viohion or breach of its toul requirands
pmhs. obligatid undo its Tdll Rcquimols Powd Slpply Cdlr&r.

o.ler.d, lderh mcr ) r \h!\puFrA\MrAN D6
Pdo\MEAr_ocFre6aF-r d@N l



2.Ot Billi.s and CFdils ior TRPS. Billins and crcdits shall be adninista ed as sel folln on Appendix

A. Allcons and liabilities associared with dre innallation, owneNnip and olmlion ol R6e*able

Co@lion Resomes shall be bome by thc TRP or ils dd_use .r,{ond

2 08 PE ExndnqFacilnies

4-A Renesablc Cendation Rsource dral Nas insolled and opemtional Fior toNl rv I 'r. l0 I 6'

ororh.r R...\r.bl. Genollior R.nnrce lorrhich th.TRP has d..0ted i e'aonncdioD

rgr0cnr!.l nrntr !, cr.t lrrL l. l1!!! may. al lhe disretion of the Board of DiElors ol
MEAN. be gnndfatbsed if the TRP Fporls to MEAN al !*e$ary dala Egardine Lhc

rsducc Nilhin sixtv (60) dlts of MEAN s tquen lor such dala Gmdfadrered fucilitiG are

shown on Appendix B. Oullul nlm sEndlathered facilili6 lill nol be subjel lo de capi!
ar EpeE!Chrrqc. and wilt nol be faclored in lhe Panicipdt\ Fixed Cost Rsolerv cnarse'

ln no evml will outpul tioD eFndfalhde<l facilnis be .pplied in a naner to reduce anv

odrd dermnd or non seigl charys or nelworki]]lgs!!1i!lri!!s!!!!il! sm ice cho'!6 tfial

would olheNre be duc if such ouqrut bad not been cendted TlETRPshall dr alllirncs

r$iai'i resnftibl! Lnr.onp.nsalin€ rhc mdlFe ctrslomd lnr electicrl orlDtrl

b Th. TRP shrLl[rr.l! oNide MEAN tirh l]re necessara nll1erdrli $ la.llilarc DtuDer

r.potring ollulnu( lioo emndlx(helld llcililics lorDuni.sesolrcDo!1nreneNorl lord ro

cnl.ulrlc tipini$ni rhrlcs or.p\ o rer ntD_.r.rgv c[,ri!.s ]lon MEAN U TRP

Nl.r.rir. apd {lara .lrrll optlY wiLh drc nbvislo.s ol SeLiors l.l l ard l ll

. Foranf monlh i'i {tii.hilrc I jtl lrih to.ro\id.lhe ndBsaia peLdr dau lo MEAN m i
lprL!inafnerdd.\cribed inS.cli,Jns2 ll 3ndI ll onc.rDNe.l rh.l.llo{iDs

i!Jr!!!rD!!l! s!!lr
]-l!!Es!drb4

I TRPanc{s lliar ithasRcpreserrdrvc SaDrDle racrlni.s as thal lenn n

l.lnrcdbelor. and

b TFP dt{s ur.1 al l.tn XX Derccrl IXX')i')ol rhe RcDrcscnttivc Sd'r'le
Frciliri$ art .retddl tnd rcDoied10 MEAN and

r $'qh R.!'tsdxatire Sxnlnl. F3cihi.s a'tni licr deFdand rDone! xs

I -'d: l:. 'Jd srchalrLslalon rs nrd..( lean xx dxrs bclorc MEAN s de'dlire ro

renonllrc lltl'si.n\orklordlolh!lrdnnrsioirDoidetxnd incnLd'sa

wntc. actcnrenl.. bchall.llhe TRP ro ridburi.l\lEAN lor a'v

chaPe\ n !. .hies nnn.r.d b! anrirl Dinr lnr liilur. o ''noi nre acrutl

!!lr!!

rlNi oulpul tiorn rnr siinilarunnrcl.r.d !i!rdtirlhotd Lcililie\onrlre IRP s

dGtriblri. slrcri sliall bc dsu r.d a De'!cnh!. eoua kr rh' AsqDcd Ctrnx'nf

vJlu.. trs rhrl r. n h dellncdb.lo\ caLculiled!l rh. rinc ol rhc lilrsnis!on
ff!!dr$\5!!1rd&I1!!4!D]j!ir.]]]!b]]!!!]rDs!j!r!|

i kr.tcd, !*d-i"e.{s^hi "y l

t D.ld€d, p",eds.nP-qk " i*'-.,-d

r \L*J\PUiB\MON O6



Rerrs.lrali!c Sa,irpl. Fa.ilitles ih.llinean Rene$rblc 6enertrtior lte$urcN
iNtulcd nrdop..ai.prl.n the lltP s drtrbuldi $1renr lhala.q.l si'nrld (!e
le.lniolo!!,nd $;sr nNa.!s rhe ntutl.rtd !'nfdlirlhered lirilni.s. x.d

,4s{m.dCrpacirr valu.nrall Nc r thcrrlhmtLir i1.an ollli..rnrcilr ulLrold,.
n.leredindl.p. id Rc.resenldne Saplrl. Fr.ilnits..lcul.le{lal lhctrnd.l thc

{r.n!nr$ior nuib.as salenr pear lnrtltr dopllcable billin! t.r!d C!pr.nr rtltLc

rlds !, rlrccon!iburio,.1a Rcrerable C.netutron RtlouMqldjlhl! !M1

I

C6l.ulation to establish fe.ilities at Trrnsmission

Meter€d outour
r!! ql

T6nsmission
Provid€fs Ac$c! ala

!q4d!b!|P!4! Percentaqeor

Outputfor

of Load for

4!e!4e q!!p!1
afcriticalPeak A3,2A
etlcleed



Calculation of Non-metered Grandfather€d Facilities usins
of Met€red Facilities

&El!!4cpb!e 29!! l.!!
;,t,;;i -- .'.
Tranrmirsion

p..k.

2 To calculalelhe oulpul lron tn! srandh rered faciiil! nor flecti.o llre Eouirenrents

MrAN'n"\i ..is. e".naJdrrc l,6rer Jnd^nnLr
otrtpnlolsuch Renewable CenelLion RLxorrc lbrpuposes oi@r1iD! petwo

od4ed:{oe$7^mcr} r\bF\PUtrA\M&Noc
Po q\riEAN_DG dqds6 iii.dqr



4
,\\ ,

-,i1,"r1

!!d ri .trLculi1. rrfNr! !t!r!!!lrlug!!-!rl:!!t!l!!lr!!r! lr!4 lr!rg{\-ll!E l1!j!
l! llt!.

d. Thr anrsl rcLapacirr ol R$LLrft[ GcnLtnri(r Rlsun. in'r h! r@n(\l ] n ]1C

Eli4!.

. Thcr.otriRn(rs ip thr Seli, :03 shallrnpl\ ir licu ol Sc(li,nr I05 rirh turd1l b
!nndlarlk..J ri.ilni6

2.09 Enlironnenal Attibul$ AssdiaFd wiln OI'sds, Tic TRP sllall relain my and all licirls wnh

rcspecr lo cnvironnenral anribursa$diarcd wnb ottscts pmirted undB Setion 203. dnd MEAN\
sole di*rerion sball ransld and sell ioMEAN, al MEAN s sllnddd late for conrpens4in8 PUPJA

qMlifyins frcilnie fd oqtumml anribul6. any drirolllMul a!.ibu16 swialed witl elclrnal
@D fon Rmcvabl€ Oh@lio Rsurcs rhar dc€€ds $c Cap d6dib.d in Saliq 2,04 Thc TRP s

nChG d6cnb.d i. this Setion snall bc subjecr ro lhe follor in8 .isil of fi6t rcfuel: Il $. TRP seclis to

lrusfer. sell, orothenvise ule re envioDnrentalanribulcs as reney.bh cndgy dedi$ ( RECj)fora
purpoe odE lhan (a) to mcl a shtutory (bliSalion innoscd di.edy m E TRP. (t) to bocft dE TRP\
M od-u* cGroffi. or {c) ro me€l $e oblisalids dcia|ed wirh oy sut tr fed@l 8o\]clmol
proedn fFn which &e fudiig ror iI+ Rosable cdFlid R€fuc or a F iion dtcrcrsas
Fceiled, iho MEAN shallh!!edre nghr offml Ffuql ro pushde dc dvironnmlal nnibds liu

2.10 @.Tnedd-usccuslonq
shall el,'in any and .ll lidls sith ffip9.1 lo dvitundral affrtrind arsftialed wi$ oupul out sas
consuncd by lbe cusro$s For dy oulpul sold to TRP ui<lq ssrion 2.02, including anribus associat.d

vnh ourpur lhar was bek.d lndoa n€lDeLen.s ploexdn, TRP snau. iidibled by MEAN in ns s.lc
di$retion. ncgotisr€ in good faiih !o fl+Eh.s. o. mviDnrdhl .ltib $ fbd thr dd-uc customd and

rasfc dd *ll ro MEAN ,n, dviMnmEl atr'burs Mialed * nh s@h ourpor comFnedon ror

!h..rr. of .mburr !. VEAN !h.ll br ar rhs 6tc Mid b $.md{r 
' 
d{.hr hNAa th. TRP\hrll

nur.cI(.topd) Jn aFou gr€r. thaiMEA\..rdJardrak o cor'pclsdrng lr FPAqual.atrg
facihies lbf ovnonndldl atnibu|s witlFur cmscnr ol M EAN

2. I I Mddn€ of DiNrlv C(rcred End-t-rsc Cunoncr F&iliri6. TRP rlbll caN lo bc installed

rcvque-q@lity ndqirg equipmmt thc poinr ord€livcry caydble of.Nording de follosine Edings
fronr sch sd-use cusloner Nitn Rdewahk Gdqarion Rso!Ee{s): ( I ) rhc toral inslanianeous ouqut of
dr Bdwlo!, (2) thc rotal insrantdeos enLrly delivded by lbe custoher lo die TRP\ syst.n. .nd (3)

$e tobl in3.nl,tno6 qc.e', del'vcEd bt dE TRP lo lhc cusromd. TRP si.U irke mers e.dinCs on (he

sme qrle as lhe oln isc al)plidble Flc schedule.

212 Mg!d!c!I T8!4s!!d GG!r!jl)lI, TRP actnowledges &ar il musl conply eith rhe piovisions

ofthe Ele.rical R€sowes Poolins Ageend d thc Policis and ProccduEs is sucd dr cresd er.

includin8 but noi linit€d h Anicle xlv. M'rain! and Reils ol rhe El&rri€al Rmurc6 P@linc
Aer€sdl and Anicle Xl. M':tflins. ol rhc Elatdcal R6om6 Poln'g Alr€oor Polici6 dd



2ll Ncl Mcrci.e Prcvisions ATRPnay,atilssolecoslddexpense.ofldnetmetningorother
lindcialincenrivs to ad-use cu$onrN (wbether Equtred by law or rolunBilv) Notwilbsunding a.v

net metenns or oths linmcial incotile olletd by a TRP. lbe dt€ Faid b a TRP bv MEAN for output

lion ReneNable Genenlion Rosour@s $illnotexcccd MEAN s Avoidcd Cosl Rale unlc$ othenrre

aorovcd by rhe MEAN Board ol Di,€los TRP shall be rcsponsible ror developing and adninis&nng

an applicarion prcccs for nreEomecrion a.d rel nrerdine, il applicable. ol cuslomeFowned ienesable

ceneratjon in acc.rd ce widr lhis Policy TRP snaU berespons'ble for enslring dre necBsary melerins

equipDcnl 6 w el l as conducthe lh e apFopriale inspecli ons o r ctrstomeFowned gen€ml ion svsle's TRP

and elj sibl e c Ntoncrs slral l be requ ned 1o ex sul e an I Dkrconnotion. En<gv Purhase and S en ic e

AeFoftr seting toI1h the lems and donditions lor inlNonncctid and ndcins of custond{w.ed

Enewablc gmd"lion drat is consntot w' r drh Policy

:.1,1 B31g!9[bg ]lre TRP acknowledgcs dEl it has cov@antcd in lhe Tolal Requiremenr Power

supply Contract sirh MEAN lo fix nl6 and charyes for the sslic6 of its nui.ipal elect ic ulilitv

sysleD, and Evise dre sanc ion ti'ne to tnne, and colled and accourt for the revcnu6 dreEfron so dral

sucn ntes and cbarg$ Nill pllduce revenu$ and Eeipls which *ill at all 1in6 bc sufficiol to dable

lnc TRP lo pay lbe anrounls patahle by it lo MEAN uder the Totll RcquiEnenls Powd Supplv Conlmcl

shen and as the sane bccone due. Fu.tfiq, fic TRP asees thal nothns in lhis Policv af€cts, nodilies or

215 tu2!!s!14 !ra!!!s L! Ge! TRPS dsirinc b take adva.kse ofdreodseh

unrler $n Policy shall Nbmil a requesr to (ne Ex€utive DjFctol of MEAN whiclr al a nrinnnun snall

dcrail $e following inlonalion and a slaldd by rle TRI thal de requdl necs the prccran .ritffia as

a. dti'naled ed generating upacity (in kw) of tlre facilit!,
b esti'naled rolal A/C ele.ldcal outpul in kwrl ion dre facihv ps nond1.

c. tlpe of eeneiting unit (q@pl€s include wird md walr pow{ed turbine eodaio$ and

pnobrcltlic een@lors/invenos).
d. tuel lype (exanples incluile hydro, wind. sold).
e onc-li.e el€trical diaeran i.cludine inl@onneclion. and

I a.y ollrer infomation related lo the f&iliries or TRP s svsl€n as MEAN nay rcluest fron

The Boad ofDn$lors oIMEAN shall amrove ile TRP s requsl follo*ing a Eliew bv MEAN

sr,nillheBodddetennin€sfiat$effitdiaoltbisPolicYnavebeensatisted lllhe Bodd ofDirdt'':
delennines lhal a particul requsl does .ol meel rhe oildia or that the l.fonmtion subnifted is hcki'e,

M EAN shall advisc lhe TRP ol lhe deri.icncy and the TRP sball iave an opponlnitv 1o suPPlenenl or

2.16 Nolice Reqardin! End-Use Cuslonet Facilni6. TRPS slDll provideadlance nodce to MEAN

pd or to inlmonnccting any end use cusrotner faoi Lny such n orice sfi a ll i.clude bul not be hnited to lne

a *tinatcd mle! sfledting A/c capacity (in kw) oflhe faci ry,

b. 6rinrared lolal electrical A/C ouqur ln kwr ioD lbe fa.ilitv pa nodh. Ioa"ea, rcuemmc r , \tqi\PUMq\M Noc
l



MF,AN DISTRIBUTED

L Faci liry{peofic daE is dn file wi th MEr
I List does nol indtde s emting lt.ilities

AfPENDIXB
TING IACILITIES LIST]

TO
D RENEWABLE GENERATION POLICY

ve d ofAuslsr 18,2016

Nqe pr$iously appsved by the MEAN Bomd ofDiecion



AIPENDIX B

PRE.EXISTINC FACILITIES LISTi
TO

MEAN DISTRIBUTED AND RENEWABLE GENERATION POLICY

Dated effective 6 o qrlrtllli. 201 6

CRETE 4,32

-6 J5-03
3.00

25.00

2.40

515,01
GUNNISON 9

2

2.10

164.83

1 25.00

5,00

1

6

F:cil,ry{pej6. dala is oi filewnh MEAN.
l-ls ddes nor include generaling tacitnies rhar *e'e previoustt . pptuved by rhe MEAN Bo dorDireqror

Foh.tied:Bofrom: 0.69

' lpeleted: Auear 
'3



Ad-Hoc Distributed and Renewable 

Generation Policy

1

Michelle Lepin

Brad Hans



Reporting of Network Load

Behind the Retail Meter Generation

Relevant FERC Orders and Cases

(not exhaustive)
Order 888 at 31,736 (4/24/96)

Order 888-A at 30,258-261 (3/4/97)

Order 890-A Paragraph 965 (12/28/07)

Docket ER03-1312-000 and ER03-1312-001

Florida Power & Light Co., 105 FERC ¶ 61,287 at P 19 (2003)

Consumers Energy Co., Opinion No. 456, 98 FERC ¶ 61,333 at 62,410 (2002)



FERC Rules

Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

General Rule: A customer may exclude "the entirety of a 

discrete load" from its network load (and obtain point-to-point 

service as necessary for that load), but it cannot exclude 

merely part of that discrete load, even if that part is served 

by behind-the-meter generation. 

--Order No. 888-A, 62 Fed. Reg. at 12,323



FERC “made clear in Order 888 and its progeny that the entire 

load at a discreet point of delivery must be designated as 

Network Load, including load served by behind-the-meter 

generation, regardless of whether that load is served at 

retail or wholesale. …”

“Accordingly, Midwest ISO should include load served by 

behind-the-meter generation … in Network Load when it 

charges for Network Service.”

--FERC Docket ER03-1312-000 and ER03-1312-001

FERC Rules (continued)

Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation



FERC Rules (continued)

Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

MISO Informational Filing to FERC Sept. 2003

“There are no provisions in the OATT that allow Network Load 
served by behind the meter generation resources to be treated 
differently in the purchase of transmission service simply 
because the generator is located on a customer's premises. 
There is no justification to afford different treatment of 
generation behind the meter for retail customers versus 
wholesale customers.”



FERC Rules (continued)

Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

Consumers Energy Co., Opinion No. 456,

98 FERC ¶ 61,333 at 62,410 (2002)

Affirmed initial decision that generation located behind the retail 

meter should be treated the same as generation located behind 

the wholesale customer’s meter with respect to designation of 

Network Load.



FERC Rules (continued)

Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

Order 890-A Paragraph 965  (12/28/07)

c. Behind the Meter Generation and Uses of Point-to-Point 
Service

965. The Commission declined to require transmission 
providers to allow netting of behind the meter generation 
against transmission service charges to the extent customers do 
not rely on the transmission system to meet their energy needs, ... 

The Commission concluded it is most appropriate to continue to 
review alternative transmission provider proposals for behind the 
meter generation treatment on a case-by-case basis.



Current Practices

Transmission 

Provider MISO SPP WAPA PSCo Tri-State

Tariff Contains 

Pro Forma 

Definition of 

Network Load Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Exceptions 150 kW aggegate

Proposed 

Changes

Common Issues 

Forum 9/16: 

Stakeholders 

requested summary of 

current rules and 

potential changes

Task Force/ 

Working Group 

discussing 

potential changes

WAPA is updating 

current Business 

Practice IRT 

Ancillary Services

Notes

PSCo also 

requires BTMG 

data for 

forecasting



WAPA Business Practice

 “Behind-the-Meter Generation shall include all generation 
located on a network customer’s system behind a revenue 
meter used for network loads, with the following 
exceptions:
1. Generation sources that have a total installed capacity of less 

than 150 kW; provided there are not multiple units of a size 
less than 150 kW at the same substation where the combined 
capacity is greater than 150 kW.

2. Generation sources that only operate isolated from the 
transmission system.  Such generation only runs when the 
load is disconnected from the interconnected grid.”

Western Area Power Administration, Behind the Meter Generation Business Practice

 However… When the aggregate reaches 150kW, a way 
to meter it would need to be figured out per WAPA

 If you have a belief that this will continue to grow, then it’s 
probably prudent to require metering from the start

9



Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

Informal survey of joint action agencies 

and co-ops in 2015

Responses varied

 “Even if you weren’t aware these facilities were 

online, the RTO would say you ‘should have 

known’ or should have asked questions when the 

City’s load dropped.”

 Reporting net excess only

 Major AMI initiative to gather necessary meter data

 “not aware of any rule”



Reporting of Behind the Retail Meter 

Generation

JAA Advanced Metering Infrastructure Initiative

2013 rollout as part of the technology commitment to 
members:

 “Collecting, managing and using interval data is the single 
most important initiative impacting [our] ability to provide 
high-quality, cost-effective services to members.”

 “For those not yet ready to make a community-wide shift to 
new metering systems, the membership has made it a 
priority to be able to collect, validate and use interval data 
for its largest commercial and industrial customers across 
the system.”



Discussion

 Policy has been shaped in regards to metering 
and reconstitution of load

 Still a topic on the forefront of many 
Transmission Operators and Transmission 
Customers
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1.0 Overview 

Executive Summary 
 

The Town of Lyons entered into an Energy Cost Savings Contract with Honeywell International, Inc. for the 

Waste Water Treatment Plant on December 12, 2013.   

 

This Post Installation Conditions Report (PICR) has been prepared to document a successful transition from 

the construction period to the guarantee1 period for the work performed at The Town of Lyons. All work was 

completed and accepted by The Town of Lyons on July 21, 2016. The acceptance documents are in the 

Appendix. The energy guarantee for the project began on August 1, 2016 and will be in effect for three (3) 

years. The first year of performance will be from August 1, 2016 through July 31, 2017. 

 

Also in the Appendix is the Colorado Department of Public Health & Environment updated Final Plans and 

Specifications for Construction Approval which was in part based on a written certification that the project 

facilities were built in accordance with the approved plans, specifications, and change orders, upon which the 

proposed savings calculations were based. The approved maximum month hydraulic and organic design 

capacities are 0.381 MGD and 705 lbs. of BOD per day, respectively.  

 

Performance Year 1 Projected and Agreed to Savings: 

 

 ECM #1 - Upgrade Existing WWTP to Reduce Energy Costs: The estimated energy consumption at 

start-up conditions of 0.166 MGD and 461 PPD BOD load are 393,113 kWh/Yr. and 6,488 kWh/MG 

which, at a rate of $0.051 per kWh results in an Annual Energy cost of $21,621 per Exhibit F-3.  With 

agreed to rate escalation of 0% the Year 1 Energy Savings are projected to be $21,621. The Projected 

Year 1 savings of $21,621 will exceed the Year 1 Guarantee of $19,025 by $2,596. 

 

 ECM #4 - Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Sludge Processing and Hauling Costs &                                               

ECM#9 Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Operations & Maintenance (O&M) Costs:  

o The Year 1 O&M savings for: 

 ECM #4 are agreed to be: $67,426 with 0% rate escalation. 

 ECM #9 are agreed to be: $46,602 with 0% rate escalation. 

o Total O&M Savings: $114,028  

 

As provided for in the M&V plan, during the performance period, an engineer will assess the ongoing     

plant operations and maintenance and recommend improvements to maximize savings.   

 

On behalf of Honeywell, we look forward to working with you and ensuring your savings are sustainable.  The 

Measurement & Verification (M&V) Plan detailed in the next section will ensure that the savings will persist 

throughout the performance period.  

Please contact Larry Guzy at (302) 501-2834 or larry.guzy@honeywell.com with any questions or comments 

regarding this report or your M&V services. 

1 The initial term of the guarantee shall be for three (3) years. Colorado State statute requires a minimum 3 (three) year guarantee period. 

Lyons may elect to extend the guarantee after this statutory period and the associated scope & cost for Annual M&V Service. The guarantee 

will expire after this initial three (3) year period unless Lyons elects to extend the M&V contract beyond this 3-year term.                                                                        

(Reference page 56 of EPC document: Honeywell EPC 12Dec2013 signed.pdf) 

mailto:larry.guzy@honeywell.com
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2.0 Summary 

Savings Summary - Energy 
 

The completion dates correspond with the Signed Certificates of Acceptance that can be found in Appendix 

A.  Based on the customer acceptance of the WWTP the designed throughput and energy efficiency will be 

achieved during Year 1 if all key operating parameters are met. 

Table: Year 1 Projected As Built Savings  
 

ECM Description 

Electric 

Year 1 

Non-

Electric 

Year 1 

Water 

Year 1 

Total 

Year 1 

Upgrade Existing WWTP to Reduce 

Energy Costs 
$21,621 $0 $0 $21,621 

Totals $21,621 $0 $0 $21,621 

 

Table: Guarantee  
 

ECM Description 

Electric 

Year 1 

Non-

Electric 

Year 1 

Water 

Year 1 

Total 

Year 1 

Upgrade Existing WWTP to Reduce 

Energy Costs 
$19,025 $0 $0 $19,025 

Totals $19,025 $0 $0 $19,025 

 

Discussion:  The Projected Year 1 savings of $21,621 will exceed the Year 1 Guarantee of $19,025 by 

$2,596. 
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Savings Summary - Operational Guarantee 
 

ECM# Operational Savings Description (OSD) 

Schedule 

A 

Ref. 

Cost 

Avoidance 

Category 

(O&M, 

Capital) 

1st Year 

Cost 

Avoidance 

4 
Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Sludge Processing 

and Hauling Costs 
ALL O&M $67,426 

9 
Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Operations & 

Maintenance (O&M) Costs 
ALL O&M 

$46,602 

 

     

   Total $114,028 

 

Discussion:  

The Projected Year 1 savings for ECM #4 of $67,426 and for ECM #9 of $46,602 are as agreed to by the 

Customer. The baseline adjustment is stipulated to be an escalation of 0% per year for operational costs used 

in the determination of operational cost avoidance each year. The operational cost avoidance values were 

identified, reviewed, and agreed to by a team of Customer’s representatives. 

 

The annual guarantee of operational cost avoidance strategies are shown in the table above. The Savings are 

based on the listed Energy and Operational Cost Avoidance Guarantee Practices contained in Section 1.3 of 

the contract. The operational cost savings as described in the table above and identified in Section 1 of the 

contract were  deemed satisfied upon contract execution. The Customer acknowledged and agreed that, if it 

did not enter into this agreement, it would have had to have taken future steps to achieve the same ends as did 

the work included in Schedule A of this contract, and that, in doing so, would have incurred operational costs 

of at least the amount per year over the life of the performance period as presented below and in the Schedule 

of Savings.  The Customer agreed that, by entering into the agreement, it will avoid future operational costs in 

at least the amounts shown in the table above.  The Customer acknowledged that operational cost savings 

categorized as capital cost avoidance are part of, or are causally connected to scope of work specified in 

Schedule A (i.e., the ECMs being implemented), and have been documented by industry standard engineering 

methodologies acceptable to the Customer.  

 

Semi-annual site visits will be made by Honeywell systems engineers to inspect and analyze plant operations 

and operational reports and utility meter electrical usage, then present a report to the customer on inspection 

results with comments and suggestions for improved operation and energy efficiency. 

 

 

 



3.0 Detail 

5 
 

3.0 Contract Exhibit Detail 

Exhibit F-1 – Measurement and Verification Plan 
 

The proposed plan for monitoring and verifying savings from the installed Energy Conservation Measures 

(ECMs) is based on the methods described in the International Performance Measurement and Verification 

Protocol (IPMVP). The intent of the Measurement and Verification (M&V) plan is to verify that the ECMs 

installed by Honeywell are performing at the expected energy-efficiency levels.  In order to achieve this goal, 

accurate and cost effective measurement procedures must be identified and implemented. 

The purpose of performing any monitoring and verification is to establish an agreed upon process that provides 

the customer both a level of satisfaction that the improvements have been delivered and ongoing information 

as to their operation and performance.   

The Town of Lyons and Honeywell have agreed on a mutually acceptable methodology for measuring and 

verifying energy savings for the ECMs that Honeywell installed. The M&V plan, which is based on the 

International Performance Measurement & Verification Protocol (IPMVP) provides the framework and 

procedures to document the energy savings for the proposed ECMs. 

General Approach to M&V 

Energy and Operations & Maintenance (O&M) savings are determined by comparing the energy (or O&M) 

use associated with a facility or certain systems within a facility before and after the installation of an ECM or 

other measure.  The “before” case is called the baseline.  The “after” case is called the post-installation, or 

performance, period.  Baseline and post-installation energy use measurements or estimates can be constructed 

using the methods associated with M&V options A, B, C, and D, as described in IPMVP guidelines.  The 

challenge of M&V is to balance M&V costs, accuracy, and repeatability with the value of the ECM(s) or 

systems being evaluated, and to increase the potential for greater savings by careful monitoring and reporting. 

 

M&V Options 

The IPMVP M&V Guidelines classify the M&V procedures into four categories: Options A, B, C, and D.  As 

shown in Table 1 below, these options differ in their approach to the level of complexity of the M&V 

procedure.  These M&V options are used to verify energy savings ECMs.  In this project, only ECM #1 has 

energy savings.  ECMs #4 and #9 have no energy savings calculated for these measures – all savings are 

calculated as Operations & Maintenance savings. 

 

The following pages detail the baseline energy model and savings calculations:  

 Exhibit F-2: Proposed WWTP Energy Model - kWh per Million Gallons Treated 

 Exhibit F-3: ECM 1 Savings Calculations 

 Exhibit F-4: ECM 4 Savings Calculations 

 Exhibit F-5: ECM 9 Savings Calculations 
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Exhibit F-2 – Proposed WWTP Energy Model – kWh per Million Gallons Treated 
 

 

 

Project: Town of Lyons  WWTP Upgrade 9/24/2013

ESTIMATED ENERGY CONSUMPTION at START-UP CONDITIONS : 0.166 MGD AND 461 PPD BOD LOAD

Installed Operating Motor Size
Total 

Installed

(HP) (HP) BHP Elect Eff. (kW) (hr/day) (hr/yr) (kWh)

Influent  Grinder 1 1 3.00 3.00 2.50 0.90 2.08 24 8760 18,201 runs continuosly, regardless of flow, estimated BHP 

Influent  Pumps 2 1 20.00 40.00 1.20 0.90 1.00 24 8760 8,737 Existing pumps:BHP calc'd at Start-up Flow ~ 115 gpm at 25 ft TDH

Fine Screen/Conveyor 1 1 2.00 2.00 1.25 0.90 1.04 3 1095 1,138 Estimated cummulative run time (float based)

Jet Vortex Grit System - Blower 1 1 1.50 1.5 1.10 0.90 0.91 24 8760 8,009 runs continuosly, regardless of flow

Grit System - Grit Pump 1 1 5.70 5.7 5.00 0.90 4.16 2 730 3,034 on Timer; est run time 

Grit System - Classifier 1 1 1.00 1.0 0.70 0.90 0.58 2 730 425 Match grit pump run time

SBR System (Sanitaire ICEAS)

Submersible Mixers 2 2 8.3 16.6 6.40 0.90 5.32 16 5840 62,127 Assume both run abt 2/3 of time (anox pre-reactors)

Aerzen Delta Hybrid Blowers 2 1 30.0 60.0 15.43 0.88 13.10 20 7300 95,647 BHP and Kw adjusted using BOD factor: 461 ppd at start-up /705 ppd design   

Effluent EQ/ UV Feed Pumps 2 1 3.0 6.0 2.00 0.90 1.66 24 8760 14,561 BHP based on 200 gpm at 25 ft (feed to UV)=288,000 gpd pumped

WAS/ IMR Pumps 2 2 5.0 10.0 4.00 0.90 3.32 24 8760 58,244 Run continuous in either IMLR mode or WAS diversion to hold tank

Decanter Mech/ Misc Loads Allowance (all bldgs) 2 2 n/a n/a n/a n/a 6.2 8 2,080 12,854 Based on miscellaneous electrical load of 1.5 W/sf - DOE 2 default for offices

Lighting allowance (all bldgs) 50 50 n/a n/a n/a n/a 4.1 8 2,080 8,570 Based on installed lighting load of 1.0 W/sf - typical value for offices

UV Disinfection Equipment 1 1 n/a n/a n/a n/a 1.40 24 8760 12,264 87.5 watts per lamp; 16 lamps; per Trojan 

NPW Pump 1 1 7.5 7.5 5.00 0.90 4.16 4 1460 6,067 BHP calc'd at 100 gpm @ 140 ft TDH

Sludge Tank Blower * (shared w/ SBR) 1 1 30 30.0 18.9 0.90 15.71 12 4380 68,801 Assume on-off operation (50/50) and min air for mixing 

Submersible Sludge Transfer Pump 2 1 3.0 6.0 1.00 0.90 0.83 n/a 390 324 BHP very low at 30 gpm (avg 7.5 hr/ week at start-up)

Rotary Lobe Centrifuge Feed Pump 2 1 5.0 10.0 1.50 0.90 1.25 n/a 390 486 Running HP per vogelsang

Centrifuge (Centrysis) 1 1 18.5 18.5 13.00 0.93 10.46 n/a 390 4,078 Estimate on running BHP

Dewatered Cake Conveyor * 1 1 3.0 3.0 2.50 0.90 2.08 n/a 390 810 May not be needed.

Foul Air Fans (from Bioair) 2 1 3.0 6.0 1.20 0.90 1.00 24.0 8760 8,737 BHP  for 877 cfm FA from infl. channel, headworks, solids room, sludge tanks 

Total Kwh/ yr 393,113

Total Kwh/ MG 6,488

Note: Annual Cost at $  X / kwH $0.051 $21,621

1 Values shown assume use of more efficient two (2) 30 Hp Delta Hybrid blower approach (1 -duty; 1-standby (shared with sludge holding)

2 Values shown are for start-up conditions: 0.166 MGD and 461 lbs BOD

 - blower KwH is reduced proportionatley from design at Q= 0.254 MGD and 705 PPD (BOD)

 - centrifuge run time (per year ) is reduced since less biosolids produced at start-up

- influent pump BHP based on start up flow of 166,000 gpd and 25 ft THD; exising pump motors are oversized at 20 HP

3 To determine KwH/y consumption at AVG DESIGN flow (0.254) and Load (705 PPD); then apply flow, load,or run-time ratio correction factors to KWH

4 For additional Power savings utilize the offered influent conditioning/ sludge holding approach (similar to Kersey, CO SBR);  (Bid Alt)

With this approach, we estimate savings of approximately 100,000 kwH/yr due to less  SBR blower power consumption and  aerated sludge holding tank power savings  

5 Electrical efficiencies are approximate. For 30 Hp Aerzen blower, Kw is per Aerzen and includes motor and VFD efficiency

NOTESPower, ea (estimated) Run Time, hrs
Equipment Description

Annual Energy 

Use

Quantity Motor Size
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Exhibit F-3 – ECM 1 Savings Calculations 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2010 $40,386 $1,178 $41,585 $75,414 $10,638 $22,433 $0 $1,599 $193,233

1.0 Upgrade Existing WWTP to Reduce Energy Costs 2011 $38,342 $1,236 $58,367 $79,578 $23,184 $24,123 $16,657 $1,694 $243,181

2012 $42,228 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $248,870

Assumptions 3 Yr Avg $40,319 $1,303 $54,374 $86,174 $14,797 $24,104 $5,552 $1,805 $228,428

1 None 2013 Budget $41,000 $1,500 $45,000 $118,880 $13,800 $18,000 $0 $1,500 $239,680

A.  General Data for Baseline and Proposed Operation Baseline $40,319 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $246,961

1 Client Agreed Baseline is 3 yr average

2 Electrical Blended Rate (EBR) $0.051 /kWh From HON Electrical Rate Analysis

3 Electrical Energy Rate (EER) $0.051 /kWh From HON Electrical Rate Analysis

4 Electrical Demand Rate (EDR) $0.00 /kW From HON Electrical Rate Analysis

5 Three Year Average Energy Spend $40,319 /yr Supplied from TOL - see Electrial tab

6 Three Year Average Energy Use 790,625 kWh/yr A.5 / A.1

7 Three Year Average WWTP Flows 0.159 mgd From EPA Flow Data

8 Energy Use Index for Three Year Average 13,639 kWh/Mgal A.5 / (A.6 x 365 days / yr)

B.  Savings Calculations

1 Expected Energy Use Index (EUI) - New Facility 6,275 kWh/Mgal Attachment No. 1 - Tetra Tech

2 Expected EUI - New Facility - Modified for lights / AC 6,488 kWh/Mgal Attachment No. 2 - Modified for Lights / HVAC

3 Expected Energy Use - New Facility 376,101 kWh/yr B.2 x A.6 x 365 days / yr

4 Expected Energy Spend - New Facility $19,180 /yr B.2 x A.1

5 Three Year Average Energy Use 790,625 kWh/yr A.6

6 Three Year Average Energy Spend $40,319 /yr A.5

7 Expected Energy Savings - New Facility 414,524 kWh/yr B.4 - B.2

8 Expected Energy Savings - New Facility $21,139 /yr B.5 - B.3

9 Savings Percent 52% B.4 / B.3

$1,163 $45,479 

Baseline after 

ECM #3 $19,180 $1,496 $56,608 $10,569 $24,104 $0 $960 $112,916 

ECM #3 Savings $0 $0 $0 $1,652 $0 

ECM #2 Savings $0 $0 $67,426 

$42,664 

$0 $0 $0 

$25,756 $0 

$25,756 $0 $2,123 $225,822 

$0 $67,426 

Baseline after 

ECM #1 $19,180 $1,496 $166,698 

$0 

$10,569 

$0 $0 $0 $21,139 ECM #1 Savings $21,139 $0 $0 $0 

Savings Estimate for:

Town of Lyons WWTP Upgrade Project
Prepared by:  Justin Rundle

Date:  08 Oct 13

Fiscal Year Costs for WWTP Operations 
(from Level 2 Report - information supplied by TOL accounting dept.)

Fiscal Year
Electrical 

Spend

Natural Gas 

Spend

Sludge 

Hauling

Contracted 

Operations

Maintenance 

& Supplies

Chemicals & 

Lab Supplies
Chlorine Telephone Annual

$2,123 $158,395 
Baseline after 

ECM #2 $19,180 $1,496 $99,272 $10,569 
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Exhibit F-4 - ECM 4 Savings Calculations 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2010 $40,386 $1,178 $41,585 $75,414 $10,638 $22,433 $0 $1,599 $193,233

4.0 Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Sludge Processing and Hauling Costs 2011 $38,342 $1,236 $58,367 $79,578 $23,184 $24,123 $16,657 $1,694 $243,181

2012 $42,228 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $248,870

Assumptions 3 Yr Avg $40,319 $1,303 $54,374 $86,174 $14,797 $24,104 $5,552 $1,805 $228,428

1 None 2013 Budget $41,000 $1,500 $45,000 $118,880 $13,800 $18,000 $0 $1,500 $239,680

A.  General Data for Baseline and Proposed Operation Baseline $40,319 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $246,961

1 Client Agreed Baseline is 2012 Actual Data

2 2012 Actual for Labor for Sludge Processing $43,124 /yr Sludge worksheet - data from client

3 2012 Actual for Labor for Sludge Hauling $32,910 /yr Sludge worksheet - data from client

4 2012 Actual for Processing & Sludge Hauling $76,034 /yr A.2 + A.3

B.  Savings Calculations

1 WWTP BOD Loading - full capacity 707 dry ppd CDPHE permit

2 WWTP BOD Loading - current operations 463 dry ppd Attachment No. 1

3 Sludge Loading Percent - current 65% B.2 / B.1

4 Expected sludge projection - full capacity 430 dry ppd Attachment No. 2

5 Expected sludge projection - current capacity 282 dry ppd B.4 x B.3

6 Expected de-watering production 17.5% Attachment No. 3, avg of 15 to 20%

7 Expected sludge production 1,609 wet ppd B.5 / B.6

8 Expected sludge production 294 wet TPY B.7 x 365 dys/yr / 2,000 lbs per ton

9 Hauling costs per ton $22.5 / wet ton Attachment No. 4, use vector attracting

10 New Hauling Costs $6,608 /yr B.8 x B.9

11 Expected Polymer Costs $800 /yr Maximum, per discussions with Tetra Tech

12 Hauling costs - screenings & grit $1,200 /yr Estimate $100 / mo

13 Total Hauling Costs $8,608 /yr Sum B.10 to B.12

14 2012 Actual for Processing & Sludge Hauling $76,034 /yr A.4

15 Expected annual savings $67,426 /yr A.1  - B.13

16 Savings Percent 89% B.16 / A.1

$24,104 $0 $960 $112,916 
Baseline after 

ECM #3 $19,180 $1,496 $56,608 $10,569 

$158,395 

ECM #3 Savings $0 $0 $42,664 $0 $1,652 $0 $1,163 $45,479 

Baseline after 

ECM #2 $19,180 $1,496 $99,272 $10,569 

$0 $2,123 

$25,756 $0 $2,123 

$225,822 

ECM #2 Savings $0 $0 $67,426 $0 $0 $0 $0 $67,426 

Baseline after 

ECM #1 $19,180 $1,496 $166,698 $10,569 $25,756 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $21,139 ECM #1 Savings $21,139 $0 $0 $0 

Savings Estimate for:

Town of Lyons WWTP Upgrade Project
Prepared by:  Justin Rundle

Date:  08 Oct 13

Fiscal Year Costs for WWTP Operations 
(from Level 2 Report - information supplied by TOL accounting dept.)

Fiscal Year
Electrical 

Spend

Natural Gas 

Spend

Sludge 

Hauling

Contracted 

Operations

Maintenance 

& Supplies

Chemicals & 

Lab Supplies
Chlorine Telephone Annual
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Exhibit F-5 - ECM 9 Savings Calculations 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2010 $40,386 $1,178 $41,585 $75,414 $10,638 $22,433 $0 $1,599 $193,233

9.0 Upgrade WWTP to Reduce Operations & Maintenance (O&M) Costs 2011 $38,342 $1,236 $58,367 $79,578 $23,184 $24,123 $16,657 $1,694 $243,181

2012 $42,228 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $248,870

Assumptions 3 Yr Avg $40,319 $1,303 $54,374 $86,174 $14,797 $24,104 $5,552 $1,805 $228,428

1 None 2013 Budget $41,000 $1,500 $45,000 $118,880 $13,800 $18,000 $0 $1,500 $239,680

A.  General Data for Baseline and Proposed Operation Baseline $40,319 $1,496 $63,169 $103,529 $10,569 $25,756 $0 $2,123 $246,961

1 Baseline is 2012 Actual Data - to Compare "Apples to Apples"

2 2013 Budget for "Contracted Operations" $118,880 /yr Fiscal spending table

3 2013 Budget for "Maintenance & Supplies" $13,800 /yr Fiscal spending table

4 2013 Budget for "Chemicals & Lab Supplies" $18,000 /yr Fiscal spending table

5 2013 Budget for "Chlorine" $0 /yr Fiscal spending table

6 2013 Budget for "Telephone" $1,500 /yr Fiscal spending table

7 2013 Budget for Operations Issues Above $152,180 /yr Sum from above

B.  Savings Calculations

1 Expected "Contracted Operations" $48,000 /yr

2 Expected "Sludge Hauling" Costs $8,608 /yr ECM 2, Line B.13

3 Total Sludge Hauling & Contract Operations $56,608 /yr B.1 + B.2

4 Expected "Maintenance & Supplies" $10,569 /yr Maintenance & Supplies Required - use "typical" year for newer facility

5 Expected "Chemicals & Lab Supplies" $24,104 /yr Need Chemicals & Lab Supplies - newer facility, use average

6 Expected "Chlorine" $0 /yr No more Nocardia problems

7 Expected "Telephone" $960 /yr Switch to cell phone for SCADA alarms at $80 / mo

8 Revised Baseline O&M costs $137,720 /yr Table to Right- less energy costs

9 O&M Savings $45,479 /yr Table to Right

10 Savings Percent 33% B.11 / A.6

Maximum expected value based on bids received to date

$24,104 $0 $960 $112,916 
Baseline after 

ECM #3 $19,180 $1,496 $56,608 $10,569 

$1,652 $0 $1,163 $45,479 

Baseline after 

ECM #2 $19,180 $1,496 $99,272 $10,569 $2,123 

ECM #3 Savings $0 $0 $42,664 $0 

$25,756 $0 

$2,123 

$0 

$225,822 $25,756 $0 

$67,426 $0 $0 

$158,395 

Baseline after 

ECM #1 $19,180 $1,496 $166,698 $10,569 

ECM #2 Savings $0 $0 $67,426 $0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $21,139 ECM #1 Savings $21,139 $0 $0 $0 

Annual

Savings Estimate for:

Town of Lyons WWTP Upgrade Project
Prepared by:  Justin Rundle

Date:  08 Oct 13

Fiscal Year Costs for WWTP Operations 
(from Level 2 Report - information supplied by TOL accounting dept.)

Fiscal Year
Electrical 

Spend

Natural Gas 

Spend

Sludge 

Hauling

Contracted 

Operations

Maintenance 

& Supplies

Chemicals & 

Lab Supplies
Chlorine Telephone
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4.0 Appendix 

Appendix A – Construction Completion 
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Appendix B – M&V Commissioning Site Photographs 

 
Figure 1 Plant Process Flow Chart 

 

 
Figure 2SCADA Headworks Control Screen 
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Figure 3AERZEN Control Panel 

 
Figure 4Influent Pump Control Panel 

 
Figure 5AERZEN Blower Nameplate 

 
Figure 6 Raw Sewage Pump Control 

 
Figure 7Sludge Dewatering Centrifuge Control 

 
Figure 8 Ultraviolet Control 
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Figure 9 Concrete Wetwell 

 
Figure 10 Chemical Treatment 

 
Figure 11 Ultraviolet Treatment 

 

 
Figure 12AERZEN Blowers Number 1&2 
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Figure 13Holding Tank 

 
Figure 14 Switchgear 

 
Figure 15 Biosolid Station 

 
Figure 16 AERZEN Blower Number 3 
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Appendix C – M&V Plan 
 

ECM #1 

The M&V Option chosen for these energy savings ECM is an Option A approach. In an attempt to balance 

M&V cost and accuracy, an Option A approach was selected. A general M&V rule-of-thumb is not to spend 

more than 10% of an ECM’s annual energy savings to verify performance. The annual savings for this ECM 

are very low and the added cost to perform an Option B or C approach does not make sense. Option A, for     

this specific ECM, gives the greatest value in terms of low cost and verification of the ECM’s performance 

as designed. The key parameter for this ECM is that the final installed equipment matches the project Scope 

of Work as calculated in the energy savings calculations model. 

 

ECM #4 

The savings for this ECM are from O&M savings. O&M savings are not usually verified with IPMVP 

methodologies. The savings for this measure are stipulated, with values shown in Schedule F, Section 1.2. 

Since these O&M savings account for the majority of the annual guarantee savings, semi-annual site visits will 

be made by systems engineers to inspect and analyze plant operation and operational reports and utility meter 

electrical usage, then present a report to the customer on inspection results with comments and suggestions for 

improved operation and energy efficiency. Based upon the findings of these semi-annual reports, the Customer 

and Honeywell will attempt to return the system to optimal efficiency. If Honeywell is responsible for the miss 

of savings (installation of wrong equipment or installation), then Honeywell will reimburse the Customer for 

the missed savings (that are less than the 16% solids calculation point). If the Customer is responsible for the 

miss of savings (faulty operation of equipment, etc.), then this miss will be documented in the annual savings 

report to the Customer. In either case, there will be an attempt to adjust or repair any abnormalities and bring 

the system back to correctly designed operation. 

 

ECM #9 

The savings for this ECM are from O&M savings. O&M savings are not usually verified with IPMVP 

methodologies. The savings for this measure are stipulated, with values shown in Schedule F, Section 

1.2. 

 

ECM 

ECM 

Description 

M&V 

Option Post-Retrofit Approach Annual Approach 

1 Upgrade 

Existing 

WWTP to 

Reduce Energy 

Costs 

A Verify ECM via 

manufacturer’s cut sheets, 

setup and commissioning 

reports, applicable 

installation 

documentation, and 

customer acceptance 

documentation.  Perform 

visual inspection of ECM 

equipment and operation – 

compare to Scope of 

Work and specs. 

Visual inspection of ECM 

equipment and operation – 

compare to Scope of Work 

of project.  Review and 

document performed 

maintenance.  Review any 

operational issues with 

customer. 
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4 Upgrade 

WWTP to 

Reduce Sludge 

Processing and 

Hauling Costs 

O&M 

Savings 

Savings shall be 

considered accepted and 

met upon contract 

execution, as shown in 

engineering calculations 

and in Attachment D, Part 

D, Section 1.2. 

Semi-annual site visits 

will be made by systems 

engineers to inspect and 

analyze plant operations 

and operational reports 

and utility meter electrical 

usage, then present a 

report to the customer on 

inspection results with 

comments and suggestions 

for improved operation 

and energy efficiency. 

9 Upgrade 

WWTP to 

Reduce 

Operations & 

Maintenance 

(O&M) Costs 

O&M 

Savings 

Savings shall be 

considered accepted and 

met upon contract 

execution, as shown in 

engineering calculations 

and in Attachment D, Part 

D, Section 1.2. 

Semi-annual site visits 

will be made by systems 

engineers to inspect and 

analyze plant operations 

and operational reports 

and utility meter electrical 

usage, then present a 

report to the customer on 

inspection results with 

comments and suggestions 

for improved operation 

and energy efficiency. 
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M&V Methodology 
 

The following describes the Measurement and Verification procedures, formulas, and stipulated values 

which may be used in the calculation of the energy cost avoidance. 

 

Energy 

Conservation 

Measure 

Electric Savings Verification 

Method 

Fuel Savings 

Verification 

Method 

Other Utility 

Savings 

Verification 

Method 

Upgrade Existing 

WWTP to Reduce 

Energy Costs 

 

Retrofit Isolation with Validation 

of  Installation and Operation via 

Startup and Commissioning 

Documentation (Option A) 

N/A 

 

N/A 

 

 

 

Operational cost avoidance methodology and/or calculation details are attached hereto and are incorporated 

herein as the exhibits outlined in the following table. 

 

ECM# 
Operational Savings 

Description 
Cost Avoidance Methodology Exhibit 

4 Upgrade WWTP to Reduce 

Sludge Processing and 

Hauling Costs 

The existing sludge thickening equipment 

required high labor and chemicals to operate.  

Install new dewatering equipment to reduce 

labor, chemicals, and disposal costs. 

F-1 

9 Upgrade WWTP to Reduce 

Operations & Maintenance 

(O&M) Costs 

The existing WWTP has older equipment that 

has high operation and maintenance (O&M) 

costs.  Upgrade the WWTP for lower O&M 

costs. 

F-1 

The operational savings measures and which budget line items or invoice categories that are 

affected, are cross-referenced in each Operational Savings Cost Avoidance Detail in the Exhibits. 
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Appendix D – Project Financial Summary 
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Appendix E – Guarantee Schedule 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Dedicated to protecting and improving the health and environment of the people of Colorado 

4300 Cherry Creek Drive S., Denver, CO 80246-1530 P 303-692-2000  http://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/wqcd 
John W. Hickenlooper, Governor | Larry Wolk, MD, MSPH, Executive Director and Chief Medical Officer 

July 15, 2016 
 
Victoria Simonsen, Town Administrator 
Town of Lyons 
432 5th Ave. 
Lyons, CO 80540 
 
Subject:   UPDATED Final Plans and Specifications for Construction Approval 

  Site Location Approval No.: ES.12.45343 and 4289 
 Town of Lyons, Lyons Wastewater Treatment Facility Improvements 

Colorado Discharge Permit System (CDPS) No. CO0020877, Boulder County 
GLU Project No. 090117W, ES Project No. ES.14.CWFDR01171 and ES.15.SRF.02362 

 
Dear Ms. Simonsen: 
 
The Water Quality Control Division (Division), Engineering Section has received and reviewed the 
Plans and Specifications for the Town of Lyons Wastewater Treatment Facility (WWTF).  The project 
was a design/build delivery and was conducted in phases that required a two-phased final plans and 
specifications design review to facilitate the delivery method. Phase 1, deliverable Package A 
included civil and structural components and was approved on August 28, 2014. The second and final 
phase, deliverable Package B included the process, mechanical, electrical, and architectural 
components of the facility and was approved on April 7, 2015. This final plans and specifications 
approval letter has been updated to include both Package A and Package B and updated based on 
plant modifications noted during the final construction inspection conducted by Engineering Section 
on December 8, 2015.  Therefore this approval letter replaces and supersedes previous approval 
letters dated April 7, 2015 and August 28, 2014.  The final plans and specifications meet the 
requirements of the State of Colorado Design Criteria for Domestic Wastewater Treatment Works 
(Design Criteria) and are hereby approved as listed below.  The approved maximum month 
hydraulic and organic design capacities are 0.381 MGD and 705 lbs of BOD per day, respectively.   
 
This approval addresses the following: 

• Influent Compliance Point: Headworks 
1. Influent flow measuring will be a 6-inch magnetic flow meter located on the 8-inch 

forcemain from the influent pump station to the headworks. 
2. Influent flow sampling conducted by automatic sampler located in the headworks with 

sample draw off on 8-inch forcemain prior to the influent screen. 

• Influent Pumping: 
1. One existing influent concrete wetwell; 1,750 gallon maximum operating capacity. 
2. Three (2 duty, 1 standby) dry pit immersible pumps, VFD controlled, 900 gpm (1.3 MGD) 

firm capacity. 
 

• Preliminary Treatment: 
1. Mechanical screening, spiral auger with 6 mm screen spacing, 1.3 MGD capacity. Housed 

within a 1’-8” cast-in-place concrete primary channel.   1’-8” cast-in-place concrete 
emergency bypass channel with manual bar screen, ¼-inch bar, 1-inch bar spacing.  

2. Grit chamber vortex grit removal (Design Basis:  Fluidyne FHG-2.5 Hydro-Grit with 
AirCirc), 1.3 MGD capacity with 3.0 hp blower. 

3. Grit classifier, 240 gpm capacity classifying cyclone and 4.1 yd3/hr capacity screw.   
4. Grit pump, submersible (design basis: Wilo FA 10.22W), 240 gpm capacity. 

http://www.colorado.gov/cdphe/wqcd
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• Chemical Addition: 
1. Alkalinity addition system, magnesium hydroxide fed at influent pump station discharge to 

SBR influent, 2 duty and 1 spare peristaltic feed pumps (Design Basis:  Stenner peristaltic 
pump), 0.08 gph capacity.  Two 55-gallon solution tanks with 1/2 –hp mixers and 
secondary containment. Magnesium hydroxide design dose 14 mg/L as CaCO3. 

2. Sodium hypochlorite chemical feed system at the influent to the Sequencing Batch 
Reactor for filament control in the SBR basins. One peristaltic chemical feed pump (Design 
Basis: Blue White A-100 NF), 55-gallon chemical solution tank, and secondary containment 
pallet. Sodium hypochlorite fed on a as-needed basis to control filaments if present in SBR 
basins. 
 

• Secondary Treatment: 
1. Existing biological treatment/clarifier basin shall be decommissioned. 
2. Acceptance of biological design calculations for reduction of BOD, TSS, and ammonia with 

a two (2) train, Sequencing Batch Reactor (SBR) (design basis:  Sanitaire ICEAS SBR 
system).  The SBR process design MLSS is 3,800 – 4,700 mg/L with a SRT of 21-27 days, 
minimum design temperature of 12oC.   

3. Two (2) SBR trains including: 
a. Two (2) Pre-React Basins, 0.046 MG capacity each. 
b. Two (2) Main-React Basins, 0.164 MG capacity each 
o SBR includes two (one each basin) mixers, located in main-react basin (design 

basis: Flygt submersible compact mixer), 8 hp capacity. 
o SBR includes two (one each basin) waste activated sludge (WAS) submersible 

solids pumps (design basis: Flygt N series), 700 gpm capacity.  
o Two (2) mechanical pivoting trough decanters, 1,411 gpm peak capacity. 

c. Aeration system including fine bubble diffusers and three (2 duty, 1 standby) 
positive displacement blowers, 350 standard cubic feet per minute (scfm) capacity 
each (provide aeration for SBR and Aerated Sludge Holding Tanks). 

4. Effluent equalization basin, 0.06 MG maximum working capacity  
a. Two (1 duty, 1 standby) submersible effluent EQ pumps, 425 gpm capacity each. 
 

• Disinfection Process: 
1. Ultraviolet Disinfection system including single concrete channel, two banks, 4 modules 

per bank with total 32 lamps (Design Basis:  Trojan UV 3000PTP), 0.6 MGD (425 gpm) peak 
hour capacity (peak equalized flow from SBR) providing 46 mWs/cm2 dose at 65% UVT and 
0.41 MGD maximum month capacity providing 34 mWs/cm2 dose at 65% UVT.  Design 
dosages above meet minimum Design Criteria Requirement of 30 mWs/cm2 based on 
output from lamps at end of lamp life and a Fouling Factor = 0.80. 
 

• Non-Potable Water (NPW) System: 
1. One, (1) duty vertical multistage pump draws water downstream of UV system for plant 

service water, 60 gpm capacity.  One 2-inch magnetic flow meter for NPW flow 
measurement. Backup potable water connection to NPW system provided with reduced 
pressure zone (RPZ) backflow preventer. 

2. Sodium hypochlorite chemical feed system at the discharge of the non-potable water 
(NPS) pump located downstream of the UV system. Sodium hypochlorite dosing is for 
preventing bacterial growth in NPW system only. One peristaltic chemical feed pump 
(Design Basis: Blue White A-100 NF), 55-gallon chemical solution tank, and secondary 
containment pallet. 
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• Biosolids Handling:  
1.   Existing, refurbished concrete tanks; two (2) aerated sludge holding tanks (aeration 

provided by SBR blowers), 0.059 MG capacity each.  Design includes two (2) new sludge 
transfer pumps, 150 gpm capacity for feed to centrifuge. Air applied through new fine 
bubble diffusers.  Aeration provided for mixing, design capacity of 15 scfm/1,000 ft3 of 
tank volume. 

2. One sludge balancing tank, located downstream of aerated sludge holding tanks prior to 
centrifuge, 135 gallon capacity. 

3. Centrifuge solids dewatering system: 
 a.  One (1) dewatered sludge pump (design basis: PD rotary lobe pumps), 40 gpm 

capacity.  
b.  Emulsion polymer feed system (design basis: Velodyne VM-4.5D-600-C), 33 lbs/dry ton 

solids design dose, 250 lbs/hr maximum solids loading capacity. 
c.   Centrifuge unit, 30 gpm hydraulic capacity, 189 lbs/hr solids capacity, design feed 

solids concentration at 1.5% and final cake concentration at 18%. 
 

• Odor Control:  
1.   Two (1 duty, 1 standby) foul air fans, 766 actual cubic feet per minute (acfm) capacity 

each. 
2.   Biotrickling filter system (design basis:  Bioair) providing odor control for influent wetwell 

headspace, headworks channel headspace, aerated sludge holding tank, and solids 
processing area; 875 acfm capacity.  Design includes one biotrickling filter unit, 134 ft3 
tank with synthetic media (design basis: EcoBase media). 
 

• Back-up Power: 
1. Secondary utility power feed from City of Longmont including automatic transfer switch 

(ATS) located at WWTF providing emergency backup power for primary treatment, 
secondary treatment, aeration, disinfection, and building lighting and heating. 
 

• Effluent Compliance Point: Existing Outfall pipeline to St. Vrain Creek 
1. Effluent flow measuring; 4-inch magnetic flow meter located on influent to UV System 

(must take into account NPW flowmeter for determining total effluent flow). 
2. Effluent flow sampling; automatic sampler located downstream of UV system prior to 

discharge.  
 
Conditions of Approval: 

1. Upon completion of construction and prior to commencement of operation, a written 
certification must be submitted to the Division stating that the project facilities were built in 
accordance with the approved plans, specifications, and change orders.  The certification 
must be signed by the applicant’s registered engineer. 
 

2. Any change orders or addenda that change facility capacity, water quality, or processes, must 
be submitted to this office for review and approval. 

 
3. Please note that during construction and operation activities, the provisions specified in the 

Design Criteria Sections 2.2.0, 2.3.17 and 2.3.18, must be implemented and followed.  This 
review does not relieve the owner from compliance with all Federal, State, and local 
regulations and requirements prior to construction nor from responsibility for proper 
engineering, construction, and operation of the facility. 
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4. No point source discharges of water and/or contaminants from this facility to the waters of 
the state are authorized during construction unless a permit for such discharges has been 
issued by the Division.  If you have any questions regarding permit issues or requirements, 
please contact the Permits Section at 303-692-3510. 
 

5. In accordance with Section 2.4.0 of the Design Criteria, all wastewater treatment facilities 
shall develop suitable operations and maintenance manuals.   
 

6. In accordance with Chapter 11 of the Design Criteria, all wastewater treatment facilities shall 
develop management and operating plans for ultimate use or disposal of biosolids.  Biosolids 
management plans shall conform to Federal Requirements in 40 CFR 503.  All disposal options 
shall also conform with Federal Requirements 40 CFR 257 and 40 CFR 503, Colorado Biosolids 
Regulation 64, and the requirements of the Colorado Regulations Pertaining to Solid Waste 
Disposal Sites and Facilities, as applicable.   

 
7. All biosolids and/or similar waste material removed from the project during this project must 

be properly disposed at an approved site. 
 

8. Close out documentation for the State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan should be submitted to 
Water Quality Control Division, Grants and Loans Unit Project Manager, as identified below: 
  
Failure to submit these documents may delay processing pay requests.  Please direct any 
questions regarding the above required submittals to: 
 

Corrina Quintana (GLU Project Manager) 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
Water Quality Control Division, Grants and Loans Unit 
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South B-2 
Denver, CO 80246-1530 
EMAIL: corrina.quintana@state,co,us (GLU Project Manager 

 
Documents reviewed: 

• Site Location Approval No: ES.12.45343 (Amendment) for Town of Lyons Wastewater 
Treatment Facility dated June 26, 2014. 

• Final Design Review Set (Design Plans) for the Town of Lyons Wastewater Treatment Facility 
by FEI Engineers, dated December 2014. 

• Town of Lyons WWTF Improvements Project Manual by FEI Engineers, dated December 2014. 
• Revised Specification 113800 Ultraviolet Disinfection submitted February 24, 2015 by FEI 

Engineers. 
• Miscellaneous correspondence.  

 
In accordance with the current Operators Certification Board Regulations, this wastewater treatment 
plant is a Class B Domestic Wastewater Treatment Facility and the collection system is a Class 2 
collection system.   
 
The Engineering Section is interested in gaining feedback about your experience during the 
engineering review process. We would appreciate your time to complete a Quality-of-Service Survey 
regarding your experience during the engineering review process leading up to issuance of this 
decision letter.  The Engineering Section will use your responses and comments to identify strengths, 
target areas for improvement, and evaluate process improvements to better serve your needs. Please 
take a moment to fill out our survey at the following 
website:   http://fs8.formsite.com/cohealth/form627710151/index.html. 
 

mailto:corrina.quintana@state,co,us
http://pheweb/env/wqcd/_layouts/listform.aspx?PageType=4&ListId=%7bE93DA477-7825-4215-8DE1-5D12F3B1B70D%7d&ID=29161&RootFolder=*
http://fs8.formsite.com/cohealth/form627710151/index.html
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If you should have any questions please contact Mark Henderson by phone at 303-692-6255 or by 
electronic mail at mark.henderson@state.co.us.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Mark Henderson, P.E. 
Senior Review Engineer 
Engineering Section | Water Quality Control Division 
Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment 
 
cc: Jim Blankenship, Town of Lyons 

Gary Berngard, Honeywell 
Brenton Watkajtys, Honeywell  
Nathan Martinson, FEI Engineers 
Mark Maxwell, Tetra Tech 

 Justin Whittaker, Filanc Construction  
Erin Dodge, Boulder County  

 Amy Zimmerman, WQCD ES Engineering Review Unit, Unit Manager 
 Corrina Quintana WQCD Grants and Loans Unit  

Site Application File | Discharge Permit File (CO-0020877) 

mailto:mark.henderson@state.co.us
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Report Delivery Receipt 
 

Honeywell has presented the Post Installation Conditions Report for Town of Lyons. 

Please sign below to acknowledge receipt of this report.  Your signature does not indicate acceptance 

of the results.   

 

 

 

Received by:  Presented by: 

   

Name (please print)  Name (please print) 

 

 

  

Signature  Signature 

 

 

  

Date  Date 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 




