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1 Abstract

This report defines the opportunity for CHP in three specific commercial building market
segments

e Smaller Educational Facilities,
e Smaller Healthcare Facilities, and
e Data Centers/Server Farms/Telecom Switching Centers
And focuses on the following questions
¢ Do Segments Need to be Focused Further?
e How Large Are These Segments in Terms of Power Needs?
e What Are Their Key Drivers That Can Be Used To Promote CHP in Each Segment?
e Who Are the Major Players in Each Segment?
e How Do They Make Major Equipment Purchase?

The chart on the next page summarizes the finding of this report. Ranking the resulting sub-
markets by:

e Size
e Growth
e Applicability of CHP to Meet Market Concerns
e Market Concentration
And finds the best focused segments to be, in order of desirability:
e Larger Schools Over 400 kW — Particularly Secondary Schools (9-12)
e Nursing Care Facilities
e Server Farm/Data Centers
e Telecom Central Offices
e Medical Laboratories

Major issues affecting each of these markets are explored in the report in detail to provide
guidance on the best manner to present the CHP concept to meet individual market concerns
and needs.
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Original Target Market Segments

Original Segment

Smaller Educational
Facilities

Smaller Healthcare
Facilities

Data Centers/ Server
Farms / Telecom
Switching

Original Definition

Smaller Schools than
College Campus’s
which Commonly Use
CHP Today

Smaller Facilities than
Major Hospitals which
Commonly Use

CHP Today

Facilities Housing
Large Electronics
Systems & Having High
Power & Cooling Loads

RESULTS - Focused Market Segment Findings

First Focused Segment
From This Study

K-12 Buildings >400
kW in Demand —
Mainly High Schools

Nursing Care Facilities

Data and Internet
Facilities Employing
UPS Systems >100 kW

No. of Facilities 7,400 15,600 14,000
Focused Segment Size  11.9 GW 5.2 GW 2.6 GW
Projected Growth 350 MW/Yr. 150-200 MW/Yr Minimal — Near Term

Important Outreach
Message

Emerg. Pwr/Safety
Public Disaster Shelters
Lower Operating Cost

Reliable Power/Cooling
Non-Evacuate Patients
Lower Operating Cost

Reliable Power/Cooling
Consistent Volt. & Freq
Lower Operating Cost

CHP Size Req. 200-400 kW 100-300 kW 100-500 kW
Cooling Issues Central Chilled Water Rooftop Retrofits Rooftop Retrofits
Market Concentration High Very High High

Contacts List Developed Developed Developed

2" Focused Segment None Laboratory Facilities “Central Offices”

From This Study

No. of Facilities 10,500 20,000

Focused Segment Size NA ~5GW

Projected Growth 4% in Facilities Moderate — Near Term
Important Outreach Reliable Power for DC Power

Message

Disaster Operations
Assured Refrigeration
Pathogen Containment
Lower Operating Cost

Reliable Power/Cooling
Consistent Voltage
Red. Pwr Cond. Equip
Lower Operating Cost

CHP Size Req.

NA

100-250 kW

Cooling Issues

Low Cap. (30-50RT)

Market Concentration NA Very High
Contacts List NA Developed
Most Desirable States for CHP Systems
California llinois Connecticut
Nevada Vermont Texas
Alaska Massachusetts
New York New Jersey

Table 1: Summary Findings
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2 Introduction and Purpose
The objective of this report is to explore the desirability of three tightly focused market
segments for Cooling Heating and Power systems (CHP). These segments:

e smaller educational facilities,

e smaller healthcare facilities, and

e data centers/server farms/telecom switching centers,

were selected to be compatible with the smaller CHP systems being developed under other
DOE funded efforts. The first two segments, smaller education and healthcare facilities are a
natural extension of the CHP market. Larger educational and healthcare campuses are

currently the largest existing users of CHP systems.

The third category, data centers/server farms/telecom switching centers, are a new area which
ultimately covers facilities responsible for housing, powering, and cooling large quantities of
electronics equipment. The high power and cooling usage of such facilities and the potential

for long term market growth makes this segment of significant interest for CHP applications.
This report:

e investigates the desirability of each segment as a market for CHP systems,
e develops the best message for reaching decision makers in each segment,
e develops the best method for reaching decision makers in each segment, and

e Jocates lists of the most appropriate companies to target in each segment.

With this information, truly effective outreach material can be developed and targeted to the

correct potential customers.
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3 Commercial CHP Systems - General Concepts and

Economics Analysis

3.1 Description of CHP System

Two-thirds of all the fuel used to make electricity in the U.S. is wasted by venting unused
thermal energy from power generation equipment into the air or into water streams. While
there have been impressive energy efficiency gains in other sectors of the economy since the
oil price shocks of the 1970's, the average efficiency of power generation within the U.S. has

remained around 33% since 1960.

Figure 1: CHP Systems and Efficiency
(Courtesy of the International District Energy Association)

Integrated systems for cooling, heating, and power (CHP) production significantly increase
efficiency of energy utilization by using thermal energy from power generation equipment to
drive cooling, heating, and humidity control systems. These systems are located at or near the
building using power and space conditioning, and can save 40% of the input energy required

by conventional systems.

CHP systems for commercial buildings have to be built around the needs of those buildings.

This means supplying electricity and using the recoverable heat from the system to supply

The University of lllinois at Chicago 15



some or all of the required space heating, space cooling, or domestic water hot. The systems

shown in Figure 2 and Figure 3 are two ways of structuring such systems.

Figure 2: Simplified Engine Based CHP System for a Commercial Building
The system shown uses an engine driven generator to provide electricity and collects heat from the engine
Jjacket and the exhaust for space heating, water heating, and cooling. The chiller shown is a conventional hot
water driven single effect absorption chiller.

Figure 3: Simplified Turbine Based CHP System
This system uses a gas turbine to provide electricity and collects waste heat from the exhaust stream with a
Heat Recovery Steam Generator (HRSG) or a Heat Recovery Hot Water Generator. Gas turbine systems
produce higher temperature waste heat, which can produce higher temperature hot water or steam. The chiller
shown is a conventional steam driven absorption chiller.

The University of lllinois at Chicago 16



The engine-based system in Figure 2 is currently the most common arrangement.
Continuous duty engine generators, and the associated heat recovery equipment, are widely

available down to the 200 kW size range.

The turbine-based systems, shown in Figure 3 are used only for very large systems above at
least 1 MW and often larger, generally for very large buildings or collections of buildings on
a district energy system or campus. However, the current evolution of microturbines to
larger sizes may mean that turbine-based systems in the 200 kW range will be more

affordable in the long run.

In addition, systems that operate double effect absorption chiller/heaters are also in
development that may simplify CHP applications in the future. However, this report assumes

largely conventional equipment being used to build-up CHP systems.
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3.2 Economics of Commercial CHP

3.2.1 Operating Cost of CHP Systems

The variable operating cost of a CHP system includes two major elements.

e The cost of the fuel being consumed by the engine or turbine generator

e A variable maintenance allocation generally based on the amount of power being

produced by the CHP system

Estimated Savings
Chicago Hospital

$700,000
$600,000
CHP-2
$500,000
8 CHP
= $400,000 =
w
S $300,000
=
f
<
$200,000
$100,000
$0 T T T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500 5000

Total Generator Capacity (KW)

Figure 4: Operating Cost Savings'
CHP uses recoverable heat for heating, whereas CHP-2 also uses recoverable heat for heating and cooling.

Figure 4 shows the annual savings for CHP, CHP-2, and DG options in a large Chicago
hospital. The calculation program resolves across a wide range of sizes. Note that savings
rise to a point and plateau well below the building’s peak load of 3800 kW. Declining

savings on the right are due to utility stand-by charges.

A complete development of the operating economics, as in Figure 1 also includes:

! Output from the UIC BCHP Engineering Model — a detailed model developed for assisting in the design of packaged
BCHP systems for DOE and further developed for estimating economics for actual applications for the Midwest CHP
Center.
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e “stand-by or back-up” charges from the local electric utility to handle building

electrical loads during CHP system downtime,

e supplemental power rates from the local utility to cover the portion of the electric

load that is not handled by the CHP system, and

e as accurate a picture as possible of what the building electrical and thermal load will

be, on an hourly basis if at all possible.

e With this information, a reasonable estimate of the operating cost and overall savings

attributable to the CHP system can be made.
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Figure 5: Finding the Economic Optimum®
As the size of the system increases, the installed cost per unit of capacity decreases improving payback. Once
the size reaches a level where further incremental capacity produces declining incremental operating cost
savings, as seen in Figure 4, installed costs mount with lessening return and payback deteriorates producing
the “S-curve” graph seen here with the optimum payback shown in red. Dashed lines are “iso-payback” lines.

One important element in CHP design that needs to be solved from the economic analysis is
the optimal size of the system. A system large enough to handle the entire electric load is
generally not warranted, as the peak load occurs infrequently. However, as CHP components
become smaller, the cost per unit of output increases. For any building load, there is an

optimum point that will produce the shortest possible payback. This effect can be seen in

2 Output from the UIC BCHP Engineering Model
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Figure 5. The installed cost values used in Figure 5 are based on the cost data shown in

Figure 6.

Notice that in the CHP system example shown in Figure 5, paybacks can be anywhere from 4
to 7 years depending on how well the system is optimized for the load. Accurately knowing
where this optimum occurs can make the difference between a system that is or is not

considered an acceptable investment.

3.2.2 Installed Costs of CHP Systems

Figure 6: Approximate Installed Costs per kW for a Generation and a Commercial CHP System®
The installed costs shown are approximate and do not include the cost of adding facility space for the CHP
system. Costs include the incremental cost for an appropriately sizes single effect absorption chiller and all
heat recovery equipment. Heat recovery is assumed to be as shown in Figure 1.

The installed cost values shown in Figure 6 are to be used to provide guidance on the cost of
DG and CHP systems. Many specific installations will involve added installation costs to
handle issues such as multiple utility feeders, piping to transport heat to the point of use, or a
new building to house the system. Conversely, the system may provide valuable user
features that can be credited against the first cost of the CHP system, particularly back-up

power capability in the event of a grid failure.

? The installed cost values were developed from a collection of installation estimates and actual installations developed by
the Gas Technology Institute and are used with permission.
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3.3 Best Geographic Markets for CHP

3.3.1 Evaluation of CHP Economics Based on State Average Energy Costs

The CHP market is often geographically targeted by finding high electric cost areas.
However, focusing entirely on regional or statewide average electric prices ignores the role
that sufficiently low gas prices play in the economics. To examine the regional picture more
closely, average electric and gas prices, by state were sorted by using a simple CHP graphical

model.

First, a graphical model was assembled for the variable cost of generating electricity at
differing gas prices. This chart is shown in Figure 7, and accounts for both fuel and
maintenance cost. The top line is for simple distributed electric generation or “DG” with no
heat recovery. The lower lines, moving downward, account for increasing levels of heat
recovery by deducting the gas that is not required in a separate boiler, and, in a sense,

crediting that gas savings to the cost of producing electricity.
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Figure 7: Variable Cost of Generating Electricity at Differing Gas Prices
Cost includes fuel and maintenance from a 32% efficient engine generator with varying levels of heat recovery.
The y-intercept is set by the $0.011/kWh. maintenance charge generally assumed for engines. Higher engine
efficiencies will decrease the slope of these lines. Switching from engines to gas turbines generally lowers this
maintenance charge to the $0.006-30.008/kWh range.
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The various lines on the chart represent differing systems.

e The “No Heat Recovery” line is for an electric generation-only system.

e The 1,500 Btu/kW line is typical for engine cogeneration systems with high-pressure
steam (125 psig) heat recovery from the exhaust heat only. Such a high temperature
delivery systems are not needed in commercial buildings, except some hospitals, but

may be appropriate for industrial loads.

e For engine cogeneration systems with typical hydronic heat recovery (180-250°F) on
the jacket and engine exhaust system, or for larger gas turbine prime movers, the
useful heat recovery should be between 4,000 and 5,000 Btu/kWh. The 4,500

Btu/kWh line is a reasonable estimate.

e The 6,000 Btu/kWh is only for cogeneration systems feeding low temperature

processes or hot water loads (140°F and below).
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Figure 8: Average Energy Prices by State vs. Operating Cost Lines
For CHP to be practical, the variable operating cost line must be below the energy cost point. This distance is
the savings per kWh generated. The DG line is the “No Heat Recovery” line from Figure 7. The CHP line is
the 4,500 Btu/kWh heat recovery line from Figure 7.
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At this point, the average prices of gas® and electricity’ in various states can be plotted on the

graph as shown in Figure 8. The “No Heat Recovery” line is also shown in Figure 8, marked

as DG. The CHP line is for 4,500 Btu/kWh, typical of a commercial building heating and

cooling system.

For CHP to be practical, the savings must be sufficient to payback the first cost of the

equipment in a reasonable number of operating hours. In Figure 9, this DG line is

eliminated, and “iso-savings” lines have been added for the CHP system.
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Figure 9: CHP Savings per Operating Hour for Differing Locations
Note that these are average values for entire states. Specific large urban areas can have much different values.
For instance New York City will be substantially higher on this chart than the overall state. However, we can

see desirable regions on this

chart.

The most desirable areas for CHP are those above the 3¢ per kWh savings line, which are

shown in Table 2. Theses states are currently of the greatest interest for CHP, but this does

not imply that CHP is impractical in other areas. Due to large variations in actual delivered

* Energy Information Administration/Natural Gas Monthly April 2003, Table 4, Selected National Average Natural Gas
Prices, 1997-2003, and Table 22. Average Price of Natural Gas Sold to by State,2001-2003

5 Energy Information Administration, Form EIA-826, "Monthly Electric Utility Sales and Revenue Report with State
Distributions.", Values for December 2002
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electric prices for differing loads, and the effect of demand charges, a properly designed
system, taking into account factors in local rate structure, can often produce good economics

even in other states.

Most Desirable States for CHP Systems

California lllinois Connecticut
Nevada Vermont Texas
Alaska Massachusetts

New York New Jersey

Table 2: States Currently Most Desirable for CHP
Theses states are currently of the greatest interest for CHP, but this does not imply that CHP is impractical in
other areas. Electric prices in Hawaii are too high to be seen on this chart. Also, No. 2 fuel oil prices may be
lower than gas prices in the northeastern states making diesel engines an alternative. Diesel fuel will also be
cheaper in Hawaii.

3.3.2 Sensitivity to Application Types and Operating Strategies

Results shown in the last section have to be interpreted carefully. The use of average
commercial revenues in evaluating various states can “wash away” the potential savings for
specific applications. For example, the true cost of electric power for a specific application
can vary widely depending on the magnitude of the demand charges and the load factor of

the application.

The demand charge is a charge levied by the electric supplier on the peak electric
consumption rate during any billing period, which is usually roughly one month. This is
stated in $/kW per billing period. For instance, if a building consumed 100,000 kWh per
month and the peak rate of consumption at any one time was 1,000 kW, the owner would pay

the energy charge (in $/kWh) times 100,000 PLUS the demand charge in $/kW times 1,000.

The load factor is the result of dividing the monthly electric consumption by the monthly
peak demand and then by the number of hours in the month. The result is a number between
zero and one, and represents the average load divided by the maximum load. If the electric
load were constant throughout the month, the load factor would be 1.0. For commercial
buildings the load factors are well below 1.0. Note that the load factors discussed here are
monthly load factors as this is the manner on which most demand charges are calculated.

The load factor calculation can also be done on an annual basis.
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The load factor ranges in Figure 10 are ranges based on the operating hours of differing
building types. For example, most office buildings operate 10-12 hrs per day, 5 days per
week, with some operating mechanical systems for 6 hours on Saturday or 23-30% of all
hours within a month. In addition, the overall electric loads within the building are well
below maximum in the morning and evening, which only serves to lower the factor further.

A reasonable range of load factors below 28% is appropriate for offices.

Retail buildings operate longer hours, including full weekend schedules, making their load
profiles higher. Hospitals have yet a higher load factor, as they are around-the-clock
operations. However, occupancy and equipment loads drop dramatically at night, keeping
load factors well below one. The highest load factors tend to be for industrial operations

where the load profiles climb towards one for three-shift seven-day manufacturing.

Energy Charges are too often mistaken for the entire cost of electricity. Figure 10 shows
how differing building functions will affect electric costs. Figure 10 is used to find the
“Demand Charge Adder” which can be added to the electric energy charge to find the total
average cost of electricity. For facilities such as office buildings, this adder will often be
larger than the energy charge itself. The effective cost of electricity will therefore vary

greatly by function.

The effect of this variation when compared to equivalent energy costs for a CHP system can
be extreme. An example of this is shown for a Chicago office building in Figure 11. Notice
that when the effects of the demand charge are put into the overall energy costs, the point is

much higher on the chart than the average Illinois commercial revenue per kWh.

Conversely, when the off-peak energy charge is plotted (for which there is no demand
charge), the number is below breakeven. This shows why cogeneration systems in the
Chicago area generally run during the weekday, but are shut-off at night and on weekends.
This is to prevent any “money-losing” off-peak operation from eating up the profits from the

on-peak daytime plant operation.
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Figure 10: The Effect of Building Function on the Cost of Electricity
The Demand Charge Adder should be added to the energy charge to find total cost. For example: a retail
building with energy charge of 30.06/kWh and Demand Charge of $15/kW/Month. Using the “$15” line, the
demand charge adder is $0.08. The overall cost of electricity is $0.06/kwh plus $0.08 for a total of $0.14/kW.
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Figure 11: Total Cost Chart with Chicago time of day specifics
The rate shown is the Chicago 6L large commercial rate.
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3.4 Best Market Sectors for CHP Today
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Figure 12: Existing Distributed Generation and Commercial Building CHP in the United States®’
CHP in Schools is a significant segment of the currently small CHP market (by number of sites) though the total
power installed is small. These figures do not include industrial applications.

A number of investigations have been done on CHP and DG applications in the United

States. Figure 12 summarizes the results of two of these studies

A more recent report® places the total as high as 7 MW in 2000, as shown in Figure 13, but
does not provide the detail seen in Figure 12. Although there are differences between the

two charts, it is clear in both studies that colleges and hospitals are large markets for CHP.

The market sector targets for this report are to focus on smaller applications and new market
sectors for CHP. New or “expansion” market sectors for CHP are best picked in areas on the

periphery of existing established sectors. For this reason, smaller educational and healthcare

6 Establishing a Goal for DER: Challenging or Business As Usual, Paul L. Lemar, Jr., Vice President, Resource Dynamics
Corporation, Distributed Energy Resources: The Power to Choose Conference and Peer Review, November 28, 2001.

7 The Market and Technical Potential for Combined Heat and Power in the Commercial/Institutional Sector, ONSITE
SYCOM Energy Corporation, Prepared for: U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration, 2000

8 EEA CHP Installation Database: CHP Capacity in 2000, EEA, Presentation at the ACEEE - CHP Analysis Meeting, July
14, 2003, Washington DC
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facilities were chosen for this study. Smaller education referring in general to K-12 schools.

Smaller healthcare facilities simply mean anything smaller than general hospitals.
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Figure 13: Existing Commercial CHP Capacity:
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Figure 14: Energy Demand of a Typical Server Center and Other Commercial Building’

Internet server spaces, computer rooms, and telecom centers have very high power and
cooling consumption, as seen in Figure 14, making these facilities good candidates for CHP.
However, there is not much information available about the size of this market and
information on how CHP can be applied to the needs of this market specifically needs to be

developed. For this reason, this was selected as the third market sector to be explored here.

? Internet Server Center value developed in this report. Values for other buildings are from the Energy Information Agencies
CBECS Data Base
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3.5 Summary

Although a large number of issues can play into CHP economics, including specific customer

needs such as back-up power, and electric costs can vary widely by end-use application,
average power prices can be used to establish best general geographic markets for CHP.

Currently, these are, by state:

Most Desirable States for CHP Systems

California lllinois Connecticut
Nevada Vermont Vermont
Alaska Massachusetts Texas

New York New Jersey
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4 Smaller Educational Facilities

Primary and secondary (K-12) education facilities have been put forward as a desirable new
CHP market segment, based on the extensive use of CHP in larger educational facilities'®''?
and the large number of back-up power systems found in K-12 facilities'”. The following

information is presented in this chapter

e The desirability of the K-12 facility market sector for CHP applications will be found.

This determines IF this sector should be a focus for CHP outreach materials.

e The specific needs of this sector will be explored to determine the most important
benefits that CHP can bring to all or perhaps specific portions of this building sector.
This determines WHAT such CHP outreach materials should say by finding the most

effective and market relevant message.

e Determine the decision makers in this market segment and how best to reach them.

This determines the WHO and HOW for future outreach programs.

1% International District Energy Association, Cooling, Heating, and Cooling, Heating, and Power in the Nation’s Power in
the Nation’s Colleges & Universities Colleges & Universities: Census, Survey, and Lessons Learned Census, Survey, and
Lessons Learned, Presentation on a Report for Oak Ridge National Laboratory and Report for Oak Ridge National
Laboratory and the United States Department of Energy, November 21, November 21, 2002

" Combined Heat and Power (CHP): Applications of Distributed Power, Overview of Opportunities and Market Prospects,
Paul L. Lemar, Resource Dynamics Corp., Intertech Distributed Power Conference Washington, DC, September 25, 2000 .

12 Census of Central Plant District Energy and CHP Systems at Colleges, Universities
http://www.districtenergy.org/CHP_Census/CHPCensusWebsitePhasell/OtherCensusPages/census_ homepage htm

13 Commercial Market Segmentation Study, National Educational Sector, AGA/GRI, January 1998 GRI 97/0385

The University of lllinois at Chicago 31



4.1 Market Segment Desirability

For a specific market to be particularly desirable for CHP applications, it should be 1)
sizable, 2) healthy or growing, and 3) have characteristics that will make CHP more highly
desirable than for the average commercial building. In this section, the statistical background

will be developed on this sector.

4.1.1 Market Size

For a market to be of interest, it has to be sizable. There are over 91,000 K-12 schools in the
United States, comprising a very small segment of the overall 4.6 million commercial
buildings. However, due to their large size, K-12 schools comprise 4.98 billion square feet
of the overall 58 billion square feet of commercial floor space, or roughly 9% of the overall
commercial floor space. The peak electric demand of these buildings is 25,580 MW."*

However, many of these facilities are smaller than would be desirable for most CHP systems.

Other, 1,615
Combined, 3,770

Secondary,
22,103

Number of
Schools

Elementary,
63,574

Total Number of K-12
Schools in US = 91,062

Figure 15-Number of Primary and Secondary Schools in the United States'’

CHP systems, except for microturbines, produce better paybacks with a load of at least 400

kW.

' Source: Energy Information Administration, Office of Energy Markets and End Use, Commercial Buildings Energy
Consumption Survey

15 Data from U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2001, Section 4, Education, No. 229. Public
Elementary and Secondary Schools by Type and Size of School:1998-99
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Figure 16: Size of Schools by Floor Space and Electric Demand
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Figure 17: Size of Schools by Floor Space and Electric Demand
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Available data on the distribution of enrollment in schools'® was used to project school sizes
from known values of floor space per student'’. This is shown in Figure 16. National
average values for power consumption in schools'® were then used to project the distribution
of peak power requirements for K-12 schools are shown in Figure 17. Only a minority of K[
12 facilities exceed 400 kW. Figure 18 shows how these 400+ kW facilities break down
between primary (K-8) and secondary (9-12) educational facilities. Secondary facilities are

much more inclined to be over 400 kW.

Load =400 kW,
7375, 12%

Load =400 kW,
9968, 45%

Load<400 kw,
12179, 55%

Secondary
Schools

K-8 Schools

Load<400 kW,
56263, 88%

Elementary | Secondary
All 63,638 22,147
All Over 400 kKW 7,375 9,968

Figure 18: Number of Schools above 400 kW'**°
Nationwide, Elementary Schools Outnumber High Schools by Nearly 3-1. However, a Much Larger Portion of
the High Schools are Over 400 kW in Electric Demand. Number of facilities total 85,785, which is lower than
the 91,062 due to Combined and Unclassifiable specialty schools

Clearly, secondary schools are more likely to employ CHP than primary schools. In

addition, a market focus directly on secondary schools reduces the cost of the outreach

16 Based on U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2001, Section 4 Education, No. 229. Public
Elementary and Secondary Schools by Type and Size of School:1998-99

'7 Based on and 150 sq.ft./student for Secondary Schools and 110 sq.ft. for Primary Schools which are the National Average
from School Planning & Management, 2002 Construction Report by Paul Abramson, Education Industry Analyst

'8 Source: Energy Information Administration, Office of Energy Markets and End Use, Commercial Buildings Energy
Consumption Survey.

1 Based on and 150 sq.ft./student for Secondary Schools and 110 sq.ft. for Primary Schools which are the National Average
from School Planning & Management, 2002 Construction Report by Paul Abramson, Education Industry Analyst, TABLE 5
Profile of New Schools Currently Underway (School Construction Ending in 2002)

20 Additional information on Floor Space per Student from: Topic Issue Trackers: Gross Square Feet per Student, Dr. Art
Wohlers, November 1995 The Council of Educational Facility Planners, International
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efforts as the target customers are reduced from all K-12 schools, which number 91,000 to

only 9-12 schools which number 22,000. Secondary schools also have other advantages.

e Secondary schools are more likely to be operated 12 months of the year than primary

schools, which may have little or no summer programs. Summer-school operation of

CHP systems allows the facility to avoid high demand charges that would be incurred

even during a short-day summer-school schedule.

e Secondary schools are far more likely to contain an indoor pool facility than primary

schools. Indoor pools are a valuable heat load for CHP systems. Pools are low
temperature heating loads that can absorb excess rejected heat as available, making
overall operation more efficient. Although facility statistics are not available, over
5,500 high schools in the United States run intramural swim teams, a strong

indication that at least 5,500 out of 22,000 high schools have indoor pools.?!
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Figure 19: Birthrate Predicts School Population

e Secondary schools are more likely to be operated into the evening and on weekends

than primary schools, allowing longer periods of power and heat generation.

2 participation Survey, 2003, National High School Athletics Association
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e Secondary schools are far more likely to contain gymnasiums with shower facilities,
adding considerably to the low temperature heating load for water heating.

e Current Census birthrate data shows the population of primary schools will plateau by

2005, whereas secondary school populations will not plateau until 2010.2%

In summary, the electric demand for all 17,400 primary and secondary schools above the 400
kW size is 11,900 Megawatts. Notice that 17,400 schools are only 19% of the school

facilities, but constitute 49% of the total electric demand.

22 Source: Table No. 205. School Enrollment: 1965 to 2010, U.S. National Center for Education Statistics, Digest of
Education Statistics, annual, and Projections of Education Statistics, annual.

2 Original Graph. Projections of Education Statistics, annual and U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census,
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 1092, 1095, and "National Population 'Estimates for the 1990s," Jan. 2001,
and "Annual Projections of the Total Resident Population: 1999 to 2100," Jan. 2000.
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4.1.2 Market Health and Growth

Overall construction expenditures in K-12 schools more than doubled between 1992 and
2001. The outlook for construction of new schools and the renovation of existing schools is
strong throughout this decade. Figure 20 shows the regional projection of near term

expenditures.

Schools - Projected Construction Expenditure 2002-2004 Per Year

Region 9 ‘
Region 8
Region 7 ‘ ‘

Region 6‘
1

Region 5

Region 4
Region 3

Region 2
T

Region 1

4 5
Billion $

Figure 20: Near Term Construction Projections for Primary and Secondary Schools®*
Total Construction went from 11 Billion in 1992 to 27 Billion in 2001

Most Popular Retrofit Projects

HVAC
Electric
Painting/Interior
Lighting
Roofing
Plumbing
Windows/Doors
Flooring
Carpeting
ADA Compliance

Tech. Infrastr.
Security/Life

I Indoor Air Quality

6 3‘0 4‘0 5;0 éo 70

% of New Projects

2

Figure 21: Most Popular Current 2002-2004 Projects™
Prominence of HVAC and Electric Projects in Current Plans is Significant for the CHP Market

2* Bucking The Trend, 28th Annual Official Education Construction Report, American School & University, May 2002

5 Bucking The Trend, 28th Annual Official Education Construction Report, American School & University May 2002
www.Asumag.Com
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This strong construction market is due to three ongoing issues in education: 1) expanding
student populations, 2) inadequate existing facilities, and 3) growing new requirements in

education.

4.1.2.1 Expanding Student Populations

Expanding student populations will require more school floor space. 200,000 more
secondary students per grade level will be added over the next 6 years. This suggests a near
term expansion in the total floor space of secondary schools at 120,000,000 square feet. As
CHP would be most conveniently and economically installed when schools are initially being

built, this is a significant opportunity.

4.1.2.2 Inadequate Existing Facilities

There is a widespread perception that current school facilities are inadequate to serve their
traditional tasks for the existing student populations. A U.S. Department of Education report
in 2000, estimated that $127 billion would be required to bring existing buildings into a
condition rated as “adequate” or “good” in regards to basic functions such as structural
integrity, heating, plumbing, and so on?®. Even with the current student populations, 17% of
schools reporting”’ make great use of portable classrooms for added instructional space and
36% make some use of such facilities. Figure 22 shows some of the systems most commonly

felt to be inadequate in existing school facilities.

28 Condition of America’s Public School Facilities: 1999, U.S. Department of Education Office of Educational Research and
Improvement NCES 2000-032 Table 8

2T Condition of America’s Public School Facilities: 1999, U.S. Department of Education Office of Educational Research and
Improvement NCES 2000-032 Table 22
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Percentage of Schools Reporting Inadequate Features in
Need of Repair
32

HVAC

Exterior Walls,
Finishes, Windows,
and Doors

Plumbing

Life
Safety
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Interior

Electric
Finishes

Lighting

Percent of Public Schools Rating the Condition of
Environmental Factors as Unsatisfactory
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25
20
IAQ Noise
Heating
15
Lighting Security
o [ =

Figure 22: Renovation — Concerns and Dissatisfaction”
HVAC and Power Issues, Which Can be Positively Effected by CHP Systems, are Significant or Leading
Targets for Renovation. On Environmental Concerns, Ventilation and IAQ, which May be Aided by Some
Types of CHP, are Important. Data is from before 2001. Low Ranking for the Security May Have Changed.

Percent

28 Condition of America’s Public School Facilities: 1999, U.S. Department of Education Office of Educational Research and
Improvement NCES 2000-032
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4.1.2.3 Growing New Requirements

Growing new requirements for education such as computer centers, Internet connections,
reduced class sizes, and healthier indoor environments will increase the need for electric
power. Of particular importance for CHP systems is computer proliferation in schools
increasing future power demand. This is similar to that which occurred in office buildings in
the 1990’s. Although improvements in lighting efficiency will counteract some of this load,
electric demand should be expected to increase. Reduced class sizes also tend to increase the
floor space per student. Increasing emphasis on indoor air quality is generally dealt with by
increasing fresh air ventilation rates, which also increases power, heating and cooling energy

consumption.
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4.1.3 Electric Demand from New Construction

Previously, it was determined that the existing stock of schools larger than 400 kW has an
overall electric demand of 11.9 GW. With new construction currently underway, the growth
in electric demand can also be estimated. The construction expenditures shown in Figure 20
include both new construction and renovation. In Figure 23, these expenditures are sorted in
new buildings and “add/mod” which is addition and modifications projects.

How School Construction Money is Being Spent by Region 2002-2004
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Figure 23: Expenditure Types in Schools®

Additions will add floor space to existing buildings and increase demand. Modification may
also add demand. Overall, the amount is difficult to predict. However, statistics on new

construction are available.

Figure 24 shows the considerable variation in the average cost of new school construction in
differing regions of the country. Using the construction prices in Figure 24, the percentage
of expenditure that are for new construction in Figure 23, and the current construction
budgets in Figure 20, the floor space of new construction can be projected by region as

shown in Figure 25.

¥ Bucking The Trend, 28th Annual Official Education Construction Report, American School & University, May 2002
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School Construction Costs by Region - 2002
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Figure 24: Differing Cost of Construction in US Schools®
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Figure 25: Square Footage added to School stock Due to New School Construction®'
New Square footage total to 346 Million Square Feet

Using the median school power usage of 4.3 watts per square foot™, the overall demand

implications are as shown, by region in Figure 26. This projection is conservative for two

3% Bucking The Trend, 28th Annual Official Education Construction Report, American School & University, May 2002
3! Original Calculation Based on Figure 20, Figure 23, and Figure 24

32 peak Power Demand: Table 19. Distribution of Peak Watts per Square Foot and Load Factors, “U.S. Department of
Energy, Energy Information Administration, “A Look at Commercial Buildings in 1995: Characteristics, Energy
Consumption, and Energy Expenditures.”
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reasons: 1) an unknown amount of the renovation funds will be used for school additions,
and 2) some renovations will be adding to internal equipment loads, such as new computer

areas and so on. These two factors are not included in the electric demand growth estimate.

All K-12 Schools - Newly Constructed Electric Demand - 2002-2004
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Figure 26: Added Electrical Demand for New Schools®
New Demand Totals to 1,488 MW for the Two-Year Period

The total demand growth due shown in Figure 26 is 1488 MW for the two-year period,
making for a growth rate of 744 MW per year for the near term for all schools. However, to
preserve the focus on larger facilities with over 400 kW of demand and remembering that
this large facilities sub-sector comprises 49% of the overall current K-12 electric demand, the

growth in larger K-12 schools with over 400 kW of demand is 350 MW/Yr.**

33 Original Calculation Based on Figure 25, and 4.3 watts per square foot.

3% 49% of 744MW = 346 MW ~ 350 MW
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4.1.4 The Compatibility of CHP with HVAC Currently Used in Schools

For CHP to be a practical retrofit in an existing facility there must be an opportune use for
the waste heat being generated by the system. Facilities with centralized heating and hot
water systems are more amenable to a CHP installation than a facility that uses localized or

zone-by-zone heating systems, or local hot water systems.

In addition, facilities with centralized cooling systems also have a distinct advantage.
Central cooling systems that dispatch chilled water to various areas of the building can be
conveniently retrofit with an absorption chiller operating on the engine or turbine waste heat.
Chilled water produced by the absorber can then be distributed by the same central chilled

water system without any changes to the remainder of the facility.

Data on the types of systems currently used in K-12 schools is not widely available.
However a survey carried out in 1998 by Gas Research Institute and the American Gas

Association provides some information.

This survey was taken across the Education sector. Respondents were facility managers from
625 different facilities of which 433 were from K-12 facilities. Subdivision between
elementary and secondary schools was not possible without discarding a large number of
respondents as many respondents were responsible for school districts that operated both

elementary and secondary schools.

Summary of Survey Interviews and Projections

System-Local System-
Independents Central Total
Manager
Manager
Number of Interviews 192 224 209 625
% Floor Space in K-12 3% 100% 91% 73%
% Floor Space in Colleges 97% 0% 9% 27%
% Floor Space - Public 76% 92% 98% 92%
% Floor Space - Private 24% 8% 2% 8%

Table 3: Description of Survey™

35 Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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Although the survey did not break out K-12 from College responses, it is clear that the
categories used could be so subdivided with little loss of accuracy. For this report, the results

were reduced and K-12 facilities focused upon.

Survey responses were reduced in the original source by the area of floor space controlled by
the respondent. Total facility values, shown in Figure 27 through Figure 32, project those

results over all K-12 facilities in the United States.

50,000
Building Heating Type -
Number of Buildings Nationwide (Projection)
40,000 -
30,000
20,000
10,000 -
o | ras i B ._____L
Central Central Boiler Heat Pump Rooftop Electric Window/Wall Central Plant Other
Furnace Heating Baseboard Units
Figure 27: K-12 Building Heating System Types in K-12*
50,000
Building Heating Fuel - Number of K-12
Buildings Nationwide (Projection)
40,000
Projected Study Population
30’000 of 74,988 K-12 Builings
20,000
10,000 -
04 , , , I , [ .
Electric Heat Gas Heat Fuel Oil Heat Propane Heat Purchased Other
Steam

Figure 28: Building Heating Fuel Used in K-12*

3¢ QOriginal Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.4a, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998

37 Original Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.9a, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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Clearly central boilers dominate the heating system in this market nationwide and the most
popular heating fuel is natural gas. The favored equipment type will vary by region, but this
was not broken out. In all regions, gas was the dominant heating fuel with the lowest floor

space percentage in the South at 57%

40,000
Domestic Water Heating Type -
Number of Buildings Nationwide (Projection)
30,000 -
20,000 +
10,000 -
0l I
Boiler Tank Tankless System Heat Pump

Figure 29: Equipment Types Used to Produce Domestic Hot Water in K-12°*

Using the central boiler to produce hot water establishes that at least 30,000+ facilities have a
centralized hot water system. In addition, the “Tank and Tankless” systems shown may, or

may not, also be centralized, with the tank in the central heating area of the building.

60,000

Hot Water Heating Fuel -
50,000 [Number of Buildings Nationwide (Projection)]

Projected Study Population
40,000 1 of 74,988 K-12 Builings

30,000

20,000

10,000
0 . . - . I .

Electric DHW Gas DHW Fuel Oil Heat Propane DHW  Purchased Other
Steam

Figure 30: Fuel Types Used to Produce Domestic Hot Water in K-12

38 Original Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.11, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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Gas is even more dominant in the production of hot water with fully 48,000 facilities on gas
water heating. This also establishes that at least 48,000 K-12 educational facilities have gas
available at the facility. Even though the service may not be sized for a CHP system, having

gas in the street outside the facility is important in installing CHP.

30,000

Building Cooling Type -
25,000 4 Number of Buildings Nationwide (Projection)
20,000 -
15,000 ~
10,000 +
N I
0
Central Chiller Rooftop AC Split AC Window/Wall Other
Units

Figure 31: Equipment Types Used to Produce Domestic Space Cooling™

Air Conditioning or cooling equipment is less centralized than heating. Only 14,000 of the
facilities use a central chiller system. 3% of the respondent floor space was cooled by natural

gas, mainly consisting of older absorption chillers.
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Figure 32: Facilities Interest in On-Site Power Generation*

% Original Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.7, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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A surprisingly large number of facilities claimed to have some form of On-Site generation,

probably back-up generators. These units may be required in some areas as a “life-safety”
issue, as the school must be able to shelter students during outages caused by weather, and

they may also be the public disaster shelter for sever weather disasters such as hurricanes.

These charts do more than tell us what type of equipment is being used in the market now
and what the issues will be in retrofitting CHP systems to existing facilities. These figures
also indicate what type of equipment facility manager are familiar with in their existing

building and are therefore to be most comfortable installing in new facilities

0 Original Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.15, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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4.2 Targeting the Outreach Material

In order to develop outreach or educational materials, the audience is the first issue to define.
To make outreach as effective as possible, it should be designed to meet the needs of the
most influential decision-maker in this market. Effectively targeting the material means

having information on:

e who make decisions on major equipment purchases in smaller educational facilities,
e what are their criteria are for those decisions,
e how do they get information to make these decisions, and

e what are the most important issues to that decision maker?

4.2.1 Who is the Target for Outreach Materials

Don't Know Most Important Decision-Maker
K-12 Only
Board of Selectmen
Town Manager
Board of Trustees
Board of Education
Landloard
Outside Consultant
Owner
Maintenance and Constr
Senior Management
Facility Management
F Engineering
Purchasing
f T T T
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

Figure 33: Most Important Decision Makers by Percent of Respondents*!
Local Facility Management Were Found to be the Most Important Decision Maker in this Sector when it came
to Selecting Equipment. The Dominance Shown Here is Unusually High and Did Not Appear in Other Sector. “
Conversely, in-house engineering staff were not important.

4! Original Projection and Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.15, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National
Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998 Table 5.5

42 Other sectors available include Healthcare, Retail, Restaurant, Food Sales, and Hotels; Commercial Customer
Segmentation Study: National Education Sector, GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998
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4.2.2 What are the General Decision Criteria?

K-12: Guidelines and Practices for Equipment Specification

Lowest Bid

Replace with Like
Equipment

Return on Investment

Includes Only Those
With Established Criteria

Payback

Fuel Preference

Preferred Vendor

Lowest Operating Cost
[
Lowest Installed Cost

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%

Figure 34: Perception of the Most Important Evaluation Criteria by Percent of Respondents*
The “replace with like equipment” response shows conservatism in this market. Other segments did not rate
that response as highly. The split between lowest first and lowest operating cost is common to many segments.
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Does Your Organization Have an Equipment Selection Guideline ?
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Have No Guideline

30% 1

Have Guideline

200/0 T
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Have No Guideline
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10%
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]

l
I
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Figure 35: Commonality of Written Equipment Selection Guidelines**
Numbers for Colleges have Been Included to Show the Comparison.

# Original Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.15, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National Education Sector,
GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998, Table 5.11

* Original Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.15, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National Education Sector,
GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998, Table 5.11
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The use of written equipment selection guidelines is more common among K-12 school
districts than college facilities. This may be due to a greater level of school board over-site

into the competitive bidding and evaluation process.

A good guideline may give owning and operating cost models, such as required payback or
total life cycle cost calculations. Others may only require operating cost submittals with the
bids and provide little or no weighting guidance. The values in Figure 34 are the

respondents’ perception of what their particular guideline has valued in previous equipment

purchases.

4.2.3 Where Do the Decision Makers Get Their Information?

Don't Know

Other Sources of Information
Word of Mouth K-12 Only

Cost Evaluation

ESCO
Propane Dealers

Fuel Oil Dealer

Multiple Responses Allowed

Gas Utility
Electric Utility
Trade Shows
Trade Journals
Dis{ributors
Manufacturers
Consultants/Engineers l
Contractors
Past Experience |
| Company Staff
0% 10% 20% 30% 40%

Figure 36: Most Important Sources of Information*’
The use of Engineering Consultants as a Primary Data Source was Unique to This Market Segment, and May
Indicate a Tendency for Facility Managers to Have Long Term Relationships with Consulting Engineers Rather
than Incurring the Expense of Keeping Engineers on Staff.

The way in which decision makers get their information is the most valuable insight into
what channel of communication to use in getting outreach materials to them. Figure 36

indicates that information from consulting engineers is more influential than even in-house

4 Original Chart, Data Taken from Table 4.15, Commercial Customer Segmentation Study: National Education Sector,
GRI-97/0385, Gas Research Institute 1998, Table 5.13b
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staff in this market segment. This is unusual to school facilities. In other segments in-house
staff, manufacturers, trade journals, and so on ranked much higher. This seems to indicate
that most school districts, except perhaps the largest, do not keep an engineering staff in!|
house. Therefore, they rely on hired engineering consultants to advise them on major

equipment purchases.

In this situation, the appropriate outreach channels should be those magazines and
newspapers that reach these consulting engineers. In addition, in recent years, consulting
engineers have been found to rely more on the Internet for information than most
professional groups. As such, outreach through websites and direct e-mail may be most

appropriate.

To maintain as tight a focus as possible, engineering firms who receive more specialized
literature on schools such as from the Council of Educational Facility Planners (CEFPI), are
more likely to have schools as a significant portion of their engineering practice. Engineers
in this market as likely to work in engineering, architectural, or planning firms. The

following pages show all the firms on the CEFPI Directory.
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4.2.4 Architects/Planners/Engineers Listed in the CEFPI Directory

Architects/Planners/Engineers Listed in the CEFPI Directory

3D/International

ACI/Frangkiser Hutchens, Architects and Planners
Adams Group Architects

Advanced Architecture Inc.

Ambassador Technologies, Inc.
Armstrong, Torseth, Skold & Rydeen, Inc.
Ashley McGraw Architects, P.C.

BCWH, Inc.

BHDP Architecture

BLRB Architects, p.s.

BMK, pc — Architects

BPLW Architects & Engineers, Inc.

Barr Ryder Architects & Planners

Barton Malow Company

Bay Architects

BeeryRio

Benchmark Roof Consultants & Planners, Inc.
Boney Architects

Burt Hill Kosar Rittelmann Associates

C/V LAN, Inc.

CLR Architects / Engineers / Surveyors
CPMI

Carruthers Shaw and Partners Limited, Architects
Carter & Burgess, Inc.

Central City Construction

Collins Cooper Carusi Architects, Inc.
Concordia, LLC

Coronado Builders

Cuningham Group Architecture, P.A.

DBR Engineering Consultants, Inc.

DLR Group

Dahlquist and Lutzow Architects, Ltd.
David L. Adams Associates, Inc.

Delong, Inc.

Domingo Cambeiro Corp.- Architects
Drummey Rosane Anderson, Inc. Architects
Dull Olson Weekes Architects pc
Educational Systems Planning, Inc.

Elert & Associates

Eperitus

F&S Partners Incorporated

FPS Architects and Engineers, Ltd
Fanning/Howey Associates, Inc.
Flansburgh Associates, Inc.
Fletcher-Thompson, Inc.

Franklin Hill & Associates, LLC

French Associates, Inc.

www.3di.com
www.aci-frangkiser.com
theadamsgroup.com

www.atisolutions.net
www.atsr.com
ashleymcgraw.com
www.bcwh.com
www.bhdp.com
www.blrb.com
bmkarch.com
www.bplw.com
www.barr-ryder.com
www.bartonmalow.com
www.bayarchitects.com
www.beeryrio.com
www.benchmark-inc.com
www.boneyarchitects.com
www.burthill.com
www.cvlan.com

clri.com

cpmi.com

www.c-b.com
www.centralcc.com
www.collinscoopercarusi.com
concordia.com
coronadobuilders.com
www.cuningham.com
www.dbrinc.com
www.dIrgroup.com
www.dahlquistandlutzow.com
www.dlaa.com
www.dejonginc.com
www.DCCArchitects.com
www.DRAarchitects.com
www.dowa.com
www.educationalsystemsplanning.com
www.elert.com
www.eperitus.com
www.fsarchitects.com
www.fpsarchitectsengineers.com
www.fhai.com
www.faiarchitects.com
www.fletcherthompson.com
www. franklinhill.com
www.frenchaia.com

The University of lllinois at Chicago

53


http://www.3di.com/
http://www.aci-frangkiser.com/
http://www.atisolutions.net/
http://www.atsr.com/
http://www.bcwh.com/
http://www.bhdp.com/
http://www.blrb.com/
http://www.bplw.com/
http://www.barr-ryder.com/
http://www.bartonmalow.com/
http://www.bayarchitects.com/
http://www.beeryrio.com/
http://www.benchmark-inc.com/
http://www.boneyarchitects.com/
http://www.burthill.com/
http://www.cvlan.com/
http://www.c-b.com/
http://www.centralcc.com/
http://www.collinscoopercarusi.com/
http://www.cuningham.com/
http://www.dbrinc.com/
http://www.dlrgroup.com/
http://www.dahlquistandlutzow.com/
http://www.dlaa.com/
http://www.dejonginc.com/
http://www.dccarchitects.com/
http://www.draarchitects.com/
http://www.dowa.com/
http://www.elert.com/
http://www.eperitus.com/
http://www.fhai.com/
http://www.franklinhill.com/
http://www.frenchaia.com/

Architects/Planners/Engineers Listed in the CEFPI Directory

GKKEDUCATION

GPD Associates

Greenhorne & O'Mara, Inc.

HMFH Architects, Inc.

HTI INC., Architects

Harriman Associates

Hayes Large Architects

Horst, Terrill & Karst Architects, P.A.
Ingraham Dancu Associates
Integrated Design Solutions
Interface Engineering, Inc.

JAED Architects & Engineers

JAED Facilities Solutions

Jeter, Cook & Jepson Architects, Inc.
KBD Planning Group, Inc.

KJM & Associates

KTH Architects, Inc.

Karlsherger Companies

Kitchell CEM, Inc.

Klipp Coluss, Jenks DuBois Architects, P.C.

L. Robert Kimball & Associates
Levin Porter Associates Inc.
MGT of America, Inc.

Mahlum Architects
McDonough Bolyard Peck, Inc
Meeks Technology Group
Michael Hining Architects
Modular Technology, Inc.
Moseley Architects

Moseley Wilkins & Wood
Mount Vernon Group, Inc.
NJRA Architects

NTD Architects

OWP/P

PC Associates, The Plan Check People
PDG Architects

PDT Architects

Perkins & Will

Peter Hossack Architect Inc.
Planning Advocates, Inc.
Planning Alliance

Progressive AE

Quandel Group, Inc. ,

R.P. Carbone Company
Renaissance Design Group
SHW Group Architects

SSOE, Inc.

Sandberg & Small Architecture, LLC

www.gkkcorp.com
www.gpdgroup.com
www.g-and-o.com
www.hmfh.com

www. htiarchitects.com
www.harriman.com
www.hayeslarge.com
www. htkarchitects.net

Www.ids-troy.com
www.interfaceengineering.com
www.jaed.com
www.jaed.com
WWWw.jcj.com
www.kbdplanning.com
www.kjmassoc.com
www.ktharch.com
www.karlsberger.com
www.kitchell.com
www.kcjd.com
www.Irkimball.com
www.levin-porter.com
www.mgtofamerica.com
www.mahlum.com
www.mbpce.com
www.mtgedtech.com
www.mhaworks.com
www.modtechinc.com
www.moseleyarchitects.com
www.moseleyarchitects.com
www.mvagarchitects.com

www.ntd.com
WWW.OWpp.com
WWW.pcassoc.com
www.pdgarchitects.com
www.pdtarchs.com

www. perkinswill.com
www.hossackarch.com
www.planningadvocates.com
http://www.planning-alliance.com
WWW.progressiveae.com
The.quandel.com
rpcarbone.com
www.rdgusa.com
www.shwgroup.com
WWW.SS0€e.com
www.ssarch.org
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http://www.hayeslarge.com/
http://www.htkarchitects.net/
http://www.ids-troy.com/
http://www.jaed.com/
http://www.jaed.com/
http://www.jcj.com/
http://www.kbdplanning.com/
http://www.kjmassoc.com/
http://www.ktharch.com/
http://www.karlsberger.com/
http://www.kitchell.com/
http://www.kcjd.com/
http://www.lrkimball.com/
http://www.levin-porter.com/
http://www.mgtofamerica.com/
http://www.mahlum.com/
http://www.mbpce.com/
http://www.mtgedtech.com/
http://www.mhaworks.com/
http://www.modtechinc.com/
http://www.mvgarchitects.com/
http://www.ntd.com/
http://www.owpp.com/
http://www.pcassoc.com/
http://www.pdgarchitects.com/
http://www.pdtarchs.com/
http://www.perkinswill.com/
http://www.hossackarch.com/
http://www.progressiveae.com/
http://www.rdgusa.com/
http://www.shwgroup.com/
http://www.ssoe.com/
http://www.ssarch.org/

Architects/Planners/Engineers Listed in the CEFPI Directory

Shuller Ferris Lindstrom & Associates Architects
www.sfla-architects.com

Spencer Partnership Architects

Stanton Leggett & Associates

Stevens & Wilkinson

Strada Architecture LLC

TMP Associates, Inc.

TR,i Architekts

Tate Snyder Kimsey Architects

Tera Byte, Ltd.

The Design Forum Inc.

The Myers Group

The Orcutt/Winslow Partnership

The Ray Group

The Ventin Group Ltd., Architects

Thomas & Williamson Program Management
www.thomasandwilliamson.com

Tower Pinkster Titus Associates, Inc.

WRA Architects

Weber Murphy Fox

www.sparchitects.com

www.stevensandwilkinson.com
www.stradallc.com
www.tmp-architecture.com
www.triarchitekts.com
www.tatesnyderkimsey.com
www.terabyteltd.com
www.thedesignforum.com

WWW.0Wp.com
WWw.raygroup.com
ventingroup.com

www.tpta.com
www.wraarchitects.com
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4.2.5 What are the Most Important Segment Issues that Relate to CHP?

Facility managers in any commercial or institutional building are always working under
money, manpower, and time constraints. These concerns and limitations can be assumed.
To develop customized outreach materials, those important issues that are unique to this
market segment must be addressed. A survey of recent literature on K-12 education building

brings up the following issues:

4.25.1 Safety and Security

K-12 facilities are the only buildings in the commercial market entirely dedicated to the
sheltering of large numbers of children. Schools were the leader in fire alarm system
development, are often built to serve as the local severe weather shelter, and have become a

. . . . 4
point of national concern due to recent incidents of student violence. *°

The State of Virginia Emergency Shelter website states “Each locality has a list of facilities

(often public schools) that may be used as emergency shelters™’

. Hurricane prone Volusia
County in Florida notes 23 shelters, all in public schools*. Brevard county (FL) list 10, (all
K-12 schools).*” The State of Florida requires that all new schools have emergency
shelters.® A check of emergency shelters for 3 nuclear power plants from Maine to

Tennessee show that each lists a minimum of 13 locations, all K-12 schools.

No matter how likely or unlikely a disaster may be, from the inevitable hurricanes in Florida,
to as unlikely a threat as a nuclear power plant accident, shelter preparations have
requirements that often suggest but do not always require emergency power. Common
disasters such a hurricanes, tornados, ice storms, heat waves, all tend to take out the electric
grid but leave gas delivery largely unaffected. In areas of the country where these problems

are a focus, mainly the east and Midwest, a CHP system may also fulfill the emergency

46 Promoting Safety In Schools International Experience And Action, U.S. Department of Justice, 2001
7 http://www.vaemergency.com/03hurr/shelters.htm

% http://b.orlandoweather.com/hurricanes/2245076/detail.html

* http://www.embrevard.com/prep_shelter.cfim

59 http://www.firn.edu/doe/rules/memos/dpbm01_memo/dpbm0242 htm
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power requirement, thereby lowering the proportion of the CHP first cost that must be
justified entirely on operating cost savings. In areas of the country where earthquakes are a
major threat, any CHP system also serving as an emergency power system should be dual

fuel. Earthquakes will commonly take down both the power and the gas distribution system.

4.2.5.2 Indoor Air Quality and Sufficient Ventilation

In February 1995 the US Government Accounting Office released a report’’ indicating that
over half of our schools have problems that affect indoor air quality. The EPA has developed
IAQ literature for schools and has identified a lengthy list of common indoor sources. Other
than source removal, the EPA’s first suggestion is increased ventilation™. Likewise,
ASHRAE increased their ventilation guidelines in 1989 to drastically increase ventilation in

. 53
crowded locations such as schools.

4.25.3 Expanding Student Populations

Expanding student populations and the need for expanding facilities will also be an issue for
facility managers. The need to construct new facilities at a cost that will conform with
capital budgets or voter governed bond authorizations may make extra cost features such as
CHP difficult to install. Fortunately, many states now allow third party financing of energy
options such as CHP systems, without penalty to the overall construction budget limits. In
addition, many third party financers are particularly interested in K-12 facilities as new
schools can be predicted to have a long useful life with much less business risk than facilities

owned by private commercial or industrial operations.

4.2.5.4 Expanding Educational Requirements

Expanding educational requirements often focus on new technologies, particularly
computers. Greater use of on-line education, and the move to transform libraries into
computerized databanks, will continue in the immediate future. This will expand power and

cooling needs and make more dependable well-conditioned power more important.

St nConditions of America's Schools", U.S. General Accounting Office, Health, Education, and Human Services Division,
Document#: GAO/HEHS-95-61, Report#: B-259307, February 1, 1995.

52 Indoor Air Quality Tools for Schools, US Environmental Protection Agency

33 ASHRAE Standard 62-1989 and later versions
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4.2.6 Targeting the Outreach to Larger Players

Directly targeting school district facility managers can be challenging, as there are a
surprising 14,981 separate school districts in the United States. However, many of these
districts are quite small. Cost effective outreach should target the larger players, at least

initially. Fortunately, there are a small number of large districts that dominate the market.

Size Distribution of School Districts

I
25000 or more

10000 to 24999

5000 to 9999

2500 to 4999

1000 to 2499

Size of District in No. of Students

‘600 to 999

I I I I
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Number of School Districts

|1t0200

Figure 37: Number of School Districts by Size’*
The Largest 1.6% of School Districts have 32% of the Students Nationwide

Figure 38: Location of the 100 Largest School Districts in the United States
Appendix 1 has a complete list of these systems, including locations and number of students

5* Table 89 and 90.—Public school districts and public and private elementary and secondary schools: 1869—70 to 1999—
2000, Digest of Education Statistics, NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS, 2001
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Of the 14,981 separate school districts in the United States, the 100 largest districts have a
student population of nearly 11 million students, which is 24% of the national student count
of 41 million.”®> These school districts are shown in Appendix 1 at the end of this chapter.
Central or headquarters facility management in these districts will be extremely influential in

getting new equipment introduced.

53 U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2001, Section 4 Education, No. 229. Public Elementary and
Secondary Schools by Type and Size of School:1998-99
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4.3 Determine the Best Channels for Information Outreach

4.3.1 Determine the Best Channels for Information Outreach

Outreach materials for K-12 educational facilities should be tightly targeted to two
audiences: the critical decision makers, the facility managers, and their most influential

sources of information, which are engineering consultants with significant school practices.

4.3.1.1 Existing Professional Association Publications

Once the case for CHP in K-12 is packaged into articles that focus on the advantages to
school facilities specifically, the most appropriate publication channel for facility managers is
American Schools and Universities magazine or their facilities outreach operation -
SchoolDesign.com. The same material could then also be used for CEFPI “Breaking News”
website and potentially the Alliance to Save Energy’s Green School Program Website

(http://www.ase.org/greenschools/).

To be effective, this message must be repeated in literature appealing to Engineering
Consultants that advise these facility managers. Here the publication market is less focused,
but the most respected magazine is the American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-
Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) Journal. Second choices include the HVAC News,

Heating, Piping, and Air Conditioning magazine, and Consulting Engineering magazine.

The publication avenues into this market follow the HVAC industry. School facility
manager or consultants will not commonly read power industry magazines. Most schools
today do not generate power, but HVAC systems are universal. HVAC is also a significant
portion of construction and operating costs for existing schools, and therefore an area of

interest for existing facility managers.

4.3.1.2 Internet Based Newsletters

Internet based newsletters may be a good mechanism to communicate with this diverse
market. Internet based news letters are generally smaller word or PDF documents with some
regular update of industry background information that is sent to a mailing list. To initiate
this type of outreach, a sample newsletter is written and sent by unsolicited e-mail to a

targeted group that should have a special interest in the area being covered.
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To avoid the appearance of spam, the cover e-mail should look like a professional letter,
mention that the material is being sent to a limited mailing list who may have an interest in
the newsletter, that the newsletter is non-commercial in nature, include an attached recent
issue, and should be set up to provide an e-mail response cancellation reply. Tight targeting
of the material is important as many Internet service providers are cutting service to users

who perform “mass-spamming” operations

In this market, the most important decision maker, the typical facility manager, will be
involved in major facility equipment decisions fairly infrequently and therefore are a poor
target for a regular newsletter outreach. However, the consulting engineers specializing in
the school markets may be dealing with this type of decision frequently for multiple districts,
and would be an appropriate target. In addition, facility management staff for some of the
largest school districts will be frequently dealing with major power, heating, and cooling

decisions across many facilities, and would be an appropriate target.

4.3.1.3 Professional Association Alliances

Most appropriate professional organizations for this sector are

e CEFPI — Chartered Educational Facility Planners, International

e ASHRAE — American Society of Heating, Refrigerating, and Air-Conditioning

Engineers

4.3.1.4 Course Development and Delivery

Generally, development and on-site delivery of course material is an expensive operation
which is being replaced by both distance learning conferences, which are live on-line
presentations supported by conference call communications between teacher and students, or
automated distance learning courses that students take by internet at their own pace.
Materials developed for these new processes can also be used for live workshops. For this
market, the national CEFPI meetings, for facility managers, and ASHRAE meetings, for

engineering consultants would be most appropriate.
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4.3.1.5 Internet-Based Distance Learning Mechanisms

Rather than attempt to create the outreach channel, holding e-learning sessions on an existing
targeted e-learning system is more effective. Developing a course for CEFPI’s E-Conference
series, begun this year, would directly target facility managers at schools, and deliver the

course directly through CEFPI’s web-site.

The University of lllinois at Chicago 62



4.4 Summary

The K-12 schools market represents 9% of all the commercial floor space in the United
States, is currently growing and projected to continue to grow until 2010. Targeting only
individual buildings over 400 kW each, the market is currently 11.9 GW and is growing at
350 MW per year.

Unlike other sectors of the commercial buildings market, ownership and continued use of
school buildings is extremely stable, leading to a willingness to undertake longer-term
investments like CHP. In addition, back-up power is a significant benefit in buildings
housing children, becoming more computer-intensive, and often serving as emergency
shelters. The ability of CHP systems to affordably supply surplus heat to power desiccant
dehumidification of ventilation air or heating of large quantities of ventilation air is also a
plus in buildings where indoor air quality can be a major public concern. Lastly, systems
used in larger school buildings today lend themselves to integration with CHP systems. For
all of these reasons, secondary (9-12) schools should be an attractive growth market for CHP
systems. In addition, these very same benefits, some of which are peculiar to this market,

should form the core of the message being sent on CHP in outreach activities to this market.
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4.5 Appendix 1 - Largest School Districts by Number of Students

- . Number of
Name of District City State County Students
10,962,476

New York City Public Schools New York NY Kings 1,075,710
Los Angeles Unified Los Angeles CA Los Angeles 710,007
Puerto Rico Dept of Education Hato Rey PR San Juan 613,019
City of Chicago School District Chicago IL Cook 431,750
Dade County School District Miami FL Dade 360,136
Broward County School District Fort Lauderdale FL Broward 241,094
Clark County School District Las Vegas NV Clark 217,526
Houston Independent School District Houston TX Harris 209,716
Philadelphia City School District Philadelphia PA Philadelphia 205,199
Hawaii Department of Education Honolulu HI Honolulu 185,860
Detroit City School District Detroit Ml Wayne 167,124
Dallas Independent School District Dallas TX Dallas 160,477
Hillsborough County School District Tampa FL Hillsborough 159,517
Fairfax County Public Schools Fairfax VA Fairfax 152,952
Palm Beach County School District West Palm Beach FL Palm Beach 149,665
Orange County School District Orlando FL Orange 144,231
San Diego City Unified San Diego CA San Diego 140,743
Prince Georges County Public Schools Upper Marlboro MD Prince George's 131,059
Montgomery County Public Schools Rockuville MD Montgomery 130,720
Duval County School District Jacksonville FL Duval 126,362
Memphis City School District Memphis TN Shelby 112,819
Pinellas County School District Largo FL Pinellas 111,793
Baltimore County Public Schools Towson MD Baltimore 106,465
Gwinnett County School District Lawrenceville GA Gwinnett 104,552
Baltimore City Public School System Baltimore MD Baltimore 103,000
Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Charlotte NC Mecklenburg 100,553
Milwaukee School District Milwaukee WI Milwaukee 99,729
Jefferson (KY) County Louisville KY Jefferson 97,053
De Kalb County School District Decatur GA De Kalb 95,283
Wake County Schools Raleigh NC Wake 95,248
Cobb County School District Marietta GA Cobb 93,657
Long Beach Unified Long Beach CA Los Angeles 91,465
Jefferson (CO) County Golden CcO Jefferson 88,579
Albuguerque Public Schools Albuquerque NM Bernalillo 85,381
Orleans Parish School Board New Orleans LA Orleans 80,526
Fresno Unified Fresno CA Fresno 78,766
Polk County School District Bartow FL Polk 78,685
Fort Worth Independent School District | Fort Worth TX Tarrant 78,654
Austin Independent School District Austin TX Travis 77,723
Virginia Beach City Public Schools Virginia Beach VA Virginia Beach Cit 77,363
Cleveland City School District Cleveland OH Cuyahoga 76,559
Anne Arundel County Public Schools Annapolis MD Anne Arundel 74,663
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Jordan School District Sandy uT Salt Lake 73,111
Granite School District Salt Lake City UT Salt Lake 72,170
Mesa Unified School District Mesa AZ Maricopa 71,894
District of Columbia Pub Schools Washington DC District of Columb 70,762
Nash_wlle—Dawdson County School Nashville ™ Davidson 70,176
District

Denver County Denver CO Denver 69,693
Brevard County School District Melbourne FL Brevard 69,661
Fulton County School District Atlanta GA Fulton 67,025
Columbus City School District Columbus OH Franklin 65,490
Mobile County School District Mobile AL Mobile 65,067
Boston School District Boston MA Suffolk 62,950
Tucson Unified District Tucson AZ Pima 62,548
Northside Independent School District San Antonio TX Bexar 62,536
Guilford County Schools Greensboro NC Guilford 62,486
El Paso Independent School District El Paso TX El Paso 62,306
San Francisco Unified San Francisco CA San Francisco 60,896
Volusia County School District Deland FL Volusia 60,688
Cypress-Fairbanks ISD Houston TX Harris 60,370
Davis School District Farmington uT Davis 59,486
Atlanta City School District Atlanta GA Fulton 59,429
Seminole County School District Sanford FL Seminole 59,326
Greenville County School District Greenville SC Greenville 59,176
Santa Ana Unified Santa Ana CA Orange 58,043
San Antonio Independent School District | San Antonio TX Bexar 57,565
Arlington Independent School Arlington TX Tarrant 56,773
Lee County School District Fort Myers FL Lee 56,109
East Baton Rouge Parish School Egi;deBaton LA East Baton Rou 55,652
Oakland Unified Oakland CA Alameda 55,051
Washoe County School District Reno NV Washoe 54,508
Portland School District Portland OR Multnomah 53,587
Knox County School District Knoxville TN Knox 52,840
Fort Bend Independent School District Sugar Land TX Fort Bend 52,704
Prince William County Public Schools Manassas VA Prince William 52,551
Sacramento City Unified Sacramento CA Sacramento 51,898
Jefferson Parish School Board Harvey LA Jefferson 51,835
Cumberland County Schools Fayetteville NC Cumberland 51,300
Aldine Independent School District Houston TX Harris 50,890
Chesterfield County Public Schools Chesterfield VA Chesterfield 50,847
San Bernardino City Unified San Bernardino CA San Bernardino 50,340
Cincinnati City School District Cincinnati OH Hamilton 49,574
Anchorage School District Anchorage AK Anchorage 49,382
North East Independent Schools San Antonio TX Bexar 49,197
Shelby County School District Memphis TN Shelby 49,078
Garland Independent School District Garland TX Dallas 49,036
Minneapolis Minneapolis MN Hennepin 48,688
San Juan Unified Carmichael CA Sacramento 48,052
Garden Grove Unified Garden Grove CA Orange 48,031
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Seattle Seattle WA King 47,989
Wichita Wichita KS Sedgwich 47,778
Pasco County School District Land O Lakes FL Pasco 47,691
Ysleta Independent School District El Paso TX El Paso 46,950
Buffalo City School District Buffalo NY Erie 46,370
Caddo Parish School Board Shreveport LA Caddo 46,222
Alpine School District American Fork uTt Utah 45,842
St. Louis City St. Louis MO St. Louis City 45,658
Escambia County School District Pensacola FL Escambia 45,297
Clayton County School District Joneshoro GA Clayton 45,266
St. Paul St. Paul MN Ramsey 45,253
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5 Smaller Healthcare Facilities

The large hospital market has always been a significant market for Cogeneration or CHP
systems. Figure 39 shows that both hospitals and nursing homes form a significant share of

the current market. This has led to an interest in exploring further opportunities in this

market sector, particularly for smaller CHP systems.

Warehousing Water Treatment

0,
1 3% Solid Waste Facilities
1%
District Energy/ Utilities
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Food Stores 1%
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Airports
Government
Facilities
3%
Colleges & Restaurants
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Office
Buildings
K-12 ok
Schools
1% CHP Total Apartment
. Buildings
980 Sites 10%
4.9 GW
Hotels
8%
Hospitals °
13%
Laundries
Nursing 8%
Homes Car Washes

7% Health & Country Clubs 1%

9%

Figure 39: Existing CHP Systems >

However, “Healthcare” is a very wide market title. First the structure of this market needs to

be investigated.

%6 Establishing a Goal for DER: Challenging or Business As Usual, Paul L. Lemar, Jr., Vice President, Resource Dynamics

Corporation, Distributed Energy Resources: The Power to Choose Conference and Peer Review, November 28, 2001.and
The Market and Technical Potential for Combined Heat and Power in the Commercial/Institutional Sector, ONSITE
SYCOM Energy Corporation, Prepared for:U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration, 2000
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5.1 Structure of the Healthcare Market

The Census Bureau NAICS system places Healthcare under NAIC Category 62 and breaks

the market down into the following segments.

e 621 Ambulatory health care services
0 6211 Offices of physicians
0 6212 Offices of dentists
0 6213 Offices of other health practitioners
= 62131 Offices of chiropractors
= 62132 Offices of optometrists
= 62133 Offices of mental health practitioners (except physicians)
= 62134 Offices of phys., occup, & speech therapists & audiologists
= 62139 Offices of all other health practitioners
O 6214 Outpatient care centers
= 62141 Family planning centers
= 62142 Outpatient mental health & substance abuse centers
= 62149 Other outpatient care centers
0 6215 Medical & diagnostic laboratories
6216 Home health care services
0 6219 Other ambulatory health care services
= 62191 Ambulance services
= 62199 All other ambulatory health care services
0 6221 General medical & surgical hospitals
0 6222 Psychiatric & substance abuse hospitals
0 6223 Specialty (except psychiatric & substance abuse) hospitals
e 623 Nursing & residential care facilities
0 6231 Nursing care facilities
0 6232 Residential mental retardation/health & substance abuse facility
= 62321 Residential mental retardation facilities
= 62322 Residential mental health & substance abuse facilities
0 6233 Community care facilities for the elderly
0 6239 Other residential care facilities
e 624 Social assistance
0 6241 Individual & family services
= 62411 Child & youth services
= 62412 Services for the elderly & persons with disabilities
= 62419 Other individual & family services
0 6242 Community food & housing/emergency & other relief services
= 62421 Community food services
= 62422 Community housing services
= 62423 Emergency & other relief services
O 6243 Vocational rehabilitation services
O 6244 Child day care services

@]

Table 4: Breakdown of the Total NAICS Code 62 “Healthcare and Social Assistance” Market
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5.2 Desirability of the Market for CHP

For a specific market to be particularly desirable for CHP applications, it should be 1)
sizable, 2) healthy or growing, and 3) have characteristics that will make CHP more highly
desirable than for the average commercial building. In this section, the statistical background

will be developed on this sector.

5.2.1 Complexity of the Market

The NAIC breakdown for Healthcare is far more complex than the educational market. Part
of this is the combination of Healthcare with Social Assistance operations. This is
unavoidable, as some of the functions of the healthcare industry overlap with Social
Assistance. For instance, Nursing Homes may supply a true hospital-like function for some
of their patients in “High Care” areas, while providing more of an “Assisted Living” function
in other areas, of the same facility. The same is true of psychiatric and substance abuse
treatment centers. Conversely, “Medical and Surgical Hospitals” will be almost entirely
healthcare in function, where as “Individual & Family Services” will be largely Social

Assistance

To sort this out, the categories that will be well suited for cogeneration need to be selected

and focused upon. The following criteria were used for this selection:

e This study was predicated on looking at Healthcare facilities smaller than that seen in
Major Hospitals. Therefore, only the smaller end of the Medical and Surgical
Hospital Category will be considered.

e Only those facilities that can present a reasonably centralized electric and thermal

load for cogeneration will make such systems practical.

e Generally, 24 hour, 7-day/week operation significantly improves the economics of

cogeneration. A facility with full time residents is important.
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5.2.2 Need for Emergency Power

CHP presents the best economics when the on-site generating system can also supply

emergency power to a facility that needs such power. In the overall “Healthcare and Social

Assistance” area, there are three reasons for needing back-up power.

Life-Safety: The first is life-safety for patients depending on electrical machinery for
life support or the completion of critical procedures, such as surgery. This is why

hospitals are required to have back-up power.

Non-Evacuatable Patients: The second, however, is quite different. Facilities where
evacuating patients in a prolonged power outage is impractical or unsafe, such as
Nursing Homes, should have back-up power. Extreme examples are psychiatric or
drug facilities where some patients may be in “Locked-down” wards. This is the
reason that prisons and jails generally have back-up power. However nursing homes
and non-confined psychiatric or drug facility patients may simply present a situation
where evacuation is largely impractical. These facilities have not traditionally had
back-up power in the past. However, the recent power outage may cause this to be

reconsidered.

Critical Equipment: Some healthcare facilities have equipment that must be kept in
operation even when not serving patients or where there are no on-site patients.

These include diagnostic imaging equipment such as MRI scanners that depend on
continuously cooled superconducting magnets. Loss of power will stop the cryol
coolers on such equipment and quench the magnet, leading to a costly restart.”’ Loss
of power will also lead to loss of refrigeration and air handling systems at medical
diagnostic laboratories. This can lead to serious situations such as spoiling of stored
medical test samples, loss of frozen specimens, or losing containment on a dangerous
pathogen. These pathogen concerns have been made more critical in recent years due
to the appearance of antibiotic resistant bacteria for pneumonia and tuberculosis, and

terror threats such as anthrax.

37 Personal communications with a Chicago based manufacturer of mobile MRI facilities, AK Systems
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Given these criteria, the large list in Table 4 can be reduced as shown in Table 5.

e 621 Ambulatory health care services

(0]

o
o
o

e 621493 Freestanding ambulatory surgical & emerg. Cntrs.
Only
6215 Medical & diagnostic laboratories
e 621991 Blood & organ banks
6221 General medical & surgical hospitals
6222 Psychiatric & substance abuse hospitals
6223 Specialty (except psychiatric & substance abuse) hospitals

e 623 Nursing & residential care facilities - All
e 624 Social assistance

Table 5: Selected Segments of the Total NAICS Code 62 “Healthcare and Social Assistance” Market

Reasons for eliminating specific segments include:

e 06211-6214: Office and outpatient functions with little or no overnight operations.

621943 has been left in as it includes Freestanding Emergency Centers

e 6216 Home health care services and 62191 Ambulance services have minimal

facilities

e 624 Social Assistance classes were eliminated as they presenting short daytime only

schedules

The functional descriptions of the chosen segments in Table 5 makes the reasons for this

selection clearer.’®

5.2.2.1 621493: Freestanding Ambulatory Surgical & Emerg. Centers Only

Provide (1) surgical services on an outpatient basis or (2) emergency care service to patients

suffering injuries as a result of trauma. Outpatient surgical establishments have specialized

facilities, such as operating and recovery rooms, and specialized equipment.

58 Market segment definitions taken from Census Bureau definitions.
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5.2.2.2 6215: Medical & Diagnostic Laboratories

Provide analytic or diagnostic services, including body fluid analysis and diagnostic imaging,

generally to the medical profession or to the patient on referral from a health practitioner.

5.2.2.3 621991: Blood & Organ Banks

Collect, store, and distribute blood and blood products and store and distribute body organs.

5.2.2.4 6221: General Medical & Surgical Hospitals

Provide treatment to inpatients with a wide variety of medical conditions. These
establishments maintain inpatient beds, provide patients with food services, and have an
organized staff of physicians and other medical staff to provide patient care services. These

establishments usually also provide other services, such as outpatient services.

5.2.25 6222: Psychiatric & Substance Abuse Hospitals

Provide diagnostic, medical treatment, and monitoring services for inpatients that suffer from
mental illness or substance abuse disorders. The treatment often requires an extended stay.
They have an organized staff of physicians and other medical staff to provide patient care
services. Psychiatric, psychological, and social work services are available. These hospitals

usually provide other services, such as outpatient services.

5.2.2.6 6223: Specialty (Except Psychiatric & Substance Abuse) Hospitals

Provide diagnostic and medical treatment to inpatients with a specific type of disease or
medical condition. Hospitals providing long-term care for the chronically ill and
rehabilitation services to the disabled. They have an organized staff of physicians and other
medical staff to provide patient care services. These hospitals may provide outpatient

services.

5.2.2.7 623: Nursing & Residential Care Facilities — Entire Segment

Provide residential care combined with either nursing, supervisory, or other types of care as
required by the residents. In this sub-sector, the facilities are a significant part of the
production process and the care provided is a mix of health and social services with the

health services being largely some level of nursing services.
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5.2.3 The Size of the Selected Sectors

Number of Number of Employees
Establishments  Employees per Estab.

621493 Freestanding ambul. surgical & emerg. Cntrs 2,402 42,416 18

6215 Medical & diagnostic laboratories 9,076 151,388 17

621991 Blood & organ banks 1,230 42,997 35

6221 General medical & surgical hospitals 5,487 4,526,591 824

6222 Psychiatric & substance abuse hospitals 801 255,257 319

6223 Specialty (except psych & subs abuse) hospitals 397 151,190 381

623 Nursing & residential care facilities - All 57,359 2,470,723 43

Total 76,752 7,640,562 100

Table 6: Comparing the Size of the Initially Selected Sectors™

As mentioned in the segment on educational facilities, for a market to be desirable, it has to
be sizable. In Table 6, the sizes of the selected sectors are suggested from the available
Census data. Even after isolating those segments of the Healthcare and Social Assistance
Market that would have both economic and emergency power rational for having CHP, these

segments remain at nearly 7.7 million employees at over 75,000 sites.

Clearly the average size of an individual establishment varies widely with the average

general hospital having nearly 40 times the staff of the average medical laboratory.

However, the outstanding market in number of facilities, NAICS 623: Nursing and
Residential Care Facilities, has to be refined further. This category spans the gamut from
facilities that provide high levels of care to the completely disabled to assisted living

situations, for ambulatory patience in need of minimal care.

High-level care facilities should have a significant interest in back-up power capabilities, as
the residents generally cannot be evacuated during a prolonged power outage. Conversely,
assisted living facilities may have little interest. Therefore, this segment is refined further in

Table 7.

591997 Economic Census, Health Care and Social Assistance, Issued in Stages from 1999 to 2001

The University of lllinois at Chicago 73



The high level of care facilities are shown as “6231: Nursing Care Facilities”, and the
employee count per establishment indicates these as the larger facilities. Assisted living

arrangements are under “6233: Community Care for the Elderly”.

The large number of facilities under “6232: Residential Mental Retardation and Substance
Abuse” are clearly smaller facilities and are more likely to be “Half-Way House” type
arrangements. Facilities for severe substance abuse, psychiatric, and retardation patients are

listed elsewhere (under the 6222 and 6223 category as shown in Table 6).

Number of Number of Employee
Establishments Employees s per
Estab.
6231 Nursing Care Facilities 15,605 1,557,162 100
6232 Residential Mental Ret. and Subs. Abs. 20,233 356,015 18
6233 Community Care Facilities for the Elderly 15,588 422,078 27
6239 Other Residential Care 5,933 135,468 23
623 Total 57,359 2,470,723 23

Table 7: Details on the Nursing and Residential Care Sector

A more focused listing is shown in Table 8 showing only those medical facilities that have at

least one of the three motives for being interested in back-up power capabilities. Those three

motives were defined earlier as Life-Safety Needs, Non-Evacuatable Patients, or Critical

Equipment.

Number of Number of Employee

Establish- Employees per

ments Estab.
621493 Freestanding ambul. surgical & emerg. Cntrs 2,402 42,416 18
6215 Medical & diagnostic laboratories 9,076 151,388 17
621991 Blood & organ banks 1,230 42,997 35
6221 General medical & surgical hospitals 5,487 4,526,591 824
6222 Psychiatric & substance abuse hospitals 801 255,257 319
6223 Specialty (except psych & subs abuse) hospitals 397 151,190 381
6231 Nursing Care Facilities 15,605 1,557,162 100
Total 34,998 6,727,001 100

Table 8: Final Targeted List

Another source, CBECS data, allows the number of facilities by size to be seen. However, in

this data, there is not the level of detail about the facility available in the Census data
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1,001 5,001 10,001 25,001 50,001 100,001 200,001
to to to to to to to Over

A". . 5,000 10,000 25,000 50,000 100,000 200,000 500,000 500,000
Buildings
Square Square Square Square Square Square Square Square
Feet Feet Feet Feet Feet Feet Feet Feet
All Buildings 4,657 2,348 1,110 708 257 145 59 23 7
Health Care 127 64 10 8 4 2 2 1
Inpatient 11 2 2 1
Outpatient 116 64 7

Table 9: Number of Health Care Facilities by Size® (in Thousands)

To integrate the two databases takes some judgment. First, the Census data in Table 6
indicates 5,487 general medical and surgical hospitals, averaging 800+ employees, far larger
than other facilities. As all the categories over 100,000 SF in the CBECS data in Table 9 add

to 5,000, it seems clear that these are the large General Hospitals.

The CBEC data then indicates a collection of 22,000 facilities from 5,000 to 100,000 SF.
The smaller average size for the psychiatric and specialty hospitals would indicate that they
would mainly fall in the size range of 50,000 to 100,000 square feet, most likely at the upper

end of this range. However, this class is only 1,198 facilities.

Looking at the breakdown in Table 9 immediately indicates that the only other sizeable
facilities are the 15,605 Nursing Care Facilities (NAICS 6231). If Psychiatric and Specialty
Hospitals and Nursing Care Facilities are totaled, the result is 17,603, which explains the

majority of the 26,000 CBECS facilities between 5,000-100,000 SF.

NAICS  Sector Name Census CBECS Size Range CBECS
Class Count Count
6221 General medical & surgical hospitals 5,487 100,000+ SF 5,000
6222, 6223, 6231 16,803 5,000 — 100,000 SF 22,000

Table 10: Cross-Comparison of Census and CBECS Data

8 Source: Energy Information Administration, Office of Energy Markets and End Use, Form EIA-871A of the 1999
Commercial Buildings Energy Consumption Survey.
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5.2.4 Overall Healthcare Market Health and Growth

Market growth is an important element in targeting CHP systems and not just because a
growing market grows the CHP opportunity. CHP is a major system to be adding to an
existing facility. CHP can be installed more inexpensively in new construction than in

existing facilities, and growing markets require new construction.

Overall, there has been a steady “real” (corrected for inflation) growth in healthcare spending
over the last 10 years as can be seen in Figure 40. However the health care market has been
shown to be a complex collection of sub-markets, which may be faring quite differently.

These will be examined in the following separate sections.

There is widespread awareness, due to public concerns, about the overall rising cost of
healthcare. Statistics on this rise are shown in Figure 40, which indicates a 300% increase in
inflation corrected (or real) healthcare expenses since 1980. Although this is a substantial
increase, it does not mean that these increased expenses are spread over the healthcare sector
uniformly. Figure 41 indicates where the recent cost increases have come from, and this has
predominantly been from an increase in pharmaceutical expenditures and insurance
administration. Pharmaceuticals expenditures have increased 600% in real terms between

1980 and 2000.

$1,400 1
$1,200

$1,000 -

Billions

$800

$600 1
Inflation-adjusted
$400 1

$200 —1—14——>—v"—>F—"7—T1"—-"+—rr—r—rrrrrTrTr"
80 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 00
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, Office of the Actuary

(1) Expressed in 1980 dollars; adjusted using the overall Consumer Price Index for All Urban
Consumers

Figure 40: Total National Health Expenditures 1980 —2000°'

61 American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002
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Figure 41: Percent Change in National Expenditures for Health Services and Supplies (1999 —2000)*,%
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5.2.4.1 Health and Growth in the Hospital Market

Between 1980 and 2000, National healthcare expenditures in nominal terms grew from $233
Billion to $1,255 Billion. Over the same period, Hospital Care expenditure went from 40.5%
of the total to 32% of the total. The central role previously played by major hospitals is

declining and this is reflected in the declining number of hospitals seen in Figure 42.
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Figure 42: Number of Community Hospitals, Nationwide® 1980 - 2000

62 «Other” includes net cost of insurance and administration, gov. public health activities, and other personal health care
8 American Hospital Association, Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002

6% Community Hospitals are all nonfederal, short-term general, and special hospitals whose facilities & services are available
to the public.
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More dramatically is the change in the way hospitals are used. Nationally, inpatient days
have declined dramatically as seen in Figure 43. The average inpatient stay has declined

from 7.6 to 5.8 days from 1980 to 2000°. .
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160 +
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80 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 00
Source: The Lewin Group analysis of American Hospital Association Annual Survey data, 1950 - 2000 for
community hospitals
Figure 43: Declining Inpatient Days in All Hospitals®’
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Figure 44: Number of Beds and Number of Beds per 1,000 Persons 1980 - 2000°®

8 American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002, Original Source: The
Lewin Group analysis of American Hospital Association Annual Survey data, 1980 - 2000 for community hospitals

8 American Hospital Association, Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002

87 American Hospital Association, Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002
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This has lead to a steady decline in the number of inpatient days per hospital. Interesting,

much of this decline came in the 1980’s with the decline in the number of beds not occurring

until the 1990’s

At the same time, a much larger portion of the hospital business is now being done on an

outpatient basis, with Figure 46 and Figure 47 showing the growing outpatient admission

numbers and the dramatic shift in the balance between in patient and outpatient surgeries.

This indicates a greater emphasis is being placed on higher margin activities such as surgery

itself, and a reduction in lower margin activities such as day-to-day patient care.

Inpatient Days/Yer per Hospital

50,000
48,000
46,000
44,000
42,000
40,000 +
38,000
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32,000 +

30,000

80 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90 91 92 93 94 95 96 97 98 99 0

Figure 45: Inpatient Days per Year per Hospital®

Inpatient nights per hospital continue to decline, indicating that the national decline in in[]

patient nights is still outpacing hospital closures.

68 American Hospital Association, Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002, Original Source: The
Lewin Group analysis of American Hospital Association Annual Survey data, 1980 - 2000 for community hospitals

% Original Graph, Basic data from American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems,

November 2002
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Source: The Lewin Group analysis of American Hospital Association Annual Survey data, 1980 - 2000 for
community fospitals

Figure 46: Total Hospital Outpatient Visits in Community Hospitals 1980 — 20007

At the same time, hospitals as an organization, have diversified into a number of non-hospital
services as shown in Figure 48, although none of these services seem to be showing any

dramatic growth in the percentage of the hospitals involved.
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Figure 47: Number of Surgeries by Admission Type''

" Taken directly from American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002

! Original Graph, Basic data from American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems,
November 2002
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Finally, in Figure 49, the margins in the hospital industry are not growing. Worse, nearly

one-half of the Total Margin seen in the figure was from income on endowment investments.

Considering the reversals in the investment market since 2000, the financial situation of

hospitals is unlikely to have improved from 2000 to 2003.
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Figure 48: Percentage of Hospitals Offering “Non-hospital” Services 1995 - 2000
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Figure 49: Aggregate Total Hospital Margins, Operating Margins, and Patient Margins 1990 - 2000

2 American Hospital Association Trends Affecting Hospitals and Health Systems, November 2002

3 Total Hospital Margin is calculated as the difference between total net revenue and total expenses divided by total net
revenue. Operating Margin is calculated as the difference between operating revenue and total expenses divided by
operating revenue. Patient Margin is calculated as the difference between net patient revenue and total expenses divided by
net patient revenue. The difference between Operating Margin and Total Margin is almost entirely income on endowments.
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With the overall aging of the American population, it would be easy to assume that the
hospital market is looking forward to sustained growth. However, this is not indicated.
Rather, due to the cost of operating major hospitals, hospital stays are becoming steadily
shorter, and more of the healthcare dollar is going toward drug treatment and outpatient care
than traditional hospital-based approaches, leading to an overall reduction in Community
hospital numbers and in hospital bed numbers overall on a per capita basis. To survive,

hospitals are following the trend and become more outpatient dependant.

Future growth of the hospital sector seems unlikely. The hospital industry is in a period of
consolidation, suggesting that smaller hospitals will be absorbed into larger operations to
control operating costs. Searching for a market for CHP in smaller hospital facilities does
not seem to be attractive. For the overall sector, as hospitals consolidate, large operation will
become larger, with added facilities strictly for outpatient care. These larger facilities will be

even better candidates for large CHP systems, but this exceeds the focus of this report.

5.2.4.2 Health and Growth in the Nursing Care Market

The number of nursing care facilities (NAICS 6231) has tripled over the 20 years between
1980 and 2000.
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Figure 50: Growth in the Number of Nursing Care Facilities (NAICS 6231)"

" U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2002, Table 164
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This growth is significantly greater than the growth in the overall population and follows

from the overall aging of the baby boom generation.
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Figure 51: Census Data on Growth in the Number of Beds within Nursing Care Facilities (NAICS 6231) 7

FACILITIES DATA FOR YEAR
MANAGED CARE DIGEST DATA 15,371 2001
CENSUS DATA 14,913 1999
TYPE OF BED Beds Avg. Beds/NH
MANAGED CARE DIGEST DATA
Medicaid-certified 837,792 54.7
Medicare/Medicaid 739,175 48.3
Other 101,477 6.6
TOTAL/AVG. 1,716,866 112.2
CENSUS DATA
Yr 1999 Census Data 837,000 56

Table 11: Number of Nursing Homes and Beds in 20027

However, it cannot be assumed that the aging population will necessarily increase nursing
care proportionally. There are currently 1,355,000 Americans in some form of home health

care and a sizeable population in nearly 16,000 Community Care or assisted living facilities.

> U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2002, Table 164

¢ Managed Care Digest 2001, 2001 Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc., Developed by SMG Marketing Group Inc.
http://www.managedcaredigest.com/edigests/is2001/is2001.shtml
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Any major change in policies funding these various arrangements could move marginal
patients from one type of facility to the other. As the Nursing Care sector is the most
expensive to operate, pressure from the largest payer for these services, Medicare and
Medicaid, could make a major difference in the future. Nursing care populations and

therefore growth in this sector could be uncertain

To check with another source, “Managed Care Digest”, indicates a larger number of facilities
and beds than those tracked by the Census bureau. However, comparing all of the details as

shown in Table 11 indicates that the Census Bureau is only tracking certified beds.

Certified beds are beds eligible to be paid for by either Medicare or Medicaid. Therefore, the
fact that the Census Bureaus number of beds in Figure 51 is growing more slowly than the
number of facilities in Figure 50 most likely indicates that the percentage of beds being made

eligible for Medicare or Medicaid recipients in Nursing Homes is declining.

Further, the “Managed Care Digest” data indicates 15,371 facilities in the US in 2001,
whereas the Census Bureau lists 14,913 in 1999. These are in reasonable agreement and tend
to indicate that almost all Nursing Homes have at least some Medicare/Medicaid beds, even
if the percentage is declining. This also indicates that the growth over time in the number of

facilities shown in Figure 50 agrees with the second data source.

Overall, the number of Nursing Care Facilities has grown from 5,500 to 15,271 over the
period from 1980 to 2000, a 5.25% growth rate per year. From this it is clear that the nursing

home market is large and growing, and should be a target market.
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5.2.4.3 Growth in Other Segments of Interest

This leaves a number of small sectors not yet examined. With the smaller size of these

sectors, less information is available.

Number of Number of % Ch.
Establishment Establishment
1997 Census 1992 Census

621493 Freestanding ambul. surgical & emerg. Cntrs 2,402 Not Listed NA
6215 Medical & diagnostic laboratories 9,076 8,434 7%
621991 Blood & organ banks 1,230 726 70%
6222 Psychiatric & substance abuse hospitals 801 919 -13%
6223 Specialty (expt psych & subs ab) hospitals 397 577 -31%

Table 12: Comparison of the 1992 and 1997 Economic Census
1992 Data was Collected by SIC Codes which are Not Entirely Compatible with the New NAICS System

Due to the change in the Census data system between the 1992 and 1997 economic Census,
many of these smaller segments have been reordered. The results seen above were found by
using Census Bureau translation tools that help to reconstruct old SIC data into the new
NAICS form, allowing some 1992 and 1997 data to be compared. Cleaner data will be
available in the future when the 2002 economic Census data is published which, given the

timetable of last Census, should begin in 2004.

Although the information is not completely clear, the categories not previously handled seem

to break down as:

Health and Diagnostic Laboratories Including Blood and Organ Banks

There seems to be considerable growth in this sector. As both of these areas have the same
motivation for back-up power, they can be viewed as one sector, with an overall positive

outlook.

Freestanding Ambulatory Surgery and Emergency Centers

Information was not gathered on this sector in 1992, therefore growth figures are not known.
However, given the emphasis on outpatient treatment in the hospital sector, it would not be

surprising if a growing percentage of the outpatient surgical business was moving out of high
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cost environments like hospitals altogether. This small sector should be considered as

positive.

Psychiatric & Substance Abuse Hospitals And Specialty Hospitals

These sectors, particularly psychiatric hospitals, are in extremely rapid decline in overall
numbers. In general, this sector may be dwindling from the emphasis on outpatient treatment

seen in the General Hospital sector. Overall, this segment should be viewed as negative.
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5.2.5 Summary Results — Selected Sectors

Sectors of the healthcare market which have 1) a good reason to have an interest in on-site

generation and CHP, and 2) a healthy growth out look can be seen in Table 13.

Recent Historical Annual
Number of Number of Growth
Establishments Establishments
(Data Year) (Data Year)
621493 Freestand ambul. surgical & emerg. Cntrs 2,402 (1997) NA NA
6215 & 621991 Medical Labs., Blood Banks 10,306 (1997) 9160 (1992) 4%
6231 Nursing Care Facilities 15,371 (2001) 5,500 (1980) 5.25%

Table 13: Final Short List of Attractive Sectors for Smaller CHP Systems

There does seem to be some growth in the laboratory and organ bank segment. As to the size
of these facilities, they are most likely in the largely undifferentiated CBECS category of
5,000 square feet and below that also contain doctors offices and so on. Notice that the
information in Table 12 records “Establishments” which are not necessary freestanding

buildings.
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5.2.6 Market Sizes in Power Terms

The overall size of the market in terms of peak power demand is the best indicator of

potential cogeneration equipment sales.

5.2.6.1 The Nursing Home Market
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Figure 52: Profile of Facilities by Number of Beds’’

The distribution of facility by patient bed count in the Nursing Care Facilities sector can be
seen in Figure 53. As seen previously, the average facility is roughly 100 beds, but there is

considerable variation across the market.
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Figure 53: Profile of Facilities by Number of Beds and Roughly by Size™

Given that the main function of these facilities is to meet the needs of inpatient care, the

assumption was made that facility size will vary linearly with the number of patient beds.

" Values taken directly from Managed Care Digest 2001, 2001 Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc., Developed by SMG
Marketing Group Inc

78 Assumes 500 square feet per bed for the entire facility
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Therefore, the second graph assumes Nursing Facilities have 500 square feet for each patient
bed. This covers not just the patient’s room or portion of a room, but all other areas in the
facility from corridors to kitchens. The CBEC data in Table 10 had placed Nursing Care
facilities at between 5000-100,000 square feet. Using 500 square feet per bed, on the data in
Figure 52 produces a spectrum of building largely between 5000 and 100,000 square feet, as

shown in Figure 55.

Power consumption is often assumed to be proportional with building size. CBECS data
indicates the average and diversity of power consumptions in the entire healthcare sector, but

nothing specifically for nursing homes.
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Figure 54: Range of Power Consumption per Square Foot for the Healthcare Segment”
The top and bottom of the line is the 75™ and 25™ percentile respectively. The red dot is the median

The range of peak electric consumption for the healthcare industry is shown in Figure 54.
Overall, nursing homes will require more equipment than medical offices, but will be well
below the power needs of a major hospital. On this basis, nursing homes will be assumed to
have the median 6 watts per square foot of electric consumption, which allows the overall
power consumption of nursing facilities to be estimated. Using the values in Figure 53, and

6 watts per square foot produces the spectrum of power demands shown in Figure 55.

7 Table 19. Distribution of Peak Watts per Square Foot and Load Factors, “U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information
Administration, “A Look at Commercial Buildings in 1995: Characteristics, Energy Consumption, and Energy
Expenditures.”
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Figure 55: Number of Nursing Homes by Demand Size
The total demand for all nursing homes is 5.2 GW

Given that cogeneration systems tend to be best sized on the order of ~50% of the electric
load and given the range of sizes of nursing facilities, packaged systems anywhere from 100[’
300 kW would seem most appropriate. This suggests that these systems would be on the
small end of industrial engine systems and that cogeneration packages being developed with

one or multiple Capstone 60 generators might be the most appropriate.

Overall, using the calculation outlined in this section, the overall 1,716,866 Nursing Care
Facility beds represent an overall load of 5.15 GW, and the 5.25% growth rate suggests an
annual growth rate of 275 MW.

5.2.7 Market Concentration

Some of the target healthcare facilities, particularly nursing homes, are subject to
considerable market concentration. This means that a small number of owners control a
substantial portion of the market. Appendix 1 contains a list of the 33 largest owners of
Nursing Home facilities. This group owns over 4,200 Nursing Homes, which contain nearly
500,000 beds. This amounts to roughly one quarter of the market by facility count and nearly

one-third of the market by overall bed count.

Such market concentration is an advantage in marketing a new concept like CHP, as this
allows a very affordable marketing effort, as only a limited number of potential customers
need to be approached. This makes the Nursing Care Facility an even more attractive

introductory market for smaller CHP systems.
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5.2.8 The Compatibility of CHP with HVAC Systems Currently Used in

Healthcare

As mentioned previously for the educational sector, for CHP to be a practical retrofit in an
existing facility there must be an opportunity to use the waste heat being generated by the
system. In general, this means that facilities with centralized heating and hot water systems
are more amenable to CHP installations than a facility that uses localized or zone-by-zone

heating systems.

In addition, facilities with centralized cooling systems also have a distinct advantage.
Central cooling systems which dispatch chilled water to various areas of the building can be
conveniently retrofit with an absorption chiller operating on the engine or turbine waste heat.
Chilled water produced by the absorber can then be distributed by the central chilled water

system without any changes to the remainder of the facility.

Like education, data on the types of systems currently used in Healthcare is not widely
available. Once again, the best source is another volume of the major markets survey carried
out in 1998 by Gas Research Institute and the American Gas Association™. This survey was
taken across the healthcare sector with the interviews equally dominated by hospital and
nursing home responses. Respondents were f