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Energy Performance Trends - Monthly
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Energy Performance Trends - Quarterly
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Energy Performance Trends - Annual (FY)
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Yearly Savings Calculation

Natural Gas Savings

Electrical Savings

Combined Savings

Year

(JuIQ-Slep) (chéec) (Jar?—f/lar) (AprQ-jfun) CESAE (JuIQ-Slep) (chéec) (Jar?—i/lar) (Aperun) S LCiE] o
FY2011 Baseline Year FY11 Baseline Year FY11
FY2012 | $ 118,284 | $ 47971| $ 6,620]| $ 43,019| $215894| $ 44,876 | $(110,088)] $ 104,468 | $ 121,940 | $ 161,197 | $ 377,090 | $ 94,273
FY2013 | $ 86,377 | $112,649] $ 47,940 $ 72,820 $319,787 | $ 125,424 | $ (24,610)] $ 147,606 | $ 180,574 | $ 428,994 | $ 748,781 $ 187,195
FY2014 | $ 89,582| $ 65846 $ 89,494 | $140,663| $385585| $ 133,563 | $ 6,192 | $254,029| $ 307,340 | $ 701,124 | $ 1,086,709 | $ 271,677
FY2015 | $ 125,707 | $114,247| $ 96,097 | $ 62,980 | $399,030 | $ 195,994 | $ (17,158)] $339,255| $ 417,880 | $ 935,972 | $ 1,335,002 | $ 333,750
FY2016 | $ 99,848 $ 31,491 | $ 48,086| $ 68,163 | $247,588| $ 189,734 | $ 61,599 | $ 145,818 | $ 233,411 | $ 630,562 | $ 878,150 | $ 219,538

Note: Per IHL Sustainibility Policy, the energy Savings Fund requirement uses FY11 as the baseline year. All "savings fund calculations" are measured against FY11. This
table is provided for guidance, each University should determine the appropriate funding to comply with IHL Policy.
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Quarterly Performance Matrix - (Year over Year)
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Chart Notes:

The Quarterly Comparison Matrix is intended to highlight trends in
energy performance from quarter to quarter. Each quarter is
compared to the same quarter from the previous fiscal year. For
example, Q2-FY12 is compared to Q2-FY11 in order to determine
a positive or negative change in energy intensity.

A) An increase in energy intensity is represented as a positive
percentage change and highlighted in red.

B) A decrease in energy intensity is represented as a negative
percentage change an highlighted in green.
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Energy Rate Comparison
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REPORT NOTES

1) Energy Intensity is a measure of Energy Consumption per Operating Square Foot of Facility.
2) Weather effects are not accounted for in this analysis.

3) Baseline year is Fiscal Year 2006. Percentage reduction is a comparison of the most recent completed FY to FY06.
4) Cost Avoidance is cumulative back to the baseline year and uses utility rates that were effective at the time of the energy conservation



