THE CITY OF HURON, OHIO
Proceedings of the Huron City Council /Finance Committee
Joint Work Session Meeting Monday, June 8, 2020 at 5:00 p.m.

A work session of the City Council of the City of Huron, Ohio was called to order by Mayor Sam Artino
on Monday, June 8, 2020 at 5:04p.m via Webex teleconference.

The Mayor directed the Clerk to call the roll. The following members of Council answered present:
Christine Crawford, Mark Claus, Monty Tapp, Sam Artino, Joe Dike and Joel Hagy.
Not present: Trey Hardy

The Clerk called the roll of the Finance Committee. The following members answered present: Mark
Claus, Joel Hagy, Sam Artino, Gary Leamann, Randy Drewyor, Kevin Kieffer and Chuck Norton.

Staff on the Webex call: Interim City Manager Mike Spafford, Finance Director Cory Swaisgood, City
Engineer Doug Green and Executive Administrative Assistant — Clerk of Council Terri Welkener.

Other individuals on call: Joel Mazur and Mark Spacek.
New Business

Potential Sale of Substation Asset

For the benefit of the members of Council who aren’t on the Finance Committee, he appreciates everyone
getting together tonight. This is the culmination of the last Finance Committee meeting we had back in
May. At that time, we discussed a proposal/project that has been on the table with the City for a few months
as we work through the due diligence relative to the sale of transmission assets for Huron Public Power at
the substation site. We had a very productive conversation at the previous Finance Committee meeting. At
the suggestion of Mayor Artino we pulled together a joint session of both the Finance Committee and
members of City Council to have an opportunity to discuss some of the questions that came up in a little bi
more detail. For the benefit of the group, he as on tonight’s call the City Manager of the City of Napoleon,
Mr. Joel Mazur, and possibly the Mayor of Amherst, Mr. Mark Costilow. They are representatives in their
communities that have had experience in doing similar project with particular local nuance. He wanted to
make both of them available to explain what their projects were, how the process went, how it impacted
their local communities, and then see if anyone from the group had questions for them. He is not necessarily
asking for any action tonight; he would like to target the next City Council work session to have some
additional conversation amongst the group to formulate a plan for next steps. Mr. Spafford asked if Mr.
Costilow was on the line (he was not). Mr. Spafford explained that Amherst has been having some protests
in their community and wasn’t sure if Mr. Costilow would be able to make this meeting with so much on
his plate.

Mr. Mazur thanked everyone for the opportunity to speak with them. The sale of their transmission assets
was a long journey - it was something they probably worked on for a good 1-1/2 to 2 years. It took a long
time putting it together to begin with, and them moving forward with the project itself. He understands the
concerns that the stewards of the electric system would have in embarking on a path like this. He said that
he would talk about their experience and how it led to the formation of AMP Transmission, and then how
it benefitted them. There were 3 communities, not including Napoleon, in Ohio that had NERC regulatory
obligations to comply with. What happened is that they were audited by NERC and NERC essentially said
that they were going to classify them as transmission owners. Being classified as a transmission owner
puts them in a whole other regulatory category that has a litany of expense and requirements to comply
with. It became almost undoable, and the three communities then became four communities, Napoleon
included, because then we were audited and we were told that we are a transmission owner. A lot of us
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were about in the same boat — what we have is a 138 kV line on the north side of our town, and it is fed into
a substation, and it seps down to 69 kV and then it flows through our city. Because we were the owner of
that 138 kV connection point at our substation, they categorized us as a transmission owner. At that point,
we either had to register as a transmission owner or sell off our assets. What ended up happening with
some of the other communities is they were a little bit ahead of us and wound up selling their assets to
FirstEnergy, who is the transmission owner in our area. One of them held out and has now transferred their
transmission assets to AMP-T. The other members that wound up selling to FirstEnergy would have gone
with AMP-T if this had happened sooner. Other than the regulatory thing, and not to get into the weeds on
the regulatory side, I wanted you to know that that what sparked us was a regulatory requirement that we
were trying to get out of. In talking with our staff, we really wanted AMP to start a transmission side of
the organization to help us out. For our benefit and that of other communities having connection issues and
a lot of risk with single points of entry, it made sense to build out some redundancy so that if one
transmission line goes down, that the whole town doesn’t go down. The city would be able to get its power
from another area.

In the short run, selling the transmission assets would get us out of the regulatory compliance issues, and
in the long run we would be able to build upon this in future. Essentially, since he has been with the City
of Napoleon (3-1/2 years), we have representatives that attend the ATPA Legislative Rally in Washington
every year. Every year we talk about transmission issues, transmission rates going up, all of the costs
associated with it, and how we are trying to fight the lack of oversight of a lot of these transmission projects
causing all of our rates to go up. We wanted to get ourselves out of the compliance obligations. How it
works is that AMP Transmissions would acquire the assets from Napoleon at book value. That value is a
third party’s examination of what these assets cost. They paid us a sum of about $1 million (a little bit
over), and we also entered into a long-term operation and maintenance agreement so all of the assets that
we were maintaining before at our own rate payer’s cost, were now being paid for by AMP Transmission,
and then we had none of the liability.

The history of AMP is it started with “enough is enough.” AMP members felt like they were getting
poached and there is strength in number. AMP is comprised of a lot of distribution providers. There was
a time when electric rates were going up, so the members decided to build their own generating units, and
now the electric world is like a trifecta — you have the distribution side, the generation side, and the
transmission side. What we have been fighting every year at a legislative level is the unchecked
transmission costs. The benefit of AMP Transmission is that the transmission owners have meetings every
month (or every so often as needed), and their form of executive sessions. AMP Transmission is now
allowed in those meeting that they weren’t otherwise allowed to attend before. Having a seat at the table
in itself has its benefits as well.

Mr. Mazur explained how it worked for the City of Napoleon. His City got out of the NERC obligations,
and Huron’s experience should be the same because they are in the same ATSI Zone. The first question is
too good to be true — how do they recover their costs? In the transmission world, the cost of operating and
upgrading transmission lines goes back into a formula rate that is spread out amongst all customers in the
ATSI Zone. Basically, it is a zonal cost socialization. A transmission line that is upgraded in a FirstEnergy
area (e.g., somewhere in rural Medina County) is shared by all. All of that cost is spread out, so any of
your costs that are associated with transmission or if your turn your assets over to AMP-T, AMP-T recovers
that through the zonal cost socialization aspect. In the ATSI Zone, which is mostly in northern Ohio and a
little bit into Pennsylvania, there are about 12,500 MW of power that is generated. Napoleon’s load is
about 30.5 MW. In other words, we are about 0.24% of the entire ATSI Zone. That means the zonal cost
socialization pays for our total cost of certain projects, or we can sign it over the AMP Transmission or
become a transmission owner ourselves which we don’t want to do because of all of the regulatory
obligations and risks associated with that. We went with AMP Transmission because they took that on,
and now they can spread their cost out amongst the entire ATSI Zone. Your transmission project will be
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paid for by every customer in the ATSI Zone, including the City of Napoleon, rural areas, and anywhere
that is in a rural co-op or in the FirstEnergy area. With regard to our north side substation, we sold half of
our substation to AMP Transmission, we got $1 Million, we got an operations and maintenance contract so
we are getting paid to maintain the items that we were maintaining anyway which is probably around
$35,000/year, and we don’t have the liability. Those are the benefits that helped Napoleon. What we are
looking at next is expanding on this a little bit. We have three other substations that are at “end of life”
stage, so what we were planning to do if we were going to do it all ourselves, is to knock them out one at a
time (over a time span of 3 years each). We would engineer one, plan it, build it, and then plan/build,
plan/build over a 9- to 10-year period for our three substations. Even though it is 59 kV, we are able to
utilize AMP Transmission as a cost avoidance for us. What we look at doing is upgrading those three
substations over a 9-year period, and vetting it out it is close to a $10 Million number. Right now we are
at about $9.2 Million, but factoring inflation over the next, I have ballparked it at a $10 Million project in
total. That cost will have an effect on our rates. In my upcoming Electric Committee and Board of Public
Affairs meeting to go over this again — it is something we have on the agenda as a standing item — we just
keep having conversations about it to see how things are going. We are getting into the nitty gritty where
we are getting into costs of what is going to be AMP Transmission costs and purchase and net book value
versus on the distribution side, what do we have to upgrade also, and then how much of these 59 kV lines
are going to be transferred over to AMP Transmission. We can phase that in over a period of time, and
systematically take over the rest as we need to. Overall, we are different from the City of Huron in that we
are set up differently, but I think overall that the concept is the same. Our cost avoidance vs. taking on the
project ourselves will probably be a difference in the ballpark of 14% in our rates. Either we take that and
put it onto the rate payers, or we get a sum of money for the next book value plus a lump for maintenance
contract with AMP Transmission and our staff takes care of the asset that we have been taking care of
already — now we are getting paid to maintain the same thing. Mr. Mazur said that he may have gotten a
little long-winded on the regulatory stuff, but while it is complicated, once we have been talking about it
enough with staff internally that what it comes down to is we’re using other people’s money and not socking
it to our rate payers to pay for things we have to take care of one way or another. It is a dollars and cents
thing and managing our rates so that they are not climbing. In fact, they will actually be coming down in
this case. Mr. Mazur said if anyone has any questions about anything, he is on the AMP board and Chair
of the AMP Transmissions committee. AMP Transmission is a non-profit organization, and we going to
have our first AMP Transmission participants committee meeting coming up later this week. That is
something we expect to evolve as more member communities become a part of AMP Transmission. There
are a lot of communities that were skeptical of starting a transmission branch, so to speak, of AMP, but in
the end, all of those that were skeptical at first are now jumping on board. I talked to one of the Pennsylvania
community members and I asked when the PA members will be joining, and he said he wanted to get his
done first before getting everyone else involved. He has talked with the folks at Amherst, too, and their
newspaper reporter called him. It is nice to have the invite ahead of time. He is on the board, and works
for Council and the Finance Committee. If there is anything anyone needs or if there are any questions, he
is here to help out.

Mr. Spafford asked Mr. Mazur to reaffirm that the local utility would not be lost; that the City would
continue to run local utility. He asked Mr. Mazur to also provide highlights on the transaction itself.

Mr. Mazer said that his City still has full control over the utility. They still operate and maintain it, including
the part owned by AMP Transmission. The biggest piece is that even though AMP Transmission owns the
transmission asset, they are a participant of AMP Transmission and part-owner of AMP as a member of the
community. Therefore, it is a joint agency run by the communities. His city built some language into the
contract that gives them a right of first refusal so it cannot be sold without them first having the change to
acquire it back for net book value. That value includes depreciation and everything else, so that is factored
in as well. In our next contract, we had talked about maybe doing a buy-back provision where we can buy
it back at any time if want to. That would make it a little more complicated, because you can’t just integrate
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transmission and then un-integrate it. Once it becomes integrated transmission, it is all under its own NERC
obligations. Therefore, they might just let that one go, but it was a thought process that they went through
thinking that they may want to take back control of the transmission piece. When they were looking into
becoming a transmission owner on their own, they had a third-party consultant take a look of that for them,
and gave us a breakdown of how this would impact us taking on that obligation. The cost/benefit ratio just
wasn’t there. In the grand scheme of things, it was peanuts.

AMP Transmission submits costs to PJM, and then a rate is formulated for which they can then disperse
amongst all of the transmission owners. Basically, it is roughly a 10% return on equity. All of the
operations and maintenance costs, including personnel working and O&M costs, get paid for out of that
formula rate, and also includes your depreciation for the cost of the asset, amortization and everything else
that goes with that. They are getting a return on equity of about 10.2%, and that is pretty good. Even with
return like that, the transmission owners don’t like to have that oversight and fights regarding costs
associated with their projects. There’s no real incentive for the transmission owners to come in under
budget on projects or be cost-effective with their private assets, so to speak because they are getting a larger
return on what they have invested in transmission. The reason why they set it up this way is that the
transmission territory that we are in wanted to incentivize transmission owners to invest in their
transmission utility. Before the transmission rates came about, there was no incentive because transmitting
the power doesn’t really make you money, the generation fees and distribution piece does. The transmission
portion became a lot of deferred maintenance and in the end, around 2003 or 2004 when the rolling blackout
occurred in the Midwest, that blackout was due to insufficient transmission. This created an incentive path
for the utilities to upgrade their transmissions so we didn’t have issues like that in the future.

In terms of the transaction itself, Mr. Mazur explained that they formed an agreement, sole sourcing this to
AMP Transmission because it was in the best interest for his city to go with AMP Transmission due to the
fact that we are part owner of them. They get the operations and maintenance on the back end, which helps
our ongoing costs going into the future. If they do ever expand just off the north side substation and include
other transmission assets in the City of Napoleon, eventually we will be able to get all of those costs rolled
in.

Mr. Spafford asked members of the committee and Council if they have any questions for Mr. Mazur. Mr.
Hagy asked about their maintenance costs being about $35,000. Mr. Mazur explained that this is personnel,
testing, materials, equipment and use of our equipment in-house. We have hourly rates that are built into
this. The biggest reason for the $35,000/year is that we have to have people on call that can respond readily
if we were to get a call from our 24-hour dispatch. One of the details of this is that in order to be a
transmission owner, you have to have 24-hour surveillance or monitoring of your system, and we don’t
have that. Those people have to be certified operators. AMP Transmission contracts with a place out of
Houston called Gridforce Energy Management to do the 24-hour monitoring, but we have to have people
on the ground that can respond within a certain period of time. A lot of that cost that is built into that is
now the new on-call cost.

Mr. Norton said that this reminds him of an agricultural co-op; there is a socialization of costs as you refer
to. Mr. Norton said that if, in the future, as a member of this group of 135 they go down the road and do
this a number of time at $1 Million each, we will absorb those costs as a member. How can you know
really what your future costs might be of this socialization, as Mr. Mazur called it? He also asked Mr.
Mazur how AMP Transmission has a net revenue stream by just passing these costs along to all of their
members. Mr. Mazur said that the socialization is in the ATSI Zone, not amongst the members, so the
socialization doesn’t go to the members, it goes to everybody in the ATSI Zone. Mr. Spafford explained
that the ATSI Zone is mostly northern Ohio with pieces of Pennsylvania. Mr. Mazur said all of the customer
in that are, not just AMP member — every single customer, is paying for those costs. Basically, it is
something that you are already paying through all of FirstEnergy’s upgrade that they are making in the
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ATSI Zone, any of the co-ops that are transmission owners who are making upgrades in the ATSI Zone.
Basically, if you see any transmission projects going on in your region, every single customer is already
paying for it. For the City of Napoleon to be a transmission owner, it would mean a $10 Million obligation
over a 9-year period. Through AMP Transmission, we are only paying for 0.24% of that. The City of
Huron’s residents are also paying for that, but the majority of the ATSI Zone is comprised of FirstEnergy
customers. Mr. Spafford said that by the time Mucci Farms is completed, we will probably be at about 40
MW, so we will be right in the same ballpark as the City of Napoleon. By the time you hit the 40 MW
mark, just ballparking at the 0.3-0.35%, you either take that cost on yourself and give it to your customers
through their rates, or you let AMP Transmission do it and then have them disperse it out among the entire
ATSI Zone. It doesn’t go with the 135 AMP members, it goes to whatever zone you are in.

Larry Leaman asked if the two other cities that opted to go with FirstEnergy regretted that decision. Mr.
Mazur said that one has admitted that if the AMP Transmission option was available, they would absolutely
have gone with them. Unfortunately, because their backs were up against the wall with the NERC
obligations and being forced to become a transmission owner, they moved quickly. The City of Wadsworth
actually registered as a transmission owner, were audited right away, and they had violations and instantly
fined. You can decide that you want to be a transmission owner, but if you have one slip-up or bad audit
you will get a fined and it throws the numbers off. For Napoleon, it wasn’t worth it to have that regulatory
obligation hanging over their heads. Asked by Mr. Leaman if the cost of being with AMP Transmission
was different than going with FirstEnergy, e.g., is there a difference lies in the profit margins due tor AMP
Transmission being a not-for-profit, Mr. Mazur said that the transmission cost in your bill is a set number
that is the same from one transmission provider to another, as that rate is set by PJM. If you go with AMP
Transmission, you have an advantage as a member of AMP in that you have more direct control over (1)
how the contract is written, and (2) if anything were to happen in the future, we would have the opportunity
to get that asset back, and (3) some cities have tried RFP’s, which are very complicated, and found that they
are not going above net book value because they have to be able to recover it to make their numbers. Once
we relinquish it over to another transmission owner, you can’t get it back. This is what you base your
formula rate off of. If you sell a transmission asset and someone comes in and buys it for above net book
value, then they don’t get to recover that piece of it and then that’s a lost cost that they are not able to
recover. He hasn’t seen any of the RFP’s that are going out resulting in any other different owners coming
in with proposals above net book value.

Mr. Leaman if there are any considerations as far as AMP Transmission being a smaller size with regard to
redundancy and reliability, e.g., outage response times, crew sizes. Mr. Mazur said that the only thing he
has seen was with the cities of Bowling Green and Ambherst. They are looking at redundant deliver points.
Some of the other communities have had issues with getting a second deliver point in their communities,
even though they have expressed interest in having one. Amherst has had problems in the past with outages
and that puts their city out of power for some period of time. It doesn’t happen often, but when it does, it
really hurts. AMP is now looking at additional delivery points for Amherst and Bowling Green. In terms
of response times, we operate that under our operations and maintenance agreement, so if something
happens, we are first on scene. If it is something out of our expertise, we call in the help and all of that gets
billed out to the AMP Transmissions. That cost would theoretically be built into the operations and
maintenance for operating the assets of the ATSI Zone.

Mr. Spafford said that the maintenance is not managed by staff, but is contracted through a local electrician
that we work with. Again, the cost recovery on the operations and maintenance would be built into a sale
agreement, which he assumes would not be included if we were a private entity. Mr. Mazur said that since
we don’t have our own electric crews, if we are comfortable with that contractor that’s something that you
can built into our contract. We can keep our contract with whomever we want. AMP Transmission
wouldn’t be the contract holder (the City would) and we would bill the third-party contract cost to AMP
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Transmission. There may be a little bit of salary available there for administrative costs, plus whatever
contractor we have will be billing their cost, time and materials to AMP Transmission.

Mark Claus referenced that on the handout there is a line for contractual services and another line of
maintenance, and asked if those are combined. Mr. Spafford said that those would be combined in the
operations and maintenance portion of the arrangement. Mr. Claus asked if one of those lines is run by our
own staff. Mr. Spafford said that it is a portion of both. There are the hard costs of contractual services,
some administrative oversight, and some additional costs internally in terms of our internal staff oversight
management. It is a little different than Mr. Mazur explained because we don’t have that internal staff.

Mr. Spafford thanked Mr. Mazur and said that he would forward his contact information to Council and
Finance Committee members. Mr. Mazur said that we are doing the right thing and there weren’t any
pitfalls for them other than not having that direct ownership. There was a feeling of losing control of the
system, but he looks at it as AMP is an arm of us — we are just using them to our advantage. It always looks
good when he can use other people’s money to save the rate payers money.

Mr. Spafford asked if Mayor Costilow was able to join the meeting — he did not answer. Mr. Spafford
explained that Amherst is they had some pressing issues coming up, but did say that if anyone had any
questions, he would be happy to talk to him/her. Mr. Spafford said Amherst is a little different than Huron.
They did a project with AMP Transmission a little differently. Rather than the City selling the transmission
assets directly to AMP Transmission, the City of Amherst assigned those transmission assets to their local
community improvement corporation, essentially their version of a port authority. When they assigned
those assets to their CIC, the agreement included a sell back provision. Once they assigned the asset, CIC
negotiated the sale directly with AMP Transmission and then the CIC distributed the proceeds from the sale
back to the City, and kept a portion of the proceeds as a transaction fee. What the City does strategically
with their local CIC is use them as an economic development tool and target a lot of redevelopment of
underutilized parcels within their downtown grid. Their city felt it was an appropriate strategy for the
economic development benefit of bolstering their CIC locally. They used the funds to purchase a few
property, to help invest in a few others, and otherwise acted as an economic development catalyst locally.
Their initial sale involved a fairly aged asset (30 years or older), so they received about $600,000 and they
gave 20% of the proceeds back to the CIC. Mayor Costilow explained that one of the things they sold was
a fairly lengthy stretch of transmission line that has a lot of trees and things that get into the lines. That all
used to be owned by the City of Amherst and over 3-4 had $30,000 to $40,000 of tree work that they would
be responsible for to clean everything up. That became part of the operations and maintenance agreement
as well. Mayor Costilow told him that they get checks from AMP Transmission constantly on every single
project on any of the transmission assets. Their biggest challenge is trying to figure out where to put all the
money they keep getting back on some of the maintenance end. Mr. Spafford said that he wishes Mr.
Costilow would have been able to attend the meeting to provide a little more context, but if there are
questions for him directly, he will make his e-mail address available to the group, as well.

Mr. Spafford said there may still be some confusion about the payment on the transmission side of the
electric utility works. Your energy bill is made up of three components; generation where you produce the
power, transmission when you send it from the power plant to the substation, and then there is the
distribution to the customer, and that is where the local utility kicks in. The transmission portion is the
portion of this where cost recovery is built in for AMP Transmission or anyone else were to integrate these
transmission assets. What Mr. Mazur was explaining is our entire district is called the ATSI Region. All
of that cost recovery is all in transmission upgrades. Everyone who is an electric customer pays the local
group, and their portion is based on whatever district or area they are in for proportionate usage of electricity
on the grid. Napoleon provides electricity to their entire region, so their total load is 30 MW on an annual
basis, based on a roughly 12.5 Million MW distribution load in the ATSI Zone. That percentage is what is
used to apply transmission upgrade costs across the board. Once this formula is put in place, for some of
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the big players, knowing that they get that 10% cost recovery portion as return on equity, there is no
incentive to control costs or come in under budget or any of those things. Specifically, with this project,
which was a City managed project, they were able to control the contracts and costs and by selling these
back to AMP Transmission, it was very effective. AMP Transmission’s strategy in this is that it is an
opportunity to control the transmission costs of your electricity bill. Generation is the actual production of
power, and distribution is getting through the distribution lines through the meters and to the end user. This
is an opportunity to recover costs to maintain that portion of the electric grid, but to do so in a cost-effective
manner, pooling resources amongst all of the municipal power corporations. It is a lot of information. Mr.
Spafford said he did not necessarily have a desired outcome in terms of any kind of motion or anything
from the group other than to continue the discussion. The next Council work session is another opportunity
to get together to answer additional questions.

Mr. Claus asked if we are in the same position Napoleon was in regarding NERC compliance. Mr. Spafford
said that we own our transmission, but we are not the transmission utility. We wouldn’t cross the threshold
of becoming a transmission utility owner where we would have the same regulatory issue they ran into. As
an option, we could become our own transmission utility, which would be a way to monetize our
transmission issue, but it would also get into becoming a much bigger operator in terms of what we have
the capacity for. The cost benefit in terms of looking at becoming a transmission utility is just that the
return isn’t there.

Mr. Artino asked if we do this, is FirstEnergy out of the picture altogether or do they still have a role? Mr.
Spafford said that in terms of the City’s dealings with FirstEnergy with regard to Huron Public Power, they
would be out of the picture. The transmission asset from there would be a function of AMP Transmission,
and then as it came into the substation, the city itself. Right now, the transmission out to the meter is owned
by FirstEnergy and when it comes into the substation it become HPP.

Mayor Artino asked Mr. Norton if the Finance Committee had any thoughts, or would they want additional
time to think about this or make a recommendation? Mr. Norton said he hasn’t canvassed the committee,
but he has heard enough and learned enough thanks to these presentations. The delta with keeping or selling
is about $3 Million, and he thinks we have answered the question we had the first time around, which was,
“what’s in it for them, why would they do this?” He thinks the concept of socialization of the costs and
thinking of it as a co-op made him feel comfortable that the question was answered. Mr. Norton said that
he didn’t know if the rest of the committee wants to weigh in, but he would think we want to move forward
and recommend that we do this. He doesn’t feel the need to hear too much more — he thinks that model is
duplicated throughout the system and doesn’t know if we are going to find anyone that says it’s a bad idea.
He is hesitant to make a recommendation without having the committee in front of him, unless they want
to weigh in on things. Mr. Leaman said that the questions he had from the last meeting got answered — Mr.
Mazur was very helpful from a pragmatic standpoint, having gone through this. The numbers prove out,
and he assumes these are good numbers. Mr. Leaman said he would approve it moving forward.

Mr. Artino said that if the Finance Committee thinks we should vote for it, we will wait until the final
numbers are available and our legal counsel has had the chance to look at it, and then share the numbers
once again. Mr. Norton asked what he meant by putting the numbers together, does he mean something
other than what they are currently looking at at the moment. Mr. Artino said yes, he means the final
contract. Mr. Norton said that is a good idea — that we look at the final agreement which will probably
support what we think we are going to and corroborate this forecast, and then maybe our committee could
just canvas that and make a recommendation to Council.

Mr. Spafford said that he appreciated everyone getting together, and he looks forward to keeping the
discussion going.
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