Alternative Energy Presentation to the Grafton County Delegation
Grafton County ~ UNH Conference Room ~ 10:00 AM

North Haverhill, NH

Monday February 2, 2009

PRESENT: Reps. B. Ward, R. Bulis, E. Gionet, S. Ford, R. Matheson, R. Ladd, J.
Aguiar, C. Friedrich, M. Cooney, S. Smith, M. Maybeck, B. Williams, P. Preston, S.
Laliberte, C. Mulholland, C. Townsend, S. Almy, G. Andersen, F. Gould, L. Harding,
Commissioner Cryans, Richards and Burton, Executive Director Julie Clough and
Secretary. Martino

PUBLIC: J. Gregg, R. Berti, S. Piper, J. Oakes, E. Ballam, P. Gilbert, H. Hatch, D.
Baxter, P. Turley, D. Horton, R. DeMark, J. Foltan, R. Foltan, H. Brown, D. Falkenham,
D. Calkins, B. Sharp, D. Horton C. Reccia, D. Guy, B. Ricker, S. Moray, M. Morns, G.
Germain. M. Gale, G. Phetteplace.

Commissioner Richards welcomed everyone to the meeting and gave a brief overview of
how the all volunteer committee got started and the length of time (almost 1 year) the
committee had been working together and gathering information for this presentation.
Commissioner Richards discussed the people who had been instrumental in helping to
compile all the information to bring this presentation to fruition and praised them all
highly.

Gil Richardson, member of the Alternative Energy Committee gave a PowerPoint
presentation which further covered the mission and items that were looked at by the
committee. *(see attached report)

Executive Director Chris Recchia from Biomass Energy Resource Center (BERC) gave
his presentation next. *(presentation can be viewed at website www.graftoncountynh.us)

Gary Phetteplace PhD., another AEC member presented a brief overview of a geothermal
energy option that may be viable for the new Correctional Facility. Geothermal is very
costly to retrofit into existing buildings but may work well with new construction which
is why it is only being considered for the new building not the rest of the campus. This
will need further analysis and is currently ongoing. *(see attached report)

11:45 AM meeting recessed for break
11:52 AM meeting resumed.

An energy report was presented by Satyn Moray and Betsy Ricker from Energy Resource
Solutions (ERS). A full audit was prepared by examining all the buildings on the
Complex. *(presentation can be viewed at website www.graftoncountynh.us))

After the reports and presentations were given, Commissioner Richards opened the
meeting to a 15 minute discussion.

Rep. Williams asked if it made sense to build two systems, biomass and geothermal and
asked too if energy could be produced with the biomass system.

C. Recchia said that the biomass sizing was done according to the possible use of other
systems. He said that the heat load estimation of the proposed jail is very high and he

Alternative Energy Presentation to the Grafton County Delegation
Monday February 2, 2009
Page 1 of 2



would like to take a closer look at it. He said that co-generation could be added but it
depending on what it is used for there would probably not be great returns on electricity.
G. Phetteplace said that doing geothermal will reduce electrical demands on the jail.

Rep. Bulis asked about ash disposal and questioned hazardous metals.
C. Recchia said that there is only about 3% of ash that remains from burning and there is
nothing hazardous. He said that the ash can be used as potash for the Farm.

Rep. Laliberte asked if using geothermal for the proposed jail would mean that there
wouldn’t have to be a backup system and G. Phetteplace said that was correct.

Rep. Ward had contacted two people who had experience with biomass in Vermont and
who voiced some concerns:

Quiality of chips is an issue

High cost of chips

Emission fee to the state

No long term contracts
C. Recchia said that Vermont is not able to get the chips they want and it’s not the wood
but the infrastructure to get the wood out. He said that low grade wood can be used and
that there just aren’t any long term contracts.

B. Berti spoke regarding the procurement of chips and said that the cost to make chips is
predicated on the price of oil.

Rep. Andersen asked if rather than asking a lot of questions now, if everyone could just
write there questions down and send them to Commissioner Richards to forward on to the
appropriate expert to answer.

Rep. Gionet felt that he wanted his question answered now and began first by thanking
the committee for all their work. He then asked when the geothermal study would be
complete and what the cost of that will be. Rep. Almy added that she would like to know
why they were not getting cooperation from the architects of the jail project.
Commissioner Richards said that it was $3400 for the geothermal study and that there
has been $44K spend on the other various studies, some with matching funds. She said
that there is a planned meeting with SMRT (architects of the jail project) tomorrow and
that she will follow up with questions regarding heat loads.

At the end of the meeting Commissioner Richards praised her Alternative Energy
Committee members and on behalf of Grafton County, presented them all with a letter of
appreciation.

12:50 AM meeting adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Phil Preston, Clerk
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Geothermal Heat Pumps for the
Grafton County Correctional Facility

Dr. Gary Phetteplace, PE
GWAResearch LLC
and
Darryl Calkins, PE
Catamount Subsurface Investigations, LLC
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Geothermal Heat Pumps and
Geothermal Energy

¢ Geothermal heat pumps should not be confused
with “true Geothermal Energy”.

e True geothermal energy is normally in the form of
hot water or steam geysers or hot springs that
may be used directly for space heating,
agriculture/aquiculture, and even in some cases
electric power generation.

e Tovarying degrees geothermal heat pumps make
limited use of energy from the earth, however
largely they use the earth as an energy storage
device.
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So what is a Geothermal Heat Pump?

¢ Heat normally flows from regions/bodies at warmer
temperatures to colder ones, analogous to water
flowing down hill.

+ Ifwe want to make heat move in the opposite
direction on the temperature scale, energy must be
input, just as we must input energy to move water to
a higher elevation.

* Moving heat up the temperature scale is the purpose
of a heat pump, air-conditioner, or refrigerator.

* Interms of the basic physics involved they are all the
same, the nomenclature is strictly a function of the
application.
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Heat pumps, Air-Conditioners, and Refrigerators:
what’s the difference?

Purpose Heat Source Heat Sink (T,)
(Th)

Cool interior Interior of

Refrigerator of . Room Air
. refrigerator

refrigerator
Air- Space Room air Outdoor air
Conditioner Cooling or other

Space Earth, air, or |Room Air
Heat Pump .

Heating ground-water.
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What does a heat pump look like?

3

Most common type is water-to-air:

— Water (or a water-based
solution) is supplied to the unit
as it's heat source/sink.

— Airis the medium that delivers

Many configurations of heat pumps are available. This unit is mounted
above a ceiling with ductwork down to the conditioned space. Other units
are configured for mounting in enclosures, within the room, etc..
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the heating/cooling to the room.

Why is a heat pump advantageous?

e It turns out that if you don't need to move the heat
very far up the temperature scale, it takes a lot less
energy to do so than to create the heat by another
means (i.e. burn fuel).

* A“lot less” is the order of one third to one forth.

e It's also a simple matter to change the direction of the
refrigerant flow such that a heat pump can provide
both heating and cooling; i.e. air-conditioning
becomes part of the system at negligible extra cost.

« Inlarger buildings like the proposed Grafton County
Correctional Facility, multiple heat pumps are often
connected to a single circulating loop of water and
not only is it possible for one unit to be heating while
another is cooling, it's advantageous.
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So what's the downside?

* A heat pump is an electric driven technology in most
all cases and electricity is a high value/high cost form
of energy.

* Recent escalation in heating fuel cost has greatly
decreased this disadvantage.

¢ Thermally connecting the heat pump to the ground,
i.e. ground-coupling, can be expensive and is most
often the cost driver in these systems.

* Understanding the site and the technology is
important in determining feasibility and economics;
it's not simple like specifying a boiler and/or chiller.
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Basic System Types of
Interest for the Grafton
County Correctional Facility
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CLOSED-LOOP
Vertical Ground Coupled

¢ Advantages
— low land area requirement.
— stable deep soil temperature.
— adaptable to many sites.

e Disadvantages

— may have high cost.

— does not work well in some
geological conditions.

— needs experienced vertical
loop installer. That is often not
your conventional well driller.
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OPEN-LOOP
Ground Water

(c) Gary Phetteplace, GWA Research, LLC

2 February 2009

Slide 10

Open-Loop ground water system

¢ Advantages
— May have lowest first cost, especially for large loads
— Stable source temperature, high efficiency
— Some direct cooling possible

— Oldest, lots of experience (a lot of the early systems had
corrosion/scaling problems, most of which would have
been solved by a heat exchanger isolating the ground
water)

« Disadvantages

— Environmental requirements can be tougher, but they
are not expected to be here at the GCC

— Site specific analysis is required
— Poor water quality can cause difficulties, isolating
ground water from heat pumps is often necessary
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Geothermal Feasibility Study Tasks

« Assess water yield and chemistry including
identifying previous water supply studies.

* Look at the permitting requirements for an open loop
system.

« Based on available building loads from designers
determine the water production requirements.

* Provide a simple schematic of a geothermal system
and first order approximate costs.

« Review the vertical ground-coupled option that was
previously dismissed.

« Recommend further courses of action.
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Tasks not included in the
Geothermal Feasibility Study:

« Direct well yield or drawdown tests.

« Provide construction or design level details.

¢ Remove all doubt of geothermal feasibility and
cost effectiveness.

¢ Note that while it was not in our scope, we did
prepare estimates of the heating and cooling
loads for the GCCF because the design engineer
would not release his calculations to us.
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Geothermal study preliminary findings
on Open-Loop

« The geology of the CT river valley bottomland is
variable consisting largely of “stratified drift
materials” (sands, silts, gravels layers and clay).

« This geology is capable of producing large quantities
of water in some circumstances.

« While there is no direct experience at the Grafton
County Complex site, a 150 foot gravel packed well
across the river at the Knox farm produces about
50 gpm (gallons per minute).

¢ High yield municipal wells in this type of geology
include Lisbon-700 gpm, Littleton-400 gpm, Norwich-
975 gpm, and Fairlee-900 gpm.
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Geothermal study preliminary findings
on Open-Loop (cont.)

¢ With more sand and less gravel layers the local
geology at the Grafton County Complex site
appears to be not as favorable as in other parts of
the CT river valley where conditions are very
favorable for open-loop systems.

e Test drilling could uncover areas with significant
gravel deposits capable of high water production.

e If not, it is still possible to do an open-loop
system using multiple wells with more modest
yields than the municipal wells discussed earlier.
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Geothermal study preliminary findings
on Open-Loop (cont.)

« Based on the heating and cooling loads we
approximated, the flow rate required for an open-loop
system is estimated at approximately 200 gpm.

« Assuming that each well would produce about 50
gpm, around six wells would be needed including
backups. A similar number of re-injection wells
would also be used.

* We estimate that the installed cost of the wells,
pumping, and piping would be less than the cost of
the chillers that would be deleted from the project if
geothermal heat pumps are used.
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Geothermal study preliminary findings
on a Vertical Closed-Loop system:

« Based on heating and cooling loads we approximated
avertical ground coupled system would require about
144 vertical bores of approximately 200 feet depth
each. This would require about 1 acre of surface area
(could be located under parking lots).

« The 200 foot depth is not arigid requirement; the
contractor could decide to drill deeper and thus fewer
bores (and less surface area) would be required.

« The installed cost of the bore field would be
approximately equal to the cost of the chillers to be
deleted from the project.
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Geothermal study preliminary findings applicable
to both open-loop and closed-loop options:

« The heat pumps would in essence replace the VAV
boxes distributed within the building, they would
probably be somewhat larger.

* Heat recovery would be maintained, but any
preconditioning of ventilation air would probably be
done via heat pumps.

e Service hot water would be heated with water-to-water
heat pumps to the maximum extent possible.

« A portion of the current mechanical room space of
approximately 2500 square feet would be freed up;
likely requiring only half the space for circulating
pumps (and heat exchangers for open-loop).
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Geothermal study preliminary findings applicable to
both open and closed loops options (cont):

¢ ltis expected that the additional cost of the heat
pumps above the VAV boxes would be roughly
equivalent to the boilers, fuel handing, and fuel
storage equipment that would be deleted from the
project. Control costs could also be reduced by the
geothermal system.

e Thus overall project capital cost would be roughly the
same for a closed-loop system and perhaps a bit
lower for an open-loop system.

* Operating costs are expected to be significantly lower
for the geothermal system.

* Maintenance cost would be reduced by approximately
50% by the geothermal system.
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Summary

» Both closed-loop and open-loop systems
appear to be possible.

» The economics depend largely on the
actual building loads which we only
estimated in a very crude fashion.

+ Significant design rework would be
required for either geothermal heat pump
option.

* The geothermal option is easily expanded
if additions to the building are anticipated.
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Next Steps

¢ A detailed heating and cooling load determination
should be undertaken to provide results in a form
suitable for geothermal system design.

« Atest well for an open-loop installation should be
drilled and evaluated for its yield (gpm) &
drawdown (feet).

¢ If the open-loop system well test does not appear
to indicate that such a system is possible, a
closed-loop test bore with thermal properties
measurements should be commissioned.
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Questions?
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