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Trustee Eugene Nicandri said that with the consent of Chairman Hoyt he would be conducting the
meeting since Chairman Hoyt is participating via telephone conference. He welcomed EDPAB members Robert
Catell and Bernard McGarry, also Authority Chairman, John Koelmel and President, Gil Quiniones and senior
staff to the meeting. He said the meeting has been duly noticed as required by the Open Mesetings Law and called

the meeting to order pursuant to the EDPAB Bylaws, Article 11, Section 2.

1. Adoption of the Proposed M eeting Agenda

The agenda for the December 18, 2012 meeting was unanimously adopted.



2.

Adoption of the Minutes

The Minutes of the Regular Meeting of September 24, 2012 were unanimously adopted.

December 18, 2012
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3. Rechar ge New Y ork Power Program

SUMMARY
The Economic Development Power Allocation Board (“EDPAB” or “Board”) is requested to:

1. recommend that the New Y ork Power Authority (“ Authority”) Trustees (“ Trustees’) approve allocations of
available retention power under the Recharge New York (“RNY™) Power Program to the businesses listed in
Exhibit “A;”

2. recommend that the Authority Trustees approve allocations of available expansion power under the RNY
Power Program to the businesses listed in Exhibit “B;”

3. recommend that the Trustees approve modifications to RNY Power allocation awards previously made for
the businesses and not-for-profit corporations listed in Exhibit “C;”

4, determine that the six businesses listed in Exhibit “D” are not eligible for aRNY Power allocation;
5. determine that the businesses listed in Exhibit “E” are not recommended for aRNY Power allocation;

6. recommend that those businesses and not-for-profit corporations listed in Exhibit “F’ be authorized by the
Trustees to receive atransitional electricity discount (“TED”); and

7. approve and recommend, in accordance with the RNY Statutes, that the Trustees approve transfers of RNY
Power alocations for the businesses listed on Exhibit “G.”

BACKGROUND

On April 14, 2011, Governor Andrew M. Cuomo signed into law the RNY Power Program as part of
Chapter 60 (Part CC) of the Laws of 2011 (“Chapter 60”). The program makes available 910 MW of “RNY Power,”
50% of which will be provided by the Authority’ s hydropower resources and 50% of which will be procured by the
Authority from other sources. RNY Power contracts can be for aterm of up to seven years in exchange for job and
capital investment commitments.

The RNY Power is available to businesses and not-for-profit corporations for job retention and business
expansion and attraction purposes. Specifically, Chapter 60 providesthat at least 350 MW of RNY Power shall be
dedicated to facilitiesin the service territories served by the New Y ork State Electric and Gas, National Grid and
Rochester Gas and Electric utility companies; at least 200 MW of RNY Power shall be dedicated to the purpose of
attracting new businesses and encouraging expansion of existing businesses statewide; and up to 100 MW shall be
dedicated for eligible not-for-profit corporations and eligible small businesses statewide.

Under the statute, “eligible applicant” is defined to mean an eligible business, eligible small business, or
eligible not-for-profit corporation, however, an eligible applicant shall not include retail businesses as defined by
EDPAB, including, without limitation, sports venues, gaming or entertainment-related establishments or places of
overnight accommodations. At its meeting on April 24, 2012, EDPAB defined aretail business as a businessthat is
primarily used in making retail sales of goods or services to customers who personally visit such facilitiesto obtain
goods or services, consistent with the rules previously promulgated by EDPAB for implementation of the Authority’s
Economic Development Power program.

RNY Power allocation awards are comprised of 50% hydropower (“RNY Hydropower”) and 50% of other
power procured by the Authority through a competitive procurement process, authority sources (other than the
Niagaraand Saint Lawrence projects), or through an alternate method (collectively, “RNY Market Power”).

Prior to entering into a contract with an eligible applicant for the sale of RNY Power, and prior to the
provision of electric servicerelating to a RNY Power allocation, the Authority must offer each eligible applicant that
has received an award of RNY Power the option to decline to purchase the RNY Market Power component of such
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award. If the applicant declinesto purchase the RNY Market Power component from the Authority, the Authority
has no responsibility for supplying RNY Market Power component of the award.

The Authority worked cooperatively with the Department of Public Service to recommend to the NY S
Public Service Commission (“PSC”) reduced rates for the delivery of RNY Power by utility corporations. Pursuant
to Chapter 60 and PSC order, State utilities are now required to deliver RNY Power pursuant to discounted delivery
rates. The discount derives from exempting RNY Power from the Renewable Portfolio Surcharge, the Systems
Benefits Charge and the Energy Efficiency Portfolio Standard Surcharge. The delivery discount will apply to an
eligible applicant’stotal RNY Power allocation even if the applicant decidesto purchase the RNY Market Power
component of its allocation from a non-Authority source.

The basic application for the RNY Power Program was approved by EDPAB at its meeting on September
26, 2011. Applicationsfor RNY Power are subject to a competitive eval uation process and are evaluated based on
the criteria set forth in the statutes providing for the RNY Power Program (the “RNY Statutes’).

In an effort to effectively market the RNY Power Program, advertisements were placed in major newspapers
and business publications statewide, Web site postings were issued, mass emails were distributed, and regional
meetings were hosted by the Authority throughout the State. In addition, the RNY Power Program was promoted
with assistance from State and local entities, including the Regional Economic Development Councils (“REDCS"),
Empire State Development (“ESD”) and local and regional economic development organizations within the State
such as the Manufacturers Association of Central New York. Further, aRNY Call Center was established to assist
prospective applicants and to disseminate information regarding the RNY Power Program. The RNY Call Center
remainsin operation. Finaly, atargeted postal mailing to business customers utilizing alist of ten thousand
businesses in the State was made to foster interest in the Program. In addition, the Authority is currently working
with ESD to study waysto attract business to New Y ork and to promote the RNY Power Program and the Authority’s
other low-cost power programs.

As part of Governor Andrew M. Cuomo’s New Y ork “Open for Business’ initiative, applications for all
statewide economic development programs, including the RNY Power Program, have been incorporated into asingle
on-line Consolidated Funding Application (“CFA”) marking afundamental shift in how State economic devel opment
resources are marketed and allocated. Beginning in September 2011, the CFA was available to applicants. The CFA
continues to serve as an efficient and effective tool to streamline and expedite the State’s efforts to generate
sustai nable economic growth and employment opportunities. All applications that are considered for an RNY Power
alocation are submitted through the CFA process.

To support the Governor’s plans to improve New Y ork’ s business climate and stimulate economic growth,
ten REDCs were created. Through a performance-based, community-driven approach, each REDC has designed a
strategic economic development model for its area and use the CFA as the primary support mechanism to work with
busi nesses to advance projects that demonstrate potential for job creation and economic growth.

The Authority’ s Power for Jobs (“PFJ’) and Energy Cost Savings Benefit (“ECSB”) programs expired on
June 30, 2012. Businesses that participated in these programs are required to apply for RNY Power in order to be
considered for aRNY Power allocation. Because the RNY Power Program is a new economic development program
unrelated to the earlier PFJ and ECSB programs, all RNY Power applications, even those of former PFJ and ECSB
participants, are considered on their merits under the criteria established by the RNY Power Program.

PFJ and ECSB customers of record as of June 30, 2012 who submit applications but do not receive RNY
Power are considered for atransitional electricity discount (“TED”) provided for in Chapter 60. Under this
enactment law, the Authority is authorized, as deemed feasible and advisable by the Trustees, to provide TEDs as
recommended by EDPAB. The amount of the TED authorized by Chapter 60 for the period of July 1, 2012 through
June 30, 2014 is an amount equivalent to 66% of the unit (per kilowatt-hour) value of the savings received by the
applicant under the PFJ or ECSB program during the 12 months ending on December 31, 2010. The amount of the
TED authorized for the period July 1, 2014 through June 30, 2016 is equivalent to 33% of the unit (per kilowatt-hour)
value of the savings received by the applicant under the PFJ or ECSB program during the 12 months ending on
December 31, 2010. Of the applications received as of January 27, 2012, 410 PFJ and ECSB customers have applied
for an RNY Power allocation.
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Over 1,000 RNY Power Program applications have been submitted via the CFA process, requesting more
than 2,100 MW of RNY Power — more than twice the total amount available under the RNY Power Program. The
applications were evaluated applying the following criteria as set forthin the RNY Statutes:

“(i) the significance of the cost of electricity to the applicant's overall cost of doing business, and the impact
that arecharge New Y ork power allocation will have on the applicant's operating costs;

(i) the extent to which arecharge New Y ork power allocation will result in new capital investment in the
state by the applicant;

(iii) the extent to which arecharge New Y ork power allocation is consistent with any regional economic
development council strategies and priorities;

(iv) the type and cost of buildings, equipment and facilities to be constructed, enlarged or installed if the
applicant were to receive an allocation;

(v) the applicant's payroll, salaries, benefits and number of jobs at the facility for which arecharge New
Y ork power allocation is requested;

(vi) the number of jobsthat will be created or retained within the state in relation to the requested recharge
New Y ork power allocation, and the extent to which the applicant will agree to commit to creating or
retaining such jobs as a condition to receiving arecharge New Y ork power allocation;

(vii) whether the applicant, due to the cost of electricity, isat risk of closing or curtailing facilities or
operations in the state, relocating facilities or operations out of the state, or losing a significant number of
jobsin the state, in the absence of arecharge New Y ork power allocation;

(viii) the significance of the applicant's facility that would receive the recharge New Y ork power allocation
to the economy of the areain which such facility is located;

(ix) the extent to which the applicant hasinvested in energy efficiency measures, will agree to participate in
or perform energy audits of its facilities, will agree to participate in energy efficiency programs of the
authority, or will commit to implement or otherwise make tangible investmentsin energy efficiency
measures as a condition to receiving arecharge New Y ork power allocation;

(x) whether the applicant receives a hydroelectric power allocation or benefits supported by the sale of
hydroel ectric power under another program administered in whole or in part by the authority;

(xi) the extent to which arecharge New Y ork power allocation will result in an advantage for an applicant in
relation to the applicant’s competitors within the state; and

(xii) in addition to the foregoing criteria, in the case of a not-for-profit corporation, whether the applicant
provides critical services or substantial benefits to the local community in which the facility for which the
alocation isrequested islocated.”

Based on the eval uation of these criteria, the applications were scored and ranked. Evaluations also
considered scores provided by the relevant REDC under the third and eighth criteria.

In arriving at recommendations for RNY Power for EDPAB’ s consideration, staff, among other things,
attempted to maximize the economic benefits of low-cost NY PA hydropower, the critical state asset at the core of the
RNY Power Program, while attempting to assure that each recipient receives a meaningful RNY Power allocation.

Business applicants with relatively high scores were recommended for allocations of retention RNY Power
of 50% of the requested amount or average historic demand, whichever was lower. These allocations were capped at
10 MW for any recommended allocation. Not-for-profit corporation applicants that scored relatively high were
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recommended for allocations of 33% of the requested amount or average historic demand, whichever was lower.
These allocations were capped at 5 MW. Applicants currently receiving hydropower allocations under other
Authority power programs were recommended for allocations of RNY Power of 25% of the requested amount,
subject to the caps as stated above.

Based on this evaluation process, EDPAB, at its April and June 2012 meetings, recommended 678 RNY
Power allocations totaling 686.8 MW of power which were approved by the Trustees. The allocations were made to
423 businesses (591 MW), 179 small businesses (21 MW), and 76 not-for-profit corporations (74.8 MW). In
addition, at the September EDBAP and Trustee meetings, 29.3 MW of expansion-based RNY Power was awarded to
38 companies. Five of these companies planning to expand their business were new to the RNY Power Program,
while 33 had previously received aretention-based award for their existing operations. These expansion allocations
were made from the 200 MW block of RNY Power dedicated by statute for for-profit businesses that propose to
expand existing businesses or create new business in the State.

In the course of the application/contract proposal process a number of award recipients have formally
declined all or part of their award for various reasons. As such, the amount of declined RNY Power, listed in Exhibit
“H,” isavailable to alocate to the eligible applicants currently under review or to future RNY Power Program
applicants. Accounting for the declined RNY Power results in the following current program power status prior to
the allocations currently proposed as part of thisitem: (1) allocations totaling 667.5 MW have been made out of 710
MW available for business “retention” purposes, leaving 42.5 MW available to allocate; (2) alocations totaling 29.3
MW were made out of 200 MW available for business “expansion” purposes, leaving 170.7 MW available to allocate
for such purposes; (3) 72.6 MW and 19.9 MW have been allocated to not-for-profit corporations and small
busi nesses, respectively, leaving 7.5 MW available to allocate to such entities.

DISCUSSION

1. Retention-Based RNY Power Allocations

The Board is asked to address applications submitted for RNY Power retention allocations via the CFA
processin 2012 between January 28 and July 16, 2012 (“Round 2"). Nearly all applications submitted prior to
January 28, 2012, have been addressed with the exception of applicants located within municipal electric utility
(“MEU") and rural electric cooperative (“REC") service areas. The Board is also being asked to address these
applicants today.

Consistent with the evaluation process used for the April and June retention recommendations as described
above, EDPAB is asked to recommend 33 RNY Power retention allocations to applicants within the Round 2 and
MEU and REC groups. The 33 businesses or not-for-profit corporations listed in Exhibit “A” have stated on their
applications a willingness to create or retain approximately 6,539 jobsin New Y ork State. Additionally, these
applicants will be committing to capital investments totaling $443 million over five yearsin exchange for the
proposed RNY Power allocations. Of these recommendations, 16 businesses are recommended for 22.86 MW, 15
small businesses are recommended for 1.26 MW, and two not-for-profit corporations are recommended for 0.06 MW.

Four of the RNY Power retention allocations the Board is asked to recommend are to applicants located
withinaMEU or REC service area. NY PA does not have delivery arrangementsin place for applicants within MEU
or REC service areas, and at this stage it is unclear what obstacles the Authority may encounter in attempting to
arrange for delivery of RNY Power allocations to applicants in these areas on terms that are satisfactory to the
Authority. Therefore, staff is requesting that RNY Power allocations EDPAB recommends to these applicants be
contingent upon the Authority obtaining agreements with the affected MEUs and RECs as well as other necessary
third-parties that address delivery, data collection, billing and other relevant matters, to the Authority’s satisfaction.

The RNY Power allocations identified in Exhibit “A” are each recommended for a term of seven years.
Consistent with legidation, each allocation recommended by EDPAB would qualify an applicant to enter into a
contract with the Authority pursuant to the terms and conditions of the recommendation by EDPAB and on such
other terms as the Authority determines to be appropriate. The Authority’s standard RNY Power contract template
will have provisions addressing such things as effective periodic audits of the recipient of an alocation for the
purpose of determining contract and program compliance, and for the partial or complete withdrawal of an allocation



December 18, 2012

if the recipient fails to maintain mutually agreed-upon commitments, relating to, among other things, employment
levels, power utilization, capital investment and/or energy efficiency measures. In addition, there shall be a
requirement that a recipient of an allocation make its facilities available at reasonabl e times and intervals for energy
audits and related assessments that the Authority desires to perform. At their March 27, 2012 meeting, the Trustees
approved the form and substance of aretail contract template that incorporates these and other standard requirements.

2. Expansion-Based RNY Power Allocations

The Board is asked to address applications from Round 2 of the CFA process for the 200 MW block of RNY
Power dedicated by statute for for-profit businesses that propose to expand existing businesses or create new business
in the State.

Of the applications received through July 16, 2012, staff determined that 18 applications were sufficiently
complete for review and that each such application requested RNY Power for a proposed expansion of the applicant’s
business. These applications sought aRNY Power allocation for either (i) expansion only, in the case of a new
business or facility, or (ii) expansion and retention, in the case of an existing business.

As with the evaluation process used for the retention recommendations described above, applications for the
expansion-based RNY Power were scored based on the statutory criteria, albeit with a focus on information regarding
each applicant’ s specific project to expand or create their new facility or business (e.g., the expansion project’s cost,
associated job creation, and new electric load due to the expansion).

Consistent with the goal's of the expansion-based RNY Power set-aside for “ attracting new business to the
state, creating new businesses within the state, or encouraging the expansion of existing businesses within the state,”
EDPAB is being asked to recommend RNY Power allocations to those applicants that have committed to (i) invest
capital thereby creating new electrical load, and (ii) create new jobs. Thisfocus on capital investment and job
creation aligns with the RNY Statutes' intention to maximize the economic development prospects for the State.

Accordingly, EDPAB is requested to recommend to the Trustees that they approve 17 alocations listed on
Exhibit “B” for an expansion-based allocation up to the amounts indicated. These allocations are made from
available power within the 200 MW block of RNY Power set aside for business expansion and attraction. These
businesses have stated a willingness to create atotal of 645 new jobsin New Y ork State and to commit to capital
investments totaling $238 million in exchange for the recommended RNY Power alocations. The expansion projects
would additionally support the businesses’ existing employment of over 990 people. The total amount of
recommended RNY Power is9.77 MW, with 9 businesses recommended for 8.25 MW and 8 small businesses
recommended for 1.52 MW,

Ten of these businesses are also recommended for retention allocations, having submitted an application that
met the requirements for evaluating both retention and expansion awards by committing to distinct jobs and capital
investment for each type of RNY Power. Applicants recommended for both retention and expansion alocations are
indicated in the corresponding Exhibits“A” and “B.” One of businesses being recommended was awarded an
alocation for retention at a prior Board meeting. Additionally, staff requests that EDPAB not recommend an
expansion-related allocation to one applicant whose expansion project would not create any new jobs, as discussed
below.

Staff is asking the Board to recommend the RNY Power allocations identified on Exhibit “B” for a period of
up to seven years. Consistent with the RNY Statutes, each allocation recommended by EDPAB would qualify an
applicant to enter into a contract with the Authority for the amount of the allocation pursuant to the terms and
conditions of the recommendation by EDPAB, and on such other terms as the Authority determines to be appropriate.

The respective amounts of the expansion-related allocations listed in Exhibit “B” are largely intended to
provide approximately 70% of the individual expansion projects’ estimated new electric load. Because these projects
have estimated new electric load amounts, and to ensure that an applicant’s overestimation of the amount needed
would not cause that applicant to receive a higher proportion of RNY Power to new load, the allocations in Exhibit
“B” are recommended based on an “up to” amount basis. Each of these applicants would be required to, among
other commitments, add the new electric load as stated in its application, and would be allowed to use up to the
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amount of their RN'Y Power allocation in the same proportion of the RNY Power allocation to requested load as
stated in Exhibit “B.”

The contracts for these allocations would also contain the standard provisions previoudy summarized in the
last paragraph of Section 1 above.

3. Maodificationsto RNY Power Allocations

The three applications listed on Exhibit “C,” which were previoudy recommended for aRNY Power
alocation at EDPAB’ s April, June or September 2012 meetings, require a modification based on eval uation data
discrepancies discovered after the September meeting. The discrepancies involve the applicant’s commitment
relating to jobs or capital investment as noted in Exhibit “C.” Because each application was eval uated and scored
based on the applicable criteria, these applications had to be re-evaluated using corrected information. In all three
cases, applicants still scored high enough to warrant a recommendation for an allocation. Accordingly, staff is
reguesting that the Board recommend modified allocations for these applications as detailed in Exhibit “C.”

4. |n€ligibility Determination

In the process of reviewing the current round of applications for RNY Power, there were three applications
by businesses that fit within the definition of aretail business as established by EDPAB. Additionally, three
applications by not-for-profit corporations have been found to not meet the definition of eligibility for not-for-profit
corporations established in the RNY Statutes, specifically defined as a corporation defined in subdivision five of
paragraph (@) of section one hundred two of New Y ork’s Not-for-Profit Corporation Law. Staff recommends that the
Board determine these applicants, listed on Exhibit “D,” to be ineligible for an RNY Power allocation for this reason.

5. No Recommendation of RNY Power Allocation

Upon review of the 38 applications listed on Exhibit “E,” staff is requesting that EDPAB not recommend or
consider the applications for an alocation of RNY Power. The applications that are not recommended for an RNY
Power allocation do not score high enough in the eval uation, have requested a minimal amount of RNY Power which
fell below the threshold established internally by the Authority for allocations, or in the case of an expansion-related
reguest for RNY Power, do not include a commitment to increase employment.

Other applications are not being considered for an allocation of RNY Power for various reasons, including
that (i) the application was withdrawn, (ii) the application was not sufficiently complete to permit eval uation and/or
applicants were unresponsive to requests from staff for more information which staff believed it needed to adequately
evaluate the applications, (iii) the applicant does not have a demand meter to effectuate delivery of RNY Power, and
(iv) the applicant was a public entity such as a municipality or public benefit corporation. In the case of expansion-
related requests for RNY Power, certain applicants have proposed projects that are too premature to enable those
applicants to make commitments necessary for an allocation of RNY Power, and certain not-for-profit applicants
have requested RNY Power for an expansion project for which they are ingligible to receive RNY Power according to
the RNY Statutes. Accordingly, EDPAB isrequested to determine that these applications are not recommended or
considered for an allocation of RNY Power.

6. Additional TEDs

As noted above, former PFJ and ECSB benefit recipients who applied for RNY Power but were not awarded
an allocation may be considered for a TED under Chapter 60. At its June and September 2012 meetings, EDPAB
recommended and the Trustees approved TEDs for 100 applicants.

Staff has identified three additional applicants, listed in Exhibit “F,” to be considered for a TED.
Accordingly, EDPAB is requested to recommend to the Trustees that these three applicants be provided with a TED.
In accordance with Chapter 60, the Trustees are asked to determine and advise EDPAB whether sufficient funds are
available for the funding of such TEDs through June 30, 2016.
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7. Transfers of RNY Power

EDPAB isreguested to approve and recommend in accordance with the RNY Statutes that the Trustees
approve transfers of RNY Power allocations for the businesses listed on Exhibit “G.” Two RNY Power recipients
have requested transfers of their RNY Power allocations to new or different business entities to accommodate a
business acquisition and corporate restructuring/name change. A third RNY Power recipient has requested a transfer
of RNY Power alocation to a new facility in accordance with the timeline laid out inits CFA. In al three cases, the
commitments to jobs and capital investment made in consideration of the RNY Power allocation awards remain the
same as originally approved. The Board has previously recommended transfers of RNY Power and other Authority
power products like Economic Development Power in similar circumstances.

RECOMMENDATION

For the reasons stated above, it is requested that Economic Development Power Allocation Board: (1)
recommend that the Trustees approve the allocations of Recharge New York (“RNY™) Power for retention purposes
to the businesses listed in Exhibit “A” asindicated therein, with allocations to applicants located in the municipal
electric utility (“"MEU”) and rural electric cooperative (“REC”) service areas contingent upon the Authority obtaining
agreements with the affected MEUs and RECs as well as other necessary third-parties, that address delivery, data
collection, billing and other relevant matters, to the Authority’s satisfaction; (2) recommend that the Trustees approve
alocations of RNY Power for expansion purposes to the businesses listed in Exhibit “B” as indicated therein; (3)
recommend that the Trustees approve modifications of existing RNY Power allocations to the businesses identified in
Exhibit “C" asindicated therein; (4) determine that the businesses identified in Exhibit “D” are not eligible to receive
aRNY Power alocation for the reasons indicated therein and discussed above; (5) determine that the businesses
listed in Exhibit “E” are not recommended or not considered for aRNY Power allocation; (6) recommend to the
Trustees that the businesses listed in Exhibit “F” receive atransitional electricity discount; and (6) approve and
recommend that the Trustees authorize the transfer of the RNY Power alocations identified in Exhibit “G.”

Mr. James Pasquale presented an overview of staff’s recommendation to the Board. He said that staff
would be recommending that the Board award new allocations of retention and expansion power under the
Recharge New York Program for businesses and organizations that submitted applicationsin “Round 2" of the
Governor's Consolidated Funding Application (“CFA”) process. He said the applications were reviewed and
evaluated against each other competitively and not against the applications that were submitted in “Round 1" of
the CFA, the applications were also reviewed in conjunction with Empire State Development (* ESD”) and the
Regional Economic Development Councils (REDCs’). Further, all of the applicants were contacted to verify the
information submitted in their applications. Mr. Pasguale continued that the protocols established for “ Round 2"
isthesame as“Round 1" of the process, i.e., allocations for retention power were capped at 10 MW and limited to
50% of usage; expansion power were capped at 10 MW and limited to 70 % of usage; and not-for-profit
organizations were capped at 5 MW and limited to 33% of usage. Mr. Pasquale then asked Mr. Michael Huvane
to present staff's recommendation to the Board.

Mr. Huvane presented highlights of staff’s recommendationsto the Board. |n response to a question

from Trustee Nicandri, Mr. Pasquale said all of the applications were scored against the criteria as set out in the

RNY Legidation. In responseto a question from Mr. Catell, Mr. Huvane said that in the case of applications

10
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considered “unresponsive,” for the most part, those applicants were interested in other state programs such as
NYSERDA but made an incorrect selection in filling out the CFA and they did not respond to staff's attemptsto
clarify their applications. In responseto a question from Chairman Hoyt, Mr. Huvane said Chocolate Moose
Campground was considered “ ineligible” becauseit is considered a retail business; therefore, it did not meet the
criteriafor an award.

By motion made and seconded the Board approved staff’ s recommendations under the Recharge New
York Power Program.

The following resol ution was unanimously adopted by members of the Board present.

RESOL VED, That the Economic Development Power Allocation Board her eby recommends
that the New York Power Authority’s Trustees (1) approvethe allocations of Recharge New York
(“RNY) Power for retention purposesto the businesseslisted in Exhibit “ A” asindicated therein, with
allocationsto applicantslocated in the municipal electric utility (“MEU”) and rural electric
cooperative (“REC") service ar eas contingent upon the Authority obtaining agreementswith the
affected MEUs and RECs aswell asother necessary third-parties, that addressdelivery, data
collection, billing and other relevant matters, to the Authority’s satisfaction; (2) approve allocations of
RNY Power for expansion purposesto the businesseslisted in Exhibit “B”; (3) approve modifications
of existing RNY Power allocationsto the businessesidentified in Exhibit “C”; (4) determinethat the
businessesidentified in Exhibit “D” arenot eligibleto receivea RNY Power allocation for the reasons
indicated therein and discussed above; (5) determine that the businesseslisted in Exhibit “E” are not
recommended or not considered for a RNY Power allocation; (6) that the businesses listed in Exhibit
“F” receiveatransitional electricity discount; and (7) approve and authorize thetransfer of the RNY
Power allocationsidentified in Exhibit “ G.”

11
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ReChargeNew York Retention Power Allocation Recommendations
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Exhibit " A"
December 18, 2012

Economic ) ) Contract
Line|Company City County Dev_elopment IOU  [Desription R;\ﬁ/ ot Recomrl;g] dation Jgg:rﬁaﬁ? Capita l(;;’ estment Tem
Region (years)
1 [LafargeNorth Americalinc. Ravena Albany Capital Didtrict NGRID  |Manufacturer of cement 27,000 10,000 150 $200,000,000 7
Capital District Region Sub-totals: 10,000 150 $200,000,000
2 |CWR Manufacturing, LLC East Syracuse Onondaga  [Centr New York | NGRID  [Manufactures specialized fasteners 130 46 7 $0 7
3 |D&D Motor Systems Inc. Syracuse Onondaga  [Centr New York | NGRID  |Manufacturer of motors 80 30 14 $60,000 7
4 |Dot Foods Liverpool Onondaga  [Central New York | NGRID  [Food service distribution/warehousing | 650 320 249 $4,000,000 7
5 |Lockheed Martin Liverpool Onondaga  [Central New York | NGRID |Producer of radar systems 6,000 3,000 1,700 $100,000,000 7
Central New York Region Sub-totals: 3,3% 1,970 $104,060,000
6 |Goulds Pumps, Inc. SenecaFalls Seneca Finger Lakes NYSEG |Producer of pumps 9,700 4,850 1,000 $26,250,000 7
7 |ProTech Automation LLC Batavia Genesee Finger Lakes NGRID  |Manufacturer of screws and washers 260 116 19 $2,655,000 @ 7
Finger LakesRegion Sub-totals: 4,966 1,019 $28,905,000
8 |AnnaYoung Assoc. Ltd. Freeport Nassal Long Idand MEU/REC |Fabricator of molds and packaging 100 10 160 $1,750,000 7
9 |County Frame Corporation Holtsville Suffolk Long [dand LIPA  |Manufacturer of framed artwork 145 70 80 $30,000 7
10 [DiCarlo Distributors, Inc. Holtsville Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Merchant wholesalers 550 216 215 $1,000,000 o 7
11 [Framerica Corp. Y gphank Suffolk Long [dand LIPA  |Manufactures moldings/frames 996 496 135 s1as000 @ 7
12 |Giant Il NewCo Mélville Suffolk Long [dand LIPA  |Produces hio pharmaceuticals 1,740 730 150 $15000000 ¢ 7
13 [Loveand QuichesLtd Freeport Nassal Long Idand MEU/REC |Desserts for foodsarvice industry 450 10 254 $5,200,000 7
14 [Medford Mulitcare Center Medford Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Long term healthcare 750 296 333 $3,000,000 7
15 [mindSHIFT Technologies, Inc. Commack Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Datacenter operations 1,800 700 80 $3,000,000 @ 7
16 [Printex Packaging Corp. I9andia Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Manufactures plastic packaging 700 136 89 $1,850,000 7
Long Iland Region Sub-totals: 2,124 1,496 $32,005,000
17 [Bored Water Callection, Inc. Kiamesha Lake Sullivan  [Mid-Hudson NYSEG |Produces bottled spring water 318 156 26 $50,000 7
18 |Bread Alone, Inc Ulster Ulster Mid-Hudson CHUD |[Wholesdle bekery 76 % 50 $0 w9
19 (Gilmor GlassLLC Millerton Dutchess  [Mid-Hudson CHUD  [Manufactures glass 65 26 8 $800,000 7
20 |Mava Corp Mamroneck Westchester [Mic-Hudson CONED |Manufactures organic materials 48 176 %5 $10000 @] 7
Mid-Hudson Region Sub-totals: 394 129 $1,350,000
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21 |Cobleskill Agricultural Society (Cobleskill Schoharie ohawk Valley NGRID _fairgroundsin Schoharie County 9% 20 4 $0
22 |Foothills Performing Arts Center Oneonta Dtsego ohawk Valey NYSEG Performing arts center 150 36 8 $1,000,000
Mohawk Valley Region Sub-totals: 56 12 $1,000,000
23 |NCM-USA Bronx LLC Bronx Bronx ew York City CONED _ Manufactures pharmaceuticas 300 110 6 $1,500,000 @
24 |The Brooklyn Brewery Corp. Brooklyn ings ew York City CONED _ Produces and packages beer 200 86 2 $950,000
25 |Tru-Tone Metal Products, Inc. Brooklyn ings ew Y ork City CONED  Metal finishing 100 50 18 $1,100,000
New York City Region Sub-totals: 246 66 $3,550,000
26 |Cives Steel Company, Northern Division [Gouverneur St. Lawrence North Country NGRID _ Btructural steel fabricator 448 220 100 $100,000
North Country Region Sub-totals: 220 100 $100,000
27 |Golden Artist Colors, Inc. ew Berlin Chenango  Pouthern Tier NYSEG  Producer of acrylic and ail paints 250 110 151 $2,300,000
28 |Kionix, Inc. Jthaca [Tompkins  Bouthern Tier NYSEG _ [ntegrated circuit manufacturing 1,250 560 199 $11,255,000 @
Southern Tier Region Sub-totals: 670 350 $13,555,000
29 |Ceramic Technology Partnership, LLC Clarence Erie esternNew York | NYSEG  Manufacturer of ceramic materials 25 10 4 $2,300,000 @
30 |Del Monte Foods, Inc. Buffalo Erie eternNew York | NGRID ~ Consumer package company 2537 1,266 210 $2,700,000
31 |Jiffy-tite Company, Inc Lancaster Erie estern New York [ NYSEG  Manufacturer of auto fluid couplers 200 100 133 $11,000,000 @
32 |SKFUSA Inc. IFal coner Chautauqua  Western New York  MEU/REC Manufactures rolling bearings 3,010 66 350 $16,528,139
33 |TitanX Engine Cooling, Inc Jamestown Chautauqua  Western New York MEU/REC Manufactures engine cooling modules | 2,709 60 550 $26,000,000
Western New York Region Sub-totals: 1,502 1,247 $58,528,139
Totals 24,174 6,539 $443,053,139

® These companies are also recommended for expansion-related alocations of RNY for separate and distinct job creation and capital investment commitments associated with proposed business expansions.

ClThisis aone-year capital investment figure.
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Economic Development Power Allocation Board Exhibit " B"
ReCharge New York Expansion Power Allocation Recommendations December 18, 2012
Economic . . . Contract
kw Project Capital
Line |Company City [County Development 10U [Description R k\ﬁ/eg R dation @ Jccgt:n?nri?aml;r: | rol a'?zl, $ Term
Region eq| ecommendation nvestment ' ($) (vears)
1 |Green Renewable, Inc. Berlin Rensselaer  |Capital District NY SEG [Produces kiln dried firewood 500 350 35 $12,000,000 7
Capital District Region Sub-totals: 350 35 $12,000,000
2 |Empire Farmstead Brewery, Inc. Cazenovia Madison Central New York | NGRID |Vertically-integrated brewery 720 500 41 $5,550,000 7
3 |Keith Titus Corporation Cato Cayuga Central New York RGE __[Recycling fecility 48 30 10 $500,000 7
Central New York Region Sub-totals: 530 51 $6,050,000
4 |Abandon Brewing Company Penn Yan Y ates Finger Lakes NYSEG [Brewery 124 86 4 $254,000 7
5 |ProTech Automation LLC Batavia Genesee Finger Lakes NGRID |Manufacturer of screws and washers 30 20 10 $62,000 @ 7
Finger Lakes Region Sub-totals: 106 14 $316,000
6 |DiCarlo Distributors, Inc. Holtsville Suffolk Long Island LIPA erchant wholesalers 200 140 10 $3,000,000 @ 7
7 |Framerica Corp. Y aphank Suffolk Long Island LIPA anufactures moldings/frames 500 350 50 $1,175,000 @ 7
8 |Giant Il NewCo Melville Suffolk Long Island LIPA _|Produces bio pharmaceuticals 1,410 986 80 $84,770,000 @ 7
9  |mindSHIFT Technologies, Inc. [Commack Suffolk Long Island LIPA _|Data center operations 6,000 3,000 30 $18,205,000 @ 7
Long Island Region Sub-totals: 4,476 170 $107,150,000
10 |Bread Alone, Inc Ulster Uister Mid-Hudson CHUD_|Wholesale bakery 126 86 6 $5,000,000 @ 7
Mid-Hudson Region Sub-totals: 86 6 $5,000,000
11 |Harden Furniture, Inc. McConnellsville|Oneida Mohawk Valley NGRID |Manufacturer of furniture 185 126 10 $3,038,000 @ 7
12 |TecMar NY, LLC JAmsterdam Montgomery |Mohawk Valley NGRID_|Aquaculture fish products 1,500 1,050 175 $55,000,000 7
Mohawk Valley Region Sub-totals: 1,176 185 $58,038,000
13 |NCM-USA Bronx LLC Bronx Bronx [New York City CONED [Manufactures pharmaceuticals 600 420 20 $1,300,000 @ 7
New York City Region Sub-totals: 420 20 $1,300,000
14 |Kionix, Inc. Ithaca [Tompkins  [Southern Tier NY SEG |Integrated circuit manufacturing 2,500 1,750 70 $35,000,000 @ 7
15 |The Standard Hydrogen Corporation Ithaca [Tompkins _ [Southern Tier NYSEG [Hydrogen fueling stations 250 176 4 $3,200,000 7
Southern Tier Region Sub-totals: 1,926 74 $38,200,000
16 _|Ceramic Technology Partnership, LLC Clarence Erie estern New York | NYSEG [Manufacturer of ceramic materials 800 560 40 $8,700,000 @ 7
17 |Jiffy-tite Company, Inc L ancaster Erie estern New York | NYSEG [Manufacturer of auto fluid couplers 200 140 50 $1,500,000 @ 7
Western New York Region Sub-totals: 700 20 $10,200,000
Totals 9,770 645 $238,254,000

(1) Allocation is recommended to be up to the amount indicated based on the companies fulfillment of capital spending, job creation, and new electric load consistent with the ratio of recommended to requested amount.
(2) These companies are also recommended for retention-related allocations of RNY for separate and distinct job retention and capital investment commitments associated with retaining their existing businesses.
(3) Harden Furniture, Inc. was previously awarded aretention-related alocation of RNY on April 24, 2012
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ReCharge New York Power Program
Recommended Modifications to Retention and Expansion Allocation Awards

Retention RNY Power Allocation Modifications
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Exhibit " C"
December 18, 2012

Economic . Contract
. ) N . kw kw Job Capital
Line |Company City County Devglopment I0U  |Description Request | Recommendation | Commitment | Investment () Term
Region (years)
1 |Hamilton Printing Company, Inc. [Castleton-on-Hudson  Rensselaer ~ [Capital District NGRID  |Labelsfor food & beverage industry 850 426 152 $4,000,000 & 7
2 |Manth-Brownell Inc. Kirkville adison Central New York  INGRID  Manufactures machined parts 900 450 151 $3,750,000 @ 7
Retention Totals 876 303 $7,750,000
Expansion RNY Power Allocation Modifications
Economic . . . Contract
. ’ L - kw kw Job Creation | Project Capital
Line [Company City County Devglopment 10U  |Description Request | Recommendation | Commitment | Investment (9 Term
Region (years)
3 |GLOBALFOUNDRIESUS Inc. Malta Baratoga Capital District GRID |Semiconductor foundry 74,000 15,000 450 52,300,000,000 ® 7
Expansion Totals 15,000 450 $2,300,000,000

(1) Modified kW, jobs and capital investment due to corporate merger during application review process; applicant score still high enough to recommend allocation based on modified commitment levels
(2) Modified kW dueto discrepancy in original evaluation data; applicant score still high enough to recommend modified allocation amount
(3) Modified job creation and project capital investment commitments due to discrepancy accounting for exisiting jobs and capital already invested in project expansion; applicant score still high enough

to recommend allocation based on modified commitment levels
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Exhibit " D"
December 18, 2012

Economic
Line[Company ICity County Development Region |IOU Description Classification
1 |Buffalo Tap Room & Girill [Tonawanda Erie estern New York GRID Restaurant Retail
2 |Chocolate Moose Campground Fort Ann ashington Capital District GRID Dvernight campground accomodations Retail
3 |Finishing Trades Ingtitute of Western & Central NY [Cheektowaga  |[Erie estern New Y ork Y SEG A pprenti ce painter training facility Does not meet NFP definition in legislation
4 |Greater Harlem Nursing Home and Rehabilitation Center  |New York [New York ew York City CONED | icensed nursing facility Poes not meet NFP definition in legislation
5 |Lowe PropertiesLLC estbury INassau Long Island | IPA Retail development Retail
6 |New York Genome Center, Inc. New York [New York ew York City CONED  [Genome sequencing and research Poes not meet NFP definition in legislation
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Exhibit " E"
December 18, 2012

Economic Development Power Allocation Board
ReCharge New York Power Program

Applications Not Considered or Not Recommended

Applications Not Considered

Economic
Development
Line [Company City ICounty Region [[e]V) Description Reason
1 24 Hour Tax & Accounting LLC IAlbemarle Multiple Multiple Not specified |ncome tax services nresponsive
2 5000 Group LLC Williamsville Erie MVestern New Y ork GRID Retail development yWithdrawn
3 525 Wheat, LLC North Tonawanda |Niagara M/estern New York  NGRID M anufacturing leasing o Demand Meter
4 ADM Milling Hudson IColumbia Capital District GRID Produces wheat and flour nresponsive
5 Buffalo Metal Fabricating Buffalo Erie MWestern New York  NGRID M anufacturer of garden center products Withdrawn
6 Buffalo Niagara Heritage Village IAmherst Erie M/estern New York  NGRID Museum ncomplete
7 Catholic Health System Inc. (CH) Buffalo Erie Mestern New York  NGRID Healthcare administration and training NFP Expansion
8 Center for Business LLC W arsaw \Wyoming Mestern New York  NYSEG Pevelopment of business center ynresponsive
9 Chason Development Inc. Buffalo Erie M/estern New York  NGRID VM eterinarian education center and hospital Pnresponsive
10 CNG One Source of New York, INC Buffalo IGenesee Finger Lakes NGRID [Compressed natural gas stations nresponsive
11 Custom Electronics, Inc. [Oneonta [Otsego IMohawk Valley NY SEG Energy and power device manufacturing ithdrawn
12 EcoGold Rochester M onroe Mestern New York RGE Panitorial services Withdrawn
13 Genesee-Brennan LLC Utica [Oneida IMohawk Valley NGRID Building rehabilitation ynresponsive
14 Goodrich Corporation Rome [Oneida IMohawk Valley Other M anufactures aerospace products Receiving RNY
15 HVP Farms, Inc. Pine Bush [Orange Mid-Hudson Y SEG [Greenhouse/packinghouse for vegetables Project premature
16 Lower Lakes Marine Historical Society Buffalo Erie Mestern New York NGRID M useum o Demand Meter
17 Middletown Community Health Center, Inc. Middletown [Orange M id-Hudson D& R Community health services NFP Expansion
18 Mount Beacon Incline Restoration Committee Beacon Dutchess IMid-Hudson CHUD NFP train tourism NFP Expansion
19 National Power & Gas, Inc. Not Provided Multiple Multiple CONED Energy supplier nresponsive
20 New York Craft Malt, LLC Batavia IGenesee Finger Lakes NGRID Craft beer malt processor Project premature
21 New Y ork Petroleum-Getty New Y ork Multiple Multiple Not specified Electric car service stations nresponsive
22 Photonics Industries International Inc. Ronkonkoma [Suffolk Long Island 1 PA M anufacturer of solid state |lasers Project premature
23 Prime Materials Recovery Inc. [Canastota M adison Central New Y ork NGRID Processor of copper and aluminum wire nresponsive
24 Richardson Brands Company [Cangjoharie Montgomery [Mohawk Valley NGRID M anufactures candy ithdrawn
25 Robert Bosch Healthcare Systems, Inc. Utica [Oneida IMohawk Valley NGRID M edical device conversions nresponsive
26 Satur Farms LLC Calverton [Suffolk Long Island _1PA Producer of pre-packaged vegetables Project premature
27 Sea Breeze Volunteer Fire Association Inc. Rochester M onroe MWestern New York RGE Fire department Withdrawn
28 St. Philip's Church in the Highlands Garrison [Putnam M id-Hudson CHUD Church o Demand Meter
29 State University of New Y ork Potsdam Potsdam [St. Lawrence [North Country NGRID Btate university Public Entity
@ RNY expansion power is available only to for-profit busi nesses
@ Applicant receives RNY power through Griffiss Utility Service Corporation
Applications Not Recommended
Economic
Development
Line [Company City ICounty Region 10U Description
30 Adirondack Medical Center Lake Placid [Essex North Country MEU/ REC Medical center
31 Adirondack Medical Center ITupper Lake [Franklin North Country MEU/ REC Medical center
32 Adirondack Medical Center Lake Placid [Franklin North Country MEU/ REC Medical center
33 Adirondack Medical Center ITupper Lake [Franklin North Country MEU/ REC M edical center
34 Del Monte Foods, Inc. Buffalo Erie Mestern New York  NGRID Consumer package company @
35 Fancher Chair Co. Inc Fal coner IChautauqua  MWestern New York  MEU/ REC M anufacturer of wood chairs
36 Gloversville Public Library Gloversville [Fulton IMohawk Valley NGRID Public library
37 Mental Health Association in Orange County, Inc. |[Middletown [Orange M id-Hudson D& R Bocial services agency
38 RHI Monofrax, LLC Fal coner Chautauqua Western New York MEU/ REC M anufactures ceramic castings

® Not recommended for expansion allocation due to zero job creation. Applicant recommended to receive retention allocation.
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Exhibit " F"
December 18, 2012

. . L Economic .

Line |Company City County Development Region IOU Description
1 [Pepsi ColaBattling Co. of NY Inc. Bronx Bronx New York City CONED  |Beverage distributor
2 |Pepsi ColaBottling Co. of NY Inc. (Avenue D) Brooklyn Kings New York City CONED  [Beverage distributor
3 |Pepsi ColaBoattling Co. of NY Inc. (Cozine Avenue)  [Brooklyn Kings New York City CONED  [Beverage distributor
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Exhibit G

Requestsfor Transfersof Recharge New York Power Allocations

Agro-Farma, Inc. (*Agro-Farma’) with facilities located in Norwich, Chenango County
was recommended for and awarded a 6,000 kW RNY Power allocation the Economic
Development Power Allocation Board (“EDPAB”) and New Y ork Power Authority (“ Trustees’),
at meetings of these boards held on April 24, 2012. Due to a corporate restructuring, Agro-
Farma, Inc. is now named Chobani, Inc. The company has requested that the allocation be
transferred to a new corporate entity named “Chobani, Inc.” and has indicated that the new entity
will commit to honor al of the terms and conditions of the company’s existing RNY Power
contract including commitments related to jobs and capital investment.

MeadWestVaco (“Mead”), located in Sidney, Delaware County, was recommended for
and awarded a 1,150 kilowatt (“kW”) Recharge New Y ork (“RNY”) Power alocation by EDPAB
and the Trustees at meetings of these boards held on June 25, 2012 and June 26, 2012
respectively. Prior to the board meeting, but after they applied for RNY power Mead was
purchased by ACCO Brands; and subsequently requested transfer of their allocation to their new
company Mead Products LLC. The Authority has not yet executed a contract with Mead Products
LLC. The Authority has been advised that the transferee will commit to honor all of the terms
and conditions that pertain to the RNY Power allocation including commitments related to jobs
and capital investment.

Silarx Pharmaceuticals Inc. (“Silarx”) with facilities located in Spring Valley, Rockland
County and Carmel, Putnam County was recommended for and awarded a 180 kW RNY Power
allocation by EDPAB and the Trustees at meetings of these boards held on June 25, 2012 and
June 26, 2012 respectively. The company is moving the bulk of its operations from the Spring
Valley location to the Carmel location in accordance with its Consolidated Funding Application
under which the allocation was awarded. The company requests that the Trustees transfer the
alocation, including its employment and capital investment commitments, to the Carmel location.

Silarx will commit to honor all of the terms and conditions of the company’s existing RNY
Power contract including commitments related to jobs and capital investment.
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Exhibit " H"
December 18, 2012

Line |Company City County Da/ellc:;;g::"lTngegi on IOU |Description Recomrl;veyndation Award Date
1 |AngioDynamics, Inc. Queensbury Warren Capital District NGRID |[Manufactures medical devices 296 4/24/2012
2 |Bonide Products, Inc. Oriskany Oneida Mohawk Valley NGRID |Manufactures lawn and garden products 200 6/26/2012
3 |BorgWarner Morse TEC Inc. Cortland Cortland Central New York | NGRID |Manufactures automotive industry components 1,000 4/24/2012
4 [Burrows Paper Corporation Little Falls Herkimer Mohawk Valley NGRID [Manufactures speciaty paper 1,500 4/24/2012
5 |Climax Manufacturing Co. Lowville Lewis North Country NGRID |[Manufactures cartons 250 4/24/2012
6 |Climax Paperboard Inc. Carthage Jefferson North Country NGRID |Manufactures paper mill produces 2,426 4/24/2012
7 |Congtance Food Group, Inc. Bohemia Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Wholesale sandwiches 470 6/26/2012
8 |F&F Transport, Inc. Fonda Montgomery Mohawk Valley NGRID |Aluminum extrusion 10 6/26/2012
9 |FiberMark North America, Inc. Brownville Jefferson North Country NGRID |Manufactures high end paper 730 4/24/2012

10 |Ford Motor Company Buffalo Erie Western New York | NGRID |Manufactures stampings and welded sub-assemblies 920 4/24]2012
11 |Greatbatch, Ltd Clarence Erie Western New York | NYSEG [Manufactures electronic medical components 250 42412012
12 |Interface Solutions, Inc. Fulton Oswego Central New York | NGRID [Manufactures gasket material 1,686 42412012
13 |Interface Solutions, Inc. Beaver Falls Lewis North Country NGRID [Manufactures gasket material 1,046 42412012
14 |J.D. Cdato Mfg. Co., Inc. NiagaraFalls Niagara Western New York | NGRID |Percussion accessory manufacturers 36 6/26/2012
15 [Metropolitan Life Insurance Company Troy Rensselaer Capita District NGRID |Data center 1,400 4/24/2012
16 |[Rome Specialty Company, Inc. Rome Oneida Mohawk Valley NGRID |Manufactures fishing tackle 10 4/24/2012
17 |Seneca Foods Corporation Geneva Ontario Finger Lakes NYSEG [Manufacturestin cans 850 4/24/2012
18 [Seneca Foods Corporation Leicester Livingston Finger Lakes RGE |Manufacturestin cans 376 4/24/2012
19 |Seneca Foods Corporation Marion Wayne Finger Lakes RGE |Canned fruits & vegetables 326 4/24/2012
20 |Stone Construction Equipment, Inc. Honeoye Ontario Finger Lakes NGRID |Light construction equipment 216 4/24/2012
21 |Syracuse University Syracuse Onondaga Central New York | NGRID [Higher education 666 4/24/2012
22 |TateésWholesdle, LLC East Moriches Suffolk Long Idand LIPA |Bakery 46 4/24/2012
23 |Telephonics Corporation Huntington Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Manufactures high technology electronic systems 166 4/24/2012
24 | Telephonics Corporation Huntington Suffolk Long Idand LIPA  |Electronic systems for military and commercial applications 166 4/24/2012
25 |WeRecycle! LLC Mount Vernon| Westchester Mid-Hudson CONED |Provides recycling programs and services 770 6/26/2012
26 |Willow Run Foods, Inc. Kirkwood Broome Southern Tier NY SEG |Fast food systems distributor 96 42412012
Totals 15,908
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4, Other Business

No other business to report.
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5.

a.m.

December 18, 2012

Next M eeting

The next meeting of the Board will be held via videoconference on Tuesday, January 23, 2013 at 10:00
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