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Get the financing you
need for your capital
projects or refinancing!

Contact Ewell Lawson at 573-445-3279
for financing from MPUA
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Travis Foster joined the MPUA
team in June as an Energy
Scheduler
in
the
24/7
scheduling department. He
graduated from the University
of Missouri with a Bachelor of
Science in Industrial and
Manufacturing
Systems
Engineering.
Travis is from Columbia and
previously worked for Forevergreen Tree Nursery
as Foreman and had a brief Engineering COOP
with True Manufacturing. He is a big sports fan
and supports the Kansas City Chiefs, St Louis
Cardinals, and is especially passionate about his
SEC East Champion Mizzou Tiger football
program. When not at work or consumed by
sports, he enjoys spending time with friends and
family, playing golf, fishing, and staying active.
Travis is excited to begin a career with MPUA and
is eager to put his talents to good use.
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From the President’s Desk

Duncan Kincheloe
dkincheloe@mpua.org

A Tale of Two Many Cities

A

side from his true classic -- Mr. Magoo’s Christmas Carol, of
course -- my favorite Charles Dickens story was A Tale of Two
Cities. As a young guy interested in history and politics, the
action and intrigue set in the French Revolution era really
grabbed me. Later, when I went to work in state government, it
occurred to me that the title of Dickens’ novel well reflected the
reality of America’s tilted dual sovereignty—virtually every state
policy is actually a product of two cities, Washington as much as
the state capital. Today, the expansion and de facto delegation of
federal authority has proliferated the “capitals” we salute in daily
business: Kansas City and Dallas regional offices of EPA and
other agencies; Carmel, Indiana and Little Rock offices of the
RTOs.
Regional offices are major local industries and
employers, but let’s hope the list doesn’t keep growing.
My column just last quarter stressed how this behooves
municipal utilities to ally more closely to achieve regional
influence, so I’ll suspend whipping that horse long enough to
harness the great novel for another multi-city point.
Dickens’ opening line in Two Cities is often cited as a
commentary on today’s world. “It was the best of times, it was
the worst of times.” At the upcoming MPUA Annual
Conference in Branson, we will discuss important topics that
illustrate how those lines are descriptive of municipal utilities.
On one hand, times are tough for all utilities. Customers and
regulators are demanding flawless reliability. Utility networks are
key targets for cyber hackers of all kinds. Environmental
requirements are taking familiar, effective technologies off the
table. New technologies require new investment. Aging
infrastructure and need for new lines are also pushing up costs,
while low growth concentrates these expenses on limited
customers. Technology, regulation, and new markets all demand
expertise that is too scarce in the workforce. Meanwhile, from
water bottlers to guys with a truckload of solar panels, everybody
is seemingly popping up to compete with utility service. In
many respects, it doesn’t seem like the best of times.
On the other hand, this era that some are calling “the Age of the
Customer” offers municipal systems special advantages. Your
community is not going to get fast response to an outage
without local utility staffing. In a digital world, that matters
more than ever.
And, while for-profit utilities continue
expanding, merging, and treating customers as account numbers
that are remoteand interchangeable, municipals are
distinguishing themselves and becoming freshly recognized
assets to the community precisely because of their proximity to
the customer.
As customers take more interest in utility service—whether to
save money, feel greater control, or just play with technologies—
these are great times for a municipal utility to “show its stuff.”
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More technology choices mean more opportunity for
communities to voice preferences and priorities, and it is local
control of the utility that assures that voice will be heard and
heeded. Interest in a local solar farm, or even a solar garden,
won’t get far unless citizens own their utility. Developing
microgrids, focusing economic incentives within town,
customizing rate plans, developing pre-pay service geared to
local employment, integrating innovation into local
infrastructure—the options are not only endless but, even better,
just examining them is a tool for close customer engagement.
In the Age of the Customer, it is essential to show that “small
utility” doesn’t mean “small service.” There is no reason it
should. In fact, it cannot. EPA’s Clean Power Plan, water
regulations and other new rules are making local services and
customer involvement integral new components of planning for
least-cost wholesale power supply and other utility service.
In this new environment, public power, municipal utilities and
their organizations at every level, are collaborating for success
and a growing reputation for customer service and community
responsiveness. Plans for the RP3 program, new grants and
financing programs, cyber initiatives, new efficiency technologies
and much more are underway. A tale of many cities working
together is a tale of greater service for each individual
community. We look forward to moving these efforts forward
in Branson next month. See you there!◄

OF SPECIAL NOTE: Congratulations to Ewell Lawson,
recently elected to chair the APPA Advisory Committee,
which is for multi-service state and regional utility
associations comprised of either all municipal or combined
municipal and cooperative members with a focus on
federal/state policy and legislative issues as well as
association management matters. Ewell is now a voting
member of the APPA Board of Directors. We are proud of
his national service and this recognition of Ewell’s fine
work.

Upcoming Meeting Brings Nationally Recognized Experts
By Ewell Lawson | elawson@mpua.org

P

ower Forward: Prospering
Through Change, is the theme for
MPUA’s 2015 Annual Conference, as
municipal power and utility leaders from
Missouri and Arkansas meet September
16-18 in Branson, Missouri. The theme
suggests the takeaways participants can
expect, as the conference promises
resources to help municipal leaders from
both states to prepare for dynamic
changes stemming from customer
expectations and federal regulation.
Many of the first utility systems in the
United States began as municipal utilities.
And since the mid-1800s, municipal
utilities have experienced continual
change. They have led the containment
of disease, driven times of expansion,
sustained communities during bleak
recessions and war, and powered a
technological revolution. External drivers
have always played a significant role in the
change municipal utilities face.

Today, new federal regulations and
customer expectations are causing another
dramatic shift in the utility industry.
However, municipals may be well
positioned to prosper through the change.
This year’s annual meeting topics include
the role of America’s municipal power
providers in the changing energy
landscape, presented by the American
Public Power Association’s (APPA)
President Sue Kelly, and municipal
utilities as tools for economic
development, presented by well-known
Missouri entrepreneur Peter Herschend,
co-owner of such holdings as Silver
Dollar City, the Harlem Globetrotters,
and Dollywood. The municipal impact of
the EPA’s “Waters of the United States”
rule will also be covered by Chris
Hornback, the National Association of
Clean Water Agencies (NACWA) Senior
Director of Regulatory Affairs.

The 2015 MPUA Annual Conference
provides a full array of nationally
recognized experts. An industry authority
on strategic planning has tips and
techniques to help cities through change, a
national expert will report on EPA’s Clean
Power Plan, and another will describe
how your town’s electric utility can
prosper by helping citizens reduce their
power consumption.
In addition, a legislative and regulatory
expert from the Southern States Energy
Board will provide insights on the political
landscape of how the regional state
capitols are reacting to the changing utility
landscape. State leaders from sixteen
states, including the Natural State and
Show Me State, serve on this important
interstate board established by compact to
enhance economic development and
quality of life through innovations in
(Continued on page 13)
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Breaking Down the Clean Power Plan
Natural Gas Out, Solar and Wind In
By Floyd Gilzow | fgilzow@mpua.org

T

he federal government’s plan to reduce carbon dioxide
(CO2) emissions from power plants has been released, and the
changes envisioned to the U.S. electricity sector are broader than
what the draft rule projected.
First, the cuts in CO2 emissions are deeper. The draft rule was
originally based on a national 30% reduction from 2005 levels.
The final rule now sets this threshold at 32%, because the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) determined after the
initial proposal’s release that electric utilities were already using
more renewable energy than originally factored.
Additionally, the emission reductions have to be made quicker,
although reductions do not have to start quite as soon. The
draft rule allowed power companies to achieve reductions over a
10 year period starting in 2020. The final rule has an eight year
slope starting in 2022. Both versions required total compliance
by 2030.
One of the biggest shifts from the proposed to final rule is that
EPA approached the issue of state level reduction goals
differently, recalculating how much CO2 emissions must drop in
each state, and that produced winners and losers.
Arkansas based electric generators fared much better than many
when EPA relaxed their draft limit of 910 pounds (lbs) of CO 2
per megawatt hour (MWh) of electricity produced to 1,130 lbs/
MWh. A conventional coal plant emits CO2 at about 2,000 lbs/
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MWh and a simple cycle natural gas plant emits about a 1,000
lbs/MWh.
Missouri utilities will have to tighten their emission belts even
more after the recalculation. Instead of a 1,544 lbs/MWh goal,
the ‘Show Me’ state will have to achieve 1,272 under the final
rule. Missouri ranks among the six states in the nation with the
highest levels of reduction, in part because of its high reliance
on coal. The state’s average emission level in 2012 was 1,963
lbs/MWh.
Illinois limits moved very little under the recalculation. The
recalculation did narrow the band of what goals each state will
have to achieve nationally, so there is less distance between the
extremes.

EPA isn’t looking for the utility
sector to simply move from coal
to natural gas
The biggest policy shift in the final rule is that EPA is not
looking for the utility sector to simply move from coal to
natural gas. They want a more aggressive push to low emission
power sources like solar and wind. In the final rule, EPA
expressed belief that the electric sector was preparing to invest
(Continued on Next Page)

billions of dollars in new gas fired power plants that would
be in operation until well after 2050, in order to take
advantage of the abundance of natural gas. They wanted to
see more of that money going to building plants producing
little to no CO2 emissions.
Under the final plan, states still have substantial flexibility to
select various strategies and techniques in their plans to
achieve the necessary CO2 reductions.
EPA assumes
compliance will be based on a robust system of Emission
Reduction Credits (ERC) trading created as utilities shift more
to renewable energy, improve plant and distribution
efficiencies, and convince customers to use less electricity.
EPA also released the draft of a federal implementation plan
(FIP) for utilities in those states which either refuse to submit
a plan or whose plan cannot be approved by the federal
agency. The Clean Air Act requires the EPA to provide such
an alternative approach.
MPUA will be actively engaged with peers in the Investor
Owned Utilities (IOU’s) and the Rural Electric Co-ops
(REC’s) as well as the Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) in helping draft the state’s compliance plans over the
next two to three years.
In addition, an overview of the Clean Power Plan (CPP) will
be given during one of the sessions at the Annual
Conference.◄
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Regulatory Review

Doug Healy, Healy Law Offices
doug@healylawoffices.com

GridLiance Prepares First Project Bid

T

ransmission development plans
continue to advance for MJMEUC.
GridLiance is preparing to bid on the first
Order 1000 project within the Southwest
Power Pool (SPP), and will plan on
bidding on upcoming projects both
within SPP and the Midcontinent
Independent System Operator (MISO).
GridLiance, along with MJMEUC,
recently visited the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) to speak
both with Commissioners and Staff
regarding the goals of GridLiance and
obstacles faced by GridLiance as they
seek to find a place at the table for
municipalities regarding transmission
system ownership. Overcoming longstanding obstacles that municipals have
faced as to owning part of the larger
transmission system will not come easily,
but both FERC Commissioners and staff
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were understanding of the bigger picture
and the importance of municipal
ownership of the grid to address both
reliability and cost problems faced by
municipals in the current RTO paradigm.
While this is a long road, we are starting
to see positive movement.
In other regulatory news…
MISO Illinois Capacity Auction
Dispute
The Illinois capacity zone recently cleared
at $150 MW-day versus the rest of MISO
that cleared at $3.50 MW-day. This has
resulted in multiple complaints filed
against MISO, including complaints by
the Illinois Attorney General,
Southwestern Electric Cooperatives, and
Public Citizen, amongst others. The high
clearing price apparently resulted from
Dynegy’s fleet of coal plants in Illinois

selling their capacity into both PJM and
MISO, which resulted in a capacity
shortage in MISO’s Illinois auction. The
capacity shortage, while artificial in nature,
on its face does not appear to violate any
MISO tariffs. It is likely that due to the
heavy impact on customers in Illinois that
MISO may attempt to take steps to
prevent such a price disparity in the
future.
Clean Power Plan
The Clean Power Plan (CPP) has officially
been released by the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). The rule, while
similar to the draft rule released earlier by
the EPA, has several significant
differences, including the goals set for
Missouri and Arkansas, with only minimal
changes in Illinois.
(Continued on page 10)

Learn more about the
2015 MPUA Annual Conference
sponsors and the services they
provide in the utility world.

Sponsor Spotlight

———————————————————————– DIAMOND—————————–———————————————

MC Power is a specialized, multi-faceted construction and renewable
energy company with a long history of providing general construction and
solar power services to commercial, industrial, institutional and
agricultural clients nationally.

www.mcpower.com
————————————————————————– GOLD —————————–————————————————

Fairbanks Morse is the critical power solution expert - a
strategic partner and a trusted source for application-specific,
fuel-flexible power systems that deliver optimal performance in
mission critical applications. Fairbanks Morse reliable engine
drive solutions can be found in a wide range of municipal,
institutional and industrial applications.

Sega is an engineering and technical services company
that assists clients with planning, design, procurement,
construction, programming and field services for
projects related to the production and distribution of
energy.

www.segainc.com

www.fairbanksmorse.com
————————————————————————– SILVER —————————–———————————————

Emerson Network Power is the world’s leading provider of
critical infrastructure technologies and life cycle services for
information and communications technology systems. With an
expansive portfolio of intelligent, rapidly deployable hardware
and software solutions for power, thermal and infrastructure
management, Emerson enables efficient, highly available
networks.

BMO Capital Markets is a leading, full-service financial
services provider offering equity and debt underwriting,
corporate lending and project financing, merger and
acquisitions
advisory
services,
market
risk
management, debt and equity research and
institutional sales and trading.

www.bmocm.com

www.emersonnetworkpower.com

MCG Energy Solutions provides E-Tagging, Control Area Scheduling, Trading and Asset
Management, Energy Accounting, and Power Billing services.

www.mcgenergy.com
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(Regulatory Review...continued from page 8)

While MJMEUC is continuing to review and analyze the rule (it is
over 1,500 pages in length), there are some important timelines to
be considering. Initial State Implementation Plans (SIP), where an
individual state outlines a general plan for compliance, are due in
approximately one year. Final plans are not due until September,
2018. Without a SIP, the EPA requires compliance by a Federal
Implementation Plan (FIP). In 2022, the interim compliance goals
will be in effect and utilities will be forced into action to reduce
carbon emissions in compliance with a SIP, or FIP. The change in
interim goal date from 2020 to 2022 reflects a favorable change.
The cost to consumers at this point is not known, but by reducing
the generating ability of current low cost but high carbon
generators, there will almost certainly be a significant adverse
impact on retail customers. Additionally, dependence on natural
gas to reach compliance has been greatly reduced, being replaced
by more reliance on new renewable generation.
The one certainty is that this rule will be shortly followed by
litigation challenging the rule’s legality. Approximately 17 states
have already asked the EPA for a delay in the rule’s effective date,
claiming that it will likely be invalidated in upcoming court
proceedings. However, the EPA is not likely to agree to any
extension, and the states will likely be headed to federal court
shortly in order to seek an injunction against the EPA. Given the
short window for interim compliance (2022), relying solely on
litigation may be a risky gamble for utilities.
MISO ROE Complaints Continue
The MISO Return On Equity (ROE) complaint case continues to
proceed toward a hearing in mid-August. FERC trial staff is
sponsoring a recommended ROE of 9.14% for MISO
transmission owners going forward.
Frank Gorman, who
represents many industrials in the Midwest, has testified in prefiled testimony that 9.08% would be fair. At this point, it is of
interest that FERC trial staff testimony is much more closely
aligned with the complaintants than with MISO.
MISO Transmission Owner’s have characterized the existing
12.38% ROE as “indispensable…” citing “anomalous market
conditions” that render a discounted cash flow (DCF) analysis
meaningless. Their backup position is a 10.8% ROE if the
Commission does apply DCF in determining a new ROE for
MISO. Given recent ROE settlements at FERC, the most likely
scenario is a ROE below the 12.38% that was granted in 2004.
That ROE decision, now over a decade old, does not match
current financial markets under a DCF analysis.
New Leadership at the Missouri PSC
Commissioner Daniel Hall has been named the new Chair of the
Missouri Public Service Commission. He has served on the
Commission since September of 2013, and replaces outgoing
Commissioner Kenney as Chairman. Congratulations are also due
to Commissioner Maida Coleman, who was named to the
Commission to replace Kenney whose term expired. Coleman
was formerly a state senator from St. Louis, and more recently was
the head of the Governor’s Office of Community Engagement.
We look forward to working with Chairman Hall and
Commissioner Coleman in their new roles at the MoPSC!◄
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Congressional Actions & Net Zero Energy Buildings

O

n July 22, the House Energy and Commerce Committee’s
Subcommittee on Energy and Power held and completed a mark
-up of comprehensive energy legislation. Majority staff worked
towards developing legislation that could receive bipartisan
support and as a result, many controversial issues were excluded
from the base text.
Unfortunately, one of those controversial items was the repeal of
Section 433 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of
2007, which mandates the elimination of all fossil fuel-generated
energy in federal buildings by the year 2030. APGA has been
working for the repeal of this provision for some time and we
are now working on an amendment strategy towards getting a
repeal in the bill during the committee mark-up.
One item of significant note in the bill that APGA has been
working on is the successful inclusion of language in Title IV of
the bill addressing the Department of Energy’s (DOE) Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NOPR) on natural gas furnace efficiency
standards. The NOPR DOE released in March proposed a new
nationwide standard of 92 percent annual fuel utilization
efficiency (AFUE) for natural gas furnaces. The end result of
this NOPR is a ban on the sale of non-condensing furnaces in
the United States since condensing furnaces are the only ones
capable of meeting the higher efficiency standard.
This language would not allow DOE to publish a final
rulemaking until July 2016 in an effort to give stakeholders time
to negotiate a compromise that can be presented to DOE. If
the stakeholders can come to an agreement with the advocates, it
would require DOE to publish a second Supplemental Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (SNOPR) seeking comments on the
stakeholders’ agreement. The language would also require DOE
to publish a SNOPR requesting comments on developing
separate product classes based on furnace size.
Discussions on the draft will continue over the next few weeks
and into the August recess with a full Committee mark-up to
occur in September.

Recently, APGA along with the American Gas Association
(AGA) and the New Buildings Institute hosted a joint meeting
on the role of natural gas in net zero energy buildings. In
addition to APGA staff, representatives from Middle Tennessee
Natural Gas, the Municipal Gas Authority of Georgia, the
Illinois Public Energy Agency, numerous investor-owned
utilities as well as the American Institute of Architects attended
the meeting.
While there are a number of different definitions, a zero-energy
building is generally considered to be a building with zero net
energy consumption, meaning the total amount of energy used
by the building on an annual basis is roughly equal to the
amount of energy created on the site. Net-zero buildings
continue to receive discussion at the state and federal level.
During the course of the one-day meeting, participants heard
presentations from KB Home Builders on their net zero
homes. McDonalds discussed how they are integrating net-zero
into their restaurants and there was a presentation from the U.S.
Army on how they are approaching net-zero from a community
perspective. After the sessions, all of the attendees engaged in a
lengthy discussion about the many challenges and opportunities
LDCs face with net zero building construction.
The meeting concluded with the group outlining their next
steps. As part of this process, the group identified areas that
need further research, national priorities and state and local
opportunities. Moving forward, APGA has positioned itself to
take the lead along with AGA to continue to guide the
discussion. APGA believes the direct-use of natural gas, such as
in the case of combined heat and power (CHP), can play an
important role in net-zero buildings.
For questions on any of APGA’s advocacy issues, please contact
Dave Schryver of APGA staff by phone at 202-464-2742 or by
email at dschryver@apga.org. ◄
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Hydropower Watch

Nicki Fuller, SPRA
nfuller@sprahydro.com

Dam Safety Costs Shifted to Consumers

S

outheastern Power Administration
(SEPA) is a sister agency to the
Southwestern Power Administration
(SWPA), which markets federal
hydropower to many municipalities in
both Missouri and Arkansas. SWPA
shares many overarching statutory
mandates and mission responsibilities
with SEPA, particularly when it comes to
marketing federally generated
hydropower. SEPA markets power from
the Corps of Engineers hydropower
projects in the southeast to not-for-profit
municipal and cooperatively owned
electric utilities. SEPA is currently
undergoing a rate increase to address
costs associated with dam safety work.

The Corps of Engineers chose not to
apply the Dam Safety Act. This means a
disproportionate share of the dam
safety costs will be assigned to
hydropower (the customers) for
repayment. SEPA disagrees with the
Corps decision and has not included the
disputed costs in the current rate increase.
Such cost shifting could jeopardize the
sustainability of the federal hydropower
programs. It is important that the Power
Marketing Administrations exercise their
ratemaking responsibility to keep
inappropriate costs out of rates.
Wolf Creek and Center Hill are two major
multi-purpose water storage projects in

SEPA's Cumberland System.
The
Cumberland System provides power to
210 preference customers that ultimately
serve over 5.5 million homes and
businesses in Alabama, Georgia, Illinois,
Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Tennessee, and Virginia.
These two
projects have experienced significant dam
safety and failure concerns due to seepage
associated with Karst limestone. Repair
work on Wolf Creek is complete. Repair
work on Center Hill is scheduled for
completion in FY 2017. The total cost of
the repairs of the Wolf Creek Project is
estimated to be $657 million and the
Center Hill Project is estimated to be $457
million.
(Continued on page 16)
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(Conference...continued from page 5)

energy and
technologies.

environmental

policies,

programs

and

On Friday, nationally recognized Leidos Engineering will
discuss initial work on likely future energy market conditions
for Arkansas and Missouri cities, and Gridliance has a
presentation on opportunities for municipal electric utilities
to cope with rising transmission costs.
The Conference’s annual golf tournament starts Wednesday
morning on one of the area’s nationally recognized courses
and since the MPUA meetings are in the Live Music Capital
of the World, our Thursday Night Dinner will be at Dolly
Parton’s Dixie Stampede.
The region’s major municipal utility event of the year is just
three weeks away. Don’t miss it!◄

Save the date...

MPUA’s Municipal Roundtable
on MISO-South Issues
October 6, 2015 at 1:30pm
At the Arkansas Municipal League
In North Little Rock, AR
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Richard E. Malon Public Service Award
For furthering the objectives of municipal utilities.
●●●

Skip Jansen, Utility Advisory Board Chair
Springfield City Utilities

Richard E. Malon Public Service Award
For furthering the objectives of municipal utilities.
●●●

Murry Witcher, City Council Member
City of North Little Rock, AR

Dan Watkins-Gary Whorton Personal Service Award
For special public and community service in public utilities.
●●●

Tad Johnsen, Director
Columbia Water & Light

Jack Swearingen Seven Hats Award
For demonstrating special skill in specific multiple areas of responsibility.
●●●

Jennifer Basham, City Comptroller/Treasurer
City of Steelville, MO

Special Mention Award
For rendering notable effort to facilitate Alliance services.
●●●

Travis Buesking, Lineman
City of Fredericktown, MO
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Buddy Bennett Community Service Award
For special achievements or sustained performance
improving the quality of life in its community.

Independence Power and Light

Robert E. Williams System Achievement Award
For providing exceptional quality of improvements in service to its customers.

Hannibal Board of Public Works

The System Achievement Award has been renamed in honor of Robert E. Williams who retired in April 2015. Bob Williams served
the City of Carthage for 17 years, with 16 years as General Manager of Carthage Water & Electric Plant (CWEP). Williams led
CWEP in many advances and provided stability and leadership during the restructuring of the utility in 1999. Under his leadership,
CWEP was active in achieving the Reliable Public Power Provider designation and increasing outreach efforts in the community.
Additionally, Williams represented CWEP in several leadership positions with MPUA, using his leadership and expertise to advance
municipal utilities across the state. It is fitting that his name will be added to the System Achievement Award which honors utilities
for providing exceptional quality of improvements in service to its customers.

Higginsville Municipal Utilities

City of Jackson
City of Kirkwood
Columbia Water & Light
Hannibal Board of Public Works
City of Harrisonville
Macon Municipal Utilities
15

(Dam Safety...continued from page 12)

Section 1203 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA)
of 1986, commonly known as the Dam Safety Act, established a
new policy applicable to "safety related improvements" at Corps
dams. This act was passed by Congress to address "changes in
state-of-the-art design or construction deemed necessary for
safety purposes.”
State-of-the-art changes in design and
construction were made to prevent the failure of the project
which benefits all authorized project users as well as many indirect
public beneficiaries in the region. Millions of citizens and
businesses in the downstream floodplains would be physically and
economically impacted should either dam fail.
If considered under the Dam Safety Act, 15% of the repair costs
would be assigned to the project purposes as “joint costs.” The
remainder would be paid for by the taxpayers. If the Dam Safety
Act is applied to the Wolf Creek costs, an estimated $54 million
would be assigned to power for recovery from power customers.
If the Dam Safety Act is applied to the Center Hill costs, an
estimated $29 million would be assigned to power. The total cost
assigned to power if the Dam Safety Act is applied to both
projects is an estimated $83 million. The impact on rates would
be about 7% for the dam safety work alone. Additional rate
drivers would increase the rate by about 32% overall under this
option.
The Corps has taken the position these dam safety repair
measures are not to be designated under the Dam Safety Act. As
such, 100% percent of the repair costs will be considered Major
Rehabilitation and assigned to project purposes as “joint costs.”
At Wolf Creek, as Major Rehabilitation, an estimated $362 million
would be assigned to power for recovery from power customers.
At Center Hill, as Major Rehabilitation, an estimated $194 million
would be assigned to power. The total cost assigned to power if
considered Major Rehabilitation is an estimated $556 million. The
impact on rates would be about a 36% increase for the dam safety
work alone. Additional rate drivers would increase the rate by
63% overall under this option.
The potential rate impact to SEPA's Cumberland System
customers is significant. SEPA’s power could exceed current
market prices. Customers have the contractual right, with
notification, to terminate the power sales contract with SEPA one
year from the effective date of any rate increase. Multiple
contract terminations would impact SEPA’s long-term sale of
power and jeopardize the current funding model for Corps related
non-routine maintenance in the Cumberland System.
SPRA has worked hard to fight this outrageous cost-shifting
endeavor by the Corps. This unfair attempt to saddle the federal
hydropower customers with expenses they should not pay is a
precedent that we cannot let occur. SPRA and many other
customer groups have pushed back against the Corps on these
costs. But, we cannot do it alone.
I ask that you join with federal hydropower customers across the
country by contacting your Congressman and letting them know
that the Corps must be reined in. Your pocketbook cannot and
should not bear the burden of the Corps’ decisions. ◄
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Don’t Leave Money on the Table
Engineering Monies Available for Wastewater
By Phil Walsack | pwalsack@mpua.org

I

n February, Governor Jay Nixon
announced $1.1 million in Small
Community Engineering Assistance
Program (SCEAP) grants. The grants are
available for municipalities and public
sewer districts with a population under
10,000. It provides 80% grant funding, up
to $50,000, for wastewater engineering
costs incurred in preparation of a facility
plan or engineering study. Most of the
grant money remains on the table, waiting
for publicly-owned wastewater entities to
apply for funds.
“Eighty-two (82) MPUA members are
eligible for SCEAP grants,” stated Phil
Walsack, Manager of Environmental
Services at MPUA. “There is just under
$900,000 remaining in the program’s
fund. That is enough money for 22 cities
to receive a grant even if each city
received the maximum award. Thus far,
only 12 MPUA members have taken
advantage of the engineering assistance
program.”

There is a massive need for wastewater
infrastructure improvement across the
country. In 2008, EPA cited nearly $300
billion necessary to invest in wastewater
and stormwater systems over the
following 20 years. The cost of the
infrastructure
improvement
predominantly falls on the utilities and
their ratepayers. The most current Clean
Watershed Needs Survey published by EPA
documents that Missouri ranks 18th in the
nation in wastewater infrastructure
improvement needs. Our state’s inflow
and infiltration correction needs are the
highest in the country at $1.2 billion. Put
another way, we have the most
documented I/I problems in the United
States.
“For many communities, the local [waste]
water treatment systems are old and
outdated. This puts local streams and
waterways at risk of pollution and in turn,
puts nearby communities that rely on

these resources for drinking and
recreation, at risk as well,” Governor
Nixon stated in his announcement.
The SCEAP grants can be applied to the
engineering costs associated with planning
many of the most necessary infrastructure
improvements including:
Combined Sewer Overflow (CSO)
Several Missouri communities are still
using a combined pipe system for both
sanitary wastewater and stormwater.
During times of heavy rainfall, these
systems can overflow, causing the mixture
of stormwater and wastewater to
discharge into rivers. Separating all or part
of the collection system or building CSO
storage can help eliminate overflow
discharges and bring cities into
compliance.
(Continued on page 21)
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RTO 101:
Part 3: MJMEUC Relationship
By Rebecca Atkins | ratkins@mpua.org

I

n the first two parts of this series we learned about the
development of RTOs and the primary energy market concepts.
In this part, we’ll discuss the various ways MJMEUC specifically
interacts with the RTOs.
MJMEUC is a Market Participant in both the Midcontinent ISO
(MISO) and the Southwest Power Pool (SPP). As Market
Participant, MJMEUC is financially responsible for the market
activity of its registered assets. In MISO, MJMEUC is the asset
owner for two MoPEP related pseudo tied loads and three
pseudo tied generators. These are pseudo ties because the assets
are physically located in MISO, but electronically modeled
elsewhere, SPP in this case. The Prairie State and Plum Point
units are also assets in MISO, but are currently registered under
The Energy Authority, who has been collectively offering these
units in the market for several of the co-owners.
Now that MJMEUC’s real time desk is fully functional, we will
be taking over the Market Participant responsibilities for these
units in the coming year. In SPP, MJMEUC is the Market
Participant for all of the MoPEP loads (including those pseudo
tied from MISO and AECI), and for eight different generators,
including our share of Iatan II.
For the resources and loads MJMEUC is responsible for, we
have daily Day Ahead and Real Time responsibilities. In the
Day Ahead, MJMEUC submits demand bids for load and
resource offers for generation. For the MJMEUC generation
that is registered under a different Market Participant (like
Dogwood or Nebraska City II), we update Bilateral Settlement
Schedules, which is a market tool to transfer financial
responsibility between Market Participants. In the Real Time,
MJMEUC updates resource offers and manages the real time

The day-ahead market schedules electricity production and
consumption before the operating day, whereas the real-time
market reconciles any differences between the schedule in
the day-ahead market and the real-time load while observing
reliability criteria, forced or unplanned outages and the
electricity flow limits on transmission lines. –FERC
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commitments of its resources. Because MJMEUC’s loads span
MISO, SPP, and AECI, we also submit interchange tags in both
the Day Ahead and Real Time for MoPEP and MMMPEP.
After the operating day is over, MJMEUC’s analyst team verifies
the RTO settlements and submits disputes where necessary.
They also analyze settlement impacts of generation activity to try
to improve market performance. Once verified, the RTO
settlements are dispersed to the appropriate entity, such as
MMMPEP, MoPEP, or a project off-taker.
In addition to Market Participant responsibilities, MJMEUC is a
Member in both MISO and SPP. As a member, MJMEUC has
voting rights in many of the stakeholder groups. In order to stay
involved in the voluminous stakeholder meetings, MJMEUC
utilizes consultants in addition to staff. MJMEUC communicates
RTO issues to its members through the MISO and SPP RTO
committees.
MJMEUC’s recent partnership with Gridliance will spur new
RTO activity in the area of transmission investment/
development. Through the Gridliance partnership, MJMEUC
will be able to invest in transmission and receive a financial
hedge against rising transmission costs.◄

Part 3 of a 4 part series on Regional Transmission Organizations.
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The Southern Sentry

Jason Carter, North Little Rock
jcarter@nlr.ar.gov

Preparing for Disaster

M

unicipal utilities have a natural
advantage when planning for weatherrelated disruptions.
Our close
relationships with local government
officials allow us to quickly leverage
external resources in order to speed
recovery. Police officers and fire fighters
provide needed access to work areas and
keep the public at a safe distance from
dangers, such as downed electric lines.
Public works personnel can remove debris
and assist in tree trimming.
Building and code inspectors can act as
guides for work crews responding
through Mutual Aid Agreements.
Investor-owned and cooperatives utilities
lack the ability to seamlessly cooperate
with other municipal functions. It is an
advantage that, as leaders in our
communities, we must leverage. It’s never
enough to simply hope for a good
outcome in an emergency.
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No matter the preparation, unforeseen
events may occur that exceed both locally
available resources and those that can be
recruited through mutual aid. During the
floods that occurred earlier this summer,
the Arkansas River crested at its highest
level in over 25 years. On the morning of
June 3rd, water topped North Little
Rock’s Murray Hydroelectric Plant
(“Murray Hydro”) and began pouring into
the facility through electrical ports.
Those openings needed to be
sandbagged, but the roads were flooded
and the current was treacherous. The city
had no means to safely transport a few
thousand pounds of sandbags from dry
land to Murray Hydro. Thankfully, the
North Little Rock Electric Department’s
role as a municipal utility provided access
to even greater resources.

By 9:00 a.m., North Little Rock Mayor
Joe Smith declared a state of emergency
under the authority provided him by
Arkansas Law. This declaration is a
prerequisite in Arkansas to receiving state
assistance. The city then routed a request
for assistance to the Arkansas
Department of Emergency Management
(“ADEM”) who, in turn, coordinated an
airlift with the Arkansas National Guard
to pick up 125 sandbags weighing 4,000
pounds and deliver them to the needed
location at Murray Hydro.
Within five hours, the mission was
planned, resourced, and completed. The
leak was stopped.
The process that municipalities use to
obtain state assistance appears to differ
between Missouri and Arkansas, but
(Continued on page 25)

(Wastewater...continued from page 17)

Process Improvement, Facility Rehabilitation, New
Treatment Facility
Missouri communities are facing new wastewater effluent
limits. Ammonia and E. coli are the most pressing.
Communities must plan to make improvements to deal with
these two water quality parameters. Solutions range from
small process improvements to facility overhauls to the
construction of brand new facilities utilizing modern
technologies. Not to be ignored are new facilities that utilize
seasonal discharges and full-time land disposal. A SCEAP
grant is a tool to use to fund the engineering study.
Increased Capacity or Treatment Level at Facility
Some communities are reaching the design capacity at their
wastewater treatment facility. Completing an engineering
plan to treat more wastewater is an important way to prepare
a growing community for the future. Reduced effluent limits
may drive a community toward treatment plant
improvements. A SCEAP grant can fund most of the
study’s or plan’s costs.
Collection System Rehabilitation to Address Inflow/
Infiltration
The fact that EPA rates Missouri as the “neediest” state in
the country should spur Missouri’s smaller communities
towards the SCEAP grant process. Our collection systems
are in a dire condition. Failing pipe networks are, without a
doubt, the root cause of Missouri’s water quality issues. This
is a fact, not a political statement. Planning to fix our pipes
is paramount.
The Small Community Engineering Assistance Program can
be used for other important utility functions including:
upgrading or expanding existing collection systems;
constructing new collection systems; constructing
decentralized and on-site wastewater systems.
Give MPUA a call so that we can talk you through the
SCEAP process. Planning to make system improvements is
the most important step to system rehabilitation.◄
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Member Spotlight
Small Town Thinks Big
By Kerry Cordray | kcordray@mpua.org

F

olks usually say the words “small
town” to mean a place that is wholesome
and simple, springing from deep values
and traditions. When the words are
spoken, most people do not think of
hotbeds for innovation.
But Lamar, Missouri (2010 population:
4,532), known to many Missourians as the
humble birthplace of Harry Truman, is a
small town that proves that when it comes
to city utilities, a city of modest size and
means can provide its people some big
benefits by staying close to the cutting
edges of technology. Having shown a
forward thinking nature with past projects
in energy generation and wastewater
treatment, Lamar is continuing to move
ahead in the area of advanced metering
and monitoring of its distribution system.
ADVANCED METERING: A Smart
Move
Lamar’s latest project to stay ahead-of-the
-curve is the installation of an advanced
metering infrastructure (AMI) system.
The city’s previous system was a wired
(AMR) system with much more limited
capability.
Many among Missouri’s municipal utility
community recognize the city’s longtime
administrator as a driving force behind
Lamar’s forward-thinking reputation.
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“Compared to the new system, our older
wired network system was slow and
clumsy, and the AMI system will be far
more reliable and accurate,” said Lynn
Calton, Lamar City Administrator.
AMI systems replace analog mechanical
meters with digital meters that record
usage in real time. The new meters in
Lamar will work along with a new twoway wireless communication system based
at substations.
“The metering data will then move
through a fiber-optic network to a system
management company, Elster Solutions,”
said Calton. “Elster will manage IT
aspects of the system and send regular
reports with up-to-date meter data back to
the utility. It will also allow us to access
each meter’s data on demand.”
The city is currently in the process of
replacing about 2,200 older meters with
the electronic digital meters, which it hope
to have complete by the end of October.
The project will cost Lamar city about
$300,000.
“In the long run though, the project will
save us money,” said Calton. “A lot of the
savings will come from being able to
troubleshoot metering issues remotely,
and perform most service start-ups and
shutoffs without sending staff out into the
field.”

Some of the funding to jumpstart Lamar’s
improvements included $58,930 from a
MoPEP Power Infrastructure
Modernization Grant. The program,
launched in early March, offers grants to
MoPEP pool cities to support
infrastructure upgrades and improve
members’ efficiency, reliability, and local
distributed generation.
WASTEWATER: Ammonia Reduction
Adventures
Electricity isn’t the only utility where
Lamar has stayed abreast of new
technology.
In 2012, responding to lower Missouri
limits for ammonia in wastewater effluent,
Lamar became the first Missouri city to
treat effluent from an existing single-cell
lagoon with a Submerged Attached
Growth Reactor (SAGR) system. The
system pumps lagoon wastewater, after
filtration, through beds of gravel that
create a special aerobic environment for
microorganisms. These “bugs” convert
ammonia into nitrate, reduce ammonia in
the final discharge to less than one mg/L,
even during the winter months when such
reductions are much harder to achieve
using other treatment systems.
“Before Lamar, SAGR technology was
not used in Missouri” says Phil Walsack,

Lamar utility worker installs an advanced
meter for a residential customer.

Manager of Environmental Services at MPUA. “Lamar’s desire
to be an innovator regarding its water quality dilemma is a
testament to the city’s leadership, and their careful stewardship
of both the city’s environmental impact and its bank account.”
TRASH TO TREASURE: Prairie View Landfill Gas
Generation
Much of Missouri first took special notice of Lamar’s
trailblazing reputation five years ago at the 2010 ribbon cutting
of the Prairie View Landfill Gas generation facility. The Prairie
View project is a multi-partnership between the City of Lamar,
Missouri Public Energy Pool (MoPEP), the Missouri Joint
Municipal Electric Utility Commission (MJMEUC), the Prairie
View Regional Landfill, and Allied Waste Services (now
Republic Services).
Sanitary landfills produce large amounts of methane and CO 2
gas from the breakdown of organic materials in the landfill.
The Prairie View facility uses a collection system to recycle the
landfill’s methane into fuel, which is then burned by internal
combustion engines to generate electricity.
Originally built with two engines generating 3.2 megawatts of
energy, the plant later added two more generating units to
reach a current capacity of 5.6 MW, and is designed to allow
for expansion up to 8 MW. The City of Lamar maintains the
long-term fuel contract with Allied Waste for the recycled
methane and provides the operation and maintenance of the
local gas generators.
Lamar’s approach to the challenges of modernizing city utilities
mirrors the optimism and tenacity of its most famous son. Just
as Truman steered the country deftly through challenges of his
times, some seventy years later, the town of his birth forges
ahead in the same spirit. ◄

ABOUT LAMAR MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
ELECTRIC:
Lamar Municipal Utilities maintains approximately
40 miles of electric line, 3 substations, 646
streetlights, and serves more than 2,200 meters.
The electric utility established service in 1900. The
Prairie View Landfill gas generation facility includes
two 1.6MW and two 1.2MW turbines.
SEWER:
The first sewers in Lamar were constructed in 1920.
Lamar Municipal Utilities maintains 40 miles of
sewer mains. The Wastewater Treatment Plant’s
SAGR component was constructed in 2013. The
WWTP processing average is currently 0.77 million
gallons-per-day, with a capacity of 1.2 million GPD.
The receiving stream is an unnamed tributary to
the North Fork of the Spring River.
WATER:
Lamar’s current water treatment system was
originally built in 1931, and last upgraded in 1975.
The system is able to meet current water regulation
standards, delivering water to 2,128 service
connections. Water usage currently averages about
0.5 gallons per day, with a plant capacity of 1.25
MGD. The source of the city’s water is surface
water drawn from Lamar Lake.
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Senate Leaders Unveil Energy
Legislation; House Panel Approves
Energy Bill

E

fforts to advance broad energy legislation in Washington,
D.C., moved forward in July with the unveiling of an energy bill by
Republican and Democratic leaders of the Senate Energy and
Natural Resources Committee and the passage of energy legislation
by a key House subcommittee.
Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee Chairman Lisa
Murkowski, R-Alaska, and committee ranking Democrat Maria
Cantwell, D-Wash., on July 22 released a 357-page energy bill that
pulls together dozens of bills considered by the committee during
public hearings over the last several months.
The Energy Policy Modernization Act of 2015, which includes
language that addresses efficiency, infrastructure, supply,
accountability and conservation reauthorization, follows on the
heels of close to 100 legislative proposals that were introduced by
Murkowski and Cantwell, along with other senators on the
committee, earlier this year to modernize America’s energy policies.
"The legislation in the House and Senate represents a good start,
but both bills have room for improvement," said APPA’s Senior
Vice President of Legislative and Political Affairs, Joy Ditto. "As
the House and Senate take up comprehensive energy policy bills for
the first time in a decade, it is vital that the local, customer-focused
viewpoint of public power utilities is taken into account as the bills
move forward, particularly related to our ability to self-supply our
customers."
Senate measure calls for reports to FERC
The accountability title of the Energy Policy Modernization Act of
2015, among other things, calls for transmission organizations to
submit a report to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
within six months that identifies, describes, and evaluates the
electric capacity resources available to the transmission organization
and assesses the current and projected state of reliability.
The report to FERC must also assess whether and to what extent
the market rules of the transmission organization meet a series of
criteria related to wholesale electric prices, diversity of
generation, and availability of self-supply of electric capacity
resources by public power entities.
With respect to efficiency, the legislation includes provisions that
include agreements on everything from longer-term utility energy
service contracts to the reauthorization of the weatherization and
state energy programs.
The legislation's infrastructure title addresses, among other things,
enhanced grid security, electricity and energy storage and electric
transmission infrastructure permitting.
(Continued on page 27)
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(Disaster Prep...continued from page 20)

some elements are consistent. First, planning pays. North Little
Rock Electric benefitted from previous meetings with ADEM and
the Arkansas National Guard to better understand the process to
obtain assistance and the resources that were available for
emergency response. Second, relationships matter.
While the request for assistance was being processed, North Little
Rock personnel communicated directly with the Arkansas
National Guard about the problem and proposed solutions. By
the time the request was approved, the plan was made and ready
to implement. This dramatically reduced the time needed to
respond. Third, document everything.
During an emergency, someone has to serve as a detached recordkeeper to document money spent and actions taken. We improve
our odds to receive state and/or federal reimbursement for
expenses when they are meticulously documented. We also equip
ourselves to quickly and accurately inform citizens about the
precise steps we took to respond to the emergency – a key to
maintaining public confidence.
Municipal utility managers always hope for the best, but plan for
the worst. Those plans should incorporate all city departments.
They should include coordination with other cities through
Mutual Aid Agreements. They should include coordination with
state-level resource providers like ADEM or the Missouri State
Emergency Management Agency (“SEMA”), as well as the
National Guard.
Coordinating and cooperating across these agencies give our cities
the best chance to quickly recover when disaster strikes.◄

Doing whatever it takes
To provide the best customer service.

For more information about Westar Energy’s energy marketing
services, visit www.westarenergy.com/powermarketing or call
785.575.6347
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Legally Challenging the Clean Power Plan
By Floyd Gilzow | fgilzow@mpua.org

O

ver the next several weeks, pundits
from around the nation will be discussing
the potential for challenges to the Clean
Power Program (CPP) -- an EPA rule
attempting to reduce emissions of CO2
from fossil fueled power plants.
MPUA provides the following to assist
local electric utility superintendents, city
administrators and members of city
councils or boards of aldermen in
understanding the options that are faced
and in answering the questions of their
local customers.

It is likely that the required burden of
proof will be especially high since the
EPA can claim that states won’t have to
fully comply for fifteen years and that
partial compliance is still five years away.
Challenging parties are likely to point to
the recent U.S. Supreme Court decision
overturning the Mercury and Air Toxics
Standards (MATS) Rule three years after it
became effective.
That rule forced
utilities to spend billions of dollars on
plant upgrades and to close several
gigawatts of capacity at other plants only
to have the regulation overturned.

Will the CPP be legally
challenged?
The short answer is ‘yes.’ A large coal
company and a coalition of states have
already challenged the foundation of the
rule (and lost), and the State of Oklahoma
has filed its own challenge and lost. Their
hurdle is that the rule is not final. It will
be final 60 days after it is published in the
Federal Register. There will be challenges
from states, manufacturing companies,
trade associations, and public interest
groups. There will also be lawsuits filed
in support of the EPA rule by states, trade
associations and public interest groups.

Is a judicial stay of the rule
automatically granted when it is
challenged?
The short answer is ‘no.’ Entities filing
the lawsuit will have to specifically ask for
a stay (and many will). It’s not easy to get
a stay of a proposed rule in the federal
court system.
There are four criteria that are necessary
before the court can act to block the
implementation of the rule:
 The petitioners are likely to win their
lawsuit to overturn the rule
 The proposed rule will create
“irreparable harm” to those filing the
lawsuit
 The stay in implementing the rule will
not harm other parties
 The stay is in the public interest.
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pass a Resolution of Disapproval to the
rule which would terminate it. In both
cases, the legislative action has to be
approved by the President, who is on
record promising to veto any legislation
that would restrict the CPP.

What’s likely to happen?
There will be a concerted effort on both
sides to get an expedited review of the
case in the D.C. Circuit Court, so it can
quickly go to the Supreme Court. The
Administration prefers to be in charge of
defending the case at both levels rather
than leaving it to the next Administration.
The petitioners, including the states, also
want a quick review in order to avoid
wasting resources crafting an
implementation plan that may not have to
be done.

What is the Missouri timeline?

Won’t the CPP be overturned?
That’s difficult to say right now.
Overturning the MATS Rule may
eliminate one of the legal challenges to the
CPP. EPA does have an enviable record
of Supreme Court victories over the last
several years on their rules (except for
MATS), and the agency went to
extraordinary length in the draft CPP rule
to include an entire appendix covering
legal issues. On the other hand, this rule
appears to transgress on at least one
recent Supreme Court decision. There is
no clear winner here.

Can Congress force a stay
legislatively?
The technical answer is ‘yes’, but the
practical answer in this case is probably
‘no.’
Several members of Congress,
including Missouri’s Senator Blunt, have
sent the President a letter asking for a
delay in the rule to allow time for judicial
issues to be resolved. Congress can also

Based on recent conversations, we know
that Missouri plans to ask EPA for a oneyear extension to have a compliance plan
completed in 2017. There is also reason
to believe that DNR is unlikely to begin
stakeholder meetings for at least six weeks
after the final rule is released, and may
wait sometime longer. The consensus is
that the proposed Federal Implementation
Plan (FIP) will become a de facto starting
point for discussions, and that isn’t
scheduled to be released until sometime in
October.
DNR, in conjunction with municipal
stakeholders such as MPUA, City Utilities
of Springfield, Columbia Water and Light,
Independence Power and Light, and
Sikeston Board of Municipal Utilities, will
be working for at least a year to craft the
outline of the plan and identify any
changes in state law that may be
necessary. Completing details of the plan
will take the remaining year.
For additional coverage on the Clean
Power Plan, see page 6 for a summary.◄

(Washington Report...continued from page 24)

At the briefing with reporters, Murkowski said that “my
commitment to the other members of the committee is that this
is going to be an open amendment process. If you don’t like
something that’s in it, if you think that something needs to be
added – this is your opportunity to weigh in.”
The committee in the last week of July held meetings during
which amendments to the measure were offered as part of the
bill's markup.
Murkowski told reporters that she hopes to have the bill “teed
up” for floor action when Congress is back in session in
September. “I don’t have a commitment from the majority
leader as to a time certain,” Murkowski said.
House subcommittee approves draft of energy package
Meanwhile, the House Subcommittee on Energy and Power on
July 22 unanimously approved a draft of energy legislation that
includes four titles – modernizing energy infrastructure, 21st
century workforce, energy security and diplomacy and energy
efficiency and accountability.
Earlier this year, the House Energy and Commerce Committee
unveiled a legislative framework for a comprehensive energy
package. The committee, which is chaired by Rep. Fred Upton,
R-Mich., subsequently released a series of discussion drafts that
address four titles included in the bill passed by the
subcommittee: modernizing infrastructure, a 21st century energy
workforce, energy diplomacy, and efficiency and accountability.
The subcommittee delayed consideration of amendments to the
full committee mark-up, expected in September, and will be
working until that time to negotiate several controversial
provisions, including possible language related to mandatory
capacity markets in RTO regions and public power’s ability to
self-supply. ◄

Employment Opportunities
Full descriptions at www.mpua.org/employment_at_mpua
CITY OF HARRISONVILLE
Electrical Line Supervisor
CHILLICOTHE MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
Finance Director
MARSHAL MUNICIPAL UTILITIES
Safety Specialist
CARTHAGE WATER & ELECTRIC PLANT
Power Plant Operations Manager
CITY OF HARRISONVILLE
Electrical Journeyman Lineman
CITY OF SIKESTON
Electrical Engineer - Substation Supervisor

CITY OF MEMPHIS
Chief Water Treatment Plant Operator
Water Treatment Plant Operator
W/WW Distribution Crew Member
ALLIANCE WATER RESOURCES
Operator and Maintenance Mechanic
CITY OF RAVENWOOD
Water & Sewer Operator
CITY OF ST. JAMES
Lineman
CITY OF CARROLLTON
Assistant Utility Superintendent
CITY OF FAYETTE
Water & Sewer Distribution Superintendent
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