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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

DOCKET NO. 891345-EI, APPLICATION OF GULF POWER COMPANY

FOR A RATE INCREASE
DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Please state your name, occupation and business address.

My full name is Robert Scheffel wWrignt. I am employed
as Vice President and Principal Consultant with the
consulting firm, West Park Group, Inc. The firm's
buesiness address is 501 East Tennessee Street, Suite D,
Tallahassee, Florida 32308. I am also employed as
Resident Economist and Special Consultant on regulatory
and economic matters with the law firm of Wiggins &
Villacorta, Post Office Drawer 1657, Tallahassee,

Florida 32302.

Please describe your educational background.

I received a B.A. degree with High Honors in Economics
from the University of Florida in 1971. I received a
M.A. degree in Economics from Duke University in 1973,
upon passing my preliminary examinations for admission
to candidacy for the Ph.D. degree. My examination
fields were Environmental Economics: Industrial
Organization, Regulatory, and Antitrust Economics; and

Public Finance. I have also at’ended numerous seminars
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

and training sessions on electric utility regulation,
cogeneration, and other regulatory subjects while I was
employed by the Florida Public Service Commission. In
1988, as one of the instructors of the PSC's Public
Utility Regulatory Seminar presented for the Commission
staff, I gave a presentation on Current Issues in

Energy.
Please describe your employment experience.

Upon leaving Duke in 1974, I accepted a position as
Assistant Professor of Economics at Saint Olaf College
in Northfield, Minnesota, where I taught various courses
in Economics, including Industrial Organization,
Environmental Economics, and Principles of Economics
from 1974 through 1976. I was employed as an
economist/program analyst by the Minnesota Legislative
Auditor's Office from 1976 until 1979, and as an
economist/analyst by the Kentucky General Assembly from
1979 to 1980. In December 1980, I accepted an analyst
position with the Florida Governor's Energy Office,
where my responsibilities included research, analysis,
and statewide energy use forecasting. I worked in the

Governor's Energy Office until March 1982, when I Jjoined
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

the Research Division of the Florida Public Service

Commission.

In the Research Division, most of my work related to
electric utilities. I wrote several economic impact
statements for proposed rules affecting electric
utilities, and I participated fairly extensively in
framing and drafting some of those rules. I was also
the project manager and principal author of three
substantial reports, Analyzing Future Values: Present
v it- latio

Adjustment Techniques: Rate Case Procedures at the
Florida Public Service Commission:; and Minimum Appliance
Efficiency Standards for Florida.

I transferred to the Bureau of Electric Rates in the
Commission's Electric and Gas Division in November 1984.°
As an Economic Analyst in the Rate Bureau from then
until January 1988, my main assignments were (1) the
Commission's generic cost of service docket; (2) its
generic non-firm rates docket, Docket No. 830512-EU; (3)
Tampa Electric Company's 1985 general rate case, Docket
No. 850050-EI, in which I served as the staff's witness
on cost of service and some rate design issues; (4) the

self-service wheeling petition of .i.R. Grace Company v.
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Tampa Electric Company, Docket No. 861180-EU; and (5)
the Commission's generic docket on appropriate rates for
standby and supplemental service for cogenerators,
Docket No. 850673-EU. I also processed tariff filings
by investor-owned, municipal, and cooperative utilities,
and I authored and defended numerous recommendations on

tariff filings at PSC agenda conferences.

In January 1988, I was promoted to Chief of the Bureau
of Electric Rates, where my responsibilities were to
supervise, recruit, train, and review the work of a

professional staff of five persons besides myself.

During 1987 and 1988, I served on the NARUC Task Force
charged with re-writing the NARUC Electric Utility Cost
Allocation Manual. I authored the first and second
drafts of the chapter. on Embedded Production CSsE
Allocation Methods before I resigned from the Commission
staff. When I 1left, my chapter had been through a
thorough review by the other members of the Task Force

and had been accepted by them.

What was your next employment?
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

I joined the law firm that is now Wiggins & Villacorta
in November 1988, and we incorporated West Park Group in
1989, My responsibilities to law firm clients have
included providing legal and case strategy services to
cogenerators and cogeneration developers, a utility
seeking to establish joint ownership of a transmission
line through its territory, different parties with
specific complaints regarding their electric service,
and two water utilities. As a certified Class B
Practitioner, I have made appearances on behalf of

clients before this Commission.

My consulting engagements include (1) preparing and
filing expert testimony on behalf of the City of
Tallahassee, Florida, in a territorial dispute
proceeding before the PSC, Docket Nos. 881602-EU and
890326-EU; (2) preparing and filing expert testimony'on
behalf of the Citizens of the State of Florida in Docket
No. 881167-EU, the predecessor to this case; (3)
providing advice on standby rates and cost of service
issues to an investor-owned utility in New England; (4)
providing advice and consulting services to a
cogeneration developer participating in the Commission's
docket to revise its cogeneration rules, Docket No.

890149-EU; (5) preparing testimony &2nd appearing as an
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

expert witness on behalf of the People of the State of
Michigan, through their Attorney General, in Consumers
Power Company's 1989 Power Supply Cost Recovery case,
Case No. U-8866R; and (6) a contract research project on
energy efficiency standards for manufactured housing and
home appliances, for the Governor's Energy Office of

Florida.

Have you previously testified in proceedings before the

Florida Public Service Commission?

Yes. I was a witness on behalf of the Commission Staff
in Tampa Electric Company's 1985 general rate case,
Docket No. 850050-EXI; in the rulemaking hearing on non-
firm electric service and rates, Docket No. B830512-EI;
and in the self-service wheeling petition of W. R. Grace
Company, Docket No. 861180-EU. I submitted testimony'on
behalf of the City of Tallahassee in its 1989
territorial dispute with Talquin Electric Cooperative,
Docket Nos. 881602-EU and 890326-EU, but that case was
settled without hearings. Finally, I subnitted
testimony in the predecessor case to this proceeding,
Docket No. 881167-EU, but the Company withdrew its

petition for rate relief prior to the hearing.
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Have you testified in proceedings before other states'

utility regulatory commissions?

Yes. I testified on behalf of the People of the State
of Michigan, through their Attorney General, in
Consumers Power Company's 1989 Power Supply Cost

Recovery reconciliation proceeding, Case No. U-8866R.

What is the purpose of your testimony in this

proceeding?

I am testifying on behalf of the Citizens of the State
of Florida to recommend that the Public Service
Commission adopt the Egquivalent Peaker Cost (EPC or
Equivalent Peaker) method as its primary guide to cost
of service allocation and rate design for Gulf Power
Company's retail customer classes. I will also testify
regarding proper ratemaking for Gulf's General Service
rate class, proper time of use rate design, and the
minimum bill provision proposed by the Company for its

LP/LPT and PX/PXT rate classes.

Please briefly summarize your testimony.
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

My testimony will demonstrate that, from its foundations
in utility generation planning practices, the Equivalent
Peaker cost allocation method tracks the "cost-causer-
pays" principle more closely than any other. It results
in price signals that more closely reflect cost
causation, and thus it is more fair than other methods.

Therefore it should be adopted by the Commission.

While I support appropriately designed '"ratcheted"
demand charges for certain cost elements, particularly
local distribution plant and operations costs, I would
urge the Commission to reject the Company's proposed
minimum bill provision and instead to implement for
Gulf's demand-metered classes an appropriate local
facilities demand charge calculated in the same way as
that prescribed by this Commission for standby service
in Docket No. 850673-EU, vestigation of
Standby Rates. The Company's proposal is not
appropriately designed in that it may allow non-fuel
energy charges and fuel charges to count towards the
minimum bill amount based on the customer's
contractually specified amount of local distribution
capacity. If, as it appears, the provision would allow
fuel and non-fuel energy charges to count toward the

minimum bill, it sends improper piice signals in that
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

for some rarge of consumption, the incremental or
marginal cost to the customer of additional energy
consumption is zero. This is anti-conservation and

should not be permitted.

The Commission should require Gulf to set its General
Service (GS, non-demand-metered) rates equal to its
Residential Service (RS) rates. Finally, I support

time-of-use rates for all customers.
What is the purpose of cost of service studies?

Cost of service studies analyze the costs of providing
electric service to the various classes of customers.
They are in turn used by utilities and regulators to
establish rates. Fair, just, and reascnable rates are
those that track cost most closely. The goal of cost-of
service studies should thus be to reflect cost-
causation, that is, the way in which the utility incurs
costs or the specific considerations that utilities make

in their internal decision-making processes.

Exhibit (RSW-1) is a flow chart that shows the

steps in cost allocation and ratemaking.
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

How closely should regulators follow cost of service

studies in setting rates?

In the long run, I believe that rates should be set
equal to unit costs as indicated by cost studies. In
the short run, rates should be set as close to unit
costs as is practically possible. For reasons of rate
continuity or stability, or to avoid rate shock on
specific groups, utilities and regulators may find it
desirable in socme cases to move toward unit costs

gradually.

To the degree that rates are not set at costs, subsidies
exist. They may be inter-class, if classes' rates
generate more or less than their allocated revenue
responsibility, or they may be intra-class, as occurs
when demand charges recover energy-relatad costs, Iof
vice versa. Subsidies should be avoided to the maximum
extent possible. In the long run, they should be

avoided altogether.

Please describe the Equivalent Peaker Cost allocation

method.

10
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

This method differs from most other cost of service
methods in its treatment of production plant costs. The
Equivalent Peaker method classifies all of the utility's
actual peaking units as demand-related and classifies,
analytically, the utility's intermediate and baseload
units into demand-related and energy-related components
as follows: the estimated cost of peaking units with
capacity egquivalent to that of the nutility's
intermediate and baseload units is classified as
demand-related and allocated on the basis of the
classes' contributions to the utility's peak demands,
the twelve monthly coincident peak demands in Guli's
case. The additional investment in those plants above
the cost of equivalent peaking capacity is classified as
energy-related and allocated on the basis of the
classes' proportionate shares of Gulf's retail energy

consumption, measured at the generation level.

Please explain the rationale that underlies and supports

this cost of service methodology.

The Equivalent Peaker method recognizes that electric
utilities build different types of generating plants for
different reasons. Peaking units are built to serve a

given 1level of KW demand when that demand is not

11
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

expected to be of long duration. Baseload units are
usually built to serve a given level of KW demand when
there is also a substantial KWH energy 1lcad to be
served. In some cases, baseload units are constructed
to obtain energy cost savings even when the utility has

adequate capacity to meet its peak demands.

More specifically, the EPC method tracks wutility
generation expansion practices, which generally consist
of two phases. First, the utility identifies a peed for
additional capacity, and the timing of that need, by
analyzing its reliability criteria. These may include
reserve margin, loss of load probability (LOLP), loss of
load hours (LOLH), or expected unserved energy (EUE).
The utility will plan to add capacity when its projected
peak demands cause these criteria to violate established
critical values. Second, after a need for additioﬁar
capacity is identified, an economic analysis is done to
determine the least-cost generation expansion plan,
i.e., what ¢type of capacity to add, based on the

utility's projected energy loads.

The EPC method recognizes that the additional production
plant costs incurred by electric utilities above the

cost of peaking units -- e.g., the additional cost of a

12
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

baseload coal unit above the cost of gas or oil fired
combustion turbines =-- are incurred because the KWH
energy loads of the utility's customers are sufficient

to justify the additional initial capital expense.

In other words, if the utility were building generating
plant only to serve a brief peak demand, it would build
or buy the least expensive peaking units available.
l'owever, since the utility has to serve a significant
energy or KWH load, it is economically sound for it to
tuild baseload generating units that use relatively
inexpensive fuel, such as coal. The fuel cost savings
realized because the plant serves a broad energy load
are sufficient to justify the additional plant costs.
Thus, these additional plant costs are properly
classified as energy-related and allocated to rate
classes according to their proportionate shares of kWH

consumption.

Only the cost of equivalent peaking capacity, plus the
cost of the utility's actual peaking units, is properly
classified as demand-related. These demand-related
production plant costs are allocated to rate classes
based on their contributions to the utility's peak

demands.

13



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Please explain the difference between the Equivalent
Peaker method and the 12 CP and 1/13th Weighted Average

Demand (12 CP and 1/13th) method.

The two methods differ in their treatment of production
plant costs. The Equivalent Peaker method classifies as
demand-related only the estimated cost to build peaking
units with capacity equivalent to that of the utility's
total generating plant. These demand-related costs are
allocated in proportion to the classes' proportionate
shares of system coincident peak demands, the twelve
monthly peaks in Gulf's case. Recognizing and tracking
the prudent system planning practice of determining,
based on energy loads to be served, what type of unit is
most economic to build after a need for additional
capacity to satisfy reliability criteria ‘is
established, the EPC method classifies the remaining
costs above the estimated cost of equivalent peaking
capacity as energy-related. These energy-related costs
are allocated to the classes according to their
proportions of total jurisdictional energy consumption
at the generation level, excluding plant and company

use.

14
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

The 12 CP and 1/13th method, on the other hand,
classifies 92.31 percent (12/13ths) of production plant
as demand-related and 7.69 percent (1/13th) as energy-
related. This is a judgmental approcach that attempts to
recognize that both peak demands and energy regquirements
are important in determining total production plant
costs. In my opinion, the EPC method is clearly
superior to the judgmental 12 CP and 1/13th method
because of its analytical approach to measuring the cost

effects of both peak demands and energy requirements.

How is this different from the cost allocation methods
that have historically been used by the Florida Public

Service Commission?

Basically, the EPC method classifies producticn plant
costs into demand-related and energy-related componehtg
using an analytical approach grounded in the system
planning considerations that drive the utility's plant
investment decisions, as compared to the various
judgmental approaches followed by the PSC in most cases
in the past. As described above, the first step is to
estimate the cost of building peaking units of
equivalent generating capacity to that of the utility's

intermediate and baseload units. This estimated cost

15
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

of peaking units is classified as demand-related and
allocated according to the classes' proportionate shares
of significant peak demands. The additional amount
invested in the wutility's generating plants is
classified as energy-related and allocated according to
the classes' proportionate shares of energy consumption,

measured at the generation level.

The Public Service Commission has historically used a
variety of cost allocation methodologies, ranging from
heavily demand-weighted methods all the way to full
implementation of the Equivalent Peaker method. To the
best of my knowledge, through most of the 1970s, the
commission relied on cost allocation studies using a
peak-and-average demand approach; these studies
allocated production plant costs to the rate classes
according to their coantributions to the utilit}'s
jurisdictional peak demand and jurisdictional average
demand. These methods generally resulted in allccations
weighted about twn-thirds to peak demand responsibility
and one-third to energy or average demand. (Because
average demand is simply total energy consumption
divided by the number of hours in the year, the
allocation factors calculated using either class average

demand or class energy consumption are identical.)

16
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In the late 1970s and early 1980s, the Commission
generally used a more heavily demand-weighted method,
the 12 CP and 1/13th weighted average demand method. By
this method, 12/13ths (92.31 percent) of production
plant costs were classified as demand-related and
allocated to rate classes according to their percentage
shares of the utility's twelve monthly jurisdictional
peak demands. The remaining 1/13th (7.69 percent) was
classified as energy-related and allocated to the
classes according to their percentage shares of

jurisdictional energy consumption.

By 1983, the Commission had begun to re-think its move
toward demand-weighted cost allocation methods. A*
least three of the state's four large investor-owned
utilities also proposed. and supported cost of servicé
methods that incorporated heavier weighting of class
energy consumption in allocating production plant costs.
In the so-called "St. Lucie II Mini-Rate Case" of
Florida Power & Light Company, the second phase of
Docket No. 820097-EI, the Commission classified the
fixed revenue requirements of FPL's newest nuclear
generating unit into an energy-related component, equal

to the annual fuel expense savings that the plant was

1?7
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projected to provide, and a demand-related component
equal to the balance. By this approach, $179,000,000
(75 percent) of the plant's revenue requirements was
classified as energy-related and allocated to the
classes on the basis of their energy consumption, while
the remaining $58,816,000 (25 percent) was allocated so

as to move the classes closer to parity in rate of

return. In FPL's next (and most recent) general rate

case, Docket No. 830465-EI, the Commission again
addressed the energy-relatedness of the Company's
investment in St. Lucie II. This time, the Commission
classified St. Lucie II by an equivalent peaker
approach, with the result that 78 percent ot the plant
was classified as energy-related and 22 percent was
classified as demand-related. In its Order No. 13537,
the Commission went on to note its intent to consider
classifying FPL's three other nuclear generating units
by the same equivalent peaker approach in future rate

cases. Order No. 13537 at 60.

In Tampa Electric Company's 1983 general rate case,
Docket No. 830012-EI, the Company proposed a cost method
that classified a significant portion of the Company's
CWIP investment in its Big Bend 4 baseload generating

unit, then under construction, as energy-related. The

18
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Commission adopted this proposal, with the overall
result that significantly more of the Company's
production plant revenue requirements was classified as
energy-related and allocated to the classes on the basis
of their energy use than would have been so allocated

using the 12 CP and 1/13th approach.

In Tampa Electric's 1985 general rate case, Docket No.
850050-EI, several cost studies were put on the table:
(1) a pure peak demand (7 CP) study sponsored by
industrial intervenors, which would have allocated 100
percent of production plant costs on the basis of the
classes' peak demand responsibility; (2) the Company's
study, which utilized a 12 CP and 1/13th approach with
certain pollution control and fuel handling equipment
classified as energy-related, resulting in an overall
classification of about .34 percent of production plént
as energy-related and 66 percent demand-related; (3) an
EPC study, which classified about 75 percent of
preduction plant as energy-related ana 25 percent as
demand-related; and (4) a production stacking method
that classified about 79 percent as energy-related and
21 percent as demand-related. The Commission adopted
the Equivalent Peaker Cost study as its primary guide to

class cost allocation and rate design.

19
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Are you sponsoring any cost of service studies into

evidence in this case?

Yes, at this time I am sponsoring into evidence an EPC
study prepared by Gulf's Witness Michael T. O'Sheasy in
response to Interrogatory No. 1, Staff's First Set, and
a so-called "Refined" EPC study prepared by Mr. O'Sheasy
in response to Interrogatory No. 2, Staff's First Set.
These are identified as one document, Exhibit

(RSW-2) . Additionally, I intend to sponsor enhanced,
revised versions of these two studies into evidence as
soon as possible. The revisions, which improve the
studies but which should not produce dramatic changes in

their results, are addressed later in my testimony.

Please describe the results of the Basic Equivalént
Peaker Cost method for Gulf Power Company, and compare
them to the 12 CP and 1/13th Weighted Average Demand

method shown in MFR Schedule E-1.

Exhibit (RSW-3), consisting of 4 pages, presents
a comparison of net operating income and class rates of
return at present rates for the 12 CP and 1/13th

Weighted Average Demand method, the basic EPC method,

20
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and the Refined Equivalent Peaker Cost method, which is
discussed later in my testimony. To summarize briefly,
this side-by-side comparison shows that the 12 CP and
1/13th method allocates more costs to the RS, GS, and SS
rate classes, as reflected by their lower rates of
return and lower NOI at present rates, and less to the
other classes than the Basic EPC method. For the RS,
GS, PXT, and OS classes, the Refined EPC yields results
between those of the 12 CP and 1/13th method and the
Basic EPC method. However, the GSD class is allocated
more cost responsibility, reflected by less NOI and a
lower rate of return, using the Refined EPC than under
either of the other studies, while the LP/LPT, 0S-III,
and SS classes are allocated less cost responsibility by
the Refined EPC study than under either of the other
studies. While these results are somewhat counter-
intuitive, they appear to result from different
relationships between demands in the 12 monthly
coincident peaks and those in the company's 1,430

highest-demand hours.

How would fuel expense be treated in ratemaking using

these cost of service principles?

21
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

The EPC method does not create a need to alter the
Commission's current average-cost-based ratemaking

treatment of fuel expense.

The Egquivalent Peaker Cost method would shift some
production plant cost responsibility away from low-load
factor customers and classes and toward high-load factor

customers and classes, would it not?

Yes.

Yet you are not advocating any accompanying change in

the Commission's ratemaking procedure for fuel cost

recovery, is that correci?

Yes.

Why not?

Because no such change in fuel cost recovery |is

necessary. The Equivalent Peaker method actually moves

the overall relationship between production plant cost

allocation, fuel cost allocation, and fuel cost recovery

toward a matched, equitable relationship.

22
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A fair apportionment of baseload plant costs and
baseload-generated energy, which is less expensive than
peaker-generated energy, would be one by which each
class's share of baseload plant cost responsibility--
or baseload plant paid for =-- would approximate the
share of inexpensive baselcad energy received at the
baseload fuel cost. Since average-cost pricing of fuel
implies that each class gets a share of baseload cznergy
proporticnal to its share of total energy consumption,
we need only look at each class's share of total energy
use to identify how much baseload energy it received at
the baseload price. This is particularly obvious in
Gulf's case, since 99.8 percent of Gulf's total energy

is generated from coal (1990 projected).

Exhibit ___ (RSW-4) shows that the residential (RS)
class should receive in 1989 about 44 percent of £hé
Company's baseload coal-fired electricity. By the EPC
method, residential customers would pay for about 48
percent of Gulf's baseload plants. By the Refined EPC
method, they would pay for nearly 51 percent, and by the
12 CP and 1/13th method, th~y would pay for nearly 53
percent. Oon the other hand, while Gulf's LP and LPT
rate classes should receive about 19 percent of the

Company's baseload coal-fired energy, by the 12 CP &

23
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DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

1/13th method, they would pay for only 15.56 percent of
the baseload plants, and by the Refined EPC method, they
would pay for even less, 15.49 percent. By the basic
EPC method, however, they would pay for 17.25 percent.
In summary, the closest match between baseload plant
cost responsibility and baseload fuel received is
achieved by the basic Equivalent Peaker method. This
holds true across all three cost studies for all classes
except the GSD class, for which the closest match 1is

provided by the Refined EPC study.

Doesn't your position really reduce to a simple equity
argument, that those who use or benefit from baseload

plants should pay for them?

No. Although this is a sound argument, it is not the
foundation for my position. My position is based on ﬁhe
"cost-causer-pays" principle rather than on a "benefits
received" principle. If I desired only to promote
simple economic equity, I would advocate simply
allocating the full cost of baseload units on energy,
because that's the only way of getting the baselcad
plant cost responsibility to match up with the fuel
savings benefits. In contrast to this simple equity

approach, the EPC method recognizes that all customers
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and classes 4o contribute to the need to build capacity
necessary to serve peak demands, and it allocates the
cost of peaking capacity to them accordingly. Although
the EPC method is frequently attacked for allegedly
shifting cost responsibility onto industrial and
commercial classes, applying the EPC method could in
fact reduce the rates of industrial and commercial
customer classes in cases where a utility's industrial
rates had historically been set high in order to hold
down residential rates (and, of course, in cases where
applying the EPC method to the classes' |usage

characteristics produces such results).

Additionally, it is because of the "cost-causer-pays"
principle -- i.e., because it js appropriate to
recognize the role of peak demands in causing the
utility to incur some preduction plant costs, and
because baseload units do serve to meet peak demands--
that I find it acceptable to live with the "fuel in-
equity" or "fuel mis-match" that remains even using the

Equivalent Peaker method.

Do you believe that the Equivalent Peaker method sends

an appropriate price signal relative to the long run
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marginal or incremental plant costs associated with

serving off-peak load?

Yes. I believe that, because of the way utilities
determine what type of plant to build, and therefore :the
cost of additional generating plant, there may well be
a long run marginal generating plant cost of off-peak
energy use. This would be the additional cost that a
utility would incur to build a baseload plant to take
advantage of fuel savings available from running the
plant in off-peak as well as on-peak periods. As
utilities plan, gall KWH 1locads are considered in
determining what type of plant is to be built. 1In some
cases, utilities have even found it economically
desirable to build a baseload coal plant to obtair
energy cost savings in serving broad on-peak and off-
peak 1loads, even when no additiona’. capacity Qag
required for reliability purposes. Rates based on an
Equivalent Peaker Cost method will embody an appropriate
reflection of this cost. (These rates will not equal
the actual incremental cost of new baseload plant above
the cost of new peaking plant, which could be $.015/KWH
to $.035/KWH, because the actual rates will be based on

embedded costs. These rates will, however, provide an
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appropriate price signal reflecting the potential real

incremental cost of off-peak use.)

Have you reviewed the so-called Refined Equivalent
Peaker Cost (REPC) study filed by Gulf Power in response

to the Commission Staff's Interrogatory No. 27

Yes.

Do you believe that the Refined EPC study is superior to
the basic EPC study method that you have described and
supported above?

No, I do not.

Please explain.

The Refined Equivalent Peaker method closely follows the
basic EPC method except that using the Refined EPC
method, the energy-related component of production plant
rate base is allocated to the classes according to their
shares of energy consumption in the highest-demand hours
under the utility's load duration curve. The number of
hours 1is determined according to a break-even cost

analysis between building a peaker and building a
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baseload unit. While this approach has some appeal, I
cannot give the method my full support for the following

reasons:
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1. It does not track utilities' actual generation
expansion planning processes. Specifically, it
ignores the utility's total energy loads which are
included as an input to the economic analysis phase

of the generation expansion planning process.

2. It does not recognize potential long run
marginal or incremental plant costs of off-peak

energy use.

3. It results in a lesser degree of "fuel cost
matching", or less fuel equity than the basic EPC
study. This is particularly pronounced in the c;se
of Gulf Power Company, because some 95.8 percent of
Gulf's energy sales are generated from coal-fired
generating plants. As shown in Exhibit __ = (RSW-
4), applying the Refined EPC method would have
Gulf's LP/LPT and PXT classes pay for only 23.64
percent of the Company's baseload coal plants while
receiving 29.87 percent of their generation. on

the other hand, using the basic EPC method, these
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classes would pay for 26.52 percent of the
Company's baseload coal plants while still

receiving 29.87 percent of these units' generation.

4. Using the highest-demand hours under the load
duration curve is not appropriate. In the first
place, if the unit were expected to dispatch in any
number of hours greater than the break-even number
of hours, then, by the break-even hypothesis, it
would be built, regardless whether these hours were
in the high-demand end or the low-demand end of the
load duration curve. Secondly, for technical
reasons, a utility would almost surely pot build a
baseload plant to operate only in the highest
demand hours of the year. This is because these
hours generally fall within daily peak periods, of
a few hours per day, and utilities strenuouély
endeavor to avoid frequent cycling of baseload
units in order tc avoid wear on boiler components

that results from frequent heating and cooling.

5. Adopting this approach would place the
Commission in a «clearly and uncomfortably
inconsistent position with respect to production

plant cost allocation and the pricing of
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cogeneration power purchased by utilities. If the
Commission determines that all production plant
costs are attributable to the highest 1,430 hours
(or 1,500 hours or any other number of hours) under
the load duration curve, then consistency would
dictate that Qualifying Facilities should receive
the full baseload revenue requirement if they
generate for the same period. I do not believe
that this would be appropriate, because QFs should
be paid baseload revenue requirements only for
providing baseload-type service, and I most
strongly doubt that either this Commission or
Florida's electric utilities would support such a

proposal.

Does the Refined EPC method represent a reasonable
compromise between the basic EPC method and the 12 CP
and 1/13th Weighted Average Demand method supported by

the Company?

It may, but only if one is looking for a compromise.
The Refined EPC produces results that generally lie
within or not far outside the range defined by the
results of the basic EPC method and the 12 CP and 1/13th

Weighted Average Demand method. However, as I
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discussed earlier, I believe the Basic EPC is superior
to the Refined EPC (1) because it more closely tracks
actual generation expansion planning considerations, and
(2) because it more closely matches baseload plant cost
responsibility with the inexpensive coal-fired power
which predominates Gulf's actual energy production.
Where, as here, an analytically correct approach is

available, compronises are inappropriate.

Additionally, while compromises may represent acceptable
neans of smoothing transitions from one cost of service
methodology to a better one, this function is probably
fulfilled at 1least as well by the Commission's
traditional "transition rules of thumb™ that limit the
increases that any class can receive relative to other

classes.

If the Commission determines that using a Refined EPC
approach is appropriate in this case, should any
modifications be made to the study shown in your Exhibit
— _ (RSW-2)7?

Yes. If the Commission determines that a Refined EPC
approach should be used to guide cost allocation in this

case, then the Commission should at least reguire the
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use of a study that uses the classes' relative shares of

energy consumption in the Company's actual on-peak

hours, not the energy use in the highest-demand hours
under the load duration curve, to allocate the energy-
related component of production plant. This would at
least tend to capture some of the effects that off-peak
energy consumption has on the Company's investment
decisions and also to reflect the fact that utilities
would not build baseload plants for cycling duty only

during peak demand hours.

What modifications or corrections need to be made to the
EPC and REPC studies filed by the Company in response to

Staff's Interrogatories No. 1 and No. 27

Not all primary voltage conductor, subtransmission
voltage conductor, and transmission voltage conducior
serve common functions. Some function as dedicated
facilities. Yet, they are allocated on the basis of all
classes' NCPs. The company has allocated all of Account
369 - Services, which includes secondary service drops,
to secondary voltage-level customers. To be consistent,
the company should estimate the rate base value of
primary and higher voltage-level conductor that

functions as dedicated distribution facilities, or as
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higher voltage service drops, and directly assign these
estimated amounts to the classes that include the

customers who are served by these facilities.

Another important revision 1is that fuel inventory
should be classified as energy-related; the Company's
study has classified fuel inventory as demand-related.
The re-classification of fuel inventory is not a feature
unique to the Equivalent Peaker Cost method; this is a
correction that should be made even if the Commission
were to adopt the 12 CP and 1/13th Weighted Average
Demand method or any other method, simply because fuel
is energy-related and allowable fuel inventory is a

function of projected generation.

In your opinion, is there a generic problem with the
cost of service methods that allocate most or all’

production plant costs on the basis of peak demands?

Yes. The problem is that peak demand responsibility
methods assume that all production plant costs are
incurred to serve peak demand. While it is true that
all plant has the capacity to serve instantaneous peak
demands in addition to energy loads, allocating all

costs on the basis of class peak demunds simply ignores
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the fact that plant costs are incurred not only ip

of the enerqgy loads to be served. Peak demands

determine the timing and amount of capacity additions;

energy requirements determine the type, and therefore
the cost, of capacity to be added. Energy requirements
can even effect the timing of a baseload plant
addition: by yielding fuel cost savings realized by
displacing existing oil-fired capacity, a utility may
find it economic to add a baseload coal unit several
years before its capacity is needed for reliability
purposes. In such a case, it would be technically
correct to classify all of that plant's investment as
energy-related for the periuvd before its capacity was

actually needed for reliability.

Why is the Basic Equivalent Peaker Cost method superior

to the other methods proposed in this case?

As I stated at the outset of my testimony, the purpose
of cost of service analyses is to allocate costs to the
various customer classes according to the way in which
the utility incurs them, or according to the utility's
considerations in incurring costs. This is turn enables

utilities and regulators to set rates in accordance with
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how the underlying costs were incurred. For production
plant costs, the EPC method more accurately tracks and
reflects the utility's own decision-making processes
than any other study in this case. It comes closer than
any other to accurately reflecting the utility's
considerations (1) in adding capacity to meet peak
demands, and subsequently (2) in determining what type
of capacity to add, and therefore how much it will

spend.

Mr. Wright, do you support time of use rates for all

customers?

Yes. I think that everyone familiar with the subject
recognizes that costs vary according to time of day, and
perhaps the time of year, when electricity is generated
and consumed. I believe that time of use rates can'be
designed that more accurately reflect cost of service
than do standard or non-time-differentiated rates.
Because implementing rates that accurately reflect costs
should be the goal of ratemaking, I support time of use

rates.

Please describe the implications of the Equivalent

Peaker Cost method for time of use rate design.
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For ratemaking purposes, I would recommend that the non-
fuel energy charge in both the on-peak and off-peak
periods be set egqual to the energy unit cost for each
class. This would include the cost of production plant
classified as energy-related plus energy-related
operations and maintenance expenses. If it were
possible to directly assign the non-fuel variable
operations and maintenance expenses associated with
peaking units to the on-peak energy charge, that would
be desirable. Additionally, to the degree that true
differences between on-peak and off-peak variable
production operation and maintenance expenses can be
identified and calculated, it wculd be desirable t»
assign them to the on-peak and off-peak energy charges
accordingly. However, I believe that these refinements
are probably so small as to be non-essential, if indéed
they are measurable at all. The maximum demand charge,
applicable to the customer's highest measured demand in
the current month or a preceding "ratchet period" of one
t» two years, regardless whether it occurred on-peak or
of f-peak, would be an amount sufficient to recover the
cost of 1local distribution facilities, including O&M
costs, plus possibly some component of non-local

distribution costs, e.g., sub:tations. The on-peak
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demand charge would be set to recover the revenue
requirement for demand-related production and
transmission costs, plus any distribution costs not
recovered through the maximum demand charge.
Appropriate time-of-use rates should also include a
cost-based customer charge and time-differentiated fuel

charges.

Because residential and general service, non-demand
customers do not pay demand charges, their demand-
related revenue requirements would be recovered through
the on-peak non-fuel energy charge fcr these classes.
The customer charge would be the same as that for non-
TOU members of the same class, adjusted to reflect

higher costs of metering and billing, as appropriate.

In your opinion, would the higher metering costs

associated with time-of-use rates be cost-effective?

Possibly. The evidence with which I am familiar seems
to indicate that for relatively slight differentials
between on-peak and off-peak rates, the effects on peak
demand reduction are correspondingly slight. on the
other hand, because time-differentiating meters are

relatively inexpensive, no more than $200 for watt-
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hour meters which would be used for the residential and
small commercial classes where the effects of time-of-
use rates would be the least, it would only take a
reduction of one-half to two-thirds of a diversified kw

per customer to make the investment cost-effective.

How should rates be set for Gulf's General Service (GS)

rate class?

The GS rates should be set ec¢ual to the Company's RS
rates. I believe that Gulf's GS rates got off the
proper track several years ago due to problems with load
research estimating procedures, and it is past time to
rectify the inequitable situation that presently exists.
Gulf itself proposed setting the RS and GS rates equal

in its 1984 general rate base.

Cost of service studies almost invariably show that it
costs no more, and frequently less, to serve the GS
class than it costs to serve the RS class, on a unit
cost basis. For —~easons of administrative efficiency,
the Commission has wisely supported a policy of setting
the GS and RS rates equal for other utilities in the
state rather than attempting to set the GS rates at unit

cost.
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I recommend that the Commission follow this policy in
this case, even though it means that the GS class will
receive a decrease. In my opinion, the decrease is long

overdue.

Have you reviewed the minimum bill provision proposed

by Gulf in its rate schedules?

Yes, I have.

Do you believe that this proposal is sound?

No.

Please explain.

By the language proposed by the Company in its response
to Interrogatory No. 48, Staff's Third Set, the minimum
bill provision of Gulf's LP/LPT and PX/PXT tariffs
appears to permit non-fuel energy charges and fuel
charges to count toward satisfying the customer's
minimum bill under some circumstances. This is contrary
to the Commission's energy conservation policies in

that for some range of consumptior, it may send a signal
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to customers that their incremental cost for additional
energy consumption is zero. Considering a simplified
example, if a customer is faced with a minimum bill of
$5,000, and he is allowed to count all charges,
including fuel and non-fuel energy charges, towards the
minimum, the real incremental cost to the customer of

using the first $5,000 worth of energy is zero.
Do you have an alternate proposal?

Yes. I wculd recommend that the Commission direct Gulf
to implement a local facilities or distribution demand
charge for all of its demand-metered rate clasr-s
calculated in exactly the same way as that prescribed by
the Commission for standby customers in Docket No.
850673-EU. That charge 1is based on each class's
distribution wunit cost, calculated using 100 percént
ratcheted billing demand, and is applied to the
customer's highest measured demand during the current
month or in a specified period preceding the current
billing month; the "ratchet period" for standby rates is

generally two years.

This rate design assures that customers pay more
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directly the costs of maintaining the distribution plant

and capacity necessary to serve their maximum demands.
Please summarize your testimony.

Despite the thousands of steps and individual
calculations involved, cost of service allccation is not
conceptually difficult. Utilities and regulators should
strive to allocate cost responsibility to the classes so
as to track the considerations and decisions that
determine how costs are incurred. Of the cost of
service allocation methods proposed in this case, the
Equivalent Peaker method is the best in this regard: it
assigns peak-demand-related production plant costs to
classes on the basis of their contributions to peak
demands, and it assigns the additional plant costs
incurred because of energy locads to be served on éhé
basis of the classes' energy use. In so doing, it
reflects cost causation more accurately and more fairly

than do the other studies in this case.

Additionally, it results in a fairer apportionment of
the additional costs of building a baseload plant, as
opposed to a peaker, in relation to the classes' shares

of creap baseload energy receivec.

41



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT

Time of use rates for demand-metered classes should be
designed to include (1) an appropriate cost-based
customer charge, (2) a non-fuel energy charge set equal
to the respective class energy unit costs for both on-
peak and off-peak energy use, (3) an on-peak demand
charge designed to recover each class's demand-related
production and bulk transmission revenue responsibility,
(4) a maximum demand charge designed to recover the
costs of local facilities, plus appropriate non-local
distribution facilities, applied to the customer's
maximum demand during the past one to two years, and (5)
time-differentiated on-peak and off-peak fuel charges.
TOU rates for non-demand-metered customers should
include (1) a customer charge, (2) an off-peak non-fuel
energy charge equal to class energy unit cost, (3) an
on-peak non-fuel energy charge equal to the class ene}gy
unit cost plus the class's demand-related production,
transmission and distribution cost responsibility
expressed on a cents-per-on-peak-KWH basisz, and (4) time

differentiated fuel charges.

To have rates that more closely track costs yet are

administratively efficient and manageable, Gulf's
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general service non-demand (GS) rates should be set

equal to the company's RS rates.

The Commission should require Gulf to implement a local
facilities demand charge (or distribution demand charge)
for its demand-metered classes. This charge should be
calculated in the same way as the local facilities
charge for standby customers prescribed by this

Commission in Docket No 850673-EU.

Does this conclude your direct testimony?

Yes, it does.

C:\gulftest
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Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 1

staff's First Set of lnterrogatories
Docket No. B91345-EI]

GULF¥ POWER COMPANY

February /4, 1990

Item No. 1

Page 1 of 51

Please prepare a cost of service study that claseifies and
allocates Gulf Power Company's production plant as
described below. (All other items should be treated as in
the original cost of service study filed by Michael T.
0'Sheasy on December 15, 19889.

a. Combustion turbines should be classified entirely as
demand-related and allocated to the classes according
to their proportionate contributions to Gulf's 12
nonthly coincident peaks. )

b. All of Gulf's remaining generating units should be
classified according to their demand-related
components and energy-related components as follows:

(i.) The demand-related components for each unit
should be the amount that it would have cost to
puild a combustion turbine (CT) or combustion
turbines of equivalent capacity in the year in
which the unit was constructed. This may be
taken directly from company records, if
available, or it may be estimated by taking the
ratio of the current cost per KW of new CT
capacity to the current cCost per KW of new
unscrubbed baseload coal-fired capacity.
Alternatively, a similar ratio may be used,
wherein the current costs are deflated, using
Handy-Whitman indexes for CTs and unscrubbed
baseload coal units, to the in-service date ol
each given unit. Such adjustments must be fully
documented. An additional adjustment may be
made to account for the different life
expectancies of CTs and baseload units. 1f so,
it muet be fully documented and explainec.

(ii.) The remainder after the demancd-related component
=

ig gubtracted from the total book value of cacn
unic is the energy-related component.

c. The sum of the demand-related components thus
calculated should be allocated to the classes
according to their proportionate shares of Gulf's 12
monthly coincident peaks, at the generation level.

Fea



Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 2

staff's First Set of lnterrogatories
Docket No. B891345-EI1

GULF POWER COMPANY

February 73, 1990

ltem No. 1

Page 2 of 51

d. The sum of the energy-related components thus
calculated should be allocated to the classes
according to their proportionate shares of total
energy consumed, excluding company and plant use, at
the generation level.

ANSWER:

The enclosed cost-of-service study is identical to the original
cost-of -service study filed by Michael T. 0'Sheasy on Decemder 15, 1S
except that (1) Gulf’s combustion turbine (C.T.) has been classified as
demand related, and (2) their steam units have been split into 2 denand
portion (based upon their eguivalent cost if they were 2 (.7.) while
the remainder of the steam units was classified as energy related,.
Demand and energy 21locations were then performed accordingly with the
energy allocator being kWh sales at the generator over all hours of
1990. The split results from the enclosed workpaper and is determined
2s follows:

w

Demand % = Actua)l C.T. Embedded Cost + Fguivalent C.T. Cost of Steam Units
Tota)l Generation Cost

- 0 4 ES6 O50 = 45%

$778,404,54%

The attached cost of service study is provided solely as & response
to the Staff's Interrogatory. Tne method which is mest appropriate
for Gulf, considering Gulf's iocad shape and other considerations is
the 12-MCP and 1/13 included in the exhibit of Mr. 0'Sheesy and
supported by his prefiled testimony. This method is the mest sound
and will continue to provide the stable, consistent price signais
which Gulf's customers expect to see. The 12-MIP methoaology is e
widely used and accepted methodology throughout our industry. The
Equivalent Peaker Methodology pessesses far too many flaws and
unanswered questions to warrant a departure from lhe 12-MCP
methodology.
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GULF POMER COMPANY
DEVELOPMENT OF EQUIVALENT PEAXING INVESTMENT
AS OF 12/31/1387

ACTUAL PER BOOKS __ADJUSTED 1O REFLECT EQUIVALENT FEAXING CAPACITY
HANDY -
IN-SYC WHITHAN DEPREC. EQUIVALENT
STEAM YEAR NAMEFLATE ORIGINAL ACCUMULATED REPLACEMT  YEAR/  RESERVE INSTALLED ACCUMULATED NET
PRODUCTION  IN-SERVICE CAPACITY-KW  _ COST___ DEPRECIATION NI YEAR _ CURRENT RATIO cost DEFRECIATION _INVESTMENT
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) \}) l9) () (J) (k) m
Crist | 1945 22,500 $ 5,811,452 § 2,801,951 $ 3,009,501 1875 52 45 $ 3,591,900 $ 1,616,355 $ 1,975,545
Crist 2 1949 22,500 6,057,112 2,801,951 3,255,181 1879 .10 )| 4,815,25% 1,498,528 3,338,322
Crist 3 1952 30,000 8,524,541 4,113,502 4,411,039 1982 .88 .20 8,104,800 1,620,360 8,483,840
Crist 4 1859 75,000 35,080, 363 14,248,217 20,832,148 1959 .26 1.00 5,985,500 5,988,500 0
Crist § 1961 75,000 34,166,735 13,115,514 21,051,221 1861 . .98 5,526,000 5,249,700 178,300
Crist 6 1870 320,000 78,586,418 29,152,210 49,834,208 1870 .8 .8} 3%, 388,400 72,280,832 13,005,588
Crist 7 1973 500,000 126,116,402 41,037,002 78,078,400 1973 .39 .52 59,865,000 31,129,800 28,735,200
Scholz | 1953 40,000 13,856,688 8,894,855 4,961,733 1983 .90 .18 11,0%2,000 1,768,320 9,283,680
Scholz 2 1951 40,000 13,081,372 8,376,803 4,704,569 1983 .90 .18 11,052,000 1.768,320 9,283,680
Smith 1 1965 125,000 42,558_342 20,719,852 21,838,690 1965 .28 .81 10,745,000 8,703,450 2,041,550
Smith 2 1967 180,000 38,321,187 17,094,983 21,222,204 1967 ) L 17,120,600 12,876, 844 4,453 9%
Pantel | 1en 250,000 89,206,825 30,623,952 58,582,873 18977 .82 , .\ 47,585,000 18,082,300 29,%02,700
Danlel 2 1981 250,000 103,930,192 24,554,340 79,415,852 1981 .82 23 62,915,000 14,47%,05% 48,459,950
Scharer 3 1987 204,500 178,496,601 5,534,788 172,961,813 1987 1.00 .02 82,781,500 1,255,630 81,525.870
TOTAL STEAM 2,134,500 774,254,230 229,073,820 545,180,410 146,558,950 128.112.789 218,444, 18]
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ACTUAL PER BOOKS __ADJUSTED TQ REFLECT EQUIVALENT PEAKING CAPACITY
HANDY -
IN-SVC  WHITMAN DEFREC. EQUIVALENT

STEAM YEAR NAMEPLATE ORIGINAL ACCUMULATED REPLACEMT  YEAR/ - RESERVE INSTALLED ACCUMULATED NET
PRODUCTION  IN-SERVICE CAPACITY-KW Cost DEPRECIATION NET_PLANT YEAR _ CURRENT RATIO cost DEPRECIATION _INVESTMENT

(a) (b) (c) (d) (o) (n lg) (h) (1) 1 (%) m
OTHER FRODUCT 1
Smith A 1971 39,400 4,150,319 3,130,460 1,019,859 4,150,319 3,130,480 1,019,859

-

10TAL PRODUCT1OM 778,404,548 232,204,200 548, 200, 269 350,707,269 131,243,248 219,464,020

Ref. EP Ratio = 219,464,020 = 40X
546,200,269

MITE:  Comron FERC Accounts at the plant have been allocated back to the units,

Column (J) calculated as current peaker Installed cost of $307/k¥ x Column (h) x Column (c).
Column (k) calculated as Column {J) x Column (1).
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“n

PLANT UTILIZATION BREAK EVEN ANALYSIS

C.T. COST (PLANT SHITH):

Installed Cost (Year in Service 1971) . . . . . . $ 4,150,319
Installed Cost in 1987 Dollars . . . . . . . . . $10,624,166
SN o RN Lo s s ... s 90,456
Fuel (S/IH) . o v v e e e e e s §  77.90!
Mameplate KW . . . . . . . o o o v o v v v 0 39,400 KW

During 1987, Plant Smith C.1. was nol run for electrical generation purposes.
cosl and O&N cosl were calculated by Gulf based upon 10-year averaging.

Iherefore,
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L

STEAM COST (all Gulif Coal Units):

EFFECTIVE
HAKDY -WH I THAN
FACIOR FOR TOTAL PLANT TOTAL PLANT
STEAM PLANT YEAR ORIGINAL  ESCALATION TO REPLACEMENT NAMEPLATE TOTAL PLANT TOTAL PLANT GENERATION FUEL
_ W UNIT__ INSERVICE __ COST__ 1987 DOLLARS cosT XV 1987 08 FUEL COST naH g/
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) {r) (g) (h) () (1
Crist | 1045 § 5,811,452 3.0540874 $ 22,978,873 22,500
Crist 2 1949 8,057,112 3.0351053 19,383,873 22,500
Crist 3 1852 8,524,541  2.9790059 25,304,650 30,000
Crist 4 1959 35,000,363  2.3175838 81,301,680 75,000 23,422,143 104,474,495 5,317,230 $19.85
Crist § 1961 34,166,735  2.3135910 79,047,852 75,000
Crist 8 1970 78,906,418  2.3438009 185,134,754 320,000
Crist 7 1973 126,118, 402 2.1214298 267,547,089 500, 000
Scharer 1087 178,496, 601 1.0353768 184,811,204 204,500 2,360,045 14, 108, 838 451,704 $31.23
Seholz | 1953 13,856,638  3.6229821 50,202,532 40,000 4,051,653 11,023,322 872,238 $18.40
Scholz 2 1953 13,081,372 3.8381231 47,591,841 40,000
Smith 1 1965 42,558, 42 2.6480408 112,698,225 125,000 4,755,114 €9,055.253 2,478,854 $18.79
Smith 2 1967 38,321,187 2.5388663 97,282,370 180,000 y=rey
soopn um
sEm AW [
cei3t B E
Pantel 1 1077 89,208,825 1.6637655 148,419,237 250,000 7,570,610 . 59,480,873 2,550,149 $23.32 :;:S? o
w W =
Dantal 2 1981 103,990, 192 1.2908808 134,238,918 250,000 > ;ig e
- -
T0TAL STEAM 774,254,230 1.455,041,038 2,134,50) 42,180,185 238,142,842 11,469,073 $20.78 *gs
(]

NOTE: Column (e) calculated by multiplying column (c) by column (d).

Column (J) calculated by dividing column (h) by column (1).
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GULF POWER COMPANY
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[
L

R —
N=O0O0@~N; NS WA -

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28
27
30
n
32

33

DESCRIPTION
)

___INVESIMCNT

ELECIRIC GRUSS PLANT 1
ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION
NET PLANI
MATERIALS AND SUPFLIES
OIHER WORKING CAPLIAL
CONST. WORK IN PROGRESS
WORK NOT BEARING INIERFST
PL/ T WELD FOR FUTURE USE
UNAMORT. PLANT ACO. ADJUSI.
UNAHORTIZED WUCLEAR SITE
INJURIES AND DAMAGES RESERVE

TOIAL ELECIRIC INVESIMENT 1,0

REVENUVES
REVEWUE TROM SALES
OTHER OPERATING REVENUES
REVENUE -NONASSOCIATED SALES
ADJUSTMENTS TOD REVENUE

TOIAL ADJUSIED REVENUE 291548 1

... EXPENSE___

I.T{EMIDHS & IMIIII.HAICE

DEPRECIATION

AMORT. OF 1MV, TAX CREDIT

OTHER AMORTIZATION

REAL R PERSONAL PROP,

FAYROLL TAX

REVERJE TAX

OIRER TAXLS

ADJUSTMENT TO OINER TAXFS
EXTENSES [XCL. INC. TAX

TAX

UPERATING INCONE

STATE L FEDFRAL INCOME TAX
INTEREST SYHCHROM|ZATION
TOTAL INCOME TAXES

NET OPERATING INCOME

RATE O RETURM

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMRER 31, 1690
EQUIVALENT PTAKER ALLOCATION
FRESENT RATE SUPMARY

($000'S)
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL UNIT
FLECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RAIES RATE RATE RATE RATE PETAIL ALL OTHER POVER
SYSIEM RS G$ _ __GS-D__ _LP & LPT _ PXI os os-111_ SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE m:gs__
(§3] ) (Sl (6) (N 8) (?) (10) o Ui.') (135 (14)
449,231 675,993 4B,834 260,762 178,304 63,133 13 w. 1,014 1,370 1,275,796 31,783 141,652
406,593 239,916 7,276 _ 96,316 _ 64,827 6 $14 455,030 11 m 19 95
963,630 636,079 31.558 172.4kk6 N1N.4i7 _Ez'gq% ““ii 155 85 876 20,766 20,1
92,763 42,141 2,745 18,335 13,642 7,009 702 70 104 u 748 3 saz s m
(3,250) {720) 20 (481) (464) (267) 0 0 3 u.v?zl (llo) u.m:
0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0
15,308 7,960 570 3,164 2,053 932 264 12 16 16,551 357 (]
4,025 2,097 176 93 542 270 40 3 5 3,926 97 0
B,043 1,115 68 505 308 214 9 2 3 2,37 ™ S, 647
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [}
;_ 156) ____(922) (58) (213) (13D (62) (16) 0 () (1,101 ;p ""“‘”i’
78,351 “4nD,0A5 ~ 35,079 194,549 129,507 60,620 14,136 738 1,000 923,685 ~ 23,1 131,51
255,614 131,861 15,032 52,004 31,141 14,559 3,770 337 581 249,283 6,129 0
17,353 9,852 1 oav 3,238 1,906 782 190 18 31 17,108 247 ]
30,001 256 1"s 9 4“8 2 0 1 528 18 29,535
_(11,300) ) wn _12,365) _ (1,416) _ _ (662) Qa7 m 26) (11,334 3
iifvm 15,452 % 1.722 —i%,727 3,790 { 355,581 "‘i.li; ﬁ.ﬁg
121,771 63,553 5,785 22,147 13,829 8,364 1,682 78 135 113,37 2,553 5,823
53,335 25,251 1,849 9,549 6,496 2,995 1,006 37 St 47,634 1,13 4,567
2,37)  (1,083) 9 (426) (278) (128 “3 ) () (2,061) 49 (237
55 16 2 16 13 7 0 0 0 7% 2 179
13,992 6,599 4k 2,706 2,012 1,011 124 10 16 13,002 378 612
3,582 1,930 181 658 405 7 L6 2 2 3,413 70 L)
4,066 2,308 129 802 328 92 85 7 15 4,048 0 0
1,527 6,101 687 2.3% 1,442 674 1 15 26 11,517 10 0
ANL054) (5,700) (673 _(2.32D) _ (1,378 (85D ____(16“ (1% (2% (M50 0 0
195,007 °8,8/75 8,527 36,026 22,856 10,353 2,702 132 21T 179, 838 4,078 11,023
96,541 37,095 6,925 16,966 8,858 4,174 1,089 208 370 73,495 2,35 18,512
19,971 6,560 2,103 3,595 1,400 701 207 8 125 15,237 546 4,186
Sy gy (YD %) ey 2%y (D 0 0 s (e _ 0
l’? 413 6,726 2,086 3,502 1,418 &6’2 200 [&:] 125 1w, 797 430 4, 108
77,120 30,349 4,037 13,484 7,450 3,502 £a? 140 245 60,878 1,904 14,326
7.15% 6.27% il.?'-‘x 6.92% 5.75% 5.78% 6.07% 1R.¢7% 26,50 6.5%) 8.22% 0.8
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Line
No.,

Wm0 wumbd o

20.

21.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
29.

30C.

Footnote

Lapel
(&)

(C)
(D)
(E)
(E)
(E)
(E)
(E)
(E)
(F)
(F)
(F)
(F)
(G)

(H)
(1)

(J)

(X)
(K)
(K)
(K)
(K)
(L)

(¥)

GULF

Exhibit (RSW=2)
Page 10
staff's Pizet Bet of lpteriogatories
Docset Mo. #9134&%-E!
QULF POWEER COMPANY
Pepruary /3., 1990
ltem MNo. 3

POWER COMPANY '*®* ¢ %

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31,1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
PRESENT RATE SUMMARY

From
Fron
From
From
Fronm

From

From

"Analysis
"Analysis
"Analysis
"Analysis
"Analysis

"Analysis

"Analysis

Expense."
From "Analysis of Depreciation Expense."

2llocated per Depreciation Expense; UPS directly
assigned.
Allocated per Total Production Gross Plant excluding

UPSs.

From "Analysis of Taxes Other Than Income Taxes.

of Gross Plant."

of Accumulated Depreciation."”
of Materials and Supplies."
of Other Working Capital."

of Other Rate Base Items."

of Revenues."

of Operations and Maintenance

Income Taxes allocated per formula RC - KI = T: |
where T = Total Income Taxes, R = Operating Incone,
¢ = Combined Effective Tax Rate of 0.3763, I = Tuteal
Flectric Investment, and X = Income Tax Deduction

factor of

.0143396062. UPS cdirectly issicned.

Retail portion allocated per Retail Rate Base; Total
A1l Other and UPS directly assigned.
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GULF POMTR COMPANY
12 MOMINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIOM
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

($000'S)
' TOIAL 101AL TOTAL untT
LINE ELECTRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POMER
KO, DESCRINTION SYSIEM RS _ ] G5-D__ _LP & LPT _ PXT 05 _0s-111_ __ 8§ SERVICE_ _SERVICE  _ SALES _
(R} ) 3) (4) (3] 6) (%21 8) (%) oy T (D 12) [§E}) (14)
1 __J_”Al PRODUCTION_PLANT 819,063 322,625 19,719 148,431 115,627 62,145 2,606 553 880 470,586 22,794 126,483
ETAIL JURISDICIION
2 DEMAND 161,011 9,478 62,422 45,83 21,773 304 176 746 301,764
3 ENERGY 161,616 10,241  B4,009 69,793 40,372 2,302 357 134 348,822
TRANSHISSION PLANT
I50-LAND & LAND RIGHIS
SUBSTATIONS
4§ LEVEL 2 COMMON 18 56 3 21 1 7 0 0 0 103 ] 1
5 LEVEL 3 COMeoN 2 2 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 2 ¢
6 TOIAL SURSTATION LAND i20 58 3 21 6 7 0 0 0 105 1 il
LINES
7 LEVEL 2 cromon 10,016 4,738 iA'] 1,887 ) R | (] B8t 83
8  101AL ACCOUMT 350 0,136 %96 iii 1,858 +3€§ H v [ §§ “8.986 goag 8
352-STRUCTURES
. ] LEVEL 2 cormom 3,018 1,410 83 S47 402 (]| 3 2 7 2,645 90 283
el 10 LEVEL 3 CoMmon 163 96 & 37 17 7 0 0 0 163 0 ag
A 11 TOIAL ACCOUMT 352 3,18 1,506 89 564 419 98 3 2 7 2,608 90 2
277. 353-STATION EQUIPHFNT
12 LEVEL 2 CUSICMER SUB 125 0 0 0 125 0 ] 0 0 125 0 0
13 LEVEL 2 ComioN 42,682 W,7% 1,162 7.651 5,618 2,669 37 2 9 ;g,g 1,:5; 4,386
1% LEVEL 3 COrMON 2,205 1,298 7% 50 23 o3 2 2 1 2,203
15 TOIAL ACCOUNT 353 4962 2}:015 1,28 a,1s§ .97} 2,762 7 26 92 39,319 1,257 -ITTX
3S4-TOUERS AND FIXIURES -o-w?g-
16 LEVEL 2 COMMON 23,912 11,135 655 4,314 3,167 1,505 21 3 s2 20,853 0% 2,350 E oS £a c
"~ L B
. - "
355-POLES AND FIXIURES :::.:. e
17 LEVEL 2 Cormon 20,705 9,633 se7 3,735 2,743 1,303 18 12 &5 18,056 616 2,035 - YT
P 3 ‘l-'“ . .
356-OVERNFAD COMDUTIORS . :,:,
18 LEVEL 2 COtnon 23,258 10,82 637 4,195 3,081 1,463 20 13 S0 20,292 687 2,287 3
- -
350-UNDERGROUND CONDUCTORS °5:°
19 LEVEL 2 COtmioM 8,921 4,603 2n 1,785 1,310 623 9 6 2 8,628 273 0 na
I59-ROADS AND TRALLS E
20 LEVEL 2 COtwoN 56 26 2 10 7 3 0 0 0 8 2 [ .
g N s [ °
21 10TAL TRANS. PUANT 135,131 63,547 3,761 24,63 18,068 8,505 19 b 287 118,700 3,560 12,191 E
. n
:
11 23e4d
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GULF POMER COMTANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1950
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OFf GROSS PLANT

(3000'S)
. TOIAL TOTAL TOTAL T
LINE ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RALE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE PETAIL ALL OTHER  POVER
O, DESCRIPTION __srsien RS 65 ___GSs:b__ LPR&APT _ PXI___ __ OS 0s-111 $S__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
m 2) H (4) ) (6) (4] 8) ) (10) (i (12) iy (16)
—__DISIRIBUTION PLANT
360-SUBSTATION LAND
2 LEVEL 3 CUST. suB 33 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5 28 0
23 LEVEL 3 cormion m2 460 27 178 82 33 1 1 0 782 0 0
24 LEVEL & Comon 51 206 15 85 42 0 3 0 0 351 0 0
25 LEVEL 5 CUsT. Sus 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
26 LEVEL 5 Comon 1 1 0 0 0 0 [ 0 0 1 0 0
27 TOIAL ACCOUNT 360 1,167 667 42 263 129 13 4 [ 0 1,189 28 0
361-STRUCTURES
28 LEVEL 3 CUST. SuB 1,261 0 0 127 518 205 0 0 0 850 (31 0
29 LEVEL 3 Commion 7,012 6,122 243 1,598 736 297 L] 5 3 r,012 0 ]
30 LEVEL & CUST. SUD 1 0 0 ] 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
3 LEVEL & COPMON 138 a2 6 33 16 (1] 1 0 0 138 0 ]
32 LEVEL § cusT. sum 17 0 0 0 17 9 0 0 0 17 0
33 TOTAL ACCOUNT 361 B,429 %,204 %9 1,758 1,288 502 9 5 3 8,018 3] ]
362-STIATION EQUITMENT .
3% LEVEL 2 cust. sus 8 0 0 ] 0 0 0 L] 0 0 8 0
35 LEVEL 2 COMMOM 516 266 16 103 76 36 1 0 1 7 7 (]
36 LEVEL 3 cusi. sue 10,001 0 0 521 4,295 3,527 0 0 0 8,348 2,458 0
37 LEVEL 3 COMmoN 62,087 36,906 2,177 16,327 6,59 2,660 70 45 3 e2,ee7 0 0
3 LEVEL & CUST. SUB ] 0 0 0 95 0 0 ] 0 13 [ 0
9 LEVEL & COMMON 1,333 703 57 322 158 0 10 2 1 1,353 ] 0
40 LEVEL § rust, sum 5% ____0 o ___9 54 0 0 ] 0 54 0 0
3] 101AL ACCOUMT 362 75,694 38,085 2,250 15,273 nanm 6,228 (] [%] 25 13,200 2,488 0
364-POLES AMD TIXTURES sne8¥ rum
62 LEVEL & COMMON $1,325 30,173 2,189 12,309 6,079 0 401 59 5 51,325 0 0ssn E'..l gg g
¢y LEVEL & tusiomrR 0 __(» ___ 0 ___ 0 ___© o __ 0 0 B Y () [} Drexbe® g b
44 TOTAL ACCOUNT 364 51,325 30,178 2,189 12,389 6,079 0 Lol 59 B 51,335 0 0 :.’ < g ¥ ,’?.'
' oo N9l >
365-OVERNFAD CONDUCTOR'S o e
45 LEVEL 4 CormioN 53,27 31,333 2,273 12,865 6,313 0 416 62 36 53,298 0 o ..g.‘-
L6 LEVEL S rustoru R 10,455 9043 77y _ 3y 3 0 __ 1% 0 _ 0 _10,455 0 0 =
47 TOTAL ACCOUNT 365 63,753 40,400 066 13,246 6,316 0 546 62 6 63,753 0 0 °S:
364 -UNDERGROUMD CONDULT
3] LEVEL & Cotmow 1,070 634 L6 260 128 ] 1 1 1,078 0
49 LEVFL & cystoemm l] I 1.2 ...._.,_.Q ____Q ___g 0 0 0 _____‘_J _g 0 H
50 TOTAL ACCOUMT 34 1,0/8 654 45 260 128 0 a 1 1 1,0/8 0 0

(7-MS¥)



GULT FOMFR CONPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANIT

($000'5)
101AL 101AL TOTAL it
LINE ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATT RATE RATE PATE RETAIL ALL OIMER  POMIR
O, DESCRIPTION SYSIEN RS (13 GS-D  'P L Lii __ PXI 05 _ 0s-1i1 SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE_ _ SALES _
1} @) 4] 4) 5 (6) [%7] ) Q) () (i) (12) 3 - (14)
367-UNDERGROUMD COMD. & DEV.
51 LEVEL & cotmon 20,414 11,999 arn 4,928 2,418 ] 160 24 1w 20,414 0 0
52 LEVF! & CUSIUWR 0 (0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g
53 TOTAL ACCOUNT 367 0,406 11,99 871 4,928 2,418 0 10 24 it 20,404 0
368-LINE TRANSFORMERS
54 LEVEL S COMoN 07,827 55,606 4,060 22,729 &,522 ] 760 110 o 87,827 0 0
55 LEVEL § CUSTOMER 0 (0) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
56 TOIAL ACCOUNT 368 87,827 55,606 %,000 22,129 5,522 0 740 110 0 87,827 0 0
369-SERVICFS
14 HOUSE POMER BOXES 9,226 9,226 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,226 0 0
58 OIHER SERVICES 34,679 30,724 _1,280 12 0 0 0 0 _34,679 0
59 TOTAL ACCOUNT 369 43,905 739,950 ‘S% 1,260 i2 1] 0 0 0 43,505 0 %
60 370-HETERS 20,270 9,851 4,484 5,708 207 20 0 0 o 20,270 0 0
3] 373-SIREET LIGHTING 12,280 0 0 0 0 0o 12,280 0 0o 12,280 0 0
62 TOTAL DIST. PLANI 306,142 231,680 19,900 77,834 32,376 6,778 14,229 307 114 333,220 2,922 0
63 DEMAND 299,232 172,731 11,960 70,465 32,154 6,758 1,819 309 116 296,310 2,922 0
64 CUSTONER 86,910 58,949 7,940 7,369 222 20 12,410 ] 0 86,910 0 0
GEWERAL PLANI
65 ELECIRIC 100,075 58,141 5,674 19,863 12,235 5,705 1,812 rn 107 103,010 2,107 2,978
66 DEMAND 46,426 22,770 1,422 8,965 5,724 2,255 107 28 ™ 41,350 2,098 2,978
67 custoneR 30,664 21,787 3,191 3,835 644 57 1,12 13 16 30,655 9 ]
¢a ENCRGY 31,005 13,584 851 7,063 5,867 3,393 193 32 12 31,008 0 g g 8 T
69  NOWELECIRIC o 11 .. o . RO, o ___29 2 9 0 2.4 —0e85852a%
70 101AL GEMERAL PLAN! 1i0,567 58,14 5,474 9,868 12,235 5,705 1,612 73 jo7 103,010 577 T i.978 hrEatT
- O™ -
71 TOIAL ELEC. GROSS PLANT 1,669,231 475,993 4B,834 260,762 176,304 B3, 133 10,146 1,014 1,370 1,275,776 31,783 161,652 g'..':gf":
72 DIMAKD 931,830 420,059 26,601 166,406 101,778 39,291 2,349 612 1,228 TSB,406 31,776 161,852 T -
73 CUSTONFR 17,574 80,73 1131 11,204 066 13,522 13 16 117,565 9 o ‘_8"._-
74 CHERGY 399,827 175,198 11,102 91,072 75,660 43,765 2,495 387 s 399,827 0 o 3 '5' te
ox v~
75 101AL GROSS PLANI 1,451,708 675,993  &4B,B34 268,762 178,304 B3, 133 18,386 1,014 1,370 1,275,776 34,25% 141,652 "o
v
.
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

Line Footnote

No. _Label

; (A) Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 2; Total All
ther allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS
directly assigned.

2. (B) hllocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

3. (C) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator.

4., (D) Allocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator.

5. (E) Allocated per Level 3 Demand Allocator.

7. (D)

9. (D) :

10. (E)

12. (F) Specific Assignment.

13. (D)

14. (E)

16. (D)

37 (D)

18. (D)

19. (D)

20. (D)

22. (F)

23, (E)

24. (G) Allocated per Level 4 NCP Demand Allocator.

25. (F)

26. (H) Allocated per Level 5 NCP Demand Allocator.

28. (F)

29. (E)

30. (F)

3% (G)

32. (F)

34. (F)

35. (D)

36. (F)

37 (E)

28 (F)

28, (G)

40. (F)

£2. (G)

43. (I) Allocated per Average Number of Custicmers at Level 4

45, (G)

46, (J) 2llocated per Average Number of Custicmers &t evel §
excluding OSIII.

48. (G)

49, (I)

s1. (G)

52. (I)

54. (E)
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

Line Footnote

No. _Label

55. (K) Allocated per Average Number of Common Customers &t
Level 5.

57. (F)

5BE. (L) Allocated per Average Number of Customers at Level
excluding OS and OSIII.

60. (F)

61. (F)

65. (M) Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages; UPS
directly assigned.

66. (M)

7. (M)
68. (M) _
€9. (N) Assigned to All Other.

-



GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MOMTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
AMALYSIS OF ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION RESERVE

11qTYx3

($000°S)
TOTAL T01AL TOTAL uwit
LINE ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POMER
No. DESCRIPTION SYSIEM_ RS GS__ _ ©6S-D _LP & LPT _ PKI 0s___ _ 0s-111 S5 _SERVICE_ _SERVICE _ SALES
1] ) 53] %) ) (6) T3] ECIGE (10) a2y T a%) T )
1 ____TOIAL_PRODUCTION 290,689 127,980 7,823 58,088 45,0888 24,652 1,034 220 349 266,014 9,062 15,633
RETAIL JURISDICTION
2 DENAND 63,870 3,760 24,762 18,182 8,637 121 78 296 119,706
3 ENERGY 64,110 4,063 33,326 27,686 16,015 913 %2 s3 146,308
IRANSHISSION
“ §50-EASERE I%S 2,616 1,238 P4 480 353 168 2 2 6 2,322 v 213
5 352-STRUCTURES 670 320 19 126 89 42 1 ] 1 596 19 55
6 353-STATION [OUIPNENT 14,025 6,814 401 2,641 1,935 895 13 (] 30 12,737 407 831
7 354-TOVERS & FIXTURES 10,940 5,169 304 2,005 1,472 & 10 7 2% 9,650 329 921
8 355-POLES & FIXTURES 7,023 3,318 195 1,207 945 “e 6 4 16 6,220 212 591
9 356-OVERHEAD COND. 10,8108 5,113 301 1,902 1,456 691 9 [ 2 9,582 911
:o 358-UNDERGROUND COND. 243 125 7 9 35 7 0 0 1 235 8 ]
1 359-ROADS AND TRAILS % 1 0 g 1
12 TOTAL TRANSMISSION Tﬂg '!fﬁﬁ; i.!ﬁg 3 E,Ei; 2,962 s? 27 iﬁg &1, 391 . %
—-_DISIRIDUTION
13 360-EASEMENIS 138 80 5 n 15 “ 0 0 0 135 3 0
1% 361-STRUCTURES 1,607 801 &7 335 246 96 2 1 1 1,529 8 0
15 362-SIATION EQUIMMENT 18,015 9,053 ° 535 .- 3,638 2,684 1,481 19 " 6 17,62 591 0
364-POLES & FINTURES
16 CoMroN 20,09 11,814 857 4,051 2,380 0 157 23 % 20,00 0 0
14 CUSTOMER 0o ___ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
18 TOTAL ACCOUNT 364 20,096 11,814 857 4,851 2,380 0 157 Fi] & 20,076 0 0
365-OVERHEAD COWD,
19 cotmion 17,808 10,470 59 4,298 2,109 0 139 ] 12 17,008 0 ]
20 CSTONCR 3,493 3,036 263 128 1 0 £3 9 2 3,483 9 ___ ¢
21 TOTAL ACCOUNT 365 31,301 13,528 1,024 4,426 2,110 [ 182 21 2 21,30 0 [
166-UNDG. CONDULT
22 coon 441 261 19 106 52 0 3 0 0 Iy 0 Ov=vag
23 custonen “eomoo % % % 9 o _o _e  _a _o _eizifis
24 10TAL ACCOUNT 364 41 261 9 106 52 0 3 0 0 4l 0 0o*"e i
347-UNDERGROUND COND. soag o
25 COMMON 5,216 3,065 223 1,259 618 0 G [ 3 5,216 0 0o  *AF
26 CUSTOMER 0 0 0 o __.o ___ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0" A" o
27 TOTAL ACCIUMT 367 5,216 3,065 223 1,259 618 0 il [3 ¢ 5,216 0 oL g:
368-LINE TRANSIORMIRS b - 1
28 COMMON 28,462 18,033 1,308 7,35 1,464 0 240 % 0 28,442 0 0 ;5:
29 CUSTONER sl el 0 0 0 0 0 0 | L 1
30 TOTAL ACCOUNT 360 462 18,033 1,308 7,361 1,404 0 240 36 0 @B,k 0 0 -

(7-M5¥)



GULF POMECR CONMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF ACCUMULATED DEFRECIATION RESERVE

(3000°S)

101AL T01AL TO1AL (T}
LINE FLECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE PATE PATE PATE RETAIL ALL OIMER  POMER
No. DESCRIPTION _SYSIEM_ RS GS _ GS:D AP RLPYT _ PXY___OS _ _OS-11l_ _ 5 SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
) (2) 53] (6) (5 6) 5 (8) [T)] (10) (ih (12) iy 14)
n 369-SERVICES 16,413 14,934 9% 479 ) 0 0 0 0 16,613 0 0
32 370-METERS 8,092 3,932 1,790 2,219 83 8 0 0 0 8,072 0 0
33 373-SIREET LIGHTING __3,144 0 0 0 0 0 _ 3,14 0 0 __ 30 o ___ 90
34 TOTAL DISTRIDUTION 122,905 75,499 6,804 24,762 9,656 1,589 3,788 56 37 122,288 672 0
35 DFMAND 91,763 53,577 3,753 21,876 9,560 1,581 €01 ] 37 s1,0M 672 ]
36 CUSTONER 31,142 21,922 3,051 2,806 1] [ 3,187 0 0 31,142 [ 0

GENERAL_PLANT
ELECIRIC

7 DEMAND 11,453 5,614 350 2,210 1,61 556 26 7 19 10,173 s17 743
38 CUSTOMER 7,559 5,371 787 45 159 1% 274 3 4 7,557 2 0
39 ENERGY 7,662 3,348 212 1,74 1,646 836 8 ___ 8 ___ 3 184 i
40 10TAL ELECTRIC 26,6564 14,338 1,349 t.:o"v% 30i6 1,406  3id i8 6 35,89 i - Tig
4 WONELECIRIC 715 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 713 0
42  TOIAL GENERAL PLANT 27,369 14333 1,349 4,896 1,018 1,406 348 ia 6 {392 1,1k a3
43 1OIAL ELECIRIC DEFR. RESERVE 4B4,593 239,914 17,276 96,316  &4,B27 30,609 5,211 343 S14 455,030 11,612 19,551
i DF MAND 293,962 145,163 9,163  S7,418 35,448 13,736 789 210 L56 262,381 11,810 19,951
45 CUSTOMER 38,701 27,293 3,838 3,831 47 22 3,461 3 L& 18,699 2 0
46 ENERGY 153,950 67,458 4,275 35,067 29,132 16,851 961 150 55 153,9%0 0 0
47 TOTAL DEFRECIATION RESERVE 487,308 239,914 ° 17,276 96,316 64,827 30,609 5,211 363 S16 455,030 12,327 19,950
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Line Footnote
No.  _Label

3. (A)
2. (B)
3. (B)
4 (C)
5. (D)
6. (D)
7. (D)
g. (D)
G, (D)
10. (B)
; iy o (D)
13, (E)
14 (B)
15. (B)
16. (B)
1.7 (B)
19. (B)
20. (B)
22. (B)
23, (B)
25. (B)
26. (B)
28. (B)
29. (2)
T (B)
32 (B)
23. (B)
37. (F)
38. (F)
ac, (F)
1. (G)
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION RESERVE

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3; X
other allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UF
directly assigned. Excludes Daniel Coal Cars and
base coal adjustment. Includes JDITC adjustment.
hllocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

Allocated per Transnission Account 250 Gross Plant,
(Lines portion only):; UPS directly assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Transmission Gross Plant:
UPS directly assigned.

Allocated per Gross Investment in Account 360.

2llocated per corresponding Gross Investment in
g

flec=ric General Flant; UPS directly assigrned.
Tncludes reserve imbalance and JDITC acdiustnent.

Assigned to 21l Other.

=
L
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"
12
13

14
15
16
17

DESCRIPIION

2)

____PrRODUCTION
TREIAIL JURISDICTION
DEHAND
ENERGY

_TRANSMISSION
TTLINES RELATED
SURSTATION RELATED

TOIAL TRANS. M & §
DISTRIBUTION

“DEWAND RELATED

CUSTOMER RELATED
TOTAL DIST. KL S

CUSTOMER ACCOUNIS

___CUSIOMER_ASS)STANCE
CUSIOMER RELATED
ENERGY RELAVED

TOIAL CUSI. ASST. N & S

TOTAL ELECTRIC M & S
DERAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY

TOIAL

ELECIRIC
~STSIEN,

(%)
02,269

RATE

—_———

(&)

35,007
17,870
17,937

67T
149

3,773
i

RATE
—Gs
TGy

1,052
1,137

2,745
1,37

234
1,137

RATE
—_GS-0__
G

16,253

6,929
9,324

GULF POVER COMPANY

12 HONTNS ENDING DECEMBER 31,
FOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIOM
ANALYSIS OF MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

1990

(3000°s)
TOTAL TOTAL UMty
RATES RATE RATE RATE PATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POVER
APRLPT _ PX1 08 OS:M11 S5 SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
(13] (8) ) (10) on 2) (43 }] (1s)
12,0834 6,890 290 62 98 76,631 2,530 5,308
5,007 2,617 34 22 a3 35,494
7,747 4,481 256 40 15 40,937
193 71 1 1 3 1,268 &3 82
42 19 0 0 1 217 9 23
235 110 1 1 4 1,545 52 105
566 0 50 7 2 6,216 0 0
0 525 0
=] = ==§ ==} P =} o
0 0 0 0 0 20 0 o
1 0 0 0 0 n 0 0
o o o o o 9o o 0
1 0 0 0 0 " 0 0
13,642 7,007 702 70 104 84, 718 2,582 5,413
5,808 2,527 25 30 87 41,255 2,582 5,413
T 1 381 0 0 2,556 0 0
T,747 4, 481 256 40 15 40,937 0 0
2
a e
L
-
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

-

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3; Tozal 2ll
Other allocated per level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS
directly assigned.

Zllocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator.

2llocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator: UPS directly
assigned.

Allocated per Gross Investment in Transmission
Substations excluding UPS.

Allocated per demand-related Distribution Gross Plant
excluding Substations.

hllocated per customer-related Disgribution Gross
Plant.

Zllocated per Customer Accounts O & M.

Lllocated per Total Customer Assistance O & M less
Energy Cost Conservation.

Allocated per Customer Assistance O & M Inergy Cost
Conservation.

20



GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1950
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIOM
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

11qTYyx7y

($000'S)
101AL TOTAL TOTAL uNIT
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OIWER  FOMER
DESCRIPTION _SYSIEW RS GS _ 6S-D_ LPRAPT _ PXI___ OS __OS:1Il __ S5 SERVICE__SERVICE _ SALES
(83 2) 3) (%) (5 (6) (4] (8) [L7) [§1)] (n ) QL )] (14)
. OIHER WORKING CAPIIAL
1 CURRENT ASSEIS & LiAD. 2,763 1,492 139 505 30 3 36 2 4 2,610 55 8
2 DI HAND 1,560 172 48 303 199 82 3 1 3 1,411 51 1]
3 CUSTONCR 679 AT 4] B8s 1% 1 28 0 ] &7y 0 0
13 ENLRGY 412 100 12 96 78 i5 3 0 0 412 0 0
5 REVENUE RELATED 112 61 8 22 10 3 2 1 1 108 3 0
FRETAYHENTS
6 PRODUCTION 1,224 559 34 254 200 108 5 1 1,162 40 22
RETAIL JURISDICTION
7 DEMAND 280 16 108 ™ 38 1 0 1 523
8 ENERGY 279 18 146 " 70 4 1 0 637
9 TRANSHISSION 205 105 [ ) 30 14 0 0 0 176 T 2
10 DISTRIBUTION 648 389 13 131 54 1" 24 1 0 643 b 0
1" DEMAND 498 287 20 nr 54 1" 3 1 0 493 b 0
12 CUSTOMER 150 102 i3 14 0 0 21 o 0 150 0 0
13 CUSTOMLR ACCOUNTS 23 20 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 0
1% CUSTOMER ASSSISTANCE 15 B 2 4 1 0 0 0 0 15 0 0
15 CUSTOMER 15 B 2 - 4 1 0 0 0 0 15 0 0
16 ENERGY 0 0 _2Q0 L% == __0 _0 _0 __0 0 _0 _0
17 TOTAL PREPAYMENTS 2,115 1,001 T (31} 205 153 el H 1 2,0%7 52 26
18 DEMAND 1,208 672 42 266 163 63 & 1 1 1,212 52 24
19 CUSTOMER L] 130 "7 9 1 1] 21 0 0 183 ] 0
20 ENERGY 639 2m 8 146 121 70 3 1 0 637 0 0
CITAE HG ACCOUNTS
21 PRODUCT IOM 255 14 7 S1 0 22 1 0 0 235 8 12
RETATL JURISDICTION
22 DEMAND b 14 3 22 16 8 0 e 0 106 — g-‘
23 ENERGY 57 4 2 % % 1 ¢ 0 127 ass ggoo
24 TRANSMISSION 18 B 1 3 3 1 0 [¢] 0 16 1 fenm oenm
25 DISIRIRUTION ro 14 & 15 5 1 & 0 0 8o 2 0 o i
26 DEMAND 51 3 z 12 S 1 0* o 0 51 0 0,.° «ig':
27 CUSTONER 27 18 & 3 0 0 4 0 0 7 0 0 --;-\--
8 CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS &0 50 5 4 0 0 1 0 0 60 0 0 w -ne
29 CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE 17 72 5 10 2 0 0 0 0 37 0 0 :g:
10 CuUsSIOnt R 37 22 5 10 2 0 0 0 0 3?7 0 0 : 5 -
31 ENCRGY 0 .0 == - _.0 90 0 _0 _0 _J9 _0 .9 .
32 TOIAL CLEARING ACCOUM!S 52 243 24 83 50 24 6 0 0 [3T] ? 13 b
33 DEMAND 175 6 [ yr 24 10 0 0 0 173 1 13
34 CUSTIMER 12 0 14 17 2 0 5 0 0 we 0 0
15 ENERGY 1? 57 4 29 24 14 1 0 0 127 0 0

vay)

(7-



61

62

63

65
(£
ar
en
49

DESCRINTION
2)

PRELIM. SURVEY CHARGES

RETAIL Jurisoicrion
DEHAND
ENERGY

OTHER PROP. INCL CARY, SUB
RETALL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY

PROP. INSURANCE RESERVE
DEMAND
CUSTONER
ENERGY

PLANT SET-UP ACCT.
PRODUCT ION
RETAIL JURISOICTION

DEMAND

ENERGY
TRANSMISSION
DISTRINUTION

T HAND

CUSTOMER
CUSTOMER ACCOUNIS
CUSTOMER ASSSISIANCE

CUSTOMER

ENERGY

TOTAL PLANT SET-UP ACCT.
DFMAND
CUSTONER
ENERGY

PATARLE

FAY

OTHER DEF. CR, R DTAIIS
RETAIL Jumisolcyion
D AND
ENERGY

UMAMORT . RATF CASF EXP,
REVINUE RELATFD

TNTAL OITHER WwK,
DF AN
CUSTIrER
[ureny
REVINUE RILAIFD

CAr.

($000'S)
TOIAL
FLECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE
__SYSIFM_ RS GS G$-0__ _\P & LPT __ PXT 0s os-111
(R)) (4) (5 (6) 7) (8) ($3] (o)
1,276 498 3 228 100 o7 4 4
252 15 97 n 3 0 0
2h6 16 131 109 63 4 [
836 130 20 150 118 63 2 ]
164 10 &4 &7 22 0 0
166 10 8s mn [} 2 0
(6,532) (2,960) 214y Q17 (770) (356) 8?7 (6
(4,328) (1,865) (118) (740) (450) (173) on (83
(555) (364) («?) (50) (%) 0 (£9) 0
(1,669) (731) (£18] (380) (316) (18%) (10) t
1,005 399 25 81 143 7 3 0
199 12 7 57 27 0 ]
200 13 104 Bs 50 3 0
159 76 4 29 21 10 0 0
W62 278 24 93 19 8 17 0
335 206 14 ns 38 ] 2 0
1or 12 10 9 1 0 15 0
16 14 1 1 0 0 0 0
1 6 1 3l 1 0 0 0
1" 6 1 3 1 0 0 0
.0 -9 -9 _9o _0 _0 0 0
1,653 773 55 sor7 204 5 20 0
1,068 (1] 30 190 116 &5 2 0
134 92 12 13 2 0 15 1]
456 200 13 104 B4 50 3 0
(6,%78)  (2,508) (sny (1,175 (920) (497) (20) (5)
(,291) (76) (501) (360) (1) (2) (2)
(1,297) (82) (674) (560) (324) (@1:5] H
765 403 46 160 b 3 12
(3,250) (720) 20 tanl) (hed) (267) 0 0
(2,677) (1 (%) (2nhy (190 (72) %) (8]
594 L27 65 s 15 1 1 0
(2.002) (F00) (56) (LAL) |7y (226) (1 1
nrr g 54 102 106 L] 14 2

GULF POMTR COHPANY
12 HONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

101TAL TOTAL wit
RATE FETAIL ALL OTHER POVER
__S%_ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
o (12) (Bh)) (14)
1 1,044 35 wr
1 470
0 574
1 (L) 23 129
1 308
0 376
&) (5,56%) (137) (826)
5) (3,365) (13N (826)
0 (533) 0 0
(85 (1,667) 0 0
1 827 28 13:]
1 33
0 56
o 140 S 14
0 59 3 0
0 352 3 0
0 107 0 o
0 1% 0 0
0 1" 0 0
0 1" 0 0
_e o _9 _29
1 1,455 15 162
1 [ 3] 35 162
0 134 0 0
0 L54 0 0
n (5,380) (183) (1,015)
&) (2,621
(N (2,957
2 765 0 0
(B} (1,5¢2) (110 (1,218)
thy (1,347 (11e) (1, 2'8)
0 576 0 0
(2) (2,042) o 2
3 B3 L 0

o
W

00

o

N

N

ssea¥n

.I"“I'I.

L ] -

3 -

wED " e

i

-.‘.-;u-o:

- .:

- g"‘
L Lol

41

Sk

LN

el

setlolrbolleT]

1TqTYx3

(Z-MS¥)



&

Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 23
Dochel WMo, PP1ID48-EI

Pevruary /9. 1990
Ites WNo.

GULF POWER COMPANY Teee 2} of 31
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

Line Footnote
No. _Label

L. (A) Allocated per Total Expenses less Production Enercy
related O & M, Income taxes, and Non-Cash Itens. UPS
directly assigned.

2o (B) Allocated per corresponding Total Expenses less
Production Energy related O & M, Income Taxes, and
Non-Cash Items. UPS directly assigned.

3 (B)

4. (B)

5. (B)

€ (C) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant; UPS directly
assigned.

7 (D) 2llocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

B. (D)

g. (C)

10 s (D)

e (D)

12. (D)

13. (E) Allocated per corresponding Operations and
Maintenance Expense.

14. (E)

15. (E)

16. (E)

21. (F) Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages: UPS
directly assigned.

22. (G) 2llocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages.

23. (G)

24. (F)

25. (G)

2¢€. (G)

27. (G)

28. (G)

29. (G)

30. (C)

3d« (G)

36. {¥) 2pllocated per Production Gross Plant. UPS directly
assigned.

37. (I) Allocated per corresponding Production Gross Plant.

38. (I)

2g. (¥)

40 (1)

41, (I)

42. (J) hllocated per corresponding Net Plant. UPS directly
assigned.

4£3. (J)

44. (K) Lllocated per corresponding Net Plant.

4£5. (K)



1

Line F

46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.
53.
54.
55.
56.
6l1.
62.
€3.
64,

oot
3

(C)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(I)
(1)
(1)
(L)

note

No. _label _

Exhibit__ (RSW-2)
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12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 21, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

Allocated per Retail Revenue from Sales.




GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MOMTHS ENDING DECEMRER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE ITEMS

(3000°S)
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL UNTT
LINE FLECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE PATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POVIR
LAY DESCRIPTION _Sysitm_ RS GS 65D AP & LPI PY OS___ _OS:li1_ __ SS__  SERVICE SERVICE __ SALES
o) ) 3 (4) (5) (6) n @) ") cio (in (2) [$E}) (14)
_CONST. VORK IN PROGRESS
1 PRUDUCT ION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
RETAIL JURISDICTION
2 DEMAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 TRANSMISSION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 DISIRIBUTION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 DEMAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
T CUSTONCR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 CUSTONER ACCUUNTS ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
9 CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 CUSTONER 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
n ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 T01AL cvIp 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 DFNAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0
14 CUSTOMER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
15 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WORK_MOT BEARING INT. .
16 PRODUCT 10N 8,284 3,854 235 1,750 1,382 T42 32 [ 1 8,012 272 0
RETAIL JURISDICTION
"7 DEMAND 1,923 13 746 548 260 4 2 9 3,605
18 ENERGY 1,931 122 1,004 834 1.F 28 4 2 4,407
19 TRANSMISSION 1,302 673 &0 261 191 90 1 1 3 1,260 62 0
20 DISTRINUTION s.722 3,433 295 1,153 400 100 n ] 2 5,679 (3} 0
21 DEMAND 6,434 2,560 177 1,044 476 100 27 5 2 £,391 43 0
22 CUSTOMER 1,288 873 118 109 4 0 __1m 0 0 1,288 0 0
2% TOTAL wwBl 15,308 7,960 570 67 2,053 932 248 12 6 1,950 357 0y -8 uvm
26 DEmAND 9,613 5,156 330 2,051 1,215 ¢50 32 ] % 9,25 357 tese E; B >
25 CUSTOMER 1,208 873 10 109 4 0 184 0 0 1,208 0 . ¢ ;ﬁg 4
26 ENERGY 4,407 1,931 122 1,004 R34 482 28 5 2 &, Lo7 0 0 ".’:g o
a ~ : (S S
. ﬂl-'“ . w "
- . -
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e

a7

28
29
3o

32
33
34

35
36
7
38

39

40
[}

DESCRIPTION

(2)

PLANT_WELD_FOR_fUTURE USE__

PRODUCT ION
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ERERGY
TRANSMISSION
GENERAL
DEMAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY
TOTAL GEMERAL

TOTAL PLKT NELD fOR FUT. USE

DERAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY

UNAMORTIZED WUCLEAR SITE

RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY

INJURIES & DAMAGES RESERVE

PFROOUCTION
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSMISSTON
DISIRIAUTION
DEMAND
CUSTOnNER
CUSTOHMER ACCOUNTS
CUSTOMIR ASSISTANCE
CusTomrm
ENERGY

TO0TAL 'NJ. & DAH. RIS.

DI MAAD
CUSTOMER
FHERGY

TOTAL

ELE
~S1

CirIC
STEM

3

-~

1,459

1,061
749
756

2,566

4,025
1,744

749
1,532

0

(653)

(45)
(206)
(13m

(76)
(15Y

)

Ch]
56)
1496)
oem
(332

RATE
RS

T Tt

673

339
339
0

555
533
N
1,419

2,097
o9s
533
670

0

0
0

(290)

(144)
(146)
2%
e2n
(76)
(51)
(12"
(55
(53)

T
(243)

215
46)

GULF POMER

COMPANY

12 MCNINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OTHER RAIE BASE ITEMS

(so00’
RATE RATE RATES
GS __GS-D LP & LPT
5) (6) )
42 308 243
20 131 ?6
22 \r 147
] 0 0
35 219 140
78 94 16
21 e 143
134 485 vy
176 793 542
55 350 236
78 143 16
L3 349 290
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
(18) (132) (104)
(2] (56) (&1
(§5] (76) (63)
(4)) (0) (6)
(14) (38) (1&)
5) N (%)
(5] n 0
(AR} ) tn
12) (26) (6)
(12) (26) (6)
0o ___0o __ 0o
(58) (21%) (i
(1% (95) (61)
(34) (42) (7
(3] (76) (6%

s)
TOIAL TOTAL NIT
RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTMER  FOMER
—PXT__ 08 _OS-1I1 ___SS__  SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
[G}) 3] (i) (N [4F3) (5 14
131 6 1 2 1,61 1] 0
46 1 0 2 635
85 5 1 0 778
[ 0 ] 0 0 0 0
55 3 1 2 1,010 51 0
1 27 0 ] 749 0 0
83 3 1 1 756 ] ]
139 b 1] 2 3 2,515 51 0
270 40 3 H 3,926 ¥7 ]
101 6 1 4 1,645 ] 0
1 27 0 o 749 0 ]
168 9 2 1 1,532 ] ]
0 0 0 0 0 ] ]
] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
(58) ) 0 m (603) @n (Fad]
L
(20) 0 0 @ ::
(36) ) 0 ] (312) e
(83 0 0 0 (&1 mn (Jyeo
(2) (10 0 ] (20%) M 0o
) ) 0 0 SFih] oM o
0 &3] 0 ] (76) 0 o2
0 28 0 0 (153) 0 0
v o 0 0 197) 0 0
2} o) 0 0 (57 0 0
0 0 0 o ___ 9o o __ 90
(62) (14) 0 () (3,100 5 (3
(25) S} 0 ) (6&1) 2% (32)
(n (o 0 0 (328) 0 0
(36) 2) 0 0 (332) 0 0

04eT " §sAivniaey
195900

97 23eg
1TqTYx3

ANY D000 3im0d 4IND
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=P

57

58
59

61
62
63

65
67

69
70
m
72

GULT POVER COMPARY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMOER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTMER RATE BASE [TENS

L
14

($000'S)
TOTAL TOTAL 10TAL (14
FLECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POMIR
DESCRIPIION SEIBIEN. RS 68 OFD PP 2.4 0S _ _OS-MI1 S _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
2) 5 (&) (5) (6) i (8) %) (10) (n (12) [} 1] (%)
UNAMORT. PLANT ACQ. ADJ.
PRODUCT ION 7,824 1,008 o5 492 388 209 9 2 3 2,252 4 5,495
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DFHAND 539 32 210 156 3 1 1 3 1,013
ENERGY 544 34 282 234 136 8 1 0 1,239
TRANSHISSTON 219 35 2 13 10 5 0 0 0 8% 2 152
DISTRIRUTION 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DEMAND 0 (] 0 ] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0
CUSTOMER _g 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o _ .
T0TAL UNAMORT PLMI ACQ. ADJ.  B,04 i,iis 68 505 LT 214 9 2 3 T2 v 3.64
DFMAND 6,804 574 W™ . 22 164 8 1 | 3 1,078 ™ 5,647
CUSIOMER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ENERGY 1,239 544 34 282 2% 136 8 1 0 1,239 0 0
CU. TOMER ADVANCES FOR COMST. 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
TOIAL OTHER ADDITIONS 26,220 10,553 756 &, 249 2,862 1,354 2 W 23 20,073 512 5,615
DEMAND 17,665 6,381 404 2,529 1,554 604 38 10 20 11,538 512 5,615
CUSTONER 1,709 1,173 162 161 13 0 200 0 0 1,707 0 (]
ENERGY 6,846 2,999 190 1,559 1,295 50 43 7 3 6,846 0 0
.
<
-
-~
~
=
=
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-
.g!
v
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e _®
- -
-
i
UL
. -
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Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 28

ftaff's Piret Set of !aterfogarories
Docaet No. E9134%-E

GULF PONER COMPANY

Pebruary /3. 19%0

lten Mo, 1

GULF POWER COMPANY "*?* 7% of #
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE ITEMS

Line Footnote
o, _Label

1. (A) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant exclucding
UPS.

2. (B) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

I (B)

4. (A)

5. (B)

6. (B)

I (B)

B. (C) Allocated per corresponding Operations and
Maintenance expense. .

9. (C)

10. (C)

13 (C)

16. (&)

17. (B)

18. (B)

19. (&)

20. (B)

21. (B)

22. (B)

27. (&)

28. (B)

29. (B)

30. (&)

31. (A)

32. (B)

33 (B) .

as. (D) Allocated per Production Gross Plant. UPS directly
assigned.

40. (B)

£1. (B)

42. (E) Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages; UPS
directly essigned.

43. (F) Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages.

4. (F)

45. (E)

46. (F)

47. (F)

48. (F)

49. (F)

50. (F)

51. (F)

52. (F)

57. (&)

58. (B)




Line
No,

59.
60.
61l.
62.
63.
68.

Footnote

Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 29

Dociet Mo. B9134%-E1
CULF POMER COMPANY
repruary /3. 19%0
ites NWe. 1

Page 29 of 51

GULF POWER COMPANY

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE ITENMS

Specific Assignment.
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GULF POMER CONMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMRER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF REVENUES

(3000°S)
TOIAL TOTAL TOTAL UNIT
Line ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTWER  POMER
¥O, _____ DESCRIPITION _ _SYSIEM RS GS __ __65:0  _LP & LPT __ PXI___ OS__ _OS:MI1_ S5 SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
) 2) 5 ) ) 6) (4] 8) 3] o) (N (i) (i3) (e
—__REVENUE FROM SALES ___
1 BASE RATE REV. FROM SALES 255,414 131,861 15,032 52,0064 31,141 14,559 3,770 337 sal 249,285 6,129 0
2 FUEL & ECCR REVENUES 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 NET REVEWUE EXCLUDING FUEL 255,41 m,Ei iE,ﬂg 52,004 31,141 1§,55¢9 3,770 537 S81 249,285 6,129 0
_DTEER_OPERATING REVENUES
451-MISC. SERVICE REVENUES
4 CUST. CONNECTION FEES 126 102 19 5 0 0 0 0 0 126 0 0
5 CUST. RECOMNECTION FEES 1,472 1,413 40 19 0 0 0 0 0 1,672 0 0
6 RESTORAIION TEE 203 172 | 10 0 0 0 0 0 208 0 0
7 BAD CMECK FEES 7% 52 15 7 0 0 0 0 0 7% 0 0
8 FRANCHISE CHARGLS 11,330 5,999 604 2,365 1,416 662 1 15 26 11,338 € 0
9 INSTALL. & REM.-1EWP SER 168 0 168 0 0 0 0 0 0 168 0 0
10 MISCELLANECUS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
" INVESTIGATIVE CHARGES 26 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 0
12 COLLECTION CHARGES 72 61 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 72 0 0
13 TOTAL ACCOUNT 451 13,479 7,825 954 2,410 1,416 882 ] is 26 13,479 0 0
454-RENT TROM ELEC. PROP. .
% EQUIPMENT RENTAL " 7 0 3 1 ] 0 0 0 n 0 0
15 RISC. EQUIP. RENIAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0
16 POLE ATTACHMENT RENTAL 2,074 1,220 88 501 246 L] 16 2 1 2,074 1] 1]
17 MISCELLANEQUS RENTS 455 __ 211 __ 13 96 76 l% 2 0 1 440 1§ 0
18 TOTAL ACCOUNT &54& 72,540 1,438 i0i o0 323 i 8 2 2 L5235 i 0
i) 455- INTERDEPART. RENTAL 4 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0
20 456-O1HER ELECTRIC REVEMUE 1,135 506 3% 227 167 ™ 1 3 1,078 37 0
2 CUST. SUB. WICELING REV 19 0 __ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _ 193 Oy-zay
22 TOTAL ACCOUNT 456 1350 586 3 221 167 7o i i R 232 033558 o
€_s00 T
2 REV. WOWASSOC. CO.-DFMAND 27,709 118 3 54 0 19 (] 0 1 260 9 ?r.uo;.':g" 0w
24 REV. NONASSOC. CO.-EMCRGY _ 2,372 18 7 61 51 2 2+ 0 0 268 9 2,0% e In8 T
25 TOIAL REV. NOMASSOC. €O, 30,081 256 15 13 9 « 2 0 1 528 8 i "a Ba
w . -
Lad -
26 TOTAL DINCR OPLR. REVINUE 47,4% 10,108 1,104 3,353 1,997 830 192 8 32 17,63 265 29,535 :5:
- -
o '3
_ADJUSTHENIS 1O ROVENUES S :
27 FRANCHISE TEF REVINUFS (11,333)  (5,999) (684)  (2,%65)  (1,416) (662) (i o (76)  (11,3'8) 0 0 =
28 INTEEDFPARTHONIAL SALFS . s __0 __0 __0 _..0 .0 .0 __0 _.0 .0 38 R
29 NET ADJUSIMENT [0 REVEMULS (11,300)  (5,999) (604) (2,365  (1,418) (662) (SFAD] (1%) (26) (11,13 AL} 0
30 1OIAL ADJUSIED REVINUES 291,548 135,970 15,452 S2,§92 W, 772 14,727 3,791 340 SAT 255,581 6,432 29,53%

(7-MS¥)



Line Footnote

Bo. _Label

i (&)
5. (B)
4. (A)
5. (A)
6. (A)
7. (A)
B, (€)
9. (&)
10. (&)
11. (A)
12, (2)
14. (D)
15. (E)
16. (F)
17. (G)
19. (H)
20. (1)
21. (J)
23. (K)
24. (L)
27. (c)
28. (J)

Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 31

Docast We. #91345%-E1

GULF POWTR COMPANY

rebruary /J, 1930
ltem bo. 1

GULF POWER COMPANY Feoe 31 of 51
12 MOKRTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF REVENUES

Provided by Gulf Power Conmpany.
Allocated per Retail MWH Sales.

Allocated

Allocated
Allocated
Allocated
364.

Allocated
Allocated
Allocated
assigned.

per
per
per

per
per
per

retail revenue from sales.

-

Level 2 Demand Allocator.
Total Gross Plant excluding UPS
Distribution Gross Plant in Account

Production Gross Plant excluding UPS.
Total Salaries and Wages.
Level 2 Demand Allocator; UPS directly

Assigned to All Other.
kRllocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly

assigned.

Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator; UPS directly

assigned.

()
Ly



GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMANCE EXFENSE

(3000'S)
101AL TOTAL 101AL (LT
LINE ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE unrts RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OINER  POMER
¥, DESCRIPTION _SYSIEM RS G5 ©S-D_ LPALPT _ PXI__ OS5 _ _ OS-111_ _ss_H _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
th 2) 3 “ » (6) 7y ™ (o)~ vy T ouasn T uey
PRODUCTION O & M_EXPENSES
_STEAM_POMER GENERATION
OPERAT 1ONS
1 500-SUPERVISION 3,491 1,721 102 669 ] 233 3 2 e 3,215 110 e
§ :n: 186,452 63,819 4,046 33,173 27,560 15,942 90?7 141 145,641 4,871 35,940
01-FUEL REMOVAL 182,463) _(62,127) _ (3,937) _(32,294) _(26,829) _(15,520) (88%) (37 (sz) 141 751) 5, 762) _(35,940)
‘ S01-NET B 'Lifsai — 879 78 I¥73 % < S
502-STEAN
: DEMAND RELATED 3,217 1,576 93 611 449 213 3 2 4 2,956 100 163
ENERGY RELATED 309 138 71 59 4 2 0 0 1 10 %)
7 T01AL ACCOUNT 502 “3.526 1,7 ‘ié 602 So8 247 5 2 7 I;'G; 110 _¥i§
S0S-ELECTRIC EXPENSES
8 DEMAND RELATED 2,5%9 1,276 s 495 363 173 2 2 6 2,392 81 &4
9 ENERGY RELATED 1,765 __ 7% 47 385 30 __ 185 1 2 1 1,69 7 D
10 TOTAL ACCOUNT 50% 5 3015 122 50 883 358 i3 3 7 T.:o:g —i% i
S506-MISCELLANEQUS
1" DEMAND REIATED 4,647 1,836 108 m 522 248 3 2 ? 3,437 nz 1,00
12 ENTRGY RELATED 0 __0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 _g 0
13 T01AL ATCOUNT 506 BT 1,83 o8 Fil 532 7id 3 2 (2 7 - 2 T 1,091
n S07-RENTS . 17 1 7 5 2 0 0 0 15 35% 0
15 TOTAL STEAM OPERATIONS 19,970 %,001 %] 3,820 ~ 2,940 1,510 8 1% LI AR R 1.0
MAINTENANCE
16 510-SUPERVISION 2,946 1,458 8 565 415 197 3 2 7 2,733 93 120
7 S11-STRUCTURES 1,769 899 53 348 256 121 2 1 4 1,684 ST 28
S12-ROILER PLANT
18 DEMAND RELATED 6,409 3,268 192 1,267 930 642 6 4 13 6,124 208 157
19 ENCRGY RELATED .07 2,963 188 1,540 1,200 740 L2 7 2 _61e2 226 0 IS 8En
20 101AL ACCOUMT $12 15,560 6,231 380 2,807 2,210 i,182 i8 il 17 12,806 654 LOSERECZR 3
SI3-ELECIRIC FLANT e Ee® 00
2 DEMAND RELATED 5,137 2,629 155 1,019 748 355 ] 3 12 6,926 167 Wuong e
22 ENERGY RFLAIED 3,408 1,634 §1 745 __619 358 20 - 3 1 3w 9. 38%>
23 TOTAL ACCOUMT §13 8,545 4,063 246 1,764 1,367 713 25 6 13 4,197 2i6 12, e
S14-MISCELLANECS - ._.ﬁ:“
24 DEMAND RELATLD 1,992 969 57 376 276 131 2 1 ¢ 1,816 62 LLL I8 §
25 ENERGY RELATED 8 __©o __ 0o __ 0o __ o 0o __t __ 0o __ 0 __. 9 __@ __o® Sk
26 10TAL ACCOUNT 514 B P T S | T __ 36 276 A8 oo b & Rl 6 T4 o4}
27 TOIAL MAINTENANCE __3o0,812 _ 13,620 _ B22 5,000 __ 4,526 2,344 .80 21 &5 _2i 316 sz 2,514 e
20 T0IAL STEAM POWER GIWERATION 50,702 22,621 1,364 7 9,608 7,464 3,854 128 35 7T TAs N 1,527 4,028 s
.
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1]

A1}

2
33

35

37
39

40
42

43
44
45
L6
&7

51
52
53
S4
55
56

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OFERATIONS AND MAINTEMANCE EXPENSE

(3000'S)
TOTAL T101AL TOTAL umir
CLECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER POVER
DESCRIPTION SYSIEN __ RS 6 _ GS-D_ _LPR&LPI __ PXI OS___ _0S-110_ ___SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
2) 3 %) ) (6) N )] 3 (io) (n i) (13) (18)
OINER_POMER_GENERAT 10N
OFERAT 10N
S47-TUEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S47-FUEL REMOVAL _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 0
S47-NET TUEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
S4B-GENERATION EXPENSES
DENAND 16 9 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 15 1 0
ENERGY 0 0 0 0
TOIAL ACcoT 548 % 4 3 3 4 494 4 F:4 4 =3
TOIAL OPERATION 16 9 0 3 2 1 0 ] 0 15 0
MAIRTENANCE
551-SUPLRVISTON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
552- SIRUCTURES
DEMAND 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL ACCOUNT 552 —g -2 o "'% ] -0 ~o ] _g _g "% "g
553-ELECTRIC PLANI
DEMAND 23 " 1 H g 2 g 0 0 2 1 g
ENERGY °  _o _0o -9 _9°o _o _eo _9o _ 9o _0
TOTAL ACCOUNT $53 23 il i _2 3 2 0 0 0 2 i 0
554-M1SCELLANEOUS PLANT
DEMAND 7 H 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 7 0 0
ENERGY _9 _0 _90 _0 -9 _0 -9 9 _9 _0 0 _0
T01AL ACCOUNT 554 it 3 0 i 1 0 0 0 9 7 0 o
TOTAL MAINIERANCE 32 —i8 o | & - | -y 90 -0 0 e | ;q o, |
TOTAL OTHER GEN. EXIENSE 48 27 1 v 6 3 0 0 0 “% 0 !:'.'E? o m
sEanbkE X
webyh® T
101AL CENERATION EXPENSES 50,830 22,648 1,365 9,697 7,470 3,857 128 15 T oes,2r7 1,59 40 =SngT P
DEMAND 32,308 15,482 925 6,007 4461 2,118 29 19 7 n.m w uemve L8 T
ENERGY 18,522 6,96 42 3,620 3,009 1,739 ] 16 5 15,8% 31 2,00 S e
- -
:gE
_OINER_PRIOUCT ION_FXPENSE &y
$5-FURCHASED TOMTR 7,762 9,005 83 5,017 4,262 2,541 159 23 (2) 21,508 N (14,5¢5) "
DI MAND (4,919 (2.538)  (W9) (oM (72%) (343) (5 (3 ) G, (18 0
ENERGY 12,681 11,543 732 6,001 4,905 2,88 164 26 10 28,345 881 (14,545)
FUEL REFIVAL U2,09) (1L839) (30 (6,000 (5,00 (2,960 __(160) __@6) __(10) (26,35) __ (80 14,55
NET ENTRGY 2y (90) _43) ke (3 2 gy 0 0 @) (D 0
NET 10IAL ACCOAMT 555 (5,138 (2,630) (154) (1,031 (762) (36%) t7) (3) 2) (4, W84 (169) 0

(Z-MS¥)
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65

GULF POVER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMRER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTENAMCE EXPENSE

($000S)
TOIAL T10TAL TOTAL NIT
FLECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POMER
DESCRIPTION SYSTEM . ) T ) B | 2 WY | OS _ _0Os-111 __ SS___ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
(2) 3) (h) 5 (6) 1) (8) ) (10) 0N 2) (3 (%)
556-STYSTEN CONTRUL
DERAND 1,143 500 35 229 168 80 1 1 3 1,103 18 0
ENERGY -0 -2 0 ® - | sl -0 0 ey == == o]
TOTAL ACCOUNT 556 1,143 5ba 35 229 168 80 1 i 3 1,705 38 0
S57-0THER EXPENSES (5,077)
FUEL REMOVAL 5,077
NET 557 0
DEMAND 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ENERGY 0 __0 _0 _0 0 0 0 0 0 _0 _0 _0
TOTAL ACCOUNT 557 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL OTHER PROD. EXPENSE (3,990) (2,042) ain (802) (594) (285) 6) ) (M (3.8 (3 0
DEMAND (3,776)  (1,950) (114) (755) (555) (263) (&) ) (9 (3,652) (126) 0
ENERGY (214) (92) (43} 47) 39) (22) 2) ] 0 207 (4] 0
TOTAL PRODUCTION EXPENSES 46,840 20,606 1,2t6 8,895 6,876 3,572 122 33 & 41,008 1,378 $,02¢
DEMAND 20,532 13,732 80? 5,322 3,906 1,85% 25 17 &3 25,727 (10 1,929
ENERGY 18,308 6,874 437 3,573 2,910 1,77 97 % S 15,637 524 2,09%
TRANSHISSION O & M EXPENSE
OPERAT ION
561-LOAD DISPATCHING 484 236 1% 91 67 32 0 0 1 73 15 30
S62-STATION 840 407 24 158 116 54 1 1 2 763 2 53
S63-OVERNEAD LINFS 233 00 5 31 23 1 0 ] 0 150 5 .
564 -UNDERGROUND L INES 0 __0 _0 __0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 .0 0 0
SUBTOTAL 1,559 723 i3 260 206 97 i 1 3 1,35¢ 13 T8t
S6N-SUPERVISION 374 181 1 70 51 2 0 0 1 318 n 25
566-MISCELLANEOUS 135 &5 3 25 19 9 0 0 ] 122 ] 9
S67-RENTS .o 1429 B 553 ko7 192 2 2 6 2,416 8T 33 ...
TOTAL OPERATIONS i 2,398 143 928 603 122 3 3 10 4,490 146 uo;;;é!
emce
MAINTENANCE . ' cER 3~
$67-S1RUCTURES 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 °.'*i!
S70-STATION FOUITMINI 518 252 15 98 12 33 0 0 1 an 15 L L
571-OVERWEAD LINES e s 3y @06 150 [ 1 ! ? _ 8 M 10e .ge
SUBTOTAL 1,646 782 L6 302 222 104 1 1 3 1,464 &9 156 -ﬂ-
569- SUPERVISION 53] 156 9 61 5 21 0 0 1 273 10 28 ey
573-MISCELLANCOUS .8 __ 5y __ % __ 20 ___ V5 __ 7 0 0 e _ % __ 3 ___°9 °5"'
TOTAL MATNTENANCE 2,085 989 58 83 202 132 ] i ¢ 1,830 [ i73 o
TOTAL TRAMTMISSION [ XPENSE 7.1 3, M7 = 201 1, in 065 454 [ 4 14 8,340 208 6213

e 28eq
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
AMALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMANCE EXPENSE

3ITqQIYxy

($000°s)
101AL TOTAL TOTAL UNIT
LIKE ELECTRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE PATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POVER
Lo DESCRIPTION SYSIEM _ RS 6§ __ G50 _LPLLPT __ PX{ 05 _0s:lil SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
th 2) 5 (4) 5) 6) (53] 8) ) 10y (b 12) (5 (&)
DISIRIBUTION O & W EXPENSE
OFERATION.
89 581-L0AD DISPATCHING 206 121 7 47 22 9 0 0 0 206 0 0
90 582-STATION 264 133 8 54 39 2 0 0 0 255 9 0
503-OVERNEAD LINES
91 DEMAND 875 556 40 226 3] 0 7 1 0 ors 0 0
92 CUSTOMER .0 .0 -0 . L 8 sy _—) =4 gl P ey
93 TOTAL ACCOUNT 5A3 875 556 40 226 1 i 7 1 0 875 0 0
584 -UNDERGROUND | INES
4 DEMAND 296 187 14 76 15 0 2 0 0 %4 0 0
5 CUSTOMER =0 =9 0 =0 =¥ -0 -9 -3 - | 0 -2 -9
96 TOTAL ACCOUNT 584 2% 87 14 76 15 0 2 0 0 H 0 [
97 SO5-SIREET LIGHIING 233 0 0 0 0 0 233 0 0 233 0 0
98 5B6-METER 802 390 177 226 8 1 0 0 0 802 0 0
99  5B4-OINER MISC. REVS, __ 63 605 22 9 0 0 0 0 0 __63% 0 0
100 TOTAL ACCOUNT 586 1,438 995 199 235 ] 1 0 0 0 L4318 0 0
101 SO7-CUSTOMER INSTAL. 302 275 L 9 0 0 0 0 0 302 0 0
102 S87-OINER HISC. REVS, 16 [ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 o __ 0
103 TOTAL ACCOUNT 587 —_3is % io 9 0 0 0 ] 0 __3i8 [] )
104 SUBTOIAL 3,628 2,28 286 647 129 i 242 i 0 3,619 9 ]
105 DEMAND 1,639 w7 69 403 121 30 9 1 0 1,630 9 0
106  cusTomER 1,909 1206 27 244 8 1 233 0 0 1,587 0 o
580-SUPERVISION
107 DEMAND 364 221 15 90 27 7 0 0 362 2 0
108 CUSTCHER 442 286 48 54 2 -0 —32 . 9 A52 —i ._.x
109 TOTAL ACCOUNT 5SRO “Bo6 507 3 i4d L 7 54 0 0 804 F e
S88-MISCELLANEOUS Y 3%! ]
110 CrHAND 363 221 15 89 27 7 2 0 0 b LY 2 Oebatep
" cUsioneR 44y 8 48 ¢ _2 _0 _s2 _0 _0 & _0 _Qguzby?m
112 TOIAL AcCouMT 508 L 506 o3 143 29 7 54 0 0 02 H 0.~ g: o
509-RENLS . e W
1" DEMAND 6 10 1 ¢ 1 0 0 0 0 15 0 0w - gawn
114 cusiomNER &0 1% 2 2 0 -0 -2 2 0 29 0 02" :ﬂ-‘
15 TOTAL ACCOUNT 589 W % 3 6 1 o __ 2 __ 0 0 __ W 0 [} °ra
116 1OTAL OPERATION 5,274 31,320 is 940 183 L5 352 1 0 5,260 i3 0 °S:

(7-MS¥)



162
144

145

DESCRIPTION

(2)

MAIN{ENANCE

591-STRUCTURES
592-STATION EQUIFMENT
593-0VHD LINES - MISC REVS
SP3-OVIRNEAD LINES

DEMAND

CUSTOMER
SURTOTAL OVIRNEAD LINES

TOTAL ACCOUMT 593

594 -UNDERGROUND LINES
DEMAND
CUSTOnER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 594
595-LINE TRANSTORMERS
DFMAND
CUSTOMER
TOTAL ACCOUMT 595
S96-SIREET LIGHIING
SO7T-MEIERS

SUDTOTAL

DERAKD
CUSTONER

570-SUPLRVISION
DEMAND
CUSTONFR

TOTAL ACCOUNT S5O0

590-MISCLLLANEOUS
DEMAND
CUSTOMER

TOTAL ACCOUNT 598

TOIAL MAINTENRANCE

TOTAL DISTRIAUTION EXPENSF
TOTAL DEMAND
TOTAL CUSTOMER

CUSTOMER _ACCOUNTS EXTENSE

TOIAL
ELECIRIC

_STSIEN_

(8}

RATE

()

-
[~
-
-

SSR o

R
\T‘!‘J" ~

- U’i v
— L i
o w MO N

315

0
sgeast
5,054

3,529
1,525

324
)1

665
4“6

EHEN

5,585

s A D
W e
\-ﬂl‘g
~o o

6,563

12 MOMINS ENDING DECEMBER 31,
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

GULF POVER COMPANY

1970

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINIENANCE EXPENSE

1,000
376
632

641

($000°'S)

RATE RATES RATE RATE RAIE FATE
GS-D__ _LP & LPT _ PXI 0S __ _OS-111 _ §S__

%) (7) n) (9) (o) (ll)
3 2 1 0 0 0
1% 10 61 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
936 459 0 30 4 3
62 1 0 3 ] ']

990 460 0 35 4

o9 %60 0 35 3 _“i
226 m 0 7 1 1
0 0 0 0
= W —= —3 1 -
129 26 0 4 | 0
_7! 0 -9 -9 -0
1# 6 0 [ 1 0
.0 0 0 72 0 0
a7 1 0 0 0 0
1,982 710 62 319 3 1
1,443 708 82 42 s 4
8? 2 0 217 0 0
133 65 6 4 1 0
.2 -0 9 23 9 -0
3] &5 6 29 i 0
19 9 1 1 0 0
- -0 0 . _0 _0
o SO, | 1 3 0 0
1,693 784 69 353 . 7 4
2,633 972 14 705 8 4
2,181 958 "3 60 8 4
452 14 ' 645 0 0
460 27 h A 7 2

101AL

TOTAL

REITAIL ALL OTHMER

_SERVICE

12)

15
7%
138

3. e
1,674

i

_SERVICE

(s

N

unit
FOVER

SALES

(14)

Qoo o (- ]

« &858 JJQQ o ouJooJoo oo

S .

- -N-1l- - N-11- N

1% 30 ¢ .."aloo

olo o

oco o

=]

1
088t ‘g/ Aiwniaey

ANYN0D 43m0d4 JIND
‘oW 18%3eq

13-5rCT60
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LINE

-3
|

146

%7
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156

157

158

159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172

173
174
175
176
17
178

101AL
ELECIRIC
DESCRIPTION __SYSIEM_
(2) (&}
CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE EXPENSE
907/911-SUPERVISION 419
$08/912-CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE
RESIDENTIAL 2,260
COMMERCIAL 80?
IRDUSTRIAL 1,88
STREET LIGHTING 7;
TOTAL ACCOUNT P00/912 ‘.3;
909/913-ADVERTISING 1,046
910-MISCELLANECUS 129
ENERGY CONSERVATION COST 1.640
ECCR ADJUSTHENT !!.“g’
NET ENERGY COST COMWSER, 0
TOTAL CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE 5,926
_ROMIN. & GTNERAL FXTENSE
924-TROPERTY |NSURANCE
FRODUCT 104 1,044
RETAIL JumisDICYION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSMISSION 217
DISTRIBUYION 561
DEMAND £35
cusToMER 126
CUSTONER ACCONMIS 3
CUSTOMER ASSISIANCE 20
CUSTOMER 20
ENERGY __0
TOTAL ACCOUNT 924 1,873
DEMAND 1,199
CUSTONMCR 77
ENERGY 497
920-REGULATORY COEilSSIoN
SIAIE 870
TEDERAL 176
T01AL ACCOUNT 928 1,046
EPR1 DUES 1,5¢0
OTHER IMDUSTRY DI § 167

MISC. A B G - DILIW REVS.

EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 HONTHS ENDING DECEMDER 31, 1990

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMAMCE EXPENSE

(3000°5)
101AL 101AL W
RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  FOMVER
RS__ 65 GS:D  WPRUPT _ PXT__ __ oS OS-111_ __ SS__ SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
) 5) 6) & (8) o) (10) (n (12) s (R3]
104 100 172 39 3 0 0 1 419 0 0
2,260 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.260 0 0
0 540 259 2 0 0 0 0 807 0 0
0 0 882 276 5 0 0 s 1,188 0 0
0 0 0 ] 0 s 0 0 75 0 0
2.260 5.8 1,141 278 25 75 0 5 [% 1 F 0 0
767 70 163 41 4 0 0 1 1,046 0 0
32 30 53 12 1 0 0 1 129 9 0
709 45 369 ny 187 w 2 1 1,640 0 0
(709) (45) 367) 317 187) (10 (2) (1 (1,80) g g
0 0 -‘“E 0 _L‘E 0 ] 0 0
3,163 748 1,529 370 33 75 0 8 5,926 0 [
V37 2r 7w 156 83 3 0 1 $04 3 109
218 13 84 62 2% 0 ] 1 w7
219 14 13 9% 54 3 ] 0 97
105 6 41 30 14 0 0 0 196 7 "
W 29 13 .7 10 21 0 0 557 5 0
252 "” 102 47 10 3 0 0 431 4 ]
05 12 " 0 0 18 ¢ 0 126 ] o""‘ﬁ!
2 3 2 ] 0 0 0 0 3 ] 0sse 3 wm
" 3 5 1 0 0 0 0 20 0 0335h2 o x
" 3 5 1 0 0 0 0 20 0 oxgRyu il
==0 _=-9 -__ &8 ___ 06 0 0 0 o ____0 0 0. gc’. o
jie é 358 234 107 2 0 i 1,708 [+ 12§ 23" e
575 34 227 139 53 3. 0 1 1,0 L2 123 Q= Nt
122 1 ] 1 0 18 0 0 177 0 0 :§=
219 % "3 o4 54 3 0 0 o7 0 0 ;53
481 52 m 109 51 1 1 2 870 0 0 o
0 .0 0 .0 g .0 0 .0 .0 __1% . B
T 52 T il i [ 13 1 ] 870 176 0
674 43 351 02 178 10 1 1 1,560 0 0
78 5 10 32 8 1 0 0 187 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0

(Z-MSY)



45:3 —

b

179
160
101
182
183
184
105
106
a7
188

189
190
"1
192
19}

GULF POVER COMPANY
12 MOMTHS ENDING DECEMRER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCAIION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

($000°S)
TOIAL TOTAL TOTAL mIr
ELECIRIC RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE FETAIL ALL OTHER POVER
DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS Gs 65-0__ _LP & LPT __PXI os OS-111_ ___SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
(2) [%}) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (v) (10) (n (12) [} (14)
MISCELLANEOUS A R G 35,166 18,868 1,777 6,686 3,970 1,851 458 264 15 33,429 &84 1,053
DEMAND 15,153 7.309 £61 2,909 1,058 732 35 9 26 13,419 681 1,053
CUSTOMER 9,951 7,071 1,035 1,265 209 18 361 & s 9,948 3 0
ENCRGY 10,062 4,408 201 2,292 1,903 1,101 62 11 & 10,062 0 0
TOTAL MISCELLANETUS A R G 35,167 18,049 1,777 6,606 3,970 1,851 458 26 35 33,430 684 1,053
DEMAND 15,153 7,309 L1 2,909 1,858 7352 315 9 26 13,619 681 1,053
CUSTOMER 9.952 7,012 1,035 1,245 209 18 361 (1 s 9,949 3 0
ENERGY 10,062 4,400 281 2,292 1,503 1,101 62 1 3 10,042 0 0
ECCR MISC A R G ADJUSIMCNT (140 (64) %) (83} (20) (I7) (4} 0 o (17 0 0
TOTAL ADMIN. & GENLRAL 39,666 20,929 1,91 7,31 4,619 2,188 505 26 3% 37,588 f02 1,176
TOTAL DPER. & MAIMTENANCE 12, ™ 63,553 5,705 22,169 13,829 6,364 1,482 78 135 113,395 2.553 5.823
DEMAND 61,143 30,431 1,883 11,950 7.828 3,207 \rdd 1] 108 55,570 1,843 3. 128
ENERGY 30,447 12,184 7786 6,3% 5,273 3,05 172 28 10 27,828 524 2,095
CUSTONMER 29,135 20,477 3,074 3,704 621 55 1,170 " 15 29,127 ] ]
REVENUE 1,046 461 52 101 109 51 13 1 2 a70 176 0
T
- e v "
L Bl -
[ 3 -
- ' - -
L N ]
*Iks
(-] - L]
- u“- .
- - -
. % oiS
-
s&y
b

ssti0leborielu] ;O 189 18114 §8,.;]018

8¢ 2%eg
1TqTYyx3

(Z-MS¥)



Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 39

BLeff e Firet Set of loterrogatocies
Docket No. #91348.E1

CULF PONER COMPANY

Pebruary /3. 19%

lten Mo. )

GULF POWER COMPANY "e9¢ 3% of %1
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOC’ TION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

Line Footnote
Ne., _lLabel

: 8 (A) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

2 (B) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator: UPS directly
assigned.

3 (B)

S (A)

6. (B)

8. (A)

9. (B)

: 1 (C) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned. Excludes associated EPRI dues.

12. (B)

14. (A)

16. (&)

17 (&)

18. (A)

19. (B)

2. (A)

22. (B)

24. (&)

25. (B)

29. (D) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allccator.

30. (D) .

32. (E) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Zllocator.

 JP (D)

36. (D)

iy (E)

38. (D)

40. (E)

41. (D)

43. (E)

&4, (D)

t2. (F) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

e TN (B)

54. (B)

57. (E)

5g. (D)

63. (A)

64. (B)

T2 (G) Allocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assignecd.

73. (H) rllocated per Transmission Substations Gross Plant;
UPS directly assigned.

74. (I) 2llocated per Transmission Lines Gross Plant; UPS

directly assigned.



Exhibit____ (RSW-2)
Page 40

Sraff's Plret SetL of ln.ertogatories
Docret Ne. 09134%-E!

CULF POMER COMPANY

Pepruary /¥ , 1990
ites No. |}

GULF POWER COMPANY Peee ¢0 ot 51
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

(Continued)

Line Footnote

Bo. _Label

75. (J) Allocated per Transmission Account 358 Gross Plan:z.

77, (K) Allocated per Subtotal of Transmission Operations O &
M:; UPS directly assigned.

78. (L) hllocated per Subtotal of Transmission Operations
O&M; UPS directly assigned. Excludes associated EPRI
dues.

79. (K)

81 (M) Allocated per sum of Transmission Accounts 352, 254,
and 355 Gross Plant; UPS directly assigned.

g2. (R) rllocated per Transmission Account 253 Gross Plan<:
UPS directly assigned.

83. (I)

85. (0) Allocated per Subtotal of Transmission Maintenance O
& M; UPS directly assigned.

86. (0)

89. (P) Allocated per Level 3 Demand Allocator.

g0. (Q) Allocated per Distribution Substations Gross Plant.

91. (R) Allocated per corresponéing Distribution Account 368
Gross Plant.

g2. (R)

94. (R)

95. (R)

97. (S) 2llocated per Distribution Account 373 Gross Flant.

98. (T) Allocated per Distribution Account 370 Gross Plant.

99. () Per analysis of information provided by Gulf Power
Company. '

101. (V) Allocated per Distribution Account 2369 Gross Plant.

102. (U)

107. (W) rllocated per corresponding Subtotal ©of Distribution
Cperations O & M.

108. (W)

110. (W)

p 1 6 (W)

113. (W)

114. (X) Allocated per corresponding Subtotal cf Distribution
Operations O&M. Excludes associated EPRI dues.

i 2 (Y) »llocated per Distribution Account 361 Gross Tlenc.

lie. (2) kllocated per Distribution Account 362 Gross Plant.

119. (U)

120. (&R) 2llocated per Common portion cf Distribution Accounzs
364 and 3€5.

121. (BB) kllocated per Customer pcrtion of Distribution
Accounts 364, 365, and 3€9 - other services Groess
Plant.




Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 41

Staff‘'s Pirst Sot of lEterzogateries
Docaet Mo. 09134%-E1

GULF POWER COMFANY

Pebruary 73, 1990

Ites No. 1

GULF POWER COMPANY "®* ¢ ot &
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

(Continued)

Line

No.
124.
125.

127.
128.
130.
131.

135.

136.
138.
139.
145.

146.
147.
148.

145S.
150.

h 152-

153.
154,
155.
158.

h h Un
= O w

[

le2.
163.
164.
1€5.
166.

167.
16E.
173.

Footnote

-Label
(cC)
(DD)

(R)
(R)
(S)
(T)
(EE)

(EE)
(EE)
(EE

(FF)

(GG)
(HH)

(E)
(KX)

(LL)
(LL)
(LT)
(¥21)
(RN)

(KN)
(NN)
(C0)

2llocated per Common portion of Distribution Accounts
366 and 367 Gross Plant.

tllocated per Customer portion of Distribution
rtccounts 366 and 367 Gross Plant.

Allocated per corresponding Subtotal of Dis<ribution
Maintenance O & M.

Direct assignment to rate provided by Gulf Power
Company.

Allocated per Average Number of Customers. Includes
Account 911.

Provided by Gulf Power to Class. Allocated to rate
based on analysis of uverage number of custoners
within class. .

Allocated per Retail MWH Sales.

Fetail jurisdiction sum of corresponding demand and
energy pieces; Total All Other allocated per Level 1
Demand Allocator; UPS directly assigned.

2llocated per Transnission Gross Plant; UPS directly
assigned.
zllocated per correspeonding Distribution Gross Plent.

2lloceted per Customer Accounts O & M.
rllocated per corresponding Customer Assistance
O & M.

2llocated per Retail Revenue from Sales.

£1




Exhibit \nomw=2)
Page 42

Staff's Picet Set of lotertegatories

Docaet Mo, PYLIAS-EI

GULF POWER COMPANY

Pebruary /§. 19%0

Itea No. 1

Page 42 of 51

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

(Continued)

Line Footnote

No.

174. (PP)
176. (I1)
177. (QQ)
178. (V)

179. (RR)
180. (RR)
181 (RR)
182. (RR)
187. (II)

Assigned to Total All Other.

Allocated per Retail portion of Level 1 Energy

Allocator.
Includes an adjustment for Chamber of Commerce and

Lobbying.

Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages; U®s
directly assigned. Includes Area Development

advertising adjustment.




DESCRIPTION

(2)

TOTAL_PROVUCT 10N

e e § e m s S

RETAIL JURISDICIION

DEMAND
ENERGY

TRANSHISSION

I50-EASEMENTS
352-SIRUCTURES
353-STATION FQUIPMENT
354-TOMERS & FIXIURES
355-POLES & FIXTURES
356-OVERNEAD COMD.
358-UNDERGROUHD COND.
359-ROADS AND TRAILS
TOTAL TRANSMISSION

DISIRIBULION

SE0-EASIMINTS
3461-SIRUCTURES
362-STATION EQUIMMENT
364 -TOLES & FIXTURES
cormon
CUSTOMER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 364
345-OVERNEAD COND.
DEMAND
CUSTUMER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 365
366-UNDG. CONDUIT
COMMON
CUSTOMER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 366
347 - UNDERGROUND COND,
COMMON
CUSTOMER
101AL ACCOUNT 367
JON-LINE TRANSIORMLRS
Cormou
cusionen
TOTAL ACCOUMT 340
349-STRVICES
370-MLIFRS
I73-SIRCET LIGNTING

10TAL DISIRIDUTION
DrMAND
CUSTORLR

T10TAL
ELECIRIC
_SYSIEN
3)

29,463

GULF POWER COMPANT

12 MOMTNS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

COUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF DEPRECIATION EXPENSE

(3000°S)
ToTAL TOTAL w1t
RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE  RETAIL ALL OTHER  POMVER
RS 68 650 _LPAPT __PXr 08 _OS:III _ SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
) ) ) $7) 8) (] (i) n (12) un 1)
11,823 722 5,366 4,238 2,278 95 20 32 26,57 a3s 4,054
5,901 347 2,287 1,680 %8 " 7 27 11,058
5,922 35 30 2,558 1,480 84 13 S 13,516
59 3 23 7 8 0 0 0 110 ‘ "
38 2 15 1" b 0 0 0 70 2 1"
692 4 268 97 91 1 1 3 1,29 61 w7
37 20 135 4 &7 1 0 2 651 22 68
329 19 128 9% 45 1 0 2 618 2 &
349 21 135 » a7 1 0 2 654 n &8
56 3 21 16 4 0 0 0 103 ‘ 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ___“.2 .._”!
1,071 109 725 532 250 4 1 9 !jo* 9
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 AR 35 % 0 0 0 216 n 0
1,064 3 827 315 174 2 1 1t 2,047 & 0
1,358 o8 557 s 0 18 3 H 2,307 ° 0
0 0 g 0 g __0 g 0 g 9
i,358 Gg 557 0 i3 I 7,509 0
1,066 " 437 215 0 1% 2 1 1,812 0 0
no a1 13 0 5 0 (] 3 0 )
1,376 04 250 Zi5 0 9 2 1 2,87 0 0
LR ]
1" y s 2 0 0 0 0 9 0 o5E3 gf o
=0 =3 wB =2 _0 -0 _0 -0 0 _0 _0**c e
i 1 5 F 0 0 0 0 0 0 022237 0 &
. . 2 z o
454 1 07 92 0 6 1 1 Tt 0 0nege S
. -9 -9 -0 0 = =9 =9 o . -9z - 33
454 i3 87 92 0 6 i i 774 ] (RS 15
31
2,337 170 54 190 0 3 s 0 e 0 0 14
el 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 w
2,337 i70 voh 170 0 i 5 0 §.6n7 0 0
1,651 . 1o 53 0 0 0 0 0 1,814 0 0
364 166 an 8 1 0 0 0 70 0 0
0 0 0 0 o 762 1] 0 162 0 o ~
b=
-
8,720 752 2,0 1,1%0 1069 3L} 12 S 14,545 890 0 v
6,403 L9 2,614 1,122 na 7 12 b1 10,044 80 0 ro
2,325 Jos 27 a 1 67 o 0 3,0 0 0 h=at



GULF POMNER COMPANY
12 MONINS ERDING DECEMDER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF DEPRECIATION EXPENSE

(3000°'S)

TOIAL 10TAL TOIAL MY
LINE ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RAITE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTWER  POVER
No, DESCRIPTION SYSTEM RS GS___ __GS-D _ _LPRLPT __ PXI 0s 0s-111 $S__ _SERVICE_ _SERVICE _ SALES
(3] ) ) 4) [£3] 3] (§4] 8 " am n (12) (13) (&)
37 ___ _ GEMERAL PLANT 5,261 2,829 266 67 596 278 69 4 5 5,014 103 164
10 DEMAND 2,259 1,108 69 436 2m 110 3 1 3 2,012 103 %4
39 CUSTUMER 1,493 1,061 155 107 3 3 54 1 1 1,493 0 0
40 ENERGY 1,509 660 42 344 286 165 9 2 1 1,509 0 0
&1 TOTAL DEPR. EXPENSE 53,315 25,251 1,849 9,949 6,496 2,995 1,006 37 St 47,834 1,136 4,547
42 DEMAND 33,136 15,203 or 6,062 3,613 1,346 92 21 L 27,455 1,13 4,587
3] custonER 5,174 3,386 458 464 i 4 821 1 1 5,174 0 0
& EMERGY 15,025 6,582 anr 3,423 2,044 1,645 93 15 6 15,025 0 0
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Line
No.

b 1

Ea R 8]
. e

w

B.
9.
10.
11.
13.

14.
15.
16.
17.
19.
20.
22.
23.
25.
26.
28.
29.
31.
32.
23.

-

*d
38-

40.

Footnote
Label

(&)

(B)
(C)

T P e~ —
W EVEVEVE G R R

— o — T — P P P P~
ARG RO R R R R B R RO B B B B B B |
Nt St S St S Sl N S N S N Nl S Nl S

(G)
(G)
(G)

Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 45

ochet Mo. 091345-E1
GULF POWTZE COMPANY
Pepruacy /5., 19%0
lten We. 1

GULF POWER COMPANY "49¢ ¢* of 81
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF DEPRECIATION EXPENSE

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 2; Total All
Other Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS
Qirectly assigned. Excludes Coal Cars and Base Coal
adjustment.

Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allc:ator.

Allocated per Transmission Account 250 Gross Plant
(Lines portion only):; UPS directly assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Transmission Gross Plant
account: UPS directly assigned.

Allocated per corresponding Distribution Gross Plant
account.

Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant; UPS cdirectly
assicned. Excludes <transportatic:n.

HES
A



i

e

VA~ SN

10

12
13
1%
15

16

17
18
1w
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
a7
28
9
30
n
32
33
34

-
-
. =
m

T01AL
ELECIRIC
DESCKIPTION __SYSIEN
(2) (8}
_REAL_R_PERSONAL PROPERTY
PRODUCT ION 10,806
RETAIL JURISDICTION
UEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSMISSION 87
DISIRIPUTION 2,233
DEMAND 1,7%0
CUSTONER 503
CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS 83
CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE 53
CUSTONER 53
ENERGY 0
TOTAL ELECIRIC PROP. TANES 13,972
DT MAND 7,802
CUSTOMER 63°
ENERGY 5,471
PATROLL _TAXES
PRUDUCT TON 2,023
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENCRGY
TRANSHISSION 140
DISIRIBUTION 639
DEMAND 404
custoner 255
TUSTOMER ACCOUNTS 475
CUSIOMER ASSISTANCE 64
CUSTOMER 305
ENERGY .
SURTOTAL ELEC. FAYROLL TAX 3,641
DEMAND 1,540
CUSTONER 1,015
ENERGY 1,006
ECCR FAYROLL ADJUSTMENT 5N
NE! ELEC. PAYROLL TAXES 3. 5me
DFHAND 1,540
CUSTOMER 1,015
ENLRGY 1,027

GULF POMER COMPANY

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

(8000'§)
TOTAL TOTAL
RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTMER
RS GS___ __GS-D__ _LP & LPT _ PXI os 0s-111_ SS___ _SERVICE _SERVICE_
(4) 5) 6) 3] (8) (%) () (n () 05N
4,706 293 2,172 1,715 922 39 8 13 9,948 338
2,388 141 926 680 323 5 3 " 4,477
2,398 152 1,266 1,035 599 3 5 2 5,471
s 22 145 107 50 1 0 2 702 23
1,340 1ms 450 187 39 82 2 1 2,216 17
998 &9 407 186 19 1" 2 1 1,713 17
342 4“6 43 1 0 4! 0 0 503 0
70 7 5 0 0 1 0 0 83 0
28 7 % 3 0 1 0 0 53 0
28 7 1% 3 0 1 0 0 53 0
0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
6,577 ﬂ% 2,ib6 2,012 1,011 124 io is 13,002 i78
3,761 232 1,478 973 412 7 H 1% 6,892 378
440 60 62 4 0 73 0 0 637 0
2,308 152 1,246 1,035 599 34 5 2 5,471 0
879 3 408 322 173 7 2 2 1,848 84
448 26 174 128 81 1 1 2 LT3
451 29 234 194 "2 6 1 0 1,027
70 ‘ 26 19 9 0 0 0 128 3
396 45 "z 43 5 3 0 0 637 2
237 17 o7 4«3 5 3 0 0 wm 2
159 28 20 0 0 28 0 0 235 0
402 19 28 2 0 4 0 0 s 0
187 40 92 30 9 ¢ 0 0 354 0
163 38 e 19 2 4 0 0 305 0
0l @ e Y ;| I O | ORGSR R | S
1,956 iaj &7 s 196 T 2 2 3,472 70
755 &7 97 190 s 4 1 2 1,31 70
724 105 127 21 ? 14 0 0 1,015 0
&77 3 LT 205 119 L] 1 0 1,008 0
(26 ) 0 (D g _ o o 0 __¢n _. 0
1,730 inl 658 405 187 6 2 2 3,413 70
755 &7 bl 190 75 ¢ 1 2 1,370 70
724 105 127 21 2 % 0 0 1,015 0
L5 9 234 194 1"z & 1 0 1,027 0

UNIT
POVER
_SaLes_
(1)
520
92
0
0
0
0
0
1]
0
6i2
812
0
0
91
8
0
0
0
0
Dwww
o35igd
g°®2 :"Uf"i
_‘”ﬁot- b ox
o n o T
W,""igmw
o.qn;- p\c‘
" =
0: g:mﬂ
1
o i d
o %
0
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GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

sk

($000'S)
T0TAL 101AL TOTAL uNET
LINE ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POVER
NO, DESCRIPTION _Sysiew RS 68 GSD  LPEAPT __ PXT 0S __ _OS-11i _ S§__ _SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
() 2 ) (4) ) (3] (7 (8) [Ch) () (in i) un (14)
—__REVENUE TAXES
36 GROSS RECEIPTS TAX 6,397 3,303 386 1,334 ™ 376 LH 9 15 6,377 0 0
37 FLA REG, COMM, ASSESSSMEM! 39 168 19 67 40 19 s 0 1 39 0 0
;: TUEL & ECCR REL. REV TAXES (2,589) (1,120) o (582) 501 (296) (16) 2) (1 (2,587) 0 0
FRANCHISE FFE REV. ADJ. __(8n 43) () __(n 1| N n __© 0 n
40  TOTAL REVENUE 1AXES &, 045 308 T 39 802 —‘315 92 -gi [ A | T,‘:% —g
—_OIWER TAXES
& MISS. STAIE FRAN. TAX 187 98 6 37 27 13 0 0 0 181 6 0
&2 FRANCHISE FEE 11,154 5,900 673 2,327 1,393 651 169 15 26 1,15 0 0
43 MISCELLANEOUS TAXES 106 103 10 35 22 10 2 0 0 182 4 0
44 DEMAND 77 40 3 16 10 & 0 0 ] 14} 3 0
3] CUSTONER 54 39 5 6 2 0 2 0 0 54 0 ]
“6 ENERGY e 53 24 2 1; 10 5 0 0 0 b} 0 0
&7  TOTAL OTHER TAXES 11,527 6,101 609 2, IR (33 Bt 15 26 h.ii% o ~ o
48 FRANCHISE TEE ADJUSIMEN! (11,154)  (5,900) (673)  (2,327) (1,39 s (189) (15 (26) (11,154) 0 0
49  TOTAL TAXES OINER THAN INC. 21,993 11,118 970 4,318 2,79 1,315 57 1% 3 20,824 458 m
50 DEMAND 9,686 4,654 208 1,828 1,200 504 2 6 1% 8,517 458 m
51 CUSTOMER 1,708 1,203 170 195 27 2 m 0 0 1,708 0 ]
52 ERERGY 6,553 2,078 183 1,493 1,239 nr &0 ) 2 4,553 0 0
53 REVENUE RELATED 4,046 2,368 329 802 328 92 85 7 15 §,046 0 0
seoly
a e :n
seCYeS UM
SER2° (g g}
' :;‘:5? ® &
= Roei o8
: ::ﬂ: ~her
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Staff‘e Flret Set of Interrogatories
Docaet Mo. #91)3¢'-El

GULF POMER COMPANY

Pebruary ¢5. 1990

Item Mo, 1

GULF POWER COMPANY Feoe 48 of 31
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

Line Footnote

No. _Label

b (&) Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 2; Tota. A
Other Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator: UPS
directly assigned.

2. (B) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

3. (C) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator.

4. (D) Allocated per Transmission Gross Plant ; UPS directly
assigned.

5. (E) Allocated per corresponding Distribution Gross Plant.

6. (E)

His (E) )

g. (F) Allocated per corresponding Operztions and
Maintenance Expense.

9. (F)

10. (F)

11, (F)

16. (G) Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages:; UPS
directly assigned.

17. (H) 2llocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages.

18. (H)

19, (G)

20. (H)

21. (H)

22. (H)

23. (H)

24. (H)

25 (H)

26. (I) Allocated per Retail MWH Sales.

31. (I) ’

36. (J) 2llocated per Retzil Revenue from Sales.

37. (J)

33. (I)

39. (J)

41. (B)

42. (J)

£3. (H)

44 . (BE)

$5. (H)

46 (H)

48. (J)



1

GULF POMER COMPANY
2 MONINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EOQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENIAGLS

10TAL TO0TAL TOTAL
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL DIMER
NO. DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS 68 __ GS-D .L!.lrs__" PXY__ os__ _Os:I11___$§5__  SERVICE _&!!iss_
M 2) 3) (4) 5) (6) n (8) (9 (10) () (12) (13)
1 ENERGY - LEVEL 506,912 3,608,997 228,563 1,074,960 1,557,679 901,059 51,304 1,97 2,973 8,231,608 275,304
2 X ‘“%.mooo 04240078 0,0268679 0.2204043 0,1831075 0.1059208 0.0060405 0.0005370 0.0003518 0.9676376 0.032362¢
3 MM SALES 7,968,324 3,330,638 211,052 1,731,710 1,488,492 879,877 47,449 7,350 2,914 7,699,492 268,832
1 x 7.0000000 0.4179848 0.0264864 0.2173242 0,1868011 0.1104218 0.0059547 0.0009237 0.0003857 0.9662624 0.0337376
e EP_DEWAND
5 LEVELS | & 2 1,361,721 707,682 41,364 272,423 200,029 95,02 1,325 855 3,255 1,316,956 44,765
[ X 1.0000000 0.5160249 0.0303763 0.2000579 0.1468943 0.0697815 0.0009730 0.0006279 0.002370¢ 0.9671262 0.0328738
7 LEVEL 3 1,172,853 489,788 40,605 267,205 123,076 49,613 1,301 839 626 1,172,853 0
8 X 1.0000000 0.5881283 0.0346207 0.2278248 0. 1049373 0.0423011 0,0011093 0,0007153 0.0003632 1.0000000 0.0000000
NCP_DEMAND
9 LEVEL & 77,623,282 954,269 69,242 391,837 192,263 0 12,685 1,878 1,108 1,623,282 o
10 x 1.0000000 0.5870640 0.0426556 0.2413857 0.1184409 0,0000000 0.0078144 0.0011569 0.0004826 1.0000000 0.0000000
" LEVEL § 1,449,184 918,852 66,661 375,032 74,617 0 12,214 1,808 0 1,449,184 0
12 X 1.0000000 0.6340479 0.0459990 0.2587884 0.0514690 0,0000000 0.0084282 0.0012476 0.0000000 1.0000000 0.0000000
AVERAGE_NO, OF CUSTONERS ) .
13 LEVEL & 290,193 253,526 21,975 10,583 131 0 3,611 367 0 290,193 0
1% X 1.0000000 0.8736462 0.0757255 0.03464688 0.0004514 0.0000000 0.012¢434 0.0012647 0.0000000 1.0000000 0.0000000
15 LEVEL 290,134 253,526 21,976 10,559 o7 0 3,611 387 0 290,134 0
16 X 1.0000000 0.B8738238 0.0757374 0.0363935 0.0003343 0.0000000 0.0124460 0.0012649 0.0000000 1.0000000 0.0000000
17 101AL 290,220 253,526 21,975 10,588 1% S 3,611 367 1 290,214 3
1 X 1.0000000 0.8735649 0.0757184 0.0364827 0,0004858 0.0000172 0.0124423 0.0012646 0.0000034 0.9997793 0.0000207
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GULT POMER COMPANY

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

101AL 101AL 101AL
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTRER
N0 DESCRIPTION SYSUM_ RS GS 65:0__ LP & LPT _ PXI 05 _OS:111 __SS__ SERVICE _SERVICE
(4] ) 5 ) 5) 6) 1) ) [ (10) (an i2) 3
SALARIES_AND WAGES
19 FRODUCT 1OM 10,453 8,506 525 3,097 3,077 1,653 6?7 15 26 17,048 607
RETAIL JURISDICTION
20 12713 DEMAND RFLATED 4,206 252 1,661 1,220 579 8 5 20 8,031
21 1713 ENERGY RELATED 4,300 273 2,23 1,857 1,074 61 10 4 9,815
22 X 1.0000000 0.4652902 0.0284507 0.2111852 0.1667480 0.0895789 0.0037392 0.0008129 0.0013006 0.9671056 0.0328944
23 TRANSMISS 10N 1,261 652 39 52 186 87 1 1 3 1,221 %0
24 X 1.0000000 0.5170500 0.0309278 0.1998414 0.1475020 0.0689929 0.0007930 0.0007930 0.0023791 0.9682791 0.0317209
DISTRIBUTION
25 DEMAND 3,855 2,270 159 925 506 8 25 3 2 3,818 14
2 CUSTONER 2,48 1,508 268 192 6 0 274 0 02,248 0
27 101AL DISIRIBUTION 6,103 3,778 427 1,017 &2 8 27 3 F 6,086 i7
28 X 1.0000000 0.6190398 0.0699656 0.1830247 0.0675078 0.0070450 0.0487923 0.0004916 0.0003277 0.9972145 0.0027855
29 CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS 6,541 3,831 3% 269 16 2 & ‘ 1 6,538 3
30 X 1.0000000 0.0436468 0.0823607 0.0592381 0.0035235 0.0004404 0.0090288 0.0008809 0.0002202 0.9973374 0.0006406
CUSIONER ASSISTANCE -
an 3 CUSTONER 2,918 1,558 368 753 182 16 37 0 4 2,918 0
3 32 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 TOIAL CUSICRER ASST. 7910 1,558 360 758 182 6 37 0 W 2,98 0
34 x 1.0000000 0.5339273 0.1261138 0.2560535 0.0623715 0.0054832 0.0126799 0.0000000 0.0013708 1.0000000 0.0000000
SUBTOTAL SALARIES R MAGES
35 DEMAND 13,754 7,208 430 2,838 1,812 714 34 9 25 13,070 664
36 CUSTONER 9,707 6,897 1,010 1,214 204 18 352 L} b 9,704 3 yuzoge
3 eweRor oms a0 a3 2% 187 Lo 6l 10 ¢ _9ms ¢ $::Bir
30 SUNTOTAL SALARIES A WAGES 33,276 10,405 i,738 6,208 3,873 1,806 1% b3 32 32,807 73 bt o
39 x 1.0000000 0.5531013 0.0520795 0. 1687650 0.1163902 0.0542734 0.0134331 0.0004912 0.0010218 0.9777555 0.0200445 grs g-.- T
. g b 3 (D b
L0 ADMINISTRATIVE & GfNERAL 1,253 6,224 506 2,126 1,310 611 151 ] 1" w027 226 st s wZ
4 x 1.0000000 0.5530770 0.0520750 0.1689274 0.1164134 0.0562966 0.0134186 0.0007107 0.0003775 0.9777165 0.0200835 - - §== e
42 1OTAL SALARIFS B WAGES 44,529 24,629 2,319 8,614 5,183 2,617 598 . 65 &3,635 893 ESEE
43 X 1.6000000 0.5531002 0.0520784 0.1889555 0.1163961 0.0542792 0.0134295 0 0004962 0.0010106 09777457 0.0200543 e
v
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Staff's Pirset Set of lntetrogaleries
bocaetl Nc. R91345%-L0
CULY POMEER COMPANY

Penpcuary /5. 1990
Ttem Ne. 1

GULF POWER COMPANY Faoe 81 of 81
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

(RSW=-2)

Line Footnote

No.  _Label

1. (&) Energy at point of generation.

2. (B) Percent of above lines total.

3. (C) Total sales of energy with no adjustments for lcsses.

4. (B)

5. (D) Coincident peak demand at levels 1 & 2.

6. (B)

7. (E) Coincident peak demand at level 3.

E. (B)

9. (F) Nonceincident peak demand at level 4.

10. (B) :

11. (G) Noncoincident peak demand at level Z.

12, (B) .

13. (H) Average number of customers at levels 4 & 5.

14. (B)

15, (I) Average nunber of customers at level 5.

16. (B)

17. (J) Total average number of customers at all levels.

18. (B)

19. (K) Retail Jurisdiction sum of lines 2 & 2; Total Zl1
Otner and Total Retail Service Allocated per Level 1
Demand Allocatcr.

20. (L) Allocated per level 1 Demand Allocator.

21. (M) Allocated per level 1 Energy Allocator.

22. (B)

23. (N) Allocated per Total Transmission O & M Expence
excluding UPS.

24. (8)

25. (0) Allocated per Distribution O & M Demand piece.

26. (P) Allocated per Distribution O & M Custonmer plece.

28. (B)

29. (Q) Allocated per Customer Accounts Expense excluding
UPS.

30. (B)

al. (R) Allocated per Customer Assistance CusIcomer piece
excluding UPS.

32 (S) Allocated per Customer Assistance Enercy plece
excluding UPS.

3% (B)

40. (T) Allocated per Subtotal Sazlaries and wages.
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(RSW=-2)

Sta‘f's First Set of lnterrogatories

Docket No. BS1345-E1
GULF POWER COMPANY
February /3, 1990
Item No. 2

Page 1 of 46

2. Please prepare an additional study using the Refined
Equivalent Peaker Cost Method, ac submitted by Mr. William
C. Slusser, Jr., of Florida Power Corporation, in Docket
No. B870220-EI. 1t should be prepared separatelv and
should differ from the study in Interrogatory 1 in that
the energy-related production plant components are
2llocated to the classes according to their respective
shares of total on-peak energy consumed (using the current
definition of on-peak hours), excluding company and plant
use, at the generation level. .

ANSWER:

The enclosed cost-of-service study is identical to the original
cost-of-service study filed by Michael T. O'Sheasy on

December 15, 1989 except that production plant has been
classified and allocated to rate class based upon the “"Refined
Equivalent Peaker Cost Method," as submitted by Mr. William C.
slusser, Jr.. of Florida Power Corporation, in Docket

No. B70220-EI.

The calculation of the demand/energy ratio of 40% can also be
found on the workpapers attached to the beginning of Guli's
response to interrogatory no. 1. The breakeven calculation
also set forth in the attachment was found to be 1,430 hours.
Production plant classified as energy related was allocated to’
rate class based upon each rate class kwh sales at the
generator during the highest 1,430 hours of 1990.

The attached cost of service study is provided solely as a
response to the Staff's Interrogatory. The method which is
most appropriate for Gulf, considering Gulf's load shape and
o-her considerations is the 12-MCP and 1/13 included in the
exhipit ¢f Mr. O'Sheasy and supported by his prefiled
testimony. This method is the most sound and will continue to
provide the stable, consistent price signals which Gulf's
customers expect to see. The 12-MCP methodology is a widely
used and accepted methodoiogy tnroughout our industry. Tne
Refined Equivalent Peaker Methodology cures sonme cf the flaws
in the Equivalent Peaker Methodology. However, it still reises
many unanswered questions that leaves it in the "experimental
nedicine" category.
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$raff's Flrest Get of lnlerrogatcries
Docket Wo. #91)45-E]

GULY POMTE COMPANY

Pebruary ¢§. 1990

ltem Mo. 2

Fage 2 of &5

GULF POWER COMPANY

Docket No.

891345-E1

INTERROGATORY 2
"REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER"

°n
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LINE
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13
14
15
16
7

18
19
2¢
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28
30
3
32
33

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MHONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
PRESENT RATE SUMMARY

($000°S)
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL uwir
ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE PETAIL ALL OTHER  FOMER
DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS cS GS-D _ _LP & LPT _ PXI 0s 0s-111 s SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
) (3) %) 5) (3] (47] ) () (10) an (12) 0y (14)
INVESTMENT
ELECIRIC GROSS PLANT 1,469,231 695,748 50,137 270,519 165,530 75,007 16,597 1,368 1,275, m 31,783 141,652
ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION su 7,480 4,530 31 07
NET PLANT % 'H"%g _}i"g'o' % sz% i% ) 7,527 iz, oo"f ii; _331 'lg‘% iﬁ i 'iﬁ'%T
RATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 92 W3 44,167 2,878 18,515  12,3%% 6,176 102 B4, Ti8 2,582 5,413
OTHER WORKING CAPITAL (3,250) (821) 1 (“93) (398) (223) r (2) (%2 (o (1.218)
CONST. WORK IN PROGRESS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WORK NOT BEARING INTEREST 15,308 8,179 585 3,183 1,912 843 223 n 15 14,951 357 0
PLANT WELD FOR FUTURE USE 4,025 2,174 180 800 493 239 33 3 3 3,926 b 0
UNMANORT. PLANT ACO. ADJUST. B,043 1,179 72 510 359 189 3 2 3 2,37 ™ 5,647
UNAMORTI2ED NUCLEAR SITE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
INJURIES AND DAMAGES RESERVE _ (1,156) (638) (¢34 (216) (12n {55) (3 0 (H (1,100 g 25 (3
TOTAL ELECIRIC INVESTMERT 1,078,351 502,468 36,027 195,827 120,201 ,696 ~ 12,B4D 645 $81 923,685 155 131,511
REVENUES
REVENUE FROM SALES 255,414 131,861 15,032 52,0064 31,140 14,559 3,770 137 581 249,285 6,129 [
OTHER OPERATING REVENUES 17,353 9,864 X; m 3,239 1,898 rn m w n 17,106 nr (]
REVENUE - NONASSOCIATED SALES !o 08} zso 1ns f1 1 : 528 18 29,535
ADJUSTMENTS TO REVENUE um ,_12 365) _ {1,416 ;u;x mn ;_}_: g% ¢ I,ﬁ?l 36 2
TOTAL ADJUSTED REVENUE 29! 8 _f‘ 18,453 2.98 T SN.7i6 1%, 122 S87 255, 6,882 f
EXPENSE
OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE 121,771 64,073 5,818 22,216 13,492 6,151 1,434 s 136 113,375 2,553 5,023
DEPRECIATION 53,335 25,996 1,899 10,015 6,014 2,688 940 32 50 47,834 1,136 4,567
AMORT, OF INV, TAX CREDIT 2,7 (1,1%) (81) (429 (258) (115) (40) th (2) (2,061 o) (25N
OTHER AMORTIZATION 255 L1 2 16 1" 6 0 0 0 7% 2 179
REAL R MERSOMAL PROP. TAX 13,992 6,870 461 2,810 1,837 900 9 9 16 13,002 378 812
PATROLL 1AX 1,582 1,979 184 663 372 168 (7] 2 3 3,413 70 97
REVENUE 1AX 4,046 2,388 329 802 328 92 85 7 15 4,006 0 0
OIHER TAXES 1,527 6,104 687 2,399 1,440 673 171 15 25 1,517 10 0
ADJUSTMENT TO OTMER TAXES  _(11,154) _ (5,550) _ (673) _ (2,327) _ (1,390 (651) (169} (15 (26) _(11,154) 0 0
EXPENSES EXCL. INC. TAX 195,007 100,436 5,608 36,165 21,843 9,912 2,564 12¢ 216 179,336 %,08 11,028
OPERATING [NCOME 96,541 35,548 6,825 16,828 9,871 4,810 1,226 218 LTS, 855 2,336 18,512
SIATE B FEDERAL INCOME TAX 19,971 6,17 2,052 3,524 1,991 1,026 277 72 126 15,217 566 ¢, 188
INTEREST SYMCHROWIZATION (558 __ (241 (un (94) (38} (26) (8) 0 0 __ (&) _ (&) 0
TOTAL INCOME TAXES 17,413 5,930 2,035 3,430 1,933 1,000 271 72 126 1%, 777 430 L, 106
NET OFERATING INCOME 77,128 29,618 6,790 13,398 7,938 3,810 955 144 245 60,878 1,904 14,326
RATE OF RETURN 7.15% 13.30% 6.684% 6.60% 6.97% T.WLX 22.33% 249X 6.551 8.22Xx  10.8%%

5.89%
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NO

W oOJoOWU,bH o

19.
20.

21.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
29.

30.

Footnote

Label

(A)
(B)
(C)
(D)
(E)
(E)
(E)
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Dochet Mo. #9134%-E!
CULF POMER COMPANY
Pevruary /5. 19%0
Items mo. 2

Page 4 of 4p

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTES ENDING DECEMBER 31,1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
PRESENT RATE SUMMARY

From "Analysis of Gross Plant."

From "Analysis of Accumulated Depreciation.”
From "Analysis of Materials and Supplies."
From "Analysis of Other Working Capital."
From "Analysis of Cther Rate Base Items."

From "Analysis of Revenues."

From "Analysis of Operations and Maintenance
Expense."

From "Analysis of Depreciation Expense."

Allocated per Depreciation Expense; UPS directly
assigned.

Allocated per Total Production Gross Plant excluding
UPS.

From "Analysis of Taxes Other Than Income Taxes."

Incone Taxes allocated per formula RC - KI =.T:
where T = Total Income Taxes, R = Operating Incone,
C = Combined Effective Tax Rate of 0.3763, I = Tctal
Electric Investmen:t, and K = Income Tax Deduction
factor of .0143396062. UPS directly Assigned.
Retail portion allocated per Retail Rate Base:
All Other and UPS cirectly assigned.
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s =84

|
|



GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MOMTNS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFIKiD EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

1TqTYx3

($000°5)
101AL 101AL T01AL untr
LINE ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OINER  POVER
NO. DESCRIPTION __SYSIEM RS s GS-D__ _LP & LPT __ PXT oS 0s-111 SS_ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
) ) 18] ) 5) T3] in 8) [ (0 oy t12) un (e
1 __10TAL_PRODUCTION PLANT 819,863 340,848 20,920 148,052 103,845 54,648 (741 439 861 670,586 22,794 126,483
RETAIL JURISDICTION
2 DEMAND 143,121 8,425 55,486 40,741 19,354 2mn 174 663 268,234
3 EMERGY 197,727 12,495 92,566 63,104 35,294 703 265 198 402,352
- JRANSHISSION PLANT
350-LAND & LAND RIGHIS
SUBSTATIONS
3 LEVEL 2 COrpion 118 56 3 21 16 7 0 0 0 103 4 1
5 LEVEL 3 COrmeom 2 2 0 0 0 0 [} 0 2 (! 0
6 TOTAL SUBSTATION LAND 20 58 3 21 i6 7 o [ 0 0% [ ii
LINES
7 LEVEL 2 COMmow 0,016 4,7 1,837 49 641 9 6 22 ea1 0, __ 833
8 TOIAL ACCOUNT 350 0,136 41% %g 1,858 '}:}ai #4B 9 3 33 K73 —ioi
352-STRUCTURES
9 LEVEL 2 COMION 3,018 1,410 03 547 402 " 3 2 7 2,648 90 283
10 LEVEL 3 COMION 163 96 6 . 37 17 7 0 9 o __183 0 __ 0
11 TOIAL ACCOUNT 352 3,181 1,506 B9 584 519 198 3 2 7 2,h08 %0 83
277. 353-STA1ION ECUIFNENT
(&1 12 LEVEL 2 CUSTOMER SUB 125 0 0 0 125 0 0 0 0 125 0 ]
e 13 LEVEL 2 COmmon 42,632 19,737 1,162 7,651 5,618 2,669 37 24 91 38,989 1,257 4,386
14 LEVEL 3 rommon 2,203 1298 _ 76 S02 231 _ 93 2 2 1! o8 0 0
'S TOIAL ACCOUMT 353 ih,962 21,085 7,238 8,153 3,974 2,762 9 26 $2 39,319 1,257 1,388
354-TOMERS AND FIXIURES
16 LEVEL 2 COMoN 21,912 1,125 655 4,314 3,167 1,505 21 1% s2 20,853 709 2,350 . Lo
$5i88
355-FOLES AND FIXIURES °3 2 “io
17 LEVEL 2 COMHON 20, 705 9,633 567 3,735 2,743 1,303 18 12 &5 10,0% 614 2,05 ~x%8 g- ®
. [ IO k3
356-OVERNEAD CONDUCTORS RCDL A
18 LEVEL 2 coMmon 23,258 10,823 637 6,195 3,081 1,663 20 13 S0 20,282 687 2,285 - g: o
ISA-UMDERGROUMD COMDUCTORS 355
19 LEVEL 2 COMmon 8,921 4,603 n 1,705 1,310 623 9 6 21 8,628 273 o °3r
I59-ROADS AND IRAILS
20 LEVIL 2 CremioN 56 26 2 10 T 3 0 (1] 0 4] 2 4
21 TOIAL TRANS. PLAMI 135,081 TeI5A7  TR,7A0 T6VE TR, 066 B, 505 119 77 287 ViR gy T 3980 a2,

(z-MS¥)
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GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
LINE ANALYS1S OF GROSS PLANT
N0, (3000S)
it —--—Ei_c'%'.'l!_ﬂ'!_ 101AL TOTAL
(2) LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RAIES RATE RAVE RATE RATE REIAIL
S67-UNER 0. DESCRIPTION sYstEm_ RS S Gs:0__ P LLPT __PXI 0s os-111 ss__ _SERVICE
:; LEVEL ,.“m“""’m 3} ¥3) (53] ) ) 6) N 8) 3 (i) (an a2
LEVEL & cusiong '
53 R
TOIAL ACCOUNT 347 ____DISIRIBUTION PLANT
348- 3560- SUBSTATION LAND
54 YA g 22 LEVEL 3 CUST. SUB 33 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0
55 LEVEL 3 olon 23 LEVEL 3 CONmoN 782 460 21 178 82 33 1 1 0 7
S6  TOTAL ACCOM ToMER | 2 LEVEL 4 COMMON 351 206 15 85 62 0 3 0 0 3
T 348 25 LEVEL 5 CUST. SUB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
369- 26 LEVEL 5 cOonmon | R 0 0 0 0 0 0 [
57 n‘;"ms 27 JOTAL ACCOUNT 360 1,167 667 [¥] 263 129 33 4 \ [} 1,1
8 E POVER DOXES
2 T doas 361- STRUCTURES
I 369 28 LEVEL 3 CUST. SUB 1,261 0 0 127 518 205 0 0 0 !
&0 370-METERS 29 LEVEL 3 COMION 7,012 6,122 243 1,598 36 297 8 s 3 7.
30 LEVEL & CUST. SUB 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
81 373- [ 31 LEVEL & Cotmor 130 B2 3 33 16 0 1 0 0
SIREET LIGHIING | 32 LEVEL 5 CUST. SUB L 0 o __9o __.VM 0 0 0 I
::; T0TAL DIST. PLANT 33 1OTAL ACCOUMT 361 8,429 i,204 249 i,758 1,208 %02 ? 5 3 B,
DEMAND :
64 CUSTONER 362-STATION EQUITMENT
1) VEVEL 2 CUst. SuB 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
GLN 35 LEVEL 2 COMHON 514 266 16 103 76 36 1 0 1
Uit . 3% LEVEL 3 CUST. SUB 10,801 0 0 sa1 4,295 352 0 0 o 8,
&6 DEMAND . 37 LEVEL 3 Cotwon 62,807 36,906 2077 3T 659 2,660 70 45 2y 82,
67 CUSTONER 8 LEVEL ¢ CUST. SUB 95 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0
&8 ENERGY 39 LEVEL & COMMON 1,333 783 57 322 158 0 10 2 1 i
69 NONELECIRIC 0 LEVEL 5 CUST. SUB s ____ 0 0 . 0 __ 5 0 0 0 0 ___
70 TOTAL GENERAL PLANI I3 TOTAL ACCOUNT 362 75,694 38,035 2.250 15,273 W\, 277 6,223 B (%4 25 73
7Y 101A 364-POLES AND FIXIURES
72 uulu:-;l;[c' GROSS PLANT 2 LEVEL & COMMON $1,325 30,173 2,189 12,309 6,079 0 401 59 3551
73 cUSToNCR 43 LEVEL & (USTONER [ TR { } Jup— N e 0 0 9 9
7% ENERCY e TOTAL ACCOUNT 364 §7.325 80,173 29 2,389 079 0 wi W9 35 81
7S T0IAL GR 145-OVERNEAD CONDUCTORS
0SS PLANT 45 LIVEL & COMION 53,258 31,333 2,27 12,865 6,313 0 (A1 62 16 5!
b LEVEL 5 CUSTONFR olss 9048 79 7 A .. 130 0 0 X
&7 TOTAL ACCOUNT 365 63,753 40,481 3,066 13,246 6,516 0 sLb 62 36 8!
ThA AMDERGROOND coNpult
4L LEVEL & CONMON 1,000 654 L6 260 128 0 B \ 1
L9 LEVEL & 1 STONER (U U (| s o .0 _. 90 o __9o ___9 _ 0.
50 TOIAL ALCORME 36 1,0/8 634 Lé S0 120 0 n 1 1




GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

(3000'S)
100AL TOTAL TOTAL UNLT
LINE ELICIRIC  RATE RATE RAIE RATES RATE RATE RAT RATE RETAIL ALL OTWER  POVER
Ko, DESCRIPTION __}ng!!!.. LE] g8 __ __ 650 _LPRLPT _PXY ___OS _ OS- _L_. S5 _SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
(&} 2) H (&) 5y~ (6 N ) %) (1) an \2) [§55) (e
—__DISIRIBUTION PLANT
360-SURSTATION LA
22 LEVEL 3 CUST. SuB 33 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 | 28 0
23 LEVEL 3 Comion 782 460 2 178 82 33 1 1 (] 782 0 0
24 LEVEL & COMMON 351 206 15 85 42 0 3 0 0 351 ] 0
25 LEVEL 5 CUST. SuB 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] (]
26 LEVEL S5 COMON R _} } 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
27 TOTAL ACCOUMT 360 1,16 [ 42 263 129 i3 4 1 0 1,139 28 0
361-STRUCTURES
28 LEVEL 3 CUST. suB 1,261 ] 0 127 518 205 0 0 0 250 an
2 LEVEL 3 Common 7,002 £,122 243 1,598 736 297 8 1 3 7,002 0 0
30 LEVEL & CUSI. SuB 1 0 0 0 1 ] 0 0 0 1 ] ]
31 LEVEL & COtwion 158 02 6 33 16 ] 1 ] 0 138 ] ]
32 LEVEL 5 CUST. sua R, | 4 0 0 9 Il 0 9 0 R, | AR, - SR,
33 TOIAL ACCOUNT 361 B,i29 4,204 49 1,758 1,288 502 9 5 3 8,018 il °
362-STATION EQUIPMENT
3 LEVEL 2 Cust. sue 8 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 ]
35 LEVEL 2 COMMON 514 266 16 103 76 36 1 0 1 59 17 0
e 36 LEVEL 3 CUST. sum 10,801 0 0 521 4,295 3,527 [ 0 0 B, 343 2,458 0
N 37 LEVEL 3 Common 62,887 36,906 2,077,327 6,599 2,660 70 45 23 62,087 0 0
I s LEVEL & CUST. SUB 5 0 0 0 95 0 0 0 0 95 0 0
59 LEVEL & COMMON 1,333 783 57 322 158 ] 10 2 1 1,333 0 0
40 LEVEL 5 CUST, 5u8 54 0 0 0 ___ 5 0 0 0 0 54 0 0
41 TOTAL ACCOUNT 362 75,694 30,035 2,250 15,273 1,217 6,223 a1 (¥ 25 ian 2,483 0
364-POLES AND FIXIURES E:!Ei’ o
¥ LEVEL & CoMmon 51,375 30,173 2,109 12,309 6,079 0 401 59 35 51,325 (] 0SRRGE W
43 LEVEL & CUSIONER 0 » ___ 0o __ 0 __ 0 0 0 0 0 (D 0 I P L o
I TOTAL ACCOUNT 364 B0, 0,143 2089 12,389 6,079 0 %01 59 35 81,328 0 0o :.‘g,
nns ¢
345-OVERHEAD CONDUCTORS 5 Tan 9
45 LEVEL & CoMmon s3,2¢8 31,333 2,213 12,065 6,313 0 416 62 36 53,258 0 0 ,.g:
46 LEVEL 5 CUSICMR _10,45% .08 793 Al 3 0 130 9 O JMeass 0 .0 o>
47 TOTAL ACCOUNT 345 63,753 G0.4B1 3,066 13,246 6,516 0 546 €2 36 83,758 0 0 05,'
~
366 -UNDERGROUND CONDUI T
48 LEVEL & Conmon 1,070 614 6 260 128 0 B 1 1 1,078 0 0
49 LEVEL & CUSTCMER oy o 0 - 0 a0 . 8 0 o 0
50 TOTAL ALLOAMD 3 1,0/0 634 1) 260 ¢n 0 n 1 1 1,9/R 0 0

ITAOTUNT
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56
55

57
58
59

65
67

69
70

7
72
73
T4

75

DESC

RIPT 104

(2)

367 -UNDERGROUHD COND.
LEVEL 4 COron
LEVEL & CUSICMER

TOIAL ACCOUNT 367

368-1LINE TRANSTORMERS
LEVEL 5 Crmion
LEVEL 5 CUSIOMER

TOTAL ACCOUNT 368

360-SCRVICES
HOUSE POMER BOXES
OTHER SERVICES
TOTAL ACCOUMT 369
370-HETERS
373-STRECT LIGHTING
TOTAL DIST. PLANT
DEMAND
CUSTONER

GENERAL PLANT

ELECIRIC
DEMAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY
NOMELECIRIC
TOTAL GENERAL PLANT

T10TAL FLEC, GROSS PLANT
DEMAND
CUSTONCR
ENERGY

TOTAL GROSS PLANT

TO1AL
ELECIRIC

SYSTEN

[83]

L DEV.

20,414
0
20,414

07,027
S
87,827

9,226

Jt__g
43,905

20,270
12,280

306,142
27,21
06,910

108,095
43,605
30,664
33,826

110,567

1,449,231
895,479
117,574
436,178

1,451,703

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
REF INED EOQUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANI

($000°5)
101AL TOTAL Uit
RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OIMER POMVIR
RS __GS___ 65D APRAPT _ PXI __ OS _ _OS-11L_ __ SS__ _SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
G RG] %) 8) 7] (io an (i2) (13) (o)
11,999 871 4,928 2,618 0 160 24 1% 20,414 0 0
iTig' 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0
R Bl 4,928 2,518 0 &0 %4 & 20,414 0 []
55,606 4,040 22,729 4,522 0 740 110 0 87,827 ] 0
(0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
s?‘m 4,000 22,129 4,522 0 740 110 0 87,827 [ 0
9,226 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9,226 0 0
72 &6 1,2 12 0 0 0 0 34,679 0 0
"ig:‘v's% ‘%"6‘6 _i,zg 12 ] 0 ] 0 43905 0 0
9,851 4,404 5,708 207 20 0 0 0 20,270 0 0
0. 0 0 0 0 12,280 0 o 12,2m0 0 0
231,680 19,900 77,834 32,376 6,778 14,229 0] 114 383,220 2,922 0
172,731 11,960 70,485 32,154 6,758 1,819 L0 1% 296,310 2,922 0
58,949 7,940 7,569 222 20 12,410 0 0 84,910 0 0
59,673 5,576 19,999 11,243 5,076 1,276 63 104 103,010 2,107 2.978
21,260 1,333 8,304 5,294 2,053 104 28 73 38,529 2,098 2,978
21,787 3,19 3,835 644 4 1,112 13 16 30,655 9 0
16,626 1,052 7,760 5,305 2,966 80 22 15 33,826 0 0
0 o ___9 ___ 0 90 0 0 L R— 0 '-'-'-239
59,613 5,576 19,999 11,243 5,006 1,276 63 04 103,010 .57 29985 LD
£ L]
R X o
€95,748 50,137 270,519 165,530 75,007  16,5%1 890 1,368 1,275,756 31,783 W1,652 o ° 3 i,
400,459 25,459 158,969 96,255 16,670 2,32 590 L1397 722,058 31,776 141,652 " 5B
00,736 11,131 11,204 res 13,522 13 16 117,565 9 0 e
214,353 13,547 100,346 68,409 38,260 763 287 213 436,178 0 0 _g:
- -
695,748 50,137 270,519 165,530 75,007 16,597 850 1,368 1,275,796 34,255 141,652 S&¥
]

86 28eg
1TaTUXT
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Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 59

Deciet Be. #9LI45-K1

CULF POMER COMPANT

Pebruary /9 . 19%0
Item wo. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Te9° ¢ of @

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

Line Footnote

No. _Label

h 1 (A) Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3: Totel &ll
ther allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS
directly assigned.

2. (B) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

3s (C) Allocated per Level 1 Refined Eguivalent Peaker
Energy Allocator.

4, (D) Allocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator.

5. (E) Allocated per Level 3 Demand Allocator.

P (D)

9. (D)

10. (E)

12, (F) Specific Assignment.

13. (D)

14. (E)

16. (D)

17 (D)

18. (D)

19. (D)

20. (D)

22. (F)

23. (E)

24. (G) 2llocated per Level 4 NCP Demand Allocator.

25. (F)

26. (H) Allocated per Level 5 NCP Demand Allocater.

28. (F)

29. (E)

30. (F)

31. (G)

32. (F)

34 (F)

35, (D)

36. (T)

37. (E)

3E. (F)

39. (G)

40. (F)

2. (G)

43. () Allocated per Average Number of Custcomers at Level <.

45, (G)

46. (J) Allocated per Average Nurber of Customers at Level 3
excluding CSIII.

4E. (G)

49. (I)

51. (G)

52. (I)

54. ()



Line
No.

55.

57
58.

60.
61.
65.

66.
67.
68.
€2,

Footnote

T ﬂ=2£1

(K)

(F)
(L)

(F)
(F)
(M)

(M)
(M)
(¥)
(N)

Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 60

Staff‘a PFirst Set of lpterrogatories
Docket o, P91345-KI

GULF POWER COMPANY

Pepruary /9. 19%0

Ttem Wo. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Pace 5 of &

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF GROSS PLANT

Allocated per Average Number of Common Customers at
Level 5.

Allocated per Average Number cf Customers at Level 5
excluding 0S and OSIII.

Allocated per cocrresponding Salaries and Wages: UPS
directly assigned.

Assigned to All Other.

60



GULF POMER CONPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMODER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF ACCUMULAIED DEPRECIATION RESERVE

(3000°'S)
T101AL TOTAL 101AL uNit
LINE ELICIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RAIE RETAIL ALL OIMER POVER
WO. ___ OLSCRIPTION __ _ SYSIEM RS GS__ __G5:0 LM & LPT _ Pxi__ 0S _ _OS:1I1 _ SS__ _SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
) ) (3 %) 5) (6) %) 8) ) (10) (an (12) (a5 (&)
1 ___ TOIAL_PRODUCTION 290,689 135,210 8,299 58,731 41,196 21,678 384 174 342 266,014 9,062 15,633
RETAIL JURISDICTIN
2 DEMAND 56,775 3,342 22,001 16,161 7,677 107 &9 263 106,405
3 ENERGY 78,435 4,957 36,720 25,033 14,001 2 105 79 159,609
__TRANSHISSION
& 350-EASEMENIS 2,616 1,218 73 480 353 169 2 2 6 2,322 9 215
5 352-STRUCIURES 670 320 19 124 a9 02 1 0 1 596 19 55
6 353-STATION EQUITHENT 14,025 6,814 401 2,641 1,935 895 13 8 30 12,757 407 881
7 354-TOMERS & FIXIURES 10,940 5,169 304 2,005 1,472 659 10 7 2 9,650 329 921
8 355-POLES & FIXTURES 7,023 3,318 195 1,207 945 449 3 4 16 6,220 212 591
9 356-OVERNEAD COND. 10,818 5,113 301 1,982 1,456 &91 9 6 2 9,582 325 o1
10 350-UNDERGROUND COMD . 243 125 7 49 36 17 0 0 1 235 8 0
n 359-ROADS AND TRAILS 10 s ; 0 0 0 9
12 TOTAL TRANSMISSION TR 'ETW; z ) !,5!% 6, _Fﬁ'zl 3] P14 0 I, T 1,3 Fg : }.!Fi
— . Disivipution
13 J60-EASEMERTS 138 50 s 3 15 4 0 0 0 135 3 0
1% 361-STIRUCIURES 1,607 801 &7 335 246 9 2 1 1 1,529 78 0
15 362-STATION EQUIPMENT 18,015 9,053 535 -~ 3,635 2,684 1,481 19 1" 6 17,624 591 0
(@) 364-POLES & FIXIURES
et 16 cormsoN 20,096 11,814 as7 4,851 2,380 0 157 23 W 20,09 0 0
7 CUSTOMER 0 0 0 0 o ___ 0 0 Q P .. -0 0 9
18 TOTAL ACCOUNT 364 20,096 11,814 B57 4,851 2,380 0 157 23 X 20,076 0 0
345 -OVERNEAD COND.
19 conmon 17,008 10,470 759 4,290 2,109 0 132 21 12 17,808 0 0
20 CUSTOMER 3493 3,056 265 128 B | 0 &3 0 0 3,488 e __ 0
21 TOIAL ACCOUMT 345 21,300 713,526 1,024 4,426 2,110 0 82 21 12 21,391 [ 0
364-UNDG. CONDUTT S
22 coron 441 261 9 106 52 0 3 0 0 e 0 05288 o
23 CUSTONER .0 _0 _0 . . o ) =9 0 = o g swn e B
26 YOIAL ACCOUNT 366 @l 261 0 106 52 3 0 0 4 0 o-xiy~ @
367-UNDERGROUND COND . & . -~ s,
25 cormon 5,216 3,085 223 1,259 618 0 13 6 3 5,216 0 0 2ugk’ o
26 CUSIONER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0g -ge ™
27 TOTAL ACCOUNT 367 5,216 3,065 223 1,259 618 0 i & % 5,216 0 0 ..E:
368-LIKE TRANSIORMERS oye
28 COrMoN 20,442 18,033 1,308 7,361 1,464 0 240 34 0 28,442 0 0 "5'.'
2 CUSTOMER v 0o ___ 0 __ 0 0 0 0 0 o ___ 0 0 0 al
30 T0TAL ACCOUNT 368 20,442 718,033 1,308 7,361 1,i64 0 240 36 0 8,462 0 0

ATATIIVAY
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GULF POMER COMPANY
12 HONTNS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION RESERVE

(3000°S)

TOTAL T0TAL TOTAL uNit
LINE ELFCIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RAIE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OIMER POVER
%o, DESCRINTION _SYSIEM RS G5 GS-D_ LPRLPT __ PXI OS__ _OS:111 __ SS__ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
11 2) 3) (&) 5 6) ) @) 3] (o (i) (12) (13) ()
31 369-SERVICES 16,6413 14,934 996 479 4 0 0 0 0 16,413 0 0
32 370-METERS 8,092 3,932 1,790 2,219 83 8 0 0 0 8,092 0 0
33 373-STREET LIGHTING 3068 0 0 0 0 0 3,144 0 0 3.4 0 0
34 TOTAL DISIRIBUTION 122,905 775,499 6,004 24,762 9,656 1,589 3,708 98 37 122,233 T ez 0
35 DEMAND 91,763 53,577 3,753 21,876 9,568 1,581 601 %8 37 91,07 672 0
36  CUSTOMER 3,2 21,922 3,051 2,886 88 8 3,187 0 0 31,142 0 [

GENERAL PLANI
ELECIRIC

37 DEMAND 10,757 5,240 329 2,066 1,305 506 26 7 18 9,497 s17 743
38 CUSIONER 7,559 5,371 787 945 159 1% 274 3 4 1,557 2 0
1 ENERGY 8,338 4 258 1,919 1,307 731 1 6 4 8,338 0
40 TOTAL ELECIRIC 26,654 ﬁ:‘% 1,874 2,930 2000 1,251 _.h% 6 ~ 9% /.53 T 3ie _fig
&1 WCWELECTRIC 715 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 rgz 0
42 TOIAL GEWERAL PLANT 73 R,7ov 1,30 4930 2, 7i TRt T 38 T s % B 1,84 7
43 TOTAL ELECIRIC DEFR. RESERVE 484,593 247,520 17,777 96,993 59,908 27,480 4,530 315 507 455,030 11,612 19,951
44 DEMAND 279,945 137,694 8,726 54,523 33,321 12,726 77 201 420 248,384 11,610 19,951
45 CUSIONER 38,701 27,293 3,038 3,831 7 22 3,461 3 4 38,699 2 0
&6 ENERGY 167,547 82,533 5,215 38,639 26,340 14,732 29 m 83 187,947 0 0
47 1OIAL DEPRECIATION RESERVE  &87,308 247,520 17,777 96,993 59,908 27,480 4,530 315 SO7 455,030 12,327 19,951
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Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 64

Locket Be. 891343-KI

GULF POWER CONPANT

Pebruary /4. 19%0
ltem Mo. 1

GULF POWER COMPANY "*9¢ 17 of &4
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION RESERVE

Line Footnote

No. _label

1. (A) Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3; Total All
Other allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS

directly assigned. Excludes Daniel Coal Cars and
base coal adjustment. Includes JDITC adjustment.

2. (B) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

3 (B)

4. (C) Allocated per Transmission Account 250 Gross Plant,
(Lines portion only); UPS directly assigned.

5. (D) Allocated per corresponding Transmission Gross Plant:
UPS directly assigned.

6. (D) .

T (D)

g. (D)

9. (D)

10. (B)

1. (D)

13. (E) Allocated per Gross Investment in Account 360.

14. (B)

15. (B)

16. (B)

17. (B)

19. (B)

20. (B)

22. (B)

23. (B)

25. (B)

26. (B)

2E. (B)

29. (B)

31 (B)

32. (B)

23 (3)

37. (F) Alloceted per corresponding Gross Investment in
Tlectric General Plant; UPS directly ascsigned.
Includes reserve imbalance and JDITC adjustnent.

38. (F)

29. (F)

41. (G) 2ssigned to X1l Other.
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il Lo
e ﬁ

-

[- RS

acm~

1"
12
13

14
15
16
17

DESCRIPIION

(2)

PRODUCT JON

RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
EHERGY

TRANSHISSION

LINES RELATED
SUBSTATION RELATED
TOYAL TRANS. W L S

DISTRIBUTION

DEMAND RELAIED
CUSTOMER RELATED
TOIAL DIST. M E S

CUSTOMER _ACCOUNITS

CUSTOMER RELATED
ENERGY RELATED
TOTAL CUST. ASST. M L S

TOTAL ELECIRIC M R S
DEMAND
CUSTONER
ENERGY

TOTAL
ELECIRIC
_SIsien

3)
08z,269

-l —
gg3

Ol.M o
:t\ﬂ ~

—
_-.3 o

RATE RATE RATE
RS GS 65-D
%) ) 6)
37,833 2,322 16,433
15,885 935 6,159
21,948 1,387 10 27%
677 40 z:z
149 9 7
826 @9 39
3,773 14 ] 1,545
1.7 31 214
3 "_iu %
17 2 1
6 1 3
=9 =2 -3
6 1 3
44,167 2,878 18,515
20,484 1,257 8,023
1,735 234 218
21,948 1,387 10,274

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTRS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAXER ALLOCATION
AMALYSIS OF MATERIALS AND SUPTLIES

($000"$)
TOTAL TOIAL umiT
RATES RATE RATE RATE RAVE RETAIL ALL OTHER POMER
LP & LPT __ PXI 05 _ _0s-111_ __ §S__ _SERVICE _SERVICE_ _ SALES _
) @ ) (i0) 3N 12) (15 114)
11,526 6,085 108 I $6 76,431 2,530 5,308
4,522 2,8 30 9 ™o wmam
7.006 3,917 7 » 2 4y
193 9 1 ' 3 1,268 a3 82
4 19 0 0 1 217 9 2
35 710 1 1 T T8 52 05
566 0 50 7 2 6,216 0 °
361 0 0 2,525 0 o
“ﬁﬂ% _m_% — T 7 T2 Tﬁ%i e ~ 0o
0 0 0 0 o 20 0 )
1 0 0 (1] 0 n 0 ]
o o o o o 9o _o _o0
1 ] ] ) 0 i 0 0
12,334 6,176 520 56 102 B&, 748 2,%82 5.41)
$323 2,258 8 27 B0 37533 2,382 5413
7 1 s 2 0 2.5%6 0 0
7,006 3,917 78 2 22 4459 0 0
Pt B4
a e v E L]
L -
€ ®
B 2. L
- on
i3
. : u:;. -.
- . -
€ .4z
=S:
o L d
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(A)
(B)
(<)
(D)
(E)

(F)
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Lanibit (RSW-2)
Page 66
Staff'e Pilret Set of loterregatories
Docaet MWo. 891)4%-E!

GULF POWER COMPANY

Ffeoruary /5. 1990
ltem Wo. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Ftage 14 of ¢6

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3: Total All
Other allocated per level 1 Demand Allocater; UPS
directly assigned.

Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Level 1 Refined Egquivalent Peaker
Energy Allocator.

Allocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator: UPS directly
assigned.

Allocated per Gross Investment in Transmission
Substations excluding UPS.

Allocated per demand-related Distribution Gross Plant
excluding Substations.

rllocated per customer-related Distribut
Plant.

Ahllocated per Customer Accounts O & M.
Allocated per Total Customer Assistance O & M less
Energy Cost Conservation.

hllocated per Customer Assistance O & M Energy Cost
Conservation.
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENMT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OINER WORKING CAPITAL

(3000°S)
. TOTAL TOTAL 101AL unie
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE PATE RETAIL ALL OTMER POVER
No, DESCRIPTION _SYSIEW RS GS__ __65:0  _LPRPI __PXI__ _ OS _OS-1I1 __SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
4} ) (%3] (4) 5 3] 57 (8) [t} (o) (i (12 (5 114)
_QINER VORKING CAPITAL
1 CTURRENT ASSEIS £ LIAB. 2,763 1,510 140 506 209 124 35 2 4 2,610 55 98
2 DEMAND 1,526 754 %4 296 194 ™ 3 1 3 1,37 $1 4]
3 CUSTONER 679 ¥4 n 85 1% 1 28 0 0 &9 0 0
1 ENERGY 446 218 % 102 7 40 1 0 0 (173 0 0
5 REVENUE RELATED 12 59 8 22 10 4 3 1 1 108 ¢ 0
PREPAYMENTS E ;‘n
6 PRODUCTION 1,224 592 7 256 180 95 1 0 | 1,162 40 22 o
RETAIL JURISDICTION o
? DEMAND 248 15 9 7 3 0 0 1 465 ol
8 ENCRGY 344 22 160 109 61 1 0 0 897 ~N
9 TRANSHISS1ON 205 105 [ 41 30 % 0 0 0 196 7 2
10 DISTRIRUTION 648 389 1 3 54 1 24 1 0 43 S 0
1" DFMAND 498 287 20 nr 54 1" 3 1 0 493 5 0
12 CUSTOHER 150 102 13 % 0 0 21 0 0 150 0 0
) 13 CUSTOMER ACCOIMTS 23 20 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 0
(8 % CUSTONER ASSSISTANCE 15 8 2 4 1 0 0 0 0 15 0 0
p] 15 CUSTONER 15 8 2 4 1 0 0 0 0 15 0 0
16 ENERGY .0 .0 0 -0 =0 -9 0 -0 -9 .0 .0 _90
17 TOTAL PREPAYMENTS 215 1,104 00 [§1] 265 120 25 1 i 2,037 52 74 —~
18 DEHAND 1,230 640 4 254 155 59 ) 1 1 1,15 52 24 s
19 CUSTONER 189 130 i}4 19 1 0 F3 0 0 188 0 0 =
20 ENERGY 697 344 2 160 109 81 1 0 0 (%14 0 0 i
2%
CLEARING ACCOUNTS bt
2 FRODUCT 10N 255 122 7 51 1 19 0 0 0 235 s 12
RETAIL JURISDICTION
22 DEMAND 51 3 19 % 7 0 0 0 o srefakr
23 ENTRGY " 4 32 22 12 n 0 0 141 244
24 TRANSHMISS 10N i) [ 1 3 3 1 0 0 0 1 1 RS -
25 DISIRIAUTION 80 49 6 15 5 1 4 0 0 2o 0 ()] "'.':i-'
26 DEMAND 51 3 ] 12 5 1 0 0 0 51 0 0 .'...,;..' -
27 CUSTOMER 27 18 4 3 0 0 4 0 0 27 0 0 & "9 -
20 CUSTONER ACCOUNTS 60 50 5 4 0 0 1 0 0 60 0 0 ..g:"
29 CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE 32 22 5 10 ] 0 0 0 0 37 0 0 St
30 CUSTOMER 39 22 b 10 2 0 0 0 0 37 0 0 g 5 e
3 ENCRGY =0 ~.0 _0 =29 .0 9 0 @ 0 .0 =9 -0 =S
32 TOIAL CLEARING ACCOUNTS 52 251 24 Y [T 21 5 0 0 10 o i3 =
33 DEHAND 0} 0 é 113 22 9 0 0 0 161 9 14 -1
3 CUSTONFR 128 %0 14 17 2 a S 0 0 128 0 0 -
35 ENLRAY 14 | 4 32 22 12 0 o L] 141 0 1] :
.
-
-
:



N

40
41

42
43

4
45

&7
48
49
51
53
55
57
58
59
61
62
63

64

TOIAL
ELFCIRIC
DESCRIPTION __SYSIEM
2) 3
PRELIM. SURVEY CHARGES 1,276
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DENAND
ENERGY
OINER PROP. INCL CARY. SUB 836
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY
PROP. INSURANCE RUSERVE (6,532)
DEMAND L
CUSTONER (535)
ENERGY (1,820)
PLANT SET-UP ACCY. PAYABLE
PRODUCTION 1,005
RETAIL JURISDICIION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSHISSION 159
DISTIRIAUT ION L62
DEMAND 355
CuUsSTonER for
CUSTOMER ACCOUNIS 16
CUSTUMER ASSSISIANCE n
CUSTOMER 1"
ENERGY 0
TOTAL PLANT SET-UP ACCT. TAY 1,653
DERAND 1,022
CUSTONER 134
ENERGY &97
OIWER DEF. CR. & DERITS (6,578)
RETAIL JURISDICIION
DEMAND
ENERGY
UNHAHORT ., RATE CASr EXP.
REVENUE RELAIED T&S
TOTAL OTHER WX . FAP, (3,250)
DF 1AND (2,490)
cusion = 594
ENERGY (2,231)
REVEHUF RELAIED nz7

RATE

533

225
308

347

165
202

(5,041)
(1,784)
(364)
(293)

423

178
245
76
Zre
206
72
14
6

]
0
mwr
(1.0
92
245

(2,735%)

(1,149)

(1,506)
403

(821)

(619) -

7
(1,091
462

GULF POMER COMPANY

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIOM
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

($000°S)
T0IAL T101AL UNILT
RATE RATE RATES RAIE RAITE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OIMER FOVER
GS-0__ _LP & LPT __ PXI 03 os-111 $S__ _SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES _
(6) [%7) 0) T3] ti0) an a2 (5 (14)
32 230 161 BS 1 1 1 1,044 35 197
13 86 63 30 0 0 1 418
19 164 98 55 1 1 0 626
22 151 106 56 1 0 1 684 23 129
9 57 42 20 0 0 1 P ol
94 &4 1 0 0 4 n
13 35 0 o; X
200 O, (322 (82) ) (4) (5,569 (13 (826) oot
(114) (709) ) (162) (10) (41 (5)  (3,214) (13N (826) o -
9 (50) 3 0 (68) 0 0 (535) ] 0 @0 r+
[$14] 8 (286) (160) ) (§}] (1) (1,820 0 0
25 183 128 68 1 0 1 829 28 148
10 &9 50 2 0 0 1 152
15 14 78 4 1 0 0 w97
& 29 21 10 0 1] 0 140 ] 1“%
24 (4] 39 8 17 0 2 59 3 0 ;
1% 84 38 [ 2 0 0 352 3 ) e
10 ] 1 0 15 0 0 107 0 0 e
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 16 o 0 1
1 3 1 0 0 0 0 " 0 ] :-1
1 3 1 0 0 0 0 " 0 ]
0 -0 .0 S -0 0 -0 =0 0 oWy
55 309 189 % 8 0 1 1,455 35 162 ?-EE!E
28 182 109 62 2 0 1 82 3 162 982 R
12 13 2 0 15 0 0 154 0 0 ._-,! L
15 114 78 44 4 0 0 W97 0 0”73 z
-.nu"- . :’
(168)  (1,188) (833) (438) (8) (%3] () (5,380) (188 (1,015 5‘§=§
- R
(68) (445) 320 (15%) ) 3} (5)  (2,152) ros
(100) (743) (506) (2n3) 6) 2) (2) (3,228) °§.":
48 160 96 45 12 1 2 765 0 ° s
L]
" (49%) (178) (22%) 7 2) Yy (L, (1o 1,218 i
(30) (245) 167) (R3] L3 2) (5 1,10 Mmoo, .
65 ns 15 1 1 0 Li] b1 0 ] :
(70) (915 ¢350) (193) 5 (2) 3 (2,230 0 0 5
54 2 106 49 15 2 b ars & 0 ']



Line
No.

1.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

21

- -

36,

37.

3E.
ag

-

40.
41,
42.

43.
24,
45‘

Footnote
Label

(A)

(B)

(B)
(B)
(B)
(€)

(D)
(D)
(C)
(D)
(D)
(D)

(E)

Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 69

Decaet Wo. 891)4%-E!
GULF POWER COMPANY
Pepruvary /3. 1990
Item Wo. J

Page 17 of &

GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1950
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

2llocated per Total Expenses less Production Energy
related O & M, Income taxes, and Non-Cash Iters. UPS
directly assigned.

Allocated per corresponding Total Expenses less
Production Energy related O & M, Income Taxes, and
Non-Cash Items. UPS directly assigned.

Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant: UPS directly
assigned. :
Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

Allocated per corresponding Operations and
Maintenance Expense.

Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages; UPS
directly assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages.

2llocated per Production Gross Plant. U»S directly
assigned.
Aliocated per corresponding Production Gross Flant.

Alliocated per corresponding Net Plant. UPS directly
essigned.

Allocated per corresponding Net Plant.

M
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Line
No.

46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
5l.
£2.
53.
54.
55.
56.

+ 61,

62.
€3.
64.

Footnote
T

—Label

(<)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(D)
(I)
(1)
(1)
(L)

Exhibit (Kok=¢)
Page 70

Staf?f'e Pirst Set of Intecregatoiies
Doczet Wo. B8%1)45-El

Febcuary /%. 1990
itea Mo.

GULF POWER COMPANY Fi9e 10 of ¢

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER WORKING CAPITAL

Allocated per Retail Revenue from Sales.



GULF POMFR COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLUCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE 11EMS

(3000'S)
10TAL TOTAL T101AL UNIT
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER FOME R
X0, DESCRIPTION _SYSIEM_ RS G5 _ GS:-D  LPRLPYT __PXT__ OS5 _OS-1il __SS__  SERVICE  SERVICE _ SALES
h ) ) 13 5 ) T3] i) [T2) (10) (in (12) (ihH ()
_COMST. WORK IM_PROGRESS
1 PRUDUCT 1ON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
RETAIL JURISDICTION
2 DEMAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 TRANSHISS1OM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 DISTRIBUTION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c 0 0 0
6 DEMAND 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [ o
7 CUSTONER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 L]
8  CUSTOMER ACCOUNIS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 - E
9 CUSTONMER ASSISIANCE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 peos
10 CUSTOMER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ~
n ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 g - e
12 101AL CVIP 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 [} 0 $ = %
13 ormawD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 custonCR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
15 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
VORK_NOT BEARING INT. :
| 16 PRODUCT | OM 8,284 4,073 250 1,769 1,20 653 n 5 10 8,012 2 0
fom) RETAIL JURISDICTION
7 DEMAND 1,710 101 663 487 2N 3 2 8 3,205 pes
18 ENERGY 2,363 %9 1,106 754 422 8 3 2 4,807 th
19 TRANSMISS 10N 1,302 673 40 261 191 %0 1 1 3 1,260 42 0 =
20 DISTRIPUTION 5,722 3,433 295 1,153 480 100 n b 2 5,679 3 0 1
21 DEMAND 4,434 2,560 17 1,044 &76 100 27 5 2 6, 3N 43 0 f:
2 CUSIMER 1,208 873 118 ST S RS QR . .| R L Y { 9 0
23 101AL wwal 5,08 3,1 sas  T3ies  i.902 8.3 233 i 15 deest TP T 0 oo
26 DEMAND 9.213 4,943 318 1,968 1,154 421 n 8 13 8,85 357 03 ;:Eg._-
25 CUSTONER 1,208 873 118 109 4 0 184 0 0 1,288 0 0osszhzn
26 ENCRGY 4,007 2,343 1%e 1,106 Sé €22 8 3 2 ¢, 807 0 0 -zgsan’
' :nig?:
¢ ’g:?
Lo -
441
24z
n

sstJolsbal.eruyl jOo



LINE
L1
th

27

28
29
30

N
32
33
34

35
16
i
L]

39

&0
41

&2

43
L4
45
&b
a7
Ln
L7
50
51
52
53
54

S

DESCRIPTION
(2)

PLANT_HELD_FOR_FUIURE USE
PRODUCT 10N
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSHISSION
GENERAL
DEMAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY
TOIAL GENERAL

TOTAL FIMI WELD FOR FUT. USE
DI HAND
CUstom Rk
ENERGY

UMAMORTIZID NUCLEAR SIIE
RETAIL JURISDICTION
OF MAND
ENERGY

INJURIES & DAMAGES RESERVE
PRODUCTLON
RETAIL JURISDICTION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSHISSION
DISIRIBUTION
D MAND
CUSTOMER
CUSTONER ACCOUMIS
CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE
CUSTONER
ENCRAY
T0TAL IN),
DF MAND
(st R
ENLRGY

L DAM, RES,

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMDER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYS1S OF OTHER RATE BASE |TEMS

(3000'S)
101AL TOTAL 101AL NI
ELECIRIC RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER POMER
)7 W PR RN D R os__ _0s:1l §S__ _SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
(%3] %) 5 6) [43) (8) %) (10) (i) (1)) 33
1,459 nr &4 312 219 115 2 1 1 1,401 48 1]
300 18 "7 86 41 1 0 1 564
nr 26 195 133 T4 1 1 0 84T
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
992 518 33 205 129 50 3 1 2 961 51 0
749 533 78 94 16 1 27 0 0 749 0 0
025 406 25 189 129 3 1 1 1 825 0 0
2,566 1,457 136 488 274 124 n 2 3 2,515 S 0
£,02% 2,174 180 800 493 239 33 3 & 3,526 7 o
1,604 (1] 51 322 215 (4] & 1 3 1,505 L4 0
749 533 78 94 16 1 27 0 0 749 0 0
1,672 823 51 384 262 .7 2 2 1 1,672 1] o
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (1] 0 0
0 0 1] 0 [1] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0
(653) (306) [§15] (130 (94) (49) (43} 0 [§)] (603) 2n )
(R FL)] 8) (50) n an 0 0 (8} (241
(178 (1 ta3) (57) 32) th 0 0 (362)
(45) (23) (n (8) (6) » 0 0 0 ((3)] ) h
(206) (127 (14 (18) (14) (2) (10) 0 0 (205) (1) 0
(13m (76) (£3] N (14) (2) (@8] 0 0 (12?) th 0
(76) (51 () N 0 0 (83} 0 0 (76) 0 0
(153 (129) (1% 9 (N 0 (N 0 o (159 0 0
99) 5% (12) (26) (6) (§)) ()] 0 0 7)) 0 0
(97) 5hH (12) 126) 4) th t 0 0 N 0 0
e B o __ o __ 0o o _ o 0o _ 0 o .0 0 .0
(1, 156) (630) [§17] (214) (121) (55) (@8} 0 (1,10 (2N (1)
(At8) (227) (14) 8?) (57) (22) [R5 0 n (&11) (€2} (32
(3 (23%) (Y4) (42) (7 (H (1 1] 0 (M) 0 0
(V62) (1n) (1 (A% 5N (32) (@B 0 0 (%2) 0 0

9 Jo of ebdwy
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~1
to

&9
70

12

DESCRIPTION

(2)

UNAMORT. PLANT ACQ. ADJ.
PRODUCT LON
RETAIL JURISDICIION
DEMAND
ENERGY
TRANSMISSION
DISTIRIBUTION
DEMAND
CUSTONER

TOTAL UNMAMORT FLNT ACQ. ADJ.

DF MAND
CUSTOMER
ENERGY

CUSTOMER ADVAMCES FOR CONST.

TOTAL OINER ADDITiONS
DF MAND
CUSICHT R
ENERGY

GULF POVER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING NECEMBER 31, 1950
REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
AMNALYSIS OF ODTHER RATE BASE ITEHS

($000'S)
TOTAL 101AL TOTAL i
ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER FPOMER
_SYSIEN RS G5 _ GS:0_ P& LPY _ PXI 05 _O5:-111_ ___$§__ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
($3] (4) 5 6) N (8) ") (§11}] un (12) (41 }] ts)
7,024 1,144 10 L97 349 184 3 2 3 2,252 144 5,495
[1.3] 28 106 137 65 1 1 2 o1
663 &2 m 212 119 2 1 1 1,35
219 35 2 13 10 5 0 0 0 &5 2 152
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0 0 (1] ?
8,048 T, 72 50 350 89 3 2 3 3 T n TE&
6,692 516 30 199 1134 70 1 1 2 9L ta 5,847
0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1,351 663 42 mn 212 19 2 1 1 1,351 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
26,220 10,094 778 4,279 2,643 1,216 246 16 21 20,0793 512 5,615
17,043 6,050 385 2,400 1,459 540 35 10 17 10,914 12 5,815
1,709 1,173 162 161 13 0 200 0 0 1,707 1] 0
7,668 3,671 231 1,718 1,1n 636 1] é & 7,068 0 0
‘n"ﬂs
$5:88
L : = ’U m
. wEB e DX
Ll ] (1 M o
o :!o' M ke
27
& - ﬁ: i
b - 1
353
i'.
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Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 74

Dockst Me. B91345-E1
GULF POWER COMPANY
February /9. 1990
lten We. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Tec® 32 of 48

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE ITEMS

Line Footnote
No. _Labe!

1. (A) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant exclucing
UPS.

2. (B) Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant.

3. (B)

4. (A)

5. (B)

€ (B)

7 (B)

g (C) Allocated per corresponding Operations and
Maintenance expense.

9. (C)

10. (C)

11. (€)

16. (A)

17. (B)

18. (B)

19. (&)

20. (B)

21. (B)

22. (B)

27, (A)

28. (B)

29. (B)

30. (A)

31. (A)

32. (B)

33. (B) .

39. (D) Allocated per Production Gross Flant. UPS directly
essigned.

40. (B)

&5 (B)

42. (E) Allocated per corresponding Salavies and kages; LTS
directly assigned.

43. (F) Lllocated per corresponding Salaries and kages.

44. (F)

45. (E)

46. (F)

47. (F)

4B. (F)

49. (F)

50. (F)

51. (F)

52. (F)

57. (&)

5BE. (B)

-1
w2



Line
No.

59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
68.

Footnote

Label

(B)
(B)
(B)
(B)
(B)
(G)

GULF POWER COMPANY rage 23 of &

Exhibit

Page 75~

Docuet Me. 09134%-E]
GULF POWER COMPANY

Pebcuary /5.
Jtems Ne. 2

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OTHER RATE BASE ITEMS

Specific Assignnent.

74

19%0

(RSW-2)




~1
(91}

3=
B

-1
-
~

A -

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
22
23
25
26
27
28
29

30

e = s ———

“MISC. SERVICE REVENUES
CUST. COMNMECTION FEES
CUST. RECONMMECIION FEES
RESTORATION FLE
BAD CHECK FEES
FRANCHISE CHARGES
INSTALL. L REM.-TEMP SER
MISCELLANEQUS
INVESTIGATIVE CHARGLS
COLLECTION CHARGES
TOTAL ACCOUNT 451

THER_OPFRATING REVENUES
51-

454-REMT TROM ELEC. PROP.
EQUIPMENT RENIAL
MISC. EQUIP. RENTAL
FOLE ATTACHMENT RENIAL
RISCELLANEOUS RENITS
TOTAL ACCOUNT 454

455- INTERDEPART. RENTAL

456 -0INER FLECTRIC RFVENUF
CUST. SUB, WHEELING REV
TOTAL ACCOUNT 456

REV. NOMASSOC. CO.-DEMAND
REV, NOUNASSOC. CO.-ENIRGY
TOTAL REV. HWOMASSOC. CO.

T01AL OTHER OFLR. REVENUE
_ADJUSTMFNIS 1O REVEMIES
TRANCHISE TEE RLVENUES
INTERDEPARIMENTAL SALES

WET ADJUSIMLNT 10 REVENUES

TOTAL ADJUSIED REVIMWUES

T01AL
ELECIRIC

SYSIEM

3

126
1,472
208

7
11,338
168

0
26

-4
13,479

47,434

(11,330)
__3
(11,300)

291,548

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
AMALYSIS OF REVENUES

($000°5)
101AL 101AL uNit
RATE RATE RATE RAITES RAIE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER POMER
RS __ 65 __GS-D_ AP SAPT _ PXI__ 05 _ _OS:II1 _ SS__SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
(&) ) 6) M 8) ) (i0) an Qa2 (s (14)
131,861 15,032 52,004 31,163 14,559 3,770 337 581 249,285 6,129 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 0
137861 5,082 52,004 51,041 14559 3770 337 581 249,28% [N ] 0
102 19 5 0 0 ] 0 0 126 ] 0
1,413 40 19 0 ] 0 0 0 1,472 0 0
12 21 10 0 0 0 0 0 203 0 ]
52 15 7 0 0 ] 0 0 7% 0 0
5,979 684 2,365 1,616 662 m 15 26 11,338 0 0
0 168 0 0 0 ] 0 0 168 0 0
0 n 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26 0 0
61 7 4 0 0 0 ] 0 72 0 0
7, 954 2,610 1,416 662 7 15 26 15,6479 0 0
7 (] 3 1 0 0 0 0 1" ] 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
1,220 88 501 246 0 % 2 1 2,07 0 0
2y w9 68 3 1 0 ! 7 RPIDY . T,
1,450 i02 &0 315 3 7 bl 2 .58 i5 [
3 0 1 0 0 0 o 0 4 0 ¢
586 34 227 167 v 1 1 3 1,078 7 0-..-53 ot
_ .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 193 g:s:ﬁn ® >
586 W% 227 67 ] i i 3 1,078 212 - ’E 200 -
-~ “ o+
-0on
138 8 54 40 19 P 0 1 260 9 TakD o Y gl wi
18 7 61 51 29 2 0 o 8 I 2,09 "V GN ove
256 i5 15 i i 2 0 [ 528 8 " w,558 §=
- >
10,120 1,105 3,35 1,989 825 191 8 32 17,434 5 29,335 EEE
]
(5,999) (684)  (2,365)  (1,416) (662) (rn (15 (26)  (11,338) 0 0
| .0 __0 .9 ==0 . _..0 .0 L. 38 el
(5,999 (684) (2,365) (1,616) (652) [RFAS] (%) (26) (11,338) ia o
135,982 - 15,453 572,973 M, 7 4,722 §,750 140 “ar7 2%%,501 6,632 29,515

[ T EEU
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(B)
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(A)
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Page 77
GULF POMER COMPANY

Pepruary /8, 1990
1tes Wo. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Fe9¢ 2% of &b

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF REVENUES

Provided by Gulf Power Company.
Allocated per Ketail MWH Sales.

Allocated

kllocated
Allocated
Allocated
364.

Allocated
Allocated
Allocated
assigned.

per

per’

per

per
per
per

retail revenue from sales.

-

Level 3 Demand Allocator.
Total Gross Plant excluding UPS
Distribution Gross Plant in Account

Production Gross Plant excluding UPS.
Total Salaries and Wages.
Level 2 Demand Allocator:; UPS directly

Assigned to All Other.
Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly

assigned.

Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator; UPS directly

assigned.
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINITENANCE EXPENSE

ITqTYxX7

(Z-M5¥)

(3000’5)
10TAL TOTAL 101AL uwit
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RAIE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OINER POV R
O, _ DESCRIPTION  _ SYSIEM __ RS G5 _ 6S-D__ _LP & LPT __ PXI __ 0 _0s-111_ $S__ _SERVICE  SERVICE  _ SALES
o) (2) 5 (4) (5) (6) N (8) 4] (10} (1) a2y sy T ey
PRODUCTION O R M EXPEMSE!
_SIEAN TOMTR s:numuu
“OPERATIONS
1 500-SUFERVISION 3,40 1,721 102 669 3] 233 3 2 8 3,235 10 144
2 S0t 186,452 63,819 t. 046 33,173 27,560 15,942 907 1% S3 145,641 4,871 35,940
3 501-FUEL REMOVAL 182,463) _(62,127) _ (3,931 ;;g,m: (26,829) _( ﬁ,szo: (885) (137 (52) (141,781) _ (&, 742) _(35,940)
4 501-NET e “3.900 'L 692 o7 3%‘{ 24 3 1 ,B80 129 0 o
502-STEAN -
5 DEMAND RELATED 3,217 1,576 93 61 449 213 3 2 7 2,954 100 163 o
[ ENERGY RELATED 09 130 9 71 59 % 2 0 0 313 10 14)
7 T0TAL ACCOUNT 502 3,526 A, 7 T 102 582 508 247 5 2 7 §,287 T 1ii0 _Eii e
505-FLECTRIC EXPENSES
8 DEMAND RELATED 2,539 1,276 75 495 363 173 2 2 ¢ 2,30 8 66
) ENERGY RLLATED 1,745 39 47 __ 383 20 185 1 2 1t 1,69 ST )
10 JOTAL ACCOUNT 505 R,286 2,015 22 800 —%as 358 13 & 7T Ti,082 lii _'ﬁ
506-MISCELLANEQUS
~1 " DFMAND RELATED 4,647 1,836 108 Al 522 240 3 2 ] 3,439 17 1,091
- 12 ENERGY RELATED 0 0 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 0 0
13 101AL ACCOUNT 506 N T,A36 ~ io8 711 522 _ir.g 3 2 % IA% T 'i,'aﬁ?
% S07-RENTS ) | 17 1 4 5 2 0 0 0 3 1 0
15 TOTAL SIEAM OFERATIONS 19,970 9,001 542 3,828 2,940 1,510 1] 1% 12 17,91 605 1,450
MAINIENANCE
16 510-SUPERVISION 2.946 1,458 Bs 565 415 w7 3 2 7 2,733 53 120
17 S11-SIRUCTURES 1,769 a9 53 38 256 121 2 1 4 1,684 57 28
S12-BOILFR PLANT
18 DEMAND RELATED 6,409 3,248 192 1,267 930 462 6 3 15 6,124 208 [+ - g
19 ENERGY RELATED .07 2,968 188 1,540 1,280 740 LT I s b 082 226 _g.?? H i - E" .
20 101AL ACCOUNT 512 15,560 6,231 in0 2.807 2,210 1,182 8 il i 12, 3 ok R SNa
S13-ELECTRIC FLANT & £
21 DFMAND RELATED 5,137 2,629 155 1,019 740 355 5 3 12 6,926 167 L4 - <RE
22 ENERGY RFLATED 3408 163 91 s 619 38 00 3 v 3. 100 .28 *vgq™ &
23 101AL ACCOUMT 513 8,545 4,063 246 1,764 1,367 713 b3 6 13 8,157 T 278 Rg “ass
S14-HISCELLANEQUS :g:
24 DFMAND RELATED 1,992 969 s7 376 276 m 2 1 3 1,818 62 14 gg;!
25 EMERGY RELAICO 0 ___ 0 0 0 __0 .0 0 0 0 . _0 _0 0 L
26 TOTAL ACCOUMY 514 e . B9 - 5F 36 @8 . U3 .2 =1 & _LBle 62 114 -
27 TOTAL MAINTENANCE _so,012 13,620 _ B2 _ 5,B60  &,5¢4 2,344 .80 21 & _27.3e %2 2,57 ®
20 TOIAL STEAM FUMIR GEMERATION 50,782 22,621 1,364 9,608 7,664 3,85% 128 15 17 45,25 1,527 4,024 c
E
-
.
.
-
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GULF POVER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALI_OCAIIDN
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

; ($000°S)
T0TAL 101AL 101AL UNt T
LINE ELECIRIC  RAIE RAIE RATE RATES RALE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OIHER  POMER
NO, DESCRIPTION _SYSIEW_ RS GS _ GS-D P &LPT _ PXI 05 _05:111 __SS__ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES _
0 2) (%3] &) ) 6) (%] (8) T (10) an (i) % (14)
__OTHER_POMER_GENERATION
OPERATION =
b3 ] 547-FUEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 547-FUEL REMOVAL _0 _0 _o _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 0 0
n S47-NET FUEL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 To
548-GENERATION EXTENSES
32 DEMAND 16 9 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 15 1 0
33 ENERGY _0 _0 _0 _g _0 0 _0 _0 _0 _0
34 TOTAL ACCOUMT 548 T8 - o T | i —1 0 0 ) 3 :E
35 TOTAL OPERATION 16 9 0 3 2 1 0 0 0 i i )
HAINTENANCE
36 551-SUPERVISION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 [
552-STRUCTURES
3 DEMAND 2 2 0 0 0 o ] 0 0 2 0 ]
18 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0 0
39 TOIAL ACCOUNT 552 2 _g -0 —g o "3 -0 0 | .g '% ‘3
~1 553-ELECTRIC PLANI
on 4o DEMAKD 23 " 1 5 3 2 0 0 0 2 1 0
4 ENERGY 0 .12 -9 9 -0 -0 -0 = | o= -2 -0 _g
42 TOTAL ACCOUMT 553 23 i 1 s 3 2 0 0 0 22 1
554-MISCELLANLOUS PLANT
43 DEMAND 7 5 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 7 0 [
&4 ENERGY _0 =0 l -9 =0 -9 _0 -0 -9 -2 | AmvQU®
45 TOTAL ACCOUNT 554 7 s ) 1 ] _0 _0 —0 0 -1 ;-;E!:
4 TOIAL MAINTENANCE 32 s | 6 4 2 0 0 o 3 ssifrn
47  T0TAL OIMER GEM. EXPENSE 48 27 i ) [ 3 0 0 0 [Ty ugha~g
o = :i’ -
il d 4 A
48 TOTAL GEMCRAIION EXPENSES 50,030 22,648 1,36% 9,697 7,470 3,857 128 35 i 45,217 1,529 §,026 & " 835
49 DEMAND 32,308 15,682 923 6,077 4,461 2,118 29 19 72 .30 978 1,929 "'g'.‘.
SO EMERGY 18,522 6,966 442 3,620 3,009 1,739 o0 16 5 15,87 31] 2,098 §!=§
me
_DIHER FRODUCTION EXPENSE =
51 $55 - FURCMASED FOMER 7.762 9,005 503 5,017 6,262 2,541 159 23 2) 21,588 9 (14,345) H
52 DEMAND (4,919)  (2,538) (149) (984) 723%) 343) ) th D (4,73 (162) 0 H
53 ENLRGY 12,681 11,563 782 6,001 5,985 2,89 164 2% 10 26,345 281 (14,54%) i
54 TUEL FENOVAL (12,095) (11,635) __ (737) _(6,0¢B) _(5,024) _(2,906) (1¢6) (26) (10) (26,552 ___(308) 14,54 5‘3 .
55 NFT EMFRGY TTqle) (v th kD (3D (22) (2) 0 0 (h b °
56 NET TOIAL ACCouml 555 15,118) (2,630) (154) ¢1,081) (762) (363%) (€] t3) (12) t‘ Q64 ) (169) 0 g
6/ 23eg
(Z-msS¥) 11qTyx3
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 HONTHS ENOING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

(S000'S)
T101AL TO1AL TOTAL UNIT
ELECIRIC RATE RAIE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RALE RETAIL ALL OIKER POMER
- DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS 65 GS:D _ _LP R LPYT _ PXI___ Os __ _0S-111_ SS__ _SERVICE  SERVICE _ SALES
2) &) %) 5 6) %] 8) 13 (10) (i) (2) (3 (14)
DISTRIBUTION O & M EXPENSE
OPERATIONS
581-LOAD DISPAICHING 206 121 7 47 22 9 0 0 0 206 0 0
582-STATION 264 133 8 54 39 21 0 0 0 255 9 0
SA3-OVFRNEAD LINES
DEMAND 875 556 40 226 45 0 7 1 0 ars 0 0
CUSTOMER 0 __0 0 9 9 D0 -9 -9 0 -9 =il sl ot
TOTAL ACCOUMT 5A3 875 556 %0 226 45 0 7 1 0 8BTS 0 0 m
504 -UNDERGROUND LINES o >
DEMAND 29 187 1% 7% 15 0 2 0 0 29 0 0 o
CUSTONER _0 0 0 0 0 _0 _0 _0 _0 _0 0 _9 o0 I
10TAL ACCOUNT 504 2% 187 14 76 15 0 2 0 0 7% 0 0 s v
585-SIREET LIGHTING 233 0 0 0 0 0 233 ] 0 233 0 0
584-METER 802 390 177 226 8 1 0 0 0 802 0 0
584-OTHER HISC. REVS. __ 636 605 __ 22 9 0 0 0 0 0 __ 6% 0 0
TOTAL ACCOUNT 506 1,638 995 199 235 8 1 0 0 0 1,438 0 0
SB7-CUSTOMER INSTAL. 302 s 1’ 9 0 0 0 0 0 302 0 0
587-OTHER MISC. REVS. 16 16 0 0 o __ 0 0 0 0 16 0
101AL ACCOUNT 587 3B 91 i8 9 0 0 0 0 0 __ 318 0 0
SURTOTAL 3,628 2,283 286 a7 129 3 262 1 D 3,619~ 9
DEMAND 1,639 97 &9 403 121 30 ° 1 0 1,630 ? 0 —~
CUSTOMER 1,909 1286 27 264 8 1 238 0 0 1,989 0 0 a
S00-SUPERVISION 'n:
DEMAND 364 221 15 90 27 7 2 0 0 362 2 0 X
CUSTONER LT 206 48 .34 o 4 -0 _32 0 0 4e2 =¥ 0 =
10TAL ACCOUMT SRO 507 63 164 29 7 54 0 0 B804 2 0
SB8-MISCELLANE(US ""2 s--
DEMAND 363 221 15 B? 27 7 2 0 0 361 2 085S ga :
CUSTONER A8 285 L8 =34 I il -3¢ _— =0 L6l - __ee*®e e
10TAL ACCOUMT SR8 BUA 06 63 %3 29 7 Sk 0 0 [T} 2 1§ 4
5B9-RENTS o N3
DEMAND 16 10 1 4 1 0 0 0 0 16 0 (LR
CUSTONER 20 16 2 2 Y 0 e 0 0 20 0 L& §=
TOTAL ACCOUNT 589 =8 o o8 ] b =V 0 o 0 0 W 0 0 Tgl
101AL OPERATION 3,274 3,320 415 940 ina &5 352 i 0 5,261 i3 0o 2 5 s
L]
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m
132
113
134

135
136
137

138
139
140
141

142
143
144

145

DESCRIFTION
2)

HAINTENANCE
591-SIRUCTURES
592-STATION EQUIPHENT
593-0OVHD LINES - MISC REVS
593-OVERREAD LINES

DEMAND
CUSTOMER
SUBTOTAL OVIRHIAD LINES
TOIAL ACCOUNT 5913
594 -UNDERGROUND LINES
DEMAND
CUSTONER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 594
595-LINE TRANSIORMERS
DEMAND
CUSTOMER
TOTAL ACCOUNT 595
596-STREET LIGHIING
S97-METERS

SUBTOTAL
DEMAND
CUSTOMER

590- SUPERVISION
DEMAND
CUSTOMER

TOIAL ACCOUNT 590

598-MISCELLANE(US
DEMAND
CUSTOHER

TOTAL ACCOAMT 598

TOTAL MAINTEMANCE

TOIAL DISIRIPUTION EXPENSE
10TAL DEMAND
TOTAL CUSTUMER

CUSTONMER ACCOUNTS EXPENSE

101AL
fLLciric
_SISIEN
3)

| =
[-1I-N-1

5 3

.~.°.°[
sed,. N5
s L 018 ]

w
w
{= ]

GULT POMER COMPANY

12 MOMIHS ENDING DECEMDER 31,

1990

REFINED EOUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMANCE EXFUMSE

(3000'S)
RAIE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE
GS GS-D__ _LP & LPT __ PxI os 0s-111 s
5 3] ) T3} 7] a0 (n
0 3 2 1 0 0 0
22 149 10 61 1 0 0
138 0 0 0 0 0 0
165 936 459 0 30 4 3
128 62 1 0 5 0 [
293 998 460 [} 35 F 1
31 998 460 0 35 % 3
40 226 m 0 7 1 1
0 _0 0 0 0 0
—%0 2% i 0 o ; 1 i
23 129 26 0 4 1 0
g - .0 90 0 . | .
-2 129 26 0 % i ]
0o ] 0 0 272 0 0
1 R 1 0 9 0 0
537 1,532 7i0 62 319 6 1
250 1,443 708 62 42 6 4
287 89 2 o 277 0 [
23 133 65 é 3 1 0
2 _..8 . 0 25 _° -
] ] 65 6 9 i 0
3 19 9 1 1 0 0
4 =1 0 9 =& =0 _0
—_1 __ % 9 1 i 0 0
59 1,693 84 69 353 7 ‘
1,008 2,633 972 14 705 ] ¢
376 2,181 958 113 €0 8 ‘
632 452 1% 1 A5 0 0
641 460 27 3 71 7 2

T101AL

TOTAL

RETAIL ALL OINMLR

(12)

(42 }]

~N
oo -

Lo

!OQQIOG

e won ox

N'
-~

"~ o~
ocn

-

UNIT
POV R
(14)
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0
0
0 ® %
] o T
z m
o
00 =
0 N
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0
0
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0
0
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LINE
No. DESCRIPTION
) 2)

CUSIOHER ASSISIANCE EXPENSE

146 907/911-SUPERVISION
Q08/912-CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE
147 RESIDENT AL
148 COMMERCIAL
149 INDUSTRIAL
150 SIREET LIGHTING
151 TOTAL ACCOUNT $08/912
152 SOP/913-ADVERTISING
153 Q10-MISCELLANEQUS
154 ENERGY CONSERVATION COST
155 ECCR ADJUSTHERT
156 MET EMERGY COS| CONSER.
157  TOTAL CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE
ADMIN. B GEWERAL EXPENSE
©24-PROPERIY INSURANCE
w 158 PRODUCT 108
RETAIL JURISDICTION
o 159 DEMAND
160 ENERGY
161 TRANSHISSIOH
162 DISTRIRUTION
163 DEMAND
164 CUSTOMER
165 CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS
146 CUSTOMER ASSISTANCE
167 CUSTONER
168 EWERGY
169 TOTAL ACCOUNT 924
170 DEMAND
1 CUSTONER
12 ENERGY
928-REGULATORY COMMISSION
173 STATE
174 TEDERAL
175 T0TAL ACCOUNT 928
176 EFRI DUFS
17 OIHER ITMIMISIRY DINS
178 MISC, A B G - DIMER REVS,

—

101AL

ELECIRIC

SYSIEN
3

419
2,260
807
1,108

—l3
$.352
1,046

1,640
{1,640
0

5,926

12 HONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31,

GULF POMER COMPANY
1950

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAIMIENANCE EXPEMSE

($000°S)
TOIAL TOTAL uMiT
RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTMER FOVER
RS GS _ GS:D  tP&LPT PXT _OS _OS-IMl _SS_SERVECE SERVICE _ SALES
%) (5 (6) (7) (8) (?) (10) (1) (12) (135 (1&)
104 100 172 39 3 0 0 1 619 0 0
2,260 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2,260 0 0
0 548 259 2 0 0 0 0 809 0 0
0 0 882 276 25 0 0 5 1,188 0 0
0 0 0o __© 0 75 0 0 s 0 0
2,260 548 1,4 278 25 s 0 5 €332 0 0
767 70 163 41 4 0 0 1 1,066 0 0
32 30 53 12 1 0 1] 1 129 0 0
709 45 369 M7 187 10 2 1 1,640 0 0
(709 (45) (369 310 (187 [41'}] (2) (H (.&m 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 % % 0 0 —%
3,163 748 1,529 370 33 s 0 [ 5,926 0 [}
460 28 200 140 7% 1 0 1 04 n 109
194 11 s 55 26 0 0 1 362
266 17 125 85 7] 1 0 0 542
105 6 &1 30 14 0 0 0 196 7 1%
337 29 13 &7 10 21 0 0 557 4 0
252 17 102 &7 10 3 0 0 431 4 ¢
85 12 1 0 0 18 0 0 126 0 0
26 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 Osm
" 3 5 1 0 0 0 0 20 0 0s s
1" 3 5 1 0 0 0 0 20 0 Ouy
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 fg -l
939 &9 381 218 ] F3 0 i 1,708 [T 1 5
551 34 218 132 50 3 0 1 987 €2 123 &
122 L] 18 1 0 18 0 0 1w 0 0
266 17 125 85 48 1 0 0 542 0 0
461 52 161 109 51 13 1 2 870 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o ___0 _ 6 __ 0
w52 81 199 51 i3 1 2 870 176 0
674 a3 351 302 178 10 1 1 1,540 0 0
73 5 i 32 1.} 1 0 0 167 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
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GULF POMWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
AMALYSIS OF OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMARCE EXPENSE

(3000°S)
101AL 101AL T01AL uNIT
LINE FLECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTMER  POVIR
NO. DESCRIPTION _Systew_ RS 65 _ GS-D_ AP & LPT _ PXI 05 _OS:I11 __ §S_ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES _
) ) 3 (h) 5 6) 53] B ) (10) n () iy (1)
179 MISCELLANEOUS A & G 35,166 19,365 1,809 6,490 3,649 1,647 L14 21 34 33,429 (313 1,053
100 DEMAND 14,237 6,098 433 2, 721 1. 718 666 34 9 24 12,503 681 1,053
181 CUSTOMER ?.951 7.0m 1,035 1,245 209 18 361 [ L ] 9,948 3 0
102 ENERGY 10,978 5,396 341 2,524 1,722 963 19 8 s 10,978 /] 0
183 TOTAL MISCELLANEOUS AR G 35,167 19,366 1,809 6,490 3,649 1,647 L14 21 % 33,430 684 1,053
184 DEMAND 14,237 6,898 433 2,721 1.718 566 34 9 24 12,503 481 1,053
185 CUSTOMER 9.952 7,072 1,035 1,245 209 18 381 4 S 7,949 3 1]
185 ENERGY 10,978 5.396 3 2,524 1,722 P43 19 8 S 10,978 ] 0
107 ECCR MISC A & G ADJUSTMENT (RT3 (64) %) (51 (28) «“n t 0 0 e 0 0
108  TOIAL ADMIN. & GENERAL 39,686 21,649 1,974 7,388 4,282 1,975 459 23 33 37,588 902 1,176
189  TOTAL OPER. & MAINIENANCE m,m 64,073 5.818 22,216 13,492 6,151 1,438 75 134 113,395 2,553 5,023
190 DEMAND 60,182 29,916 1,853 11,753 7,679 3,138 126 38 104 54,607 1,845 3, 728
" ENERGY 51,400 13,219 aw 6,578 5,083 2,907 127 Fel n 28,789 524 2,095
192 CUSTONER 29,138 20,477 3,074 3,704 621 55 1,170 1" 15 29,121 ] 1]
193 REVENUE 1,046 461 52 181 109 51 13 1 2 870 176 0
ens8¥
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Exhibit (Row=2)
f ———ns ; .
Page &5 guafe s b of nrmasemioe
GULP POMER COMPANY
Pevruary s9. 19%0
ltem We. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Feve 23 of @
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

Line Footnote

No. _Label

b (A) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

25 (B) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

B (B)

Big (A)

€. (B)

8. (A)

9. (B)

11. (C) 2llocated per Level 1 Demand kllocator; UPS directly
assigned. Excludes associated EPRI dues.

l12. (B)

14. (&)

16. (A)

17. (A)

18. (A)

19. (B)

21. (A)

225 (B)

24. (A)

25. (B)

29. (D) Allocated per Level 1 Energy Allocator.

30. (D)

32. (E) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

33. (D)

36. (D)

37 (E)

38. (D)

40. (E)

41. (D)

43. ()

&b (D)

52. (F) Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

5%. (B)

5¢4. (3)

57. (E)

58. (D)

€3. (&)

64. (B)

72. (G) 2llocated per Level 2 Demand Allocator; UPS directly
assigned.

73. (H) Allocated per Transrmission Substations Gross Plant:
UPS directly assigned.

74. (I) Allocated per Transmission Lines Gross Plant; UPS

directly assigned.

N

e



,

(Continued)

Line
75.
T
78.
7¢9.
El.

82.

B6.
85.
S0.
9l.

92.

Footnote

No. _Label

(J)
(K)

(L)

Exhibit (RSW=-2)
Page 86

Docxet Mo. B9134%.-E!
GULF POWER COSPANY
February /4. 19%0
Item No.

GULF POWER COMPANY Feee 2¢ of «
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

Allocated per Transmission Account 358 Gross Plant.
Allocated per Subtotal of Transmission Operaticns O &
M; UPS directly assigned.

2llocated per Subtotal of Transmission Operations
O&M; UPS directly assigned. Excludes associated EPRI
dues.

Allocated per sum of Transmission Accounts 2352, 254,
and 355 Gross Plant; UPS directly assigned.
Allocated per Transmission Account 353 Gross Plant;
UPS directly assigned.

Allocated per Subtotal of Transmission Maintenance O
& M; UPS directly assigned.

Allocated per Level 3 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Distribution Substations Gross Plant.
Allocated per corresponding Distribution Account 368
Gross Plant.

Allocated per Distribution Account 373 Grcss Plant.
Allocated per Distribution Account 370 Gross Plant.
Per analysis of information provided by Gulf Power
Company. .
Allocated per Distribution Account 36% Gross Plant.
Allocated per corresponding Subtotal cof Distribution
Operations 0 & M.

Allocated per cocrresponding Subtotal of Distributicn
Operations O&M. Excludes associated EPRI dues.
Allocated per Distribution Account 361 Gross P_ant.
Allocated per Distribution Account 362 Gross Plant.

2Zllocated per Ccmmon portion of Distribution Accounts
364 and 365.

Allocated per Customer portion cf Distribution
Accounts 364, 365, and 369 - other services Gross
Plant.



(Continued)

Line Footnote
No. _Label

124. (cc)
125. (DD)
127. (R)

128. (R)

130. (S)

131. (T)

135. (EE)
136. (EE)
138. (EE)
139. (EE)
145. (FF)
146. (GG)
147. (HH)
148. (HH)
149. (HH)
150. (HH)
152. (HH)
153. (EH)
154. (II)
155. 1I)
158. (53)
159. (E)

160. (D)

161. (KX)
162. (LL)
163. (LL)
164. (LL)
1€5. (MM)
166. (KN)
167. (NN)
168. (NN)
173 (00)

Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 87

GULF POMER COMPANY
repruary /5 . 19%0
1ten No. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Page 3% of <
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

Allocated per Common portion of Distribution Accounts
366 and 367 Gross Plant.

Allocated per Customer portion of Distribution
Accounts 366 and 367 Gross Plant.

Allocated per corresponding Subtotal of Distribution
Maintenance 0O & M.

Direct assignment to rate provided by Gulf Power
Company.

2llocated per Average Number of Customers. Incluces

Account 911.
Provided by Gulf Power to Class. Allocated to rate
based on analysis of average nunber oI customers

within class.

Allocated per Retail HWH Sales.

Retail jurisdiction sum of corresponding demand and
energy pieces; Total All Other allocated per lLeve. 1
Demand 2Allocator; UPS directly assigned.

2llocated per Transmission Gross Plant; UPS directly
assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Distribution Gross Plant.

-

Allocated per Customer Accounts O & M.
2llocated per corresponding Customer Assistance
O & M.

Retzil Revenue f£ron Sales.

H

kllocated pe

56
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Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 88 -

Doczet Mo. 091)45-E!
GULF POWER COMPANY
Februacy /5. 1990
item No. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Feve )¢ of &4

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990

REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE LCXPENSE

(Continued)

Line Footnote

No.  _Ladel

174. (PP) Assigned to Total All Other.

176. (II)

177. (QQ) Allocated per Retail portion of Level 1 Energy
Allocator.

Includes an adjustment for Chamber of Commerce and
Lobbying.

178. (V)

179. (RR) 2llocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages; UPS
directly assigned. Includes Area’ Development
advertising adjustment.

180. (RR)

181. (RR)

182. (RR)

187 (II)

57
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMDER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIONM
ANALYSIS OF DEPRECIATION EXPENSE

($000'S)

10TAL 107AL TOTAL mT
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RAVE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER POVER
N0, DESCRIPTION _SYSIEM _ RS G5 __ __GS:D_ P AAPT _ PXI__ _ 0S _ _OS-IIl __S§S__ SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
(R3] (2) 3 4) (5) (6) ) 8) (") (10) «an 12) (@8 )] (%)
3 GENERAL _PLANT 5,261 2,905 2n 74 547 iy 62 3 5 5,014 103 144
38 DENAND 2. 21 1,034 65 408 258 100 5 1 3 1,874 103 144
39 CUSTOMER 1,493 1,061 155 187 3 3 56 1 1 1,693 0 0
40 ENERGY 1,647 810 51 3re 258 144 3 1 1 1,647 0 0
& TOTAL DEFR. EXPENSE 53,355 25,996 1,099 10,015 6,014 2,688 QL0 32 50 47,634 1,134 §,567
42 DENAND n, 7 14,554 viz 5,700 3,405 1,267 90 20 &1 26,069 1,134 4,567
43 CUSTONER 5,174 3,306 458 464 39 4 821 1 1 S, 174 0 0
&4 ENERGY 16,31 8,056 509 .m 2,570 1,437 29 n 8 16,391 ] /]
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Line
No.

1.
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Ll Sl ol * N« - S e
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z2.

26.

28
3%i.
32.

e
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-

[
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Footnote
T abgl

(A)

(B)
(C)

(D)

(E)
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Exhibit (RSW-2)
Page 91

Locaet mo. B91)as-EI
GULr PONTR COMPANY
February /3, 19%0
lten Mo. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Fase 29 of 44
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF DEPRECIATION EXPENSE

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 2; Total A
+her Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; LUFPS

directly assigned. Excludes Coal Cars and Base &
adjustment.

allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Level 1 Refined Eguivalent Peaker

Energy Allocator.
hllocated per Transmission Account 350 Gross Plant

(Lines portion only): UPS directly assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Transmission Gross Plant
account: UPS directly assigned. °

Allocated per corresponding Distribution Gross Plant
account.

Allocated per corresponding Gross Plant; UPS édirectly
essigned. ZIxcludes tTranspost tion.

30



GULF POMER COMPANY
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMDER 31, 1990
REFINCD EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

13

($000°S)
TOTAL T10TAL TOTAL UNITT
LINE ELECIRIC RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTMER POVER
L DESCRIPTION _SYSIEM RS 6y __ 630 _LPR\PY __bXT OS_ _OS:IIl _ S SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
) 2) 3 ) 5) 6) [t 8 [ () (an D (5 (14)
_REAL_& PERSONAL FROPERTY
1 PRODUCIION 10,806 5,057 310 2,196 1,540 an 1% 7 13 9,948 338 520
RETAIL JURISDICTION
2 DEMAND 2,123 125 823 604 287 4 3 10 3,979
3 ENERGY 2,934 185 1,373 93¢ 524 10 4 3 5,969
4 TRANSHISSION 817 37s 22 %5 107 50 1 (i 2 702 23 92
s DISTRIRUTION 2,233 1,340 1"s 450 187 b1 82 2 1 2,216 7 0
6 DEMAND 1,730 998 69 407 186 39 1" 2 1 1,713 7 ]
7 CUSTOMER 503 342 46 3] 1 0 n 0 0 503 0 ]
8 CISTONER ACCOUNTS 83 70 7 5 0 0 1 0 0 83 0 0
9 CUSTOMER ASSISIANCE 53 28 7 1% 3 0 1 0 0 53 0 L]
10 CUSIONER 53 28 7 % 3 0 1 0 0 53 0 0
1" ENERGY 0 0 0 % 0 0 [} 0 0 0
12 TOTAL ELECIRIC PROP. VAXES 13,992 6,670 461 2.8 i.ii? 900 (] v i6 13,002 ~ 378 oig
15 DEMAND 7,384 3,496 216 1,375 897 376 16 H 13 6,39 378 812
14 CUSTOMER 619 440 60 62 L 0 n 0 0 639 0 0
15 ENERGY 5,969 2,9% 185 1,373 936 524 10 4 3 5,969 0 0
PAYROLL TAXES
16 ~ TRUDUCT UM 2,023 948 58 413 209 152 3 2 3 1,848 64 1]
RETAIL JURISDICIION
W7 DEMAND 398 23 155 13 54 1 1 2 7%
18 ENERGY 550 35 258 176 8 2 1 1 1,121
19 TRANSHISSION 140 70 4 26 19 9 0 0 0 128 4 8
20  OISIRIBUIION 639 396 &S "r 43 5 31 0 0 €57 2 0
21 DEMAND 404 237 17 24 43 5 3 0 0 402 2 P
22 CUSIONER 235 159 28 20 0 0 2 0 0 255 0 03zs 3 > 5%
23 CUSTONER ACCOUNTS 475 402 39 28 2 0 B 0 0 s 0 08335 >
24 CUSTOMER ASSISIANCE 364 189 40 92 30 9 4 0 0 364 0 Oszey @+
25 CUSTOMER 305 163 38 v 19 2 4 0 0 105 0 0" 15 o gj
26 ENERGY SR |- S S | S | S 0 g 0 ___ 59 L L L
27 SUBTOIAL ELEC. FAYROLL TAX 3,640 2,005 186 676 3a3 175 &2 2 3 J.an 70 e £ =
28 O MAND 1,446 705 44 278 175 68 4 1 2 1,217 70 99 ..i
29 CUSTOMER 1,015 724 105 127 2 2 36 0 0 1,015 0 [ .
30 ENERGY 1,180 S76 37 2N 187 105 2 1 1 1,180 0 0 °5
3 ECCR PAYROLL ADJUSIN T 5" 6 (2> _(» _ (b (¢ 0 __ 0 0 __ (5% 0 0
32 NWET ELEC. PAYROLL TAXES 3,502 1,979 04 663 372 &8 a2 2 3 3,413 70 ]
13 DF HAND 1,466 705 4 278 175 &8 4 1 2 1,277 10 99
34 CUSTONER 1,015 724 105 127 21 2 36 0 0 1,015 0 0
o0 2 1 1 12 0 0

35 ENTRGY 1,121 550 35 258 176

(Z-MS¥)



&1
&2
43
&
&5
46
&7

48

4“9
50
51
52
53

DESCRIPTION
2)

—____REVENUE_JAXES
GRUSS RECLIFTS TAX
FLA REG. COMM. ASSESSSMENT
fUEL R ECCR REL. REV TAXES
FRANCHISE FEE REV. ADJ.
TOIAL REVEWUE TAXES

. OUNERIAXFS
MI1SS. STATE FTRAN. TAX
FRANCHISE FEE
MISCELLANEQUS TAXES

DEMAND
CUSTONMER
ENERGY

TOTAL OTHER TAXES

TRANCHISE FEE ADJUSIMENT

TOTAL TAXES OTMER TMAN INC.
DENARD
CUSTOUMER
ENCRGY
REVEMUE RLLATED

10TAL
ELECIRIC FAIE
_SYSIEW RS
(3) (&)
6,397 3,303
e 168
(2,589) (1,120)

i

)
5,900
106
38

1
R

(5,900)

1,441
4,337
1,202
3.5%
2,388

GULF POMER COMPANY

12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1970

REFINFD EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAM INCOME TAXES

(3000'S)

TOTAL TOTAL UMLY

RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RAIE RETAIL ALL OINER POVER
_ 68 __6S:D P ELPT __ PXI OS__ _OS-111 _ SS__ _SERVICE SEAVICE _ SALES

3] 3] i ® T3] (10) (n (12) (s 4)
306 1,334 99 376 o7 9 15 6,397 0 0
19 67 40 1 5 0 1 319 0 0
7 (522) (501) (296) (16) ) () (2,567) 0 0
L (3) (4} 0 0 [{-1}] 0 0
328 92 85 7 is 1,048 0 [
6 37 27 13 0 0 0 181 6 ]
673 2,327 1,393 651 169 15 26 11,156 0 0
10 35 20 9 2 0 0 182 4 0
2 15 9 4 0 0 0 &8 4 0
6 3 2 0 2 0 0 5é 0 0
2 1% $ - S 0 0 0 ___e0 0
609 2,399 1,540 673 7 [} 26 1,517 “"'ig 0
673) (2,321 (1,393) (651) (169) (s (76) (11,154) 0 0
$90 4,7 2,504 1,182 228 18 3% 20,82 438 m
268 1,705 1,108 481 20 6 15 7.920 438 ™
71 195 27 2 m 0 0 1,708 0 0
222 1,645 1,121 627 12 5 I 7,150 0 0
329 802 328 92 85 7 15 4,064 0 0
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Line
No.

1.

17.

148.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26,
31.
36.
37.
38.

20

- -

41.
42.
42.
44,
45.
46.
48.

Footnote

_Label

(&)

(B)
(<)

(D)

(E)
(E)
(E)
(F)

(F)
(F)
(F)
(G)

(H)
(H)
(G)
(H)
(H)
(H)
(H)
(H)
(H)
(I)
(I)
(J)
(J)
(I)

e S S N S Vg S S
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Exhibit (REW=2
Page 94 /

Staff's PiIetl Betl ©f iBLerfOQaLOLswwm
Lecnet Mo. #9134%-E]

GULF POWER_ COMPANY

FPebruary /2 . 1990

Iten ®o. 2

GULF POWER COMPANY Page 42 of 4%
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES

Retail jurisdiction sum of Lines 2 and 3; Total All
Oother Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator; UPS
directly assigned.

Allocated per Level 1 Demand Allocator.

Allocated per Level 1 Refined Egquivalent Peaker

Energy Allocator.
Allocated per Transmission Gross Plant ; UFPS directly

assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Distribution Gross Plant.

-

Allocated per corresponding Operations and
Maintenance Expense.

Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages: ues
directly assigned.
Allocated per corresponding Salaries and Wages.

2llocated per Retazil MWH Seles.

Allocated per Retail Revenue from Sales.
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13
14
15
16

GULF POMER COMPANY
12 HONTNS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

TOIAL
ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE  RAIES RATE RATE RATE RATE
DESCRIPTION SYSIEN RS 68 _ GS-D_ LPRLPT _ PXI__ __ 05 os-111_ _ $S__
) 3 ) 3] 6) [14) ) ) (i) an
EOU. PEAKER ENERGY-LEVEL 1 2,087,776 991,902 62,600 464,355 316,561 177,050 3,527 1,327 9%
X 1.0000000 0.4750998 0.0300224 0.2224161 0.1516259 0.0048032 0.001£89¢ 0.0006356 0.0004761
VN SALES 1,893,391 683,787 55,848 413,882 296,427 171,112 3,143 1,182 957
X 1.0000000 0.4667747 0.0294963 0,2185930 0.1565588 0.0903733 0.0016400 0.0006243 0.0005054
_CP_DEMAND
TTOLEVELS 1 & 2 7,361,721 702,682 41,364 272,423 200,029 95,023 1,325 855 3,255
X 1/0000000 0.5160249 0.0303763 0.2000579 0. 1468943 0,0697815 0.0009730 0.0006279 0.0023904
LEVEL 3 1,172,053 689,768 40,605 267,205 123,076 49,613 1,301 839 .26
x 1/0000000 0.5881283 0.0346207 0.2278248 0.1049373 0.0423011 0.0011093 0.0007153 0.0003632
NP DENAD
LEVEL & 7,623,202 956,269 69,242 391,837 192,263 0 12,685 1,878 1,108
X 1.0000000 0.S878540 0.0426556 0.2413857 0.1184409 0.0000000 0.007814¢ 0.0011569 0.0006826
LEVEL S 1,449,186 918,852 66,661 375,032 74,617 0 12,21 1,808 0
X 1.0000000 0.6340479 0. omwo 0.2587884 0.0514890 0.0000000 0.0084282 0.0012476 0.0000000
AVERAGE_NO. OF CUSIOMERS
LEVEL & 290,193 253,526 21,975 10,583 3 0 36N 367 0
x 1.0000000 0.B736462 0.0757255 0.0364688 0.0004514 0,0000000 0.0124434 0.0012647 0.0000000
LEVEL § 290,134 253,526 21,976 10,559 o7 o 36N 37 0
x 1.0000000 0.873A238 0.0757376 0.0363935 0.0003343 0.0000000 0.0124460 0.0012649 0.0000000
101AL 200,220 253,526 21,975 10,588 141 s 3,600 367 1
X 1.0000000 0.8755649 00757184 0.0364827 0.0004858 0.0000172 0.0124423 0.0012646 0.000003

101AL TOTAL

RETAIL ALL OVHER
_SERVICE _SERVICE_

i2) (s
2,018,3% 69,380
0.9667685 0.0332315
1,826,338 67,053

0.9645858 0.0354142

1,316,956 44,765
0.9671262 0.0328738
1,172,853 0

1.0000000 0.0000000

1,623,282 0
1.0000000 0.0000000
1,469,184 0

1.0000000 0.0000000

270,193 0
1.0000000 0.0000000
270,13 0
1.0000000 0.0000000
290,214 6
0.9999793 0.0000207
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GULF POMER COMPANY
12 HONTHS EWDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
RLFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION
LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

101AL 101AL 101AL
LINE ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER
0. DESCRIPTION SYSIEN __ RS  _ GS _ _ GS-D  _LPRLPT _ PXI__ __ OS _ _OS-111 _  SS__ _SERVICE _SERVICE
15 (2) 53 R U B (S T ('} ) - ® CI S [ }] [315) (2 s
SALARIES AND WAGES
19 PROOUCTION 18,453 9,071 557 3,940 2,763 1,456 26 12 23 17,846 607
RETAIL JURISDICTION
20 DEMAND RELATED 3,008 224 1,677 1,084 515 7 5 18 7.138
2 ENERGY RELATED 5,263 333 2,463 1,679 939 19 7 5 10,708
22 X 1.0000000 0.4915732 0.0301848 0.2135156 0.1497318 0.0787948 0.0014090 0.0006503 0.0012464 0.9671056 0.0328744
23 TRANSHISSION 1,261 652 3% 252 186 87 1 1 3 1,221 40
2 X 1.0000000 0.5170500 0.0309278 0.1998414 0.1475020 0.0689929 0.0007930 0.0007930 0,0023791 0.9682791 0.0317209
DISTRIBUTION
25 DEMAND 3,855 2,270 159 925 406 &: zﬁ 3 2 3,838 17
26 CUsTOoNER 2.2 : 2 0 0 .
27 T0IAL DISIRIRUTION gf%ng 'i;ﬂ —ig . s% ﬁ% is ] 3 2 ._2 ;‘! i%
28 X 1.0000000 0.6190398 0.0659656 0.1830247 0.0675078 0.0078650 0.0489923 0.0004916 0.0003277 0. wrzus 0.0027855
CO 29 CUSIOMER ACCOUMTS 4,541 3,831 374 269 1% 2 4 4 1 6,538 3
3T 30 x 1.0000000 0.8436468 0.0823607 0.0592581 0.0035235 0.0004404 0.0090283 0.0008509 0.0002202 0.9993374 0.0006606
CUSTOMER ASS1STANCE
3 CUSTONER 2,918 1,558 182 16 :u 0 4 2,918 0
32 ENERGY 0 0 0 0 0
33 101AL CUSTOMER ASST. "5"5'2 i 532 !& Eg {[:F] 16 !f 0 4 z. s‘ng (]
3% x 1.0000000 0.5339273 0.1261138 0.2580535 0.0623715 0.0054832 0.0126799 0.0000000 0.0013708 1.0000000 0.0000000
SUBTOTAL SALARIES & WAGES
35 DEMAND 12,0861 6,730 422 2,654 1,676 650 33 9 2% 12,197 664
36 custoneR 9.707 6,897 1,010 1,214 204 v;g ssg : 5 9,704
37 ENERGY 10,708 5,263 333 2,463 1,679 3 1 s _10,708 g
30 SUBTOTAL SALARIES & WAGES 33.276 18,890 1,76 —&.351  T3.559 1,607 [ 20 W 732,609 3 as :%! "ot
39 X 1.0000000 0.5676764 0.0530412 0.1902572 0.1069540 0.0482931 0.0121409 00006010 0.00057717 0.9799555 0.0200445 ::E H g -]
son 0 -
40 ADMINISIRATIVE & GENERAL 11,253 6,387 597 2,141 1,204 543 137 T "m0 226 o '{gi o
i x 1.0000000 0.5675820 0.0530525 0.1902604 0.1069957 0.0482538 0.0121745 0.0006221 0.0009775 0.9757%65 0.0200835 neeR s oe
- -
42 101AL SALARIES & VAGES 44,529 25,277 2,362 8,472 4,763 2,150 sS4l 27 G 43,634 893 :ﬁ:
43 X 1.0000000 0.5676525 0.0530441 0.1902500 0.1069640 0.0482831 0.0121494 0.0006063 0.0009881 0.9795457 0.N1200543 3%s
1]
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Line Footnote

No, _Label
1 (A)
> (B)
3. (C)
4. (B)
5. (D)
6. (B)
2. (E)
8. (B)
. (F)
10. (B)
11. (G)
32 (B)
13 (H)
12. (B)
15. (1)
16. (B)
) by 1 (J)
18. (B)
19. (K)
20. (L)
2% (M)
22 (B)
25, (N)
24. (B)
25. (0)
26. (P)
28e. (B)
29. (Q)
30. (B)
31. (R)
32. (S)
34. (B)
4C. (T)

Exhibit (RSW-2)

Page 97 ‘e

evcass mo. $VLIIES-EI
GULF POWER CORPANT
Tepruary /9 . 19%¢C
lites Neo. 27

GULF POWER COMPANY FPage 45 of 48
12 MONTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1990
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

ANALYSIS OF LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

Energy at point of generation.
Percent of above lines total.

Total sales of energy with no adjustmentc for losses.

Coincident peak demand at levels 1 & I.
Coincident peak demand at level 3.
Noncoincident peak demand at level 4.
Noncoincident peak demand at level 5.
Average number of customers at levels 4 & 5.
Average number cof customers at level 5.

Total average number of customers at all levels.

). 3

Retail Jurisdiction sum of lines 2 & 2; Total 2all
Other and Total Retail Service Allocated per Level
Demand Allocator.

Allocated per level 1 Demand Allocator.

2llocated per level 1 Refined Eguivalent Peaker
Energy Allocator.

Allocated per Total Transmission O & M Expense
excluding UPS.

Allocated per Distribution O & M Demand piece.
Allocated per Distribution O & M Customer piece.

Allocated per Customer Accounts Expense excluding
UPSs.

Allocated per Customer Assistance Custonmer piece
excluding UPS.

Allocated per Customer Assistance Energy plece
excluding UPS.

Allocated per Subtotal Salaries and kages.
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GULF POWER COMPANY
12 MONINS ENDING DECEMBER 31, 1790
REFINED EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATIOM
LINE ALLOCATORS AND PERCENTAGES

101AL 101AL 101AL

ELECIRIC  RATE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OINER

DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS___ _gi_ €S-0 PR LPT _PKIT 03 OS-111_ _$$___ _SERVICE _SERVICE
2) [43] 4 (5) (3] (N (8) o) (31 (i (id) (ihH

8,506,912 3,606,997 228,563 1,874,960 1,557,679 901,059 51,306 7.9M 2,973 8,231,600 275,304

1. 0000000 0 4240078 0.0268679 0.2204043 0.1831075 0.1059208 0.0060405 0.0007370 0.0003518 0.9676376 0.0323624
7,968,324 3,330,638 211,052 1,731,710 1,488,492 879,877 &7,449 7,360 2,914 7,699,492 268,832

1.0000000 0.4179848 0.0264864 0.2173242 0.1868011 0.1104218 0.0059547 0.0009237 0.0003657 0.9662624 0.0337376
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Exhibit (RSW-3)

REVENUES, NET OPERATING INCOME AND CLASS RATES OF RETURN
ALTERNATE COST OF SERVICE STUDIES AT PRESENT RATES

GULF POWER COMPANY

12 CP & 1/ 13th

Weighted Average Basic Equivalent Refined Equivalent

Peaker Cost Method Peaker Cost Method

Class Revs. NOI @ Pre- Rate of NOI @ Pre- Rate of NOI @ Pre- Rate of

@ Present sent Rates Return sent Rates Return sent Rates Return

Class Rates ($000) —(S000) = _% —(S000) _ % —($000) =~ __ %
RS 135,982 28,969 5.64 30,369 6.22 29,618 5.89
GS 15,453 4,786 13.26 4,839 13.79 4,790 13.30
GSD 52,993 13,674 7.19 13,464 6.92 13,398 6.84
LP/LPT 31,714 7,900 6.54 7,450 S dD 7,938 6.60
PXT 14,722 4,263 8.92 3,502 5.78 3,810 6.97
0os 3,790 955 7.45 889 6.29 955 7.44
0S-I11I 340 144 21.88 140 18.97 144 22.33
SS 587 219 14.35 245 24.50 245 24.97

TOTAL
RETAIL 291,548 60,910 6.60 60,910 6.60 60,910 6.60
% 30 1 2ded
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GULF POMER COMPANY

12 MOMTHS ENDING DECEMBER 31,
EQUIVALENT PEAKER ALLOCATION

PRESENT RATE SUMMARY

1990

(3000°S)
T01AL TOTAL TOTAL unit
ELECIRIC  RAIE RATE RATE RATES RATE RATE RATE RATE RETAIL ALL OTHER  POVER
DESCRIPTION SYSIEM RS GS G5-D__ _LP & LPT __ PXT 0s 0s-111 s SERVICE _SERVICE _ SALES
) (3] (%) ) 6) (4] 8 3] (o) amn (12) (35} (1%)
o THVESTHENT
ELECIRIC GROSS PLANI 1,449,231 675,993 48,834 268,762 178,304 us 133 18,346 1,014 1,370 1 31,783 141,652
ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION 406,593 239,914 17,27 N 3‘:6 5 211 36 14 11
NET PLANT 962,638 Igi,ufi 31,558 172,446 11 ; 57 i E E &5 %76 53% 7:! 20 5?? 'i%i ;!}
MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 92,743 42,141 2,745 !o !lS 13,842 7,009 702 70 104 84,748 5,413
OTNER WORKING CAPITAL (3,250) (728) 20 {481) (464) (267 0 0 ) (1,922) (1!0: (1,218)
CONST. WORK IN PROGRESS 0 ] 0 ] 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 o
WORK NOT BEARING INTEREST 15,308 7,960 570 3,164 2,053 932 264 12 16 14,951 57 0
PLANT MELD FOR FUTURE USE 4,025 2,097 176 793 542 270 40 3 5 3,928 ¥? 0
UNAMORT, PLANT ACO, ADJUST. 8,043 1 tte 68 505 398 21 9 2 3 2, 3!? rv s, s&r
UNAMORT ] ZED NUCLEAR SITE 0 0 ] o 0 0 0
INJURIES AND DAMACES RESERVE _ (1, gg ;ggg) (58) (213 ___ (13 (62) {18 0 m gl,!g! FAY) 73]
TOTAL ELECTRIC INVESIRENT 1,078,351 488,045 35,079 196,549 129 Si 60,620 14,138 738 928, 23, 15% 31, 1
NUES
REVENUE FRON SALES 255,614 131,881 15,032 52,006 31,141 14,559 3,770 137 s81 249,285 6,129 0
OTWER OPERATING REVENUVES 17,353 9, asz 1 nav 3,238 1 906 raz . 190 tu JI 17,106 2&? 0
REVENUE-NOMASSOCIATED SALES Jo oal 15 528 29,535
ADJUSTMENTS 10 REVENUE 5 999) aa&l i.}gs: il,tlg) ;g%; 111: !S) 25) ) 2
TOTAL ADJUSTED REVENUE _f‘ _i 5,791 § 0 é 'h’! g‘ 6, Iig! .
EXPENSE
OPERATIONS & MAINTEMANCE 121,771 63,553 5,705 22,169 13,829 6,364 1,482 78 135 113,375 2,553 5,823
DEPRECIATION $3,335 25,251 1,849 9,949 6,496 2,995 1,006 37 51 47,634 1,15 4,567
AMORT. OF INV, TAX CREDIT (2,347)  (1,08%) (9 (426) (278) (128) %3) ) (2)  (2,041) “9 25N
OTHER AMORTIZATION 255 3% 2 1% 13 7 0 0 0 13 2 79
REAL & PERSOMAL PROP. TAX 13,992 6,599 Lt 2,186 2,012 1,01 124 10 16 13,002 378 612
PAYROLL TAX 3,582 1,930 181 658 405 189 L6 2 2 3,413 ] ]
REVENUE TAX 6,046 2,308 329 802 328 92 85 7 15 4,046 0 0
OTHER TAXES 1,527 6,101 687 2.3%9 1,442 674 1 15 26 11,517 10 0
ADJUSTMENT 10 OTWER TAXES  _(11,154) _ (5,900) (673) _ (2,327 _(1,390) (651 (169 (19 (26) _(11,15¢) 0 9
EXPENSCS EXCL. INC. TAX 195,007 90,875 8,527 ~ 36,026 ~ 22,854 10,558 ~ g, 0z 112 2l T1iv,88s 4,098 11,028
OPERATING | NCOME 96,541 37,095 6,925 16,964 8,868 4,174 1,089 208 370 73,8695 2,33 18,512
STATE & FEDERAL INCOME TAX 19,971 6,960 2,103 3,595 1,480 701 207 8 125 15,239 546 4,186
INTEREST SYNCHROMIZATION 4350 (23%) (n (9% (62) ___ (2D (7 0 0 (4£2) (116) 0
TOTAL INCOME TAXES 17,413 6,726 2,006 3,502 1,618 672 200 2. ] 125 16,797 &350 L,106
NET OPERATING INCOME 126 30,369 4,839 13,464 7,450 3,502 289 140 265 60,878 1,906 14,326
RATE OF RETURNM 7.15% 6.22X 13.79X 6.92% 5.75% 5 .78 6.27% 18.97X 24,50 6.57% 8.22% 10.89%
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GULT POMER COUPANY
12 MONTNS EMDING DECEMDER 31, 1970
REFINED EQUIVALENT PCALER ALLOCATIOM
PRESEMT RATE SUMMARY

(1000°5)
TOTAL 101AL TOTAL (ILAR]
LINE ELLCIRIC RATE RAVE RAVE RATES RATE PALE RAITE RAIE PETAIL ALL OIHER roviR
wo, DESCRIFTION _SYSIEM RS GS___ __GS:0 _LPELPT _ PXI 0S__ _0S-111 S5 SERVICE SERVICE _ SALES
%} (2) 3 (4) Gy T ® (4] (8) ] (10) (i (12) (1)) (14)
oo INVESIMERT
1 ELECIRIC GROSS PLANT 1,649,231 695,748 50,137 270,519 165,530 75,007 16,597 870 1,348 1,275,796 31,783 141,652
2 ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION _406,593 247,520 _ 17,717 ,993 _ 59,908 _ 27,400 £,530 315 507 455,030 _ 11,612 _ 19, |
3 KET PLANT 62,638 4iD.22B 32,360 173,526 105,622 47,527 12,067 575 a1 B20,766 20,171 121,
4 MATERIALS AND SUPPLIES 92,743 44,167 2,878 18,515 12,334 6,176 520 56 102 84,748 2,582 5 n!
§  OINER WORKING CAPITAL (3,250) (821) 1 (473) (398) (223: 7 2) 3,2 Mo (1.218)
6 CONST. WORK IN PROGRESS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
7 WORK NOI BEARING INIEREST 15,300 B, 17V 585 3,183 1,912 843 223 1" 15 14,951 357 0
6 PLANT HELD FOR FUIURE USE 4,025 2,174 180 800 493 239 33 3 4 3,926 99 0
9 UNAMORT. PLANT ACQ, ADJUST. 6,043 1,179 72 510 359 189 3 2 3 2,7 ™ 5,647
10 UNAMORTIZED NUCLEAR SITE 0 0 0 ] n 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11 INJURIES AND DAMAGES RESERVE _ (1,156) ___ (638) 59) ____(216) (121 5% (N 0 (1 (1,100 @Y ___ 3 o m
12 TOTAL ELECIRIC INVESTMENT 1,0/8,351 502,468 ,027 7195827 120,201 _5‘ 696 12,840 645 $8F 923,685 T 25,155 135N » O X
™o
REVENUES e
13 REVEWUE FROM SALES 255,614 131,861 15,032 52,004 31,141 14,559 3,770 337 581 249,285 6,129 0 e b
14 OINER OPERATING REVENUES 17,353 9,864 H m 3,2% 1, m m 187 13 n 17,106 zu 0 -
15 REVENUE-NONASSOCIATED SALES 30,001 256 n: 9 z ! | 528 zv.ss: gg -
16  ADJUSIMENIS 10 REVENUF 11,300) _ (5,999 . ) Y _(682) 15 Y Q1 ) . ‘
“on 17 TOIAL ADJUSTED REVENUE '%9! g 8 "i ,vai 6g ";g,wi _!i ﬂ% i, ﬁ ;5? '%ss‘ii? g, Ii% FER3E & "3
f (= -0 |
N ___EXPENSE O W
18 CPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE  12',771 64,073 5,818 22,216 13,492 6,151 1,436 o] 136 113,379 2,553 5,823 e
19 DEPRECIATION 53,335 25,996 1,899 10,015 6,014 2,608 9L0 32 S0 47,63 1,13 4,567 =
20  AMORY. OF INV. TAX CRCDIY (2,37) 1,135 (81 “2") (258) (Mms) 0 th 2) (2,041 9 237 W
21 OIHER AMORTIZATION 255 9 2 16 1" 6 0 0 0 "% 2 e 1
22 REAL & PERSOMAL FROP, TAX 13,872 6,070 461 2,810 1.8%7 900 ] ? 16 13,002 378 612 g’__
23 PATROLL TAX 3,502 1,979 104 643 372 168 L2 2 3 3,613 70 L]
24 REVEMUE TAX 4,046 2,308 329 802 328 92 85 7 15 §,048 0 0
25 OINER TAXES 11,527 6,104 687 2,3 1,440 €73 n 15 % 1,57 0 ]
26 ADJUSIMENT TO OINTR TAXES 11,154) _ (5,900) 673) _ (2,327 (1,390 (631) ____(167) (1% 26y (11,15 0 0
27 EXPEMSES EXCL. INC. 1AX 295 , 007 ‘itsm 30 a(oz% 'Jso 165 ""5! 83 T 9,92 2,564 124 216 179,88  &,008 11,028
78 OPCRATING INCONME 96,541 35,548 6,825 16,828 9,871 4,m0 1,226 216 37T 75,655 2,3% 18,512
29  SIATE & FEDERAL NCONME TAX 19,971 6,171 2,052 3,524 1,59 1,026 217 12 126 15,237 548 L,1m8
30 IMIEREST SYNCHROMIZATION _15%0) (241 (1 (9 (50 _ (26 ___ (&) ____ 0 0 s (& 0
31 101AL INCUME TAXES 17,618 §,950 2,085 T 3,430 1,913 1,000 21 ¥l i26 Ve, 7377 i30 i,106
12 ME1 OPCRATING INCONE 77,128 29,618 4,790 13,390 7,738 3,810 755 144 245 &0, 838 1,906 14,328

3% RAIE OF RETURN T.15% S5.A9%  -15.30% 6.04% 6. 60Y 6.97% T.LEX 2.3 2L.90X 6.5%% 8.22% 10.87%



Exhibit (RSW=-4)

COMPARATIVE CLASS SHARES OF BASE LOAD PLANT RESPONSIBILITY
AND BASE LOAD FUEL, ALTERNATE COST STUDIES

GULF POWER COMPANY

— ESTIMATED SHARE OF BASE LOAD PLANT RESPONSIBILITY

Estimated
Share of Base 12 CP & 1/13th EPC REPC
Class Load Fuel (%) ($000) % ($000) L3 ($000) A
RS 43.82 213,999 52.91 194,645 48.12 205,638 50.84
GS 2.78 12,661 3.13 11,896 2.94 12,621 3.12
GSD 22.78 84,789 20.96 88,343 21.84 89,321 22.08
LP/LPT 18.92 62,950 15.56 69,759 17.25 62,651 15.49
PXT 10.95 26,311 7.00 37,493 9.27 32,970 8.15
0s 0.62 572 0.14 1,572 0.39 587 0.15
0S-III 0.10 274 0.07 333 0.08 265 0.07
SS 0.04 934 0.23 531 0.13 519 0.13 932!
-0 T
TOTAL 1
RETAIL 100.00 404,490 100.00 404,490 100.00 404,490 100.00 -l
€z
203
SOURCES: MFR Schedule E-1; Interrogatories Nos. 1 and 2, Staff's First Set. e
Qo v &~
NOTE: Numbers may not add due to rounding. The percentages of production plant shown are 3
of total production plant; however, because Gulf's peakers represent less than 0.7 e
percent of Gulf's production plant in service, any distortion introduced by this & ;
would be quite small. Fa



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Docket No.

891345-E1

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing has been

furnished by U.S. Mail*, hand-delivery**, or by facsimile*** to

the following parties on this 2nd day of May, 1990.

*G. EDISON HOLLAND, JR., ESQ.

JEFFREY A, STONE, ESQ.
Beggs & Lane

P.0. Box 12950
Pensacola, FL 32576

*MR. JACK HASKINS

Gulf Power Company
Corporate Headquarters
500 Bayfront Parkway
Pensacola, FL 32501

*MAJOR GARY A. ENDERS, ESQ.
HQ USAF/ULT

Stop 21

Tyndall AFB, FL 32403-6081

*JOHN DELPEZZO

Air Products & Chemicals
Post Office Box 538
Allentown, PA 18105

**SUZANNE BROWNLESS, ESQ.
Division of Legal Services
Florida Public Service Commission
101 E. Gaines Street

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0872

*JOSEPH A. MCGLOTHLIN, ESQ.

Lawson, McWhirter, Grandoff
& Reeves

522 E. Park Ave.,, Suite 200

Tallahassee, FL 32301

*C.J. GREIMEL

American Cyanamid Company
One Cyanamid Plaza

Wayne, NJ 07470

*TOM KISLA
Stone Container Corporation
2150 Parklade Drive, Suite 400

_ Atlanta, GA 30345
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