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On November 14 . 1988 . Orlando Uti li tieS Cor..":I!SSIOn (OUC) 
fi l ed w1::h tr.e Public Se:·1:ce Com:n 1ssion 1r. accordance '<~ltn 

Comm1ssion Rul e 25- 6 .03 3( -l ). ror rev1sions to its Res1dential 
Ser~1ce (RS) and Ge nera ! Ser~ice Non-Dema~d (GS ) customer 
c lasses . OUC aiso proposed to cstJb lish a Gener ~ l Serv ice 
Demand-Primary (USD-PRI ) ra~e c la~s foe custome rs who ta ke 
se rvice at pr ima ry voltaae . and a Ge nera l Se rvice 
De~and-Secondary (GSD-SEC) c:ass f o r custome rs who take se r v ice 
Jt seco ndary ·;o ltac;e. Prese::tly . these custome r s take serv ice 
~~jer the Gener3l Secvt ce De:and (GSD) tate c l ass . 

OU~ uses a we1ghtcd suruhat/winte r Average and Excess 
De;,and Me thod'J l ogy 1n allocating c osts t o each of its classes. 
Excess ~e:ancs ace de~eloped by estimati ng class Non-Coincident 
Pea~ CNCP ) f o r the classes and subtracting the class average 
de~and . Forecasts of su~~er/w1nter peaks a re t hen used t o 
establish summer/ wt nter e xcess demands by .:lass. OUC ' s 
ap proacn a tte~pts to recognize e nergy as a com;Jonen t of cos t 
respons ibility. Th is Comm i ssion ha s former l y recognil: ed such 
~ethodoloq ies as appro priate. 

OUC ' s rate incre~ses either improve the parity between 
c lass re lationships, o r do not s ubstantia lly a l ter them. 

The General Ser vice Demand-Primary c lass (GSD-PR I ) 
proposed by OUC is avatlable t o any c ustome r with a connected 
load of 50 KW o r greater, who suppli es and maintains hi s own 
trans former, and rece tves serv t ce at pri mary d ist ribution 
voltage. OUC ' s proposed ra te class automatical ly ta kes i nto 
account present transto rmer ownecshi p and meter inq c red its , 
instead of separate ly ma king adjustments . The present demand 
charge under GSD i s $7 . 00 per K\~ f o r customers taking se rvice 
at sec o ndary vo l tage. The pro posed dema nd c haqe for GSD- PRI 
i s $ 6 . 30. In the proposed ra te, the costs assoc i ated with 
transformati on have been removed tn acco rda nce wi t h past 
Commission policy. 

Based upo n t he foregoing, i t is 

:n ;: s r~ : J.7 r :­
Fsc-r.ccorm.5/r~:Poim: 

I 

I 

I 



I 

I 

I 

ORDER NO. 20767 
DOCKET NO. 890113-EM 
PAGE 2 

,//0 I 

ORDERED by this Comm i ss ion that t he tariff rate revisions 
o f Orlando Utilities Co mmi ssio n ' s RS, GS, GSD-PRI and GSD-SEC 
c l asses are approved. 

By ORDER of the florida Public Serv1ce Commissi on , 
th:s lZtiL day o f February 1989 

Repo r ting 

( S E .-\ L l 
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NO~ICE OF FU~THER PROCEED l~GS OR JUDIC IAL REV! EW 

The Flo rida Puol ic Service Commission is required by 
Sect1on 120 . 59 (4), Fl o rida Statutes, to nottfy parties of any 
adr" inlstrat t ve heartng o r jud1c1a l review of Comm1ssi o n o rder s 
that is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Flo nda 
Statutes , as • . .;ell as the procedures and time I imits that 
apply. This notice should not be construed to mean all 
r equests t o r an adm1:1istrative heanng or jud1cia l re•liew will 
be granted or result in the relief sought. 

Any party adversely aft'ected by the Corrm1ss i o n' s t'inal 
action 1n thts :natter may request: 1) reco nstderation of the 
decision by f ating a motio n for reconsideratao n wath the 
Director, D1visio n o t Reco tds and Reporting within tiftecn ( 15 ) 
days o f the i ssua nce o f this o tder in the form pr~SCCibed by 
Rule 25 - 22 .060, Flo rida Administrat ive Code ; or 2 ) j udici a l 
review by the Florida Supreme Co urt in t he case of an electric, 
gas o r t elephone utility o r the first Distr i ct Court of Appe ·• l 
in the case of a wa te r o r sewer ut 1 l i ty by f i 1 ing a no t ice o f 
appea 1 with the Director. Divis io n o i Reco rds and Report 1ng and 
fi ling a c o py of the not1c~ o f .lp;>ea l and the filing fee wi th 
the appropriate c ou t . Thas u l a:.q must be completed wi th in 
th i rty ( 30) days after the 1ssuance o t th1s o rder, purs uant !:O 

Rule 9 .110, Flo rida Rules o f Appel la te Pro cedure. The no ttce 
of appeal must be in the form specif1ed in Rule 9 . 900(a). 
f l o rida Ru les o f Appe ll a te Procedure . 
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