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BEFORE THE FLORiJA PUJLIC SERVICE C(;IIII!SS!OII 

In ;e : Petition of Gulf Pouer 
Corn:>any for an increase in its 
rates and charges. 

OOCKET !!0. :.9 !3~5 - E l 

Filed: llay I) , 1991) 

I NDU STRIAL IN TERVENORS' 
PREHE AR ING STATE"EUT 

Air Products & Chemicals , Ir e ., American Cyanan1d CompcJny , 

Monsanto Company , Stone Contain e r Corpor ation , Chilr:!plo r 

Intern!ltional Corporation and Exxon Company, USA , ("lnelustrial 

Intervenors"), through their undersigned attorney. subm 1 t the 1 r 

Prehearing Statement In the above docket. 

A. All Known Wit nesses a nd the Suuject Hatter of the Testi mony: 

Industr~el Intervenors will spcnsor the test1nony •Jf Jt:ffry 

Pollock , of Or azen- Brubaker and Associates , and Tor.~ K1sl.:, of 

Stone Container Co r poration . Hr. Polltoc k will address the cno •'e 

o f the appropriate cost of service methodology for Gulf P011er 

Company ' s ("Gulf Powe r ") system and rate design issues associated 

with rate schedules PXT, Sta'ldby Service and the Supple&H:nlal 

Ene r gy rider . Hr. rtsla will discuss pr<IC,I Cdl pro ~le., s 

associated with the application of the existing SlJndlJy SeniC c 

rate to an industrial process utilizing cogeneration .snd steam, 

and propose solutions which will benefit the coge,~rator, tlu 

utility, and other customers. 
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B. All Kn own Exhibits: 

Hr. Pollock will sponsor what has bPen l clbel.? <l JS E xhil:l l~ 

JP-1, 11 hich consis t s of 17 sepdr a t e schedule s. 

Hr. Pollock will sponsor three App e ndi cB t o his t~s~H:I0'1 )', ..1h1 ch 

have been identified as Appendix A, Appendix B <l n<l Ap pe nd i x C. 

Intervenors suggest that JP-1 could be r e f e rred to on a con p u ~ ite 

basis· however, they have no obj ection to i den t ify i ng _Jch 

schedul~ with a separate exhibit nunber. 

The exhit:its of Hr. Prllocx may be id e ntlfi ed 1n gr cH c r 

detail as follows : 

1. Exhibit JP-1 

Schedule 

Schedule 2 

Schedule 3 

Schedule 4 

Schedule s 

Schedule 6 

Schedule 7 

Schedule 8 

Schedule 9 

Schedule 10 

Test Year System Load Durdtion Cu rv e and 
Honthly System Peak Demands 

Per Unit Capital Costs v. Per Unit 
Ope r ating Costs, Gulf ' s Refined 
Equivalent Peaker Hethod 

Comparison of Outag~ Rates, Coa l - F ir ed 
Base Load and Peaking Technolog ies 

Cl assification of Production Pl a nt , REP 
Hcthod , Reflect1ng Oitferent For ce d 
Outage R11tes 

Honthly Peak Demands as a Perc en t o f t he 
Annual Sys t em Peak ( Gulf Power) 

Honthly Peuk Demand s a s a Percent o f t he 
Annu a ' System Peak (Southe rn Co •Ptlnf) 

Honthly Reserve "argins, Perc ent o f P ea~ 
Demand (Southern Company) 

Derivation of Nedr Co i nciden t PeJ• Ocnt~ n d 

Alloc at ion Factors 

Impact of Load Sh i ft on t he 12 CP 
Allocation Factors 

Classif i cation of Rate Base 
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S c 11 ~ d u 1 e 11 

Schet1ule 12 

::.chedulr: 13 

Schedule 14 

Schedult> 15 

SchPdule 16 

Schedule 17 

Appendix A 

AppC'ndix B 

Appendix C 

• • 

Hear Peale OcmanJ Co ~ t o f sc~v 1c ' ' t udy 

Fuel Sy~netry Adjustnent, Corr C' c ~cd ~E~ 

Hethod 

Corrected Refinod Equiva l ent p ,!~ ·-o·r Cos t 
of Service Study 

Gulf'~ Propo ~ cd Distribu t ion of I ncrea se 
Without Higration 

Sum~ary of Cost of Service Results, Ne ~ r 

Peak Hethod 

I ndustr 1111 I ntcrvenor s' Reconne"ded 
Distribution of 1ncrease 

Cornpari~on of Cost-of-Se rvice Results a t 
Present and Recommended Rates: Uear Pea~ 
llethod 

Qcalifications of Jeffry Pollock 

Cost of Service Oeter~ination Procedur es 

Illust r ations of Conceptual Flaws with 
Equivalent Peakcr and Refined Equivalent 
Peaker Hcthods 

Hr . Kisla will sponsor an exhibit (TK - Exh ibit I) con sl Sllng 

of the following identified subparts: 

Table 

Table II 

lable III 

Overview of Pulp and Papermaking Pr ocess 

Generator Ratings: Effec t s of Ambi e nt 
Temperature 

Effect of Process Description s on Stean 
and El~ctric Usr: and Cogen e rati on 

C. Stat~ment of Basic Position: 

The revenue requirece nts allocat <?d t o a ;-a r t i c ulJr c l oss o f 

customers should be based upon the costs w~ich that class impos es 

on the rtility system, as measured by an appropriHe cos t 1 f 

service study. 
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0. 'ju:!stions of Fact .J nd ?olicy, ltlu St,tenent of Pos1~ion: 

The Staff and parties have identified th<! follOHlnCJ 

questions of fact and policy. Thei· uill be runbered hert' H :hey 

aJ-p.:!ar in tt>e Staff's nost recent draft prehear1ng st3lenent. 

!~sues which are additiona~ to those co•.ta1ned 1n tile ~t<lff'~ 

draft 1dll be so identffed. 

112 . I SSUE: Are the company ' s estimated l'evenues for sales uf 
erecfricity based upo n reasonable t!Stina te s of cust1ners, 
KW and KWH bil l ing deter~fnants by ra~e class? 

IHDOSTRIAL INTERVE~ORS: Ho position at th1s tine. 

113. ISSUE: The present and proposed revenues for 1989 are 
ca l c u lated using a correction factor. Is th1s appropriate? 

INDUSTRIAL IHTERVE~ORS: no position at this t1me. 

114. ISSUE: What is the appro priate cost of servi ce ~etnodulogy 
"fflie used in designing the rates of Gulf Po,ter Co~pclny! 

INOLISTRIAL IIITERVEUORS: With respect to t'le allorat1o:1 of 
prod uction plant among customer classes "!thin the . ost of 
service study , the principle of cost causatit~n is bcs. 
r.~easured and implemented for Gulf Po1nr Collp<lny oy Jcffr1 
Pollock's "nedr peak" method of gaug1ng tne cldssc s' 
contributions to su~mer peak ~emands. By sanpl1n9 denand, 
during all hours in which the system is w1th1n j;; of o 
peak , this me thod provides a representati ve ne~sur~n~nt of 
classes' rcsponsibil itles, overcoming a critlC\511 'Jf o:h~r 

CP methods which neasure only a few hours. The nclhod ~ l so 

appropriately assigns an identical "mix" of generation 
resou r ces to each customer class. It would be possibl·• lo 
arrive at an alternative methodology tJc~igr.:!d to m1rrur l'l~ 

utility's ~eneration planning process. HoHever, tre 
simplistic 'equivalent peaker• approach uould distort cost 
relationships by failing to emulate the dec;sion process 
followed by planners; by failing to account for the Lf1 ~c• 
on r eliability of the hil]h forced ou':d<;C rates of :>caking 
units ; and by failing to recounize in the 'orm of 
adjustments to op~rating costs the vert trdde-off between 
capital and operating costs upon 11h ich the f"ethod 
purportedly is based. The refined equivalent peaker (REP) 
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developed during the peno enc y of _h. no,, •c , , · ; sJt •.''·• 
Florida Power Corpordtion c.:Jsc OV<! t·c ones t. e; n" of t.••'S' 

def1c ienc ies; and the adjustments needed tJ (v r n• r fo,- d•c­
others are necessary and poss1ble. 

{Addit1onal issue to be included In th1s sectio n of the 
prehearing order) 

ISSUE: How shou ld dist r ibution costs be trea ted rli th!n thP 
cosr-ot servi ce study? 

INDUSTR IAL IHTERVEUORS : Sone portion of distr1but1on cos t s 
within FERC Ac counts 364-3~8 should be clas sifi ed as 
customer-related because this mininuc i~ve st~ent is 
incurred to co nnect a custome r to the syster:~ ~rr e spective 

of t he demand imposed or the amount of energy consumed. 

115. Are Gulf's separation of anour.ts for whole sal~ and retail 
jurisdictions appropriate? 

INDUST RIAL IHTERVEUORS· Ho position at this t1me . 

116. ISSUE : Is the method employed by the company to deve lop 
l'"£S'"'"es t1mates by class of the 12 monthly coincident ~eak 

hour demands and the class no ncoincidenl peaL hour dem~ nds 

appropriate? 

IND USTR I AL IHTERVE UORS: Yej. 

11 7 . I S SUE : I f a revenue i n c rea s e i s g r c1 n led , h o 11 s h o u 1 d it b D 

aTTOCated among cust~~er classes? 

INDU STRIAL INTERVENORS: Agree with Staff . 

118. ISSUE : If an incr~:ase in revenues IS ap;-lroved, unb1lled 
r evenu e will increase. Is the 1:1ethod used by t he u·illty 
for calculatir.Q the increase in unbill ed ro:, to n ~e5 by r d tt: 

class appropr1a~e? 

INDUSTRIAL IUTERVEUOR S: Ho position. 

119. I SSUE: ~ hould the increase 1n unbilled rev cnu ns be 
~acted from the increase in revenue fr om sales of 
electricity used to calculat~ rates by class? 

IHOUSTRIAL IHTERVENORS. No position. 
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1?0. ISSUE: \/hat ar e the appropriate Lustomer charl)cs 7 

I~DUSTRIAL INTE RYE HORS: ~o po sit ion at th1~ :1me. 

121. ISSUE: \lhat are the appropr late der.1and chanJE:S? 

12 2 . 

INDUST RI AL I NTERVENORS : Support approach of Gul' .JS co 
PX/Pxf. 

ISSUE: 
Tri'O'Gs 
RS and 
LPILPT 

The corpa ny pres e nt ly ha s seasonal rates far tne ~S 

rate classes. Should seasonal rates be retulned fJr 
GS? If so, should they be requ ired fo r GSO/c.SD T, 

and PX/PXT? 

IND UST RIA L INTERVENORS: Uo position at this t1~e. 

123 . ISSUE: If seasonal r ates a re continueo , how should th~y b~ 

~ned? 

INDUSTRIAL IHTERVE~ORS: Ho position. 

124 . I SSUE: How should time - of-u se rates be designed? 

I NDUSTRIAL IUTERVEUORS: Generally support the concept 
out11n~d in Staff' s posi tion. 

125. ISSUE: Should Gulf's Experimental Rate Scnedu'• RS - VSP 
'[lfeS'Tdent1al Service- Variabl e Spot Pr·icing) b.l5" r·ate 
charges be raised so that th t: r ate is rcvr!nu c •H·u' ral .: i ~h 
the approved standard RS rate? If so , 11hH snou 1 d the 
charges be? 

INDUST RIA L IHTERVEUOR5: Ho pos1tlon. 

1 26 . ISSUE: The company cur r ent 1 y gives trans for ner Jllnt:rsh 1 ~ 

TISeO u n t s o f $ • 2 S per K W for c us toner s t a k i n g • .: ,. , 1 t e d t 

primary voltage an d S. 70 per KW for cus~oners ldl 1n'J 
service at t r ansmission levels . I s the current level ~f 

dis counts appropriate? 

INDUST RIAL IUTERV [~ORS: No pos iti on . 

128. ISSUE: All general servic.e deoand rate schedules :.;so . 
~ LP, LPT, PX, a:1d PXT) except Standby Servicl' (SS) <1n•1 
Inte r ruptible Standby Servic e (IS S) provide for transformer 
ownership at.d mete r1no discounts. The company h's proposed 
providing metering discounts only for standby service r ate 
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s c he d u 1 e s . S h o u 1 d the S S il n L1 l S S r e t e sc II e ,: u 1 ! ) 1 J • ~ 

provisions for both trans former vwr1er~h i p dnd m•• t e.- 1 ll(J 

voltage disco~nts? If so, shoulJ t~e level of the 
transfor~er ounership discount and netering .oltdQC 
d 1 scount for SS and l SS be set eq~d 1 to the othe.-w 1st: 

applicable rote schedule? 

INDUSTRIAL IIHERVEUORS: Ye:>, the SS rete sched L snoolc 
hove provi sions identical to the corresponding full 
requirments demand schedvles, as to transn1sslon ~nd 

metering discounts. 

129. ISSUE: Should Gulf's proposed r evision of the stetement of 
1"fi'e"Customer charge on the standby serdce rate schedules 
(SS and ISS) be approv~d? 

INDUSTRIAL IUTERVEUORS: AgreP with Staff. 

129. ISSUE: Should Gulf's proposed change in the defl1ll10'l or 
~capacity used to determine the epol1cabl~ local 
facilitles end fuel cha rges on the standby serv1ce ratt> 
schedules (SS and ISS) be approved? 

l JO. 

INDUSTRIAL IHTERVEIIORS: No pos1tlon ol this tine. 

ISSUE: Should the proposed pa~ag raph on 
Cli'a'rges for supple me ntary service on the SS 
schedules be approved? 

the n!Jnthly 
anll l SS rate 

IIICiJSTRIAL ltiTERVEilORS: llo position at this tine. 

131. ISSUE: Should the Interruptible Standby Service (lSJ) Rdle 
SCl\eilu le 's sections on the Applicability ancl Oet e •'lllnltlun 
of Standby Service ( KH) Ren dered be rep 1dc ed by the 
language approved for the fir m Standby Senic(' (SS) in 
Docket No. 801304-El? 

IHDUSTRIAL I~TERVEIIORS: No positionaL this t•rnt. 

132. ISSUE: The pre sent standby rates cJre based on syst,·l" dnd 
CTiSs unit costs fron Docket tlo. 840086-EI. Should the 
standby rate schedules (SS and IS'i) chcrqes be <:CJustl·d to 
reflect unit costs from the approv~d cost of serv1ce study 
(o compliance rerun) in th's docket and Lhe J·)89 l!C 
capacity charge rates? 

INDUSTRIAL INTERVE~ORS: 
reflect the unit costs 
study 1n th1s case. 

The charges should br adJu sted to 
developed 1n the co;t-of-'erVlce 
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133. ISSUE: Order No. 17568, Docket !Ia. 3)0Jn-EI appro~·:d t.1e 
experimenta l Supplemental Energy (SE) (Op . 1on~l) R1der ,,s ~ 

permanent rate schedule on the condition thcl ~ 1~ uc c on e d 

separate r .lte clcHS in the conpclny's nl'xt rJte L~ S ~ . H1s 
Sulf complied with Order llo. 17560? 

IIIDUSTRIAL INTERVE!IORS: Ho position. 

134 . ISSUE: How should rates for •he Supple~ental Enerqy 
optlOnal Rider be designed? 

INDUSTRIAL IIHERVEIIORS: The rates applicable to SE 
cudomers should be identical to the correspond1ng rule 
applicable to non-SE customers within the same rate 
class. To do otherwise could cause 1nstabil ity berdusc of 
the small size of the SE and non-SE subclasses. 

135. ISS UE: The appl icability clause of thP thre~ den~no 
"C"T'a'SSes (GSD, LP and PX} is stated in terms of the amount 
of KW demand f.)r which the customer contracts. Is lhls Jn 
appropria te basis for determin1r.g applicabll ity? 

!IIOUSTR!AL INTERVEIIORS: Ho position at this :lne. 

136. ISSUE : The current GSD/GSOT and GSLD/GSLDT rate scheou les 
nave-rnin inum charges equal to the custoner chdrge ~lus t he 
deman d charge for the ainiruum KW to take serv 1ce on the 
rate schedule for customer op ting for the r~te \Ct-eoule. 
Is this 1inioum charg e provis ion appropriate? 

UIDUSTRIAL ltHERVEI!ORS: Ho posit ion. 

137. ISSUE: What is the appropriate methocl for calcul.ltlncJ the 
mrnTmum bil l demand charge for the PX rJte class? 

INDUSTRIAL INTERVEIIORS: Con sistent wi th the cJpp l icai.J l e 
paragra1 h, rate PX/PXT customers should be subject to a 
minimum annual b1;11ng demand charge. 

138. ISSUE: What is the appropriate method for calculdting th~ 
~um bill demand charge for the PXT rate class? 

IIIDUSTR i AL II:TERVEIIORS: Saae proceJ~.ore as out lined 1n 
Staff's position, but the l:linimun bill sh ~.. uld be bas,..d 'ln 
an annual mininurn demand charge. 
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139. I SSUi : The propos ~'l : .n·... l a JPP ' ic ,t ic n '"' 
m n I r.w r:1 b il 1 p r o v I s i o n a I 1 o 11 s tl c u s t om .: r 11 h o h .1 s I t s s t :1 , , n ..1 

75 p·• rcent load f actor in a ghan non th to n~t bt> b1ll C'd 
p u r s u a n t to t he r.n n i nun b 1 I 1 p r o v 1 s i o n d s 1 o n g .J s i1 1 s 
annuil l load factor for the current J nd nost r ec~ nl 11 
r.~ontJ . s is .lt least 7) percent. ! s lh Is aporopriate? 

IUOU~TRIAL IIITERVEUORS: Yes, agree 1nt" Stdff. 

140. ISSUE: The conpany has i-Jropos l"d the impler.~enta~1on of a 
TOCiT facilities demand churge for LP/LPT and PX/PXT 
customers, which 11ould be upplied uhen the c ustomer's 
actual demand does not reach at least 80 per·cent of the 
::apacity Required to be Haintained (CRH' specified in the 
Contract for Electric Pow~'. Is this local fae1lities 
cha,·g'! appropriate? If so, to 11hat customer clas SL• s should 
1t ap ply? 

I~OUSTRlAL IIITERVEIIORS: Uo poslticn at this t1mc. 

14 1. ISSUE: The cor.~pony's proposed street and outdoor light1n7 
rates are shOtln on the revis ed HFR Schedu I e E -16d suom' ~ lt>d 
as item flo. 147 of Staff's E igt,th Set of lnterrol)d~ o.· 1 es . 

Should these proposed rates be approved? 

ltl DUST R I A L I U T!: RV E II 0 R S : H o nos i t ion . 

142. I SSUE: The company proposes to cl l oinate t he gcncrdl 
provisl~ns pertainln9 to replacement of 1 ighting syslc,s on 
the Outdoor Service Rate Schedule (OS). Is .. s 
appropriate? 

INDUSTRIAL IIITERVEIIORS: llo position. 

143. ISSUE : Should tne language on OS-III be clanfH:od ~o that 
onry-- customers with fixed vo 1 tage load s op~r.ltH.lJ 
continuously throughout the billing period (such as trdffiL 
signals, coble •y amplifiers and gas tra nsn1sS1on 
substations) would b~ allowed to take service on OS -II I? 

144. 

I NDUSTRIAL IIITERVEIIORS: No position. 

ISSUE: Since the compa ny's last rate 
tak109 service on rat e schedules GS and 
transfe r to the 0 S- I 1 I rate s c he c! u 1 e . 
proposed an OS-IV rate for spo rt s 
appropriate, and, if so , how should the 

INDUSTRIAL IHTERVEIIORS: No position. 

cc~se sports f 1elds 
GSO 11ere .:sl l owed to 
The co >pi!ny hJ> no., 
field~. Is th1s 
rate be de s iqn ~d? 

l·t J •.) 
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14 5. ISSUE : The conp .. :ly ' s pro ,J OSJl fo r Sl!<nce .: h .Jrj l! S .:·· e 
~riz ed as follo us: 

In i ti a l Service 
Reconne ct a Subseq~ent Subs cr i ber 
Reconnect of Exis ti ng Cus t omer 

a fter Discon ~ection for Cause 
Coll ec ti on Fee 
Installing & Removing Temporary Se r v i ce 
Hinimum Investi gative Fee 

Are these charges appropriate? 

I~DUSTRIAL INTERVENO RS: No po si~i on. 

Pr e sent 

H6 . 00 
16 . 00 

16 . 00 
6. 00 

1\8.00 
30.00 

Conp ~n y 

Prop.H<'2. 

S20.00 
16 .01) 

! 6 . 0 c 
6 . CJ U 

60 . 00 
55. 0 0 

146. ISSUE: Shculd LP custooers 11110 have dema nds 1n e• ces s o: 
n-oo-Kil but a nnual lo ad factor of les s t ha n 75 pcrc L•n t :..: 
alloued to opt for t he PXT r a te ? 

INDUSTRIAL INTE RVE~ORS: No posi t ion. 

1 4 7 . I S ~ U E : I s G u 1 f P o ~~ e r ' s p r o p o s ,. d c h a n g e t o t h e P X m 1 n 11n u 11 

iii'Oii1lll y b i 11 reason a b 1 e, appro p r 1 ate, and cons 1 s ten l 11 i t:1 

the other provisions of the r ate ? 

INDUSTRIAL INTERVENORS: Ho positi on a t thi s : to e . 

14 8 . ISSUE: Should Gulf's proposal t o de.:.re ase t he PXT on-peal 
energy charge and increase the of f-pe ak ent>rg y charqe be 
appro1ed? 

INDUSTRIAL INTE RVE~ORS: Yes , cons i ste nt with the un1• l OS ~ 

study . 

149 . ISSUE: Should schedul ed na int enance outa ges uf a sc lt· 
geilerating custo1~er that are full y coo rd ina t ed in adv<lr•Cl' 
with Gu l f Pouer be subjec t to the ratche t pr ovis1on of the 
SS ra t e? 

INDUST RIAL IU TERVEUORS: ll o . Ther!! is no r<>ason to t!pp1 1 

the ratchet fealure if the coo r dination avoids incurr1ng 
additional capacity-related cos t s . T ~is trea t ment of 
coordination is contemplated by t he Commissi on ' s gl'ncral 
order on standby service (Order Ho. 171)9 ). 
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150. !SSJE: Should the assuoed I L rorc~J o.t c; t!t ,-· fCJr 
seTT='generat1ng customHs that is built 1nto the ~-, rJ~t? 
design be continued? 

! IIOUSTRIAL 
rates of 
generating 
concluslon 
high. A 
exceed 51. 

IN! ERVEIIORS: An an.:~lysis of :nr: f'JrctO lUl1t.Jt> 

Gulf's self·ganerating custo171~r; cJnG st:>li· 
custoners of other ut 11lt ies supports the 

that the 101 assuffiCd f orc ed ou t~ge fdctor 1s too 
more reasonable for ced outag~ rJt e •toul.l not 

151. ISSUE: Should theSE rate be modified to ill loH .,dc11tionJ1 
opportunity sales to self-gen e ra~ing customer:; 11h'l huve 
generating capacity ~thich is a•ailabl e bu t ;e ss eccnon i r.? 

IriDUSTRIAL INTERVEIIORS: Yes. TheSE r cl t e l s des1gn ed l::> 
encourage opportunity ~ales o f electric po11er ;,n<J ene~gy 
when capacity is available at d reasonable pri ce . Such 
sales as described in this Issu e would not be in vio13t1on 
of the standby senice tariff because the custoner "ould 
have to have generating r e sourc es available. A JO ':linut" 
notice provis i on applicuble to self-generating cust oners 
rnabling Gulf Power to cease SE service to those cust oners 
prior to peale conditions would pro teet other· cus toners f r o.1 
uneconomic transactions 11hil e promoting the typ e of s<Jl o?s 
the SE rate was designed to en courage. 

Add1t fo nal Issues 

I SSUE : How should uncollectibl e e xpe nses be ullO(dlPd? 

IllOUSTRIAL IIITERVEIIORS: Uoc ollect!b le e xpc;ses s o ; ld o~ 

direc tly assigned to those classes wh ich Incurred · ~e~. 

ISSUE: How shout~ fuel stocks be c lass1fied? 

INDUSTRIAL IIHERVEIIORS: The m1 nimurn fuel stocks have sor:~ 

of the aspects of e fixed cost, 1n that they ~re LOn~inuinCJ 
i n n a t u r e i and , w it h <' u t the on 9 o i n 9 1 n v '.? n Lo ry , tr11.o u t 11 i : y 
could not operate units re liubly . Therefore, th~ fuel 
stocks should be class lfied between lhc de'1and ll·cl c: ncrgy 
components. 

E. Questions of Law: 

Industrial Intervenors--none have been ldentifi l'd at thi s 

tIme. 

11 
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F. ,tipulaled Issues: 

llone at this t1r.1e. 

G. Pending Hotions or Other ilatters: 

llone at this tle~e. 

H. A statement as to any requircr.~ent that cannot be compl .cd 

wit h and the reasons the r efo r : 

Ho ne at th!s time. 

1? 

~~~~4?-
Lawso n, HcYhirter , Grn1doff 

& Re eves 
~22 E. Pork A•en~e . Su1l~ 200 
T'l lahcls sce , Flonda .'l23J. 
904 '222-2525 

Jonn W. llcHhlrler, Jr. 
Law sun , B c :J h 1 r t e r • G rondo f f 

& Reeves 
201 E. Kennedy Boule.drd 
Suite 800 
Post Office Bo x 335 ~ 
Tdmpa, Florida 3J60J 

Attorneys for t he Industrial 
Intervenors 
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CERTIFICATE Of SERVICE 

HEREB Y CERTIFY that lrup .Jnd correct cop1es of lht.! 

Indu str ial Interv enors' Prehearing Stc1tement h.JVI.' tle•n furnl S': <>d 

by U.S. Hail or by hand delivery• to th,. follOIIl!HJ ;Jcrtl"S of 

record, this --~1~5~t~h-- day ~f Hay, 1?90: 

G. Edison Holland 
Jeffrey A. Stone 
Bl.!ggs and Lane 
Post Office Box 12950 
Pen ~ac ola, FL 32576 

Suzanne Brownless• 
Oiv1sion of Legal Services 
Flori~a Public Service Commission 
10 1 East Gaines Street 
Tallahassee , FL ~2399-0872 

Jack Shreve , Public Counse l 
Stephen C. Burgess , Deputy Public 
Office of the Public Counsel 
clo The Florida Legislature 
111 W. Hadison Street , Rm. 80 1 
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