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P R 0 C B B D I • 0 8 1 

2 CHAIRKAN JOKNSON: Item 26 is a panel, Clark 

l Garcia and Johnson. 

4 COXMI8SIOHBR C~: Madam Chairman, 1 

5 apologize , but I still find this a d ifficult case to 

6 get through and I have troubl e with the first 

7 recommendation , t .hc first issue . We didn't grant 

8 their motion !or reconsideration because we couldn 't 

9 exactly figu re out what it was. 

10 MS . PAOOHa That's correct, Commissioner . 

ll COKMI88IOHBR CLARK I But we do think thoro 

12 needs to be some c hange t o the Order. 

ll 

14 

Kd . PAOOH t That's also correct . 

COKMI88IONBR CLARK: And that's what you've 

15 done in Attachment A. 

16 K8 . PAOOH a That ' u correct. That's 

17 legislative format of the Order that we issued to 

18 h opefully clearly s how what we propose the changes 

19 should be. 

20 COKNI88IONBR CLARKI t'm not suro what wo• rc 

21 accomplishing hero. 

22 K8. PAOOBt Well, perhaps a auaaary would 

2) aid you with that. 

24 Florida Power and Light ' s Motion for 

25 Reconsideration did not c l early refer to a Commiosion 
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1 error or inadvertence, a nd for that reason we felt we 

2 had to deny it because we could not specifically 

3 respond to it. It would be j ust speculation on our 

4 part. However, during the oral argument Florida Power 

5 and Light identified an 1saue we looked at much more 

6 closely and realized that there may be inconsistencies 

7 with in tho Order that we issued that needed to be 

8 corrected. 

9 Those inconsistencies went directly to the 

10 possible perception that we we re determining how 

11 broker matches would be made because of the language 

12 that r elated to our preference for incremental system 

13 production cost. Does that help? 

14 COKKI B8IONBR C~: I'm wi th you so far. 

15 KB. PAUOB: All right. So what the changes 

16 do, where some language was mandatory that those 

17 matches shall be made based on incremental system 

18 production cost, we changed the "shalls" to " s houlds." 

19 We also took out the ordering paragraph that mandated 

20 incremental system produ~tion cogt. By using that, 

21 that was not our intent, but it cou ld be perceived as 

22 the Commiss ion setting the price of broker sales, and, 

23 clea r ly, that is not within our jurisdic t ion . That ' s 

24 FERC jurisdiction. 

25 COKNI 88I ONZR CLAR•I And as I understand it 
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5 

1 each utility then goes to fERC to determine what their 

l wholesale prices should be? 

J 

4 

5 system. 

6 

7 

xs . PAOQBI That's correct. 

COJOCISSIORR CLAJti: Even on the broker 

KB. PAOQBI That's correct. 

COIOCISIIOWIR CLAJtii And then they will have 

8 to make the case -- some of them included the 

9 transmission cost and some of them didn ' t, right? 

10 xs . PAOQBI I believe they all included the 

11 transmission cost. 

12 Pursuant to PERC Order 888 they had to go 

13 back to FERC with their transmission tariffs and 

14 revise t hem in accordance with the f'ERC order. What 

15 we have jurisdiction over is tho retail treatment o( 

16 the revenues. 

17 

18 

COIOCI88 I OIII1!R CLARJt 1 Got you. 

KB. HARLOW! Commissioner Clark, you ' re 

19 correct. Some of tho utilities had a oeparato charge 

20 for transmission, wherea11 some of them earmarked 

21 dollars that wero already within their original quote. 

22 So in a aenso their quote roaa ina the aall!o, both prior 

23 to and after PERC Order 888, and then other utilities 

24 had an additional char9o. 

25 COJOCI88IORR CLAIUtl Okay. We tako tho 
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1 position that PERC sets the transoission price and 

2 they also set the broker price. 

3 ICB. PAUOilt That's correct. 

4 COKKISSIONBR CLARX t What we're c oncerned 

5 with is how thoy account for those revonuos. 

6 

7 

KS. PAUOilt That's correct. 

COMMIBSIONBR CLARK: So my question is when 

8 thO!' separate out the transmission, how are we go i ng 

9 to account tor tho revenues that come !rom tho 

10 transmission charge? Is that retail or is that 

ll wholesale ? 

12 ICB . PAUOBI Well, traditionally that has --

13 all the revenues !rom broker sales have gone t o the 

14 retail jurisdiction because those were considered 

6 

15 nonseparated sales. They are short-term sales and the 

16 revenues go through the tuol clause . 

17 

18 

COKKISSIOMIIR CLARK: Right. 

ICB . PAUOHI But that sort or approaches on 

19 Florida Power's Motion tor Reconsideration and I don't 

20 know that you want to go there just now. 

2 1 COKKISSIONBR CLAUI Okay. So with Power & 

22 Light we're just acknowledging that we don't got t o 

2 3 sot prices tor wholesale. 

24 

25 

KS . PAUOB1 That's correc t. 

COKKI SSIOMIR CLARX t Okay. So tho issue 
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1 is -- has to be decided with respect to the !ssue 2. 

2 I move Starr on Issue 1. 

3 

4 

OOMXISSIOWBR GARCIA: Second. 

CKAIRKAK JOKMSOH1 Is there a second on 

5 Issue 1? Show it approved without objection. 

6 

7 

Now the tough one, Issue 2. 

MS . PAUaB1 Commissioners, with respect to 

8 Issue 2, Florida Power Corporation tiled a Motlon for 

9 Reconsideration that challenges that portion ot our 

10 order that rejects their argument that transmission 

11 revenues s hould be separated . In other words , our 

7 

12 order said specifically transmission revenues will not 

13 be s eparated i n the retail and wholesale 

14 jurisdictions. 

15 There is a primary and alternative 

16 recommendation. Tho primary recommendatio n is that 

17 Florida Power Corporation has met the burden tor 

18 est.ablishing a basis for reconsideration i n tha t thoro 

19 is -- primary statf 's conclusion is that thoro was 

20 insufficient evidence to determine i f there was 

21 i nadvertence or not. In other words , the record is 

22 not tully developed on this poi nt. 

23 Alternative starr •s recommendation is 

2 4 essentially that the question regarding tho s eparat ion 

25 of trans~ission revenues has been askod and answered 
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1 and they are simply rearguing their case. 

2 COMKIBSIOHBR CLARK I Hr. Ballinger, are you 

3 the alternative? 

4 IOl. BA.LLIMOBRI Yes, ma'am. 

5 COMXI88IOXIR CLARXs I have to confess to 

6 not being I ' m not real comfortable and I'm not sure 

7 I understand what's the best way to approach this. 

8 And I ' m perfectly happy qoing to another hearing. J 

9 realize that I ' m batting a thousand hero . I keep 

10 3ugqesting we go to hearlnq. But maybe this would 

11 take a morning or something. But I'm still not 

12 comfortable as to how do we accomplish what FERC 

13 wants to do but £eke sure the appropriate revenues get 

14 allocated? 

15 

16 for you. 

17 

18 

KR. BALLIHO!RI I think I've got the answer 

CO.KKIB8IODR CLAIUtl Oh. All right. 

XR. BALLIHGBR: Alternate starr is saying we 

19 understand Florida Power's argument. we understood it 

20 the tirst time. It makes a lot oC logic and sense, 

21 and quite frankly, it ma~es sense to me on a going 

22 forward basis, possibly for other wholesale 

23 transactions. However, that did not outweigh our 

2 4 concern ot keeping the gains on broker sales the same 

25 before and after PERC 888. When we saw the tour 
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1 utilities come in with four different methods of 

2 implementing 888, FERC hasn't decided yet on any o! 

3 these tariffs before them of broker sales, we decided 

4 the best overall policy was try to keep the gains --

5 in other words the profits, which the companie s keep 

6 20l of the same before and after so there wasn't a 

7 gaming of the system because or this administerial 

8 change . That's our overridi ng goal. 

9 So why I think Florida Power makes a pretty 

10 valid argument that maybe there should be a 

11 separation, I don't think it overcomes the qo111 ol' 

12 keeping the gains the same just because of a 

13 reclassification of revenues t hat previously were 

14 going to the retail ratepayers . 

15 COKKI SS IONI:R CLARKI Tt strikes me thllt we 

9 

16 may have no choice. And 1 realize this is a re11J case 

17 of revenues being s h ifted !rom the retail section to 

18 the wholes11le section. But that's one of the results 

19 of Order 888, that you have to separately cha rge for 

20 transmission. 

21 KR. BALLINGER: Exactly. And Florida Power 

22 is not separately charging. They a re taking those 

23 same dollars and just callin~ them transm ission now, 

24 where other utilities added a ueparate transmission 

25 charge and collected it separately. And that plays 
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1 if you can reclassify the existing production as part 

2 of it being transmission. 

3 KR. WHEBLZRI On the primary side, if 1 

4 could respond to that, I think the primary staff took 

5 t .he position that once you cross t hat Rubicon of 

11 

6 saying some ot these revenues are transmission, which 

7 clearly PERC has said you must earmark. At that point 

8 you have to separate them based upon how f ERC requires 

9 them to credit those revenues when they set wholesale 

10 r ates. 

11 So true, they haven't called part of these 

12 revenues transmission in the past, but I think 

13 everyone agrees you need a transmission system in 

14 order to make these sales, so that some piece of these 

15 revenues, however you want to earmark them, are 

16 r equired to be called transmission revenues and, 

17 therefore, it makes sense to separace those revenues 

18 based on the wholesale retail proportion of s upporting 

19 the· transmission system through their rates . 

20 COKMISSI OHER CLARX: If we just walt for 

21 PERC to come out for the order, will that dcci 1e it? 

22 KR. BALLI NGER: I don ' t think so because I 

23 think we still have jurisdiction over cost recovery. 

24 

25 

KS. PAOGH: I agree wi~h that response. 

KR. BALLIHGIR: And I think that's why the 
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1 order as written now is suggestive that you keep the 

2 broker based on production cost. Because that 's how 

J we're going to do cost recover y, or we think cost 

4 recovery s hould be done . 

12 

5 CHAIRMAN J OHNSON: What do we expect to gain 

6 from the hearing? I mean, what add i t iona l -- I guess 

7 Tom is saying there is nothing else that he needs . 

8 But what arc you looking for on the primary side? 

9 What can we expect to learn that will help us make a 

10 decision in this r egard? 

11 KB . PAOOB : For s tar t ers, we don't have any 

12 evidence regardi ng what effect a jurisdict ional 

1J separa tion of transmission revenues would have on the 

1 4 other utilities. And we only have a little bit of 

15 evidence wi th respec t to how it would affect Florida 

16 Power Corporation . We don't know anything in terms of 

17 this policy decision ' s effect on all of the other 

18 utilities . 

19 CHAIRMAN JOHNSON: This would be a policy 

20 shift then? 

21 KS. PAOOH: Quite possibly yes. There are 

22 other orders ot the Commission that may come int o play 

2J and be revised as a result of this. And that ' s -- an 

24 issue identification meeting would be able to nail 

25 that down, just the extent t o which other orders may 
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1 that the broker sales are based on being able to 

2 compare a pples to apples. That you're looking at the 

3 same costs for each utility. I don't understand why 

1 4 

4 their methodology is different except that maybe to do 

5 it one way benefits one company and to do it another 

6 way doesn ' t benefit them. And it strikes me if PE.RC 

7 figures it out, they will make it uniform. 

8 o . BALLUIGER: Well, they may or may not. 

9 I don't know. We hope that they would sec the wisdom . 

10 I think that's why we suggested that the purpose of 

11 the broker system now, remember this is limited to 

12 broker sales only was to mimic an economic dispatch 

13 of the state. And, therefore, it should only be 

14 production cost involved. Now, you have other 

15 tranac tions going on off broker all the time. Tha t' s 

16 a different story. 

17 But the whole intent of the broker s ys tem 

18 and why there ' s an i nce ntive involved and all of these 

19 type of thi ngs is cent ered around economic jispatch of 

20 the state. And that ' s why it probably should be 

21 uniform, not have gaming of the system, and it should 

22 be based on product ion cost. PERC may totally ignore 

23 that. I don't know. 

24 COKKI88IONER CLARK: It you took the 

25 transmission system and just made i t a whole separate 
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1 charge, whether you do pancake rates or whatever, then 

2 you would have accomplished that, because then 

3 everyone would have bid into the pool at t heir 

4 production cost, and you'd have to figure out wha t 

5 your transmission costs are. 

6 KR. BALLXNGBR: That's what Staff 

7 recommended the first go around saying that we thought 

8 the correct methodology was what Gulf had, wh ich was 

9 keep the production costs the same and then have a 

10 transmission adder, and add it on. And that goes into 

11 the· broker and everybody matches up that way. We 

12 thought that was the correct way. It would keep the 

13 broker and the gains on the broker the same as they 

14 were before 888. Puts everybody on tho same field. 

15 COKKXBBIONER CLARK: And what happened? 

16 KR. BALLINGER: We don ' t know. fERC hasn ' t 

17 ruled yet. All we can do is suggest t o fERC this is 

18 how it shou ld be done, but we don't have the authority 

19 to set the actual transaction price. 

20 COKKIBBIONER CLARR : Assuming they do that, 

21 will we then bo able to say all right, here are your 

22 transmission costs then we think it's, say, $100,000 

23 and we think 25\ of that is attributed to broker sales 

24 and we include that generati on in the rate baao , 

25 the,refore, that amount of transmission haa to be 
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.l could - -

2 COKK%88I ONER CLARKI Hr. Bohrmann, sure i f 

3 it ' s okay with the Chair. 

4 KR. BOKRXAHHs If I could make one co~ent. 

5 The money being transferred from the retail 

17 

6 to the wholesale side is only due t o the result of t he 

7 numbers that a r e specific to Florida Power. If t he 

8 trans mission separation factor was higher than a 

9 generati on factor, money would be shifting in the 

10 opposite direction . 

1 1 COHXIBSIONBR CLARK: But it ' s bec~use i t' s 

12 75/25 as opposed to 95/5? 

1) KR. BOKRM~ : Yes. If the numbers were 

14 different, there would be s hifting in the opposite 

15 direction . 

16 KR . WHEELER: If I could say someth i ng. 1 

17 think you have to unders tand that - - we are getting 

18 confused between, I think , base rate type revenues and 

19 adjustment c lause revenues . 

20 Prior to 888 all or t hese broker sales 

21 revenues were flowing through the clause through fuel. 

22 And i n tho fuel clause a separation is done < B facto 

23 between retail and wholesale because you inc l ude 

24 retail and wholesale kilowatt hours in coming up with 

25 a levelized fuel adjustment factor. 
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l What's changed is that now you're saying 

2 these revenues are not all energy· related generation 

3 revenues. Now we're saying some o! these are 

18 

4 transmission revenues which wou ld never really address 

5 how you would credit those through an ad j ustment 

6 clause mechanism. 

7 When you talk about !lowing them through 

8 ret~ il operating revenues above the line, that 

9 bypasses the whole clause question completely. Those 

10 revenues would go, in effec t, t o the company to 

11 reduce -- or would contribute to their earnings or 

12 contribute to the bottom line income of tho company. 

13 ~.at Power Corp is saying in their petition 

14 is "We agree. We ' re going to continue to Clow these 

15 monies through the c lause. We're not going to treat 

16 them as additions t o operating revenue," whic h Is what 

17 some of the other companies have proposed. But they 

1 8 are saying, "We have to make a refinement. Now that 

19 we've decided some o f theoe are transmission revenues, 

20 wo oan•t t rea t thorn aa energy-related generation 

21 revenues and separate th011 on that 95/25. Now we have 

22 to use a transmission separation factor," wh ich in 

23 their particular case, happens to be 75/25. 

24 OOMMI 88IOWZR CLARKI Yeah. But that moans 

25 that only -- how much is it -- i t means that 75 goes 
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1 to retail and 25 goes to wholesale, where before it 

2 would be 95 goes to retail - -

3 JOl . WHBBLBR1 Yes . I agree that the retail 

4 rat~payers are a little bit worse off under Power 

5 Corp's proposal. I ' m not disputing that. 

6 OOKKZSSIONER C~RX 1 But it may be that ' s 

7 wha·t PERC has done, and there ' s not 111uch that we can 

8 do .about it. We raised that issue to them, I t h ink, 

9 whe·n we commented on 888 but now it ' s out and 

19 

:o lOt . WKBBLBJ11 Well , again, the pers pective I 

11 come from is once you say some of these revenue s are 

12 trans111ission, however you make that determination, 

13 it's appropriate to reflect the fact that your 

14 wholesale, your fir~~~, all requirements wholesale 

15 cubtomers are supporting 2 5 \ or the transmission 

16 system through their rates, therefore, they should 

17 receive the benefit of that cred i t i ng of 2 5 \ of 

18 revenues . 

19 What Power Corp is saying , when we go to 

20 PERC, they are going to make us credit 25\ to the 

21 wholesale r ates. And it we can't recover that through 

22 our wholesale rates, we ' r e going to be in the hole. 

23 We ~on ' t be recovering our total. 

24 COKKIBBIONBR CLARK I If we say 95 goes to 

25 reta il and they say it's only 75, they are short some 
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1 per...;entage of their revenues just because we can't 

2 agr·ee on what the split is. 

3 KR. 1fJDUILBR: Right. Because PERC 

4 they ' ve said that PERC is going to make them credit 25 

5 whether they are get ting it or not. 

6 COIOCISSI ONIIR CLARJtl Is it if I ' m conCused 

7 can go to hearing and --

8 

9 

10 concer ned 

11 

CHAXRHAN JOHMSONI No . 1 think -­

COIOCISSIONIIR CLARJt1 I mean, are you 

CHAXRKAH J OKNSOW1 I met with Steff 

I 

12 yesterday and, in fact, I was -- speaking a lot with 

13 our attorney, too, and Tom, also, on the alternative 

14 position . But it was suf f iciently confusing enough to 

15 think that perhaps we should open this beck up, not 

16 knowing where we•re going to end up. We may still end 

17 up with the suggestion or the alternative 

18 recommendation as our suggestion, but, you know, even 

19 when --Ms. Paugh and I, we wore talking about what's 

20 not in the record, I was convinced that in order to 

21 make an educated decision, even if we're going t o do a 

22 policy shift, that we need to open this up and further 

23 exp.lore it. That we didn't do that. It was not our 

24 fault, but we didn't have the opportunity to fully 

25 explore the issues and the policy ramifications behind 
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1 how we should treat these revenues and under what 

2 circumstances and evon better understanding where FERC 

3 may be coming from. 

4 I ' d like to bo further educated before we 

5 move forward on this. 

6 OOXK.I88IOMBR CLARKI It may help us we 

7 may be able to make a further fil i ng i n thoro their 

8 iss~es pending before FERC to say this is how wo want 

9 it to come out. 

10 MR . BALLIMOBRs My only personal opinion, I 

11 think you were doing that by this order by saying that 

12 we think the way to do the broker is produc ti o n cost 

13 and add tranAmission on top. That ' s a commission 

14 statement in an order. I don't think you can get a 

15 much stronger statement than that . 

16 CONXZ88IOMBR CLARKI Then if you do that, 

17 though, doesn't it follow it should be a 75/25 split 

18 and not a 95/5? 

19 KR. BALLIMOBR : No, ma ' a m. I f they added a 

20 separ~te transmission charge on top o! the production, 

21 maybe. 

22 COKN~SSIOMBR CLARKI I thought that ' S what 

23 you j ust said. 

24 KR. BALLIMGIR : No . What they have done is 

25 taken the -- they've taken the initia l produc tion 
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1 cost I know we threw out some numbers, 20, JO and a 

2 gain of 5, okay, in the hearing. A selling price of 

J 20, a buying price of 30; it should match at 25. So 

4 you have a gain of $5. 

5 What they've done is taken that gain o! $5, 

6 it used to be split 20\ or $1 would go blow the line 

7 to stockholders, $4 would credit back to the 

8 rat·epayers of the selling utility, okay? What Florida 

9 Pow·er has proposed is tak lng that oame $5, pu 11 out 7 5 

10 cents, I guess, for transmission; send that to the 

11 wholesale side. That leaves !our and a quartor left. 

12 Then that is split 80/20. So they reduce the gains 

lJ not only to their stockholders below the line, but to 

1 4 the retail ratepayers as well just because of this 

15 ministerial change. That prior to PERC 888 it was all 

16 production. After FERC 888, part of it is 

17 transmission. That was never the intent of the 

18 bro,ker. The broker was to look at production coat and 

19 matching it and that's what we're saying, let's keep 

20 t .hat wholo. 

21 COlOC.ISSIOHBR CIJUUt1 I guess what ma.ybe we 

22 have to realize is tho broker system i a no longer coat 

23 based, at least if PERC has its say-so. 

24 KR. BltoLLUIGERt I I 11 say this and I I 11 be 

25 quiet. That was one reason we rose the !ssue of the 
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1 20\ incentive may be need to be removed. It ' s no 

2 l onqer a coat baaed system. 

3 the i ndustry moves forward. 

It is getting changed as 

Quite frankly, the broker 

4 system nov is a wastebasket, if you will, of what they 

5 can ' t aoll on tho market . They qot to 20 minutes 

6 before the hour, if they have got some capacity, they 

7 thr ow a broker quote out there and hope they ~atch. 

8 It ' s a last minute, what they can sell. And it may be 

9 the hearing needs to be what do we do with the broker 

10 system. I don't know. But I understand whore you 

11 wan.t to go with this to got some more information on 

12 t .he transmission aspect. 

13 

14 

15 

COD . .t88IOQR OAJlCIAI Now you're scaring me . 

KR. BALLIWOBR: I see an opening, I 

COMXZ88IOKBR CLARKI I think Tom is right. 

16 ,lind. I think - - I recall Tampa Electric corning in here 

17 with their -- although we ultimately decided that they 

18 had already cut a deal, that they said it would be 

19 separated jurisdictionally or -- that was part of the 

20 stipulation they reached. The issue will eventually 

21 be out thoro as to what is the approp~iate way to make 

22 sure that you have a competitive market. And they 

23 took the position that they needed to sell th is long 

24 term; that they weren ' t going to be able to sell it on 

25 the broker system. 
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1 KR . BALLINGER: Not that they weren ' t, but 

2 under the broker, they could only get so much gains 

3 a nd --

4 

5 

OOMKI88IONBR CLAlllt : Right. 

KR. ~GZR: - - that was the distinction 

6 the re . The broker system was kind of confi n i n g . 

7 Bec:ause it was set; th is is how you price it . It 

8 did n ' t have t he flexib i lity to be able to negotiate a 

9 'Orice. 

24 

10 OOXHX88IONBR CLARKI That ' s it . That' s what 

11 i t was . 

12 COIOIIBBIONBR GARCIA: I think you have two 

13 votes to do it so let's do it. Lot's set it for 

1 4 hea r i ng. 

15 COIOII88IOQR CLARKI J 1110ve Staff on 

16 I ssue 2. 

17 I do have concerns a bout how that's set up . 

18 Because I have concerns if we have witnesses on the 

19 stand, you know, they ' ll give the ir spiel, they ' ll be 

20 cross examined and there's no opportunity for 

21 wi tnoosos for competing sides to sort of argue with 

22 each other and write things on tho b lackboard so wo 

23 can follow what they are doing. I don't know how -- I 

24 guess I ' m envisioning the hearing has to be more than 

25 how we usually do hearings. It almost has to be o 
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1 tutorial on what the impacts would be on doing it 

2 various ways. 

3 CHAIRKAX JOHNSON! Leslie and I woro talking 

4 about i ! we got to this point, what kind of a hearing 

5 we would have and we did.n't como up with any answers . 

6 COMXX88IONER CLARXr You know what it is, it 

7 may be t .hat the hearing will be just fin.. but prior 

8 to that I probably need Staff to come in and run 

9 through those examples or it -- and maybe it can be 

10 the same exa.mples that a re used at tho hearing for the 

11 various parties to take their positions. Maybe that's 

12 it . 

13 KJ1. JJ!antXWSI CollUIIissioner Cla rk, one way to 

14 solve that question is to p it them against each other 

15 in the form of a rule, a nd that way you focus on the 

16 uniformity and they will fight among each other and 

17 then you can watch and see which is the best. 

18 COMXX88IOKER CLARXr It sounds like some 

19 sort of athletic contest. 

20 I think we should just set it tor hearing. 

21 But I would like Stat!, maybe if we could set as i de an 

22 a ft ernoon and we ' ll go t h rough -- t he way it ' s being 

23 done now and what the impacts are so I can be prepared 

24 for the hearing. 

25 KR. BALLINGER! Would you want like an 
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1 explanation o! the four different methods 

2 COIOUSSIOIJI'ZR CLAlUtt Yes. 

3 

4 after? 

5 

6 

KR. BALLIMGBR: -- what it did before and 

COOI88l01111!R CLAlUtl Right . 

KR. BALLINOZR: And we're going to try to 

7 focus on the transmission separation? 

8 COKMI88l 01111!R CLARK: Right. Because that' s 

9 the issue, r ight? 

10 KR. BALLINGBRI Okay. I'm j ust mak i ng notes 

11 so I know what to prepare. 

12 COKNISSIOIJI'ZR CLARXI I ' m sorry. It seems t o 

13 me it we conclude that it ' s not someth i ng that can be 

14 resolved just by deal i ng witl. transmission, that we 

15 have to relook at the broker system, then that can be 

16 somethi ng we decide is another docket, !rankly. 

17 KR. BALLIHGBRI Hay I suggest then I don't 

18 know, since - - this may - - let me go back again. 

19 This is a motion f or reconsiderati on of a 

20 decision. I'm hearing talk now of expanding to 

21 another docket. Looking at tho broker in general, do 

22 you want a delay on this item, on Issue 2, until we 

23 have a chance to talk to you and decide what you want 

24 to do with it? 

25 COKMISSIONBR CLARK: No. I ' d like --
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2 

COXXI88IOIIIIIR GARCIA 1 Go tor 1 t. 

COKKI88IOiiiiiR CLARK: Let ' s just qot this 

3 resolved . ~nd it may --we'll see what happens after 

4 that. 

5 

6 

xa. BALLIHOBRI Fine. 

OOXKI88IOIIIIIR CLARKI There ' s a mot ion. Is 

7 there a second? 

8 

9 

COKKI88IOiiiiiR OARCIA: Second. 

OOXXI88IOIIIIIR CLARKI Motion and a second. 

2 7 

10 Any further discussion? Seeing none, show lt approved 

11 unanimously. 

12 KS. PAOOBI That's to approve primary, i s 

13 that correct? 

14 CBAIRXAM JOKMSOMI Yes. Approve primary. 

15 That concludes the agenda conference. 

16 

17 - - - - -
18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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