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REQUESTTO ESTABLISH DOCKET 
(PLEASE TYPE) 

Date November 5, 2001 Docket No. Q3l03.3 - E I 

Tb 1. Division Name/Staff Name ECR/Bohrmann 

2. OPR ECR/Bohrmann, Windham, McNulty, Matlock 

3. OCR OGC/C. Keatinq 

8 .  Suggested Docket Title 

Review of Tampa Electric Company's 2004-2008 Waterborne Transportation Contract with TECO Transport and 
Associated Benchmark 

5. Suggested Docket Mailing List (attach separate sheet if necessary) 

A. Provide NAMES OR ACRONYMS ONLY if a regulated company. 

3. Provide COMPLETE NAME AND ADDRESS for all others. (Match representatives to companies.) 

1. Parties and their representatives (if any): 

2. Interested persons and their representatives (if any): 

Tampa Electric Companv Betty J. Wise 

Office of Public Counsel William Paqe 

Florida Industrial Power Users Group Edward A. Wilson 

CSX Transportation Carlos Lissabet 

Florida Retail Federation Sue. E. Strohm 

Catherine L. Clavpool Lesly A. Diaz 

Helen Fisher Mary Jane Williamson 

6. Check one: 
X Documentation is attached. 

Documentation will be provided w i t h  recommendation. 
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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

VOTE SHEET 
' 14A 

NOVEMBER 3 ,  2003 

RE: D o c k e t  No. 030001-E1 - F u e l  and purchased power cost recovery clause ' 

w i t h  generating performance i n c e n t i v e  fac tor .  

ISSUE 1: 
Tampa Elec t r ic  Company's coal  transportation arrangements to a proceeding 
subsequent to the Commission's Noveder  12-14, 2003, hearing in this 
docket? 
RECOMMENDATION: Yes. Additional time to review these issues would allow 
s t a f f  and t h e  p a r t i e s  t h e  opportunity to more fully evaluate t h e  market 
rate analysis t h a t  Tampa E l e c t r i c  Company has offered to serve as the basis 
for the c o s t  of waterborne coal transportation services to be charged to 
customers over t h e  next five years .  However, s t a f f  believes the Commission 
could decide these issues based on the record that would be .established by 
the p r e f i l e d  testimony and e x h i b i t s  of Tampa E l e c t r i c  Company's and s t a f f ' s  
witnesses in t h i s  docket and t h r o u g h  cross-examination of those witnesses 
at hearing. 

Should t h e  Commission defer consideration of issues c o n e r n c n g  

COMMISSIONERS ASSIGNED: F u l l  Commission 

COMMI S S IONERS-' S X GMATURE S 

REMARKS~JSSENTING c d  NTS : 

DISSENTING 
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VOTE SHEET 
NOVEMBER 3, 2003 
Docket No. 030001-E1 - F u e l  and  purchased power cost recovery c l a q e  w i t h  
generating performance incentive factor. - 

(Continued from previous page) I 

ISSUE 2: Should this docket be closed? 
RECOMMENDATION: No. T h i s  is an ongoing docket t h a t  should remain open. 

APPROVED 


