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“RB:. DOCKET NO. 920041~BI - Petition for clariflcation and guiaanoe on o
f‘approprxate market—based prxclng methodology for coal. purohased from Gatllff,@
-~ Coal Company. by TAMPA ELBCTRIC coupanx (neferred from the 8/4/92 :

: COmmiesion Conferenoe) T

f[frssue 1°3 Recommendation that, even though the FERC Form 423 data does
‘contain errors, ‘the’ errors ‘do _not make the ‘data’ unsultab]e to measure
.changes 1n the market przoe of coal.

Issue 2:  Recommendation that the FERC Form 423 data, after adjusting for
term and quality using information contained in the Forms 423, does not

“‘contain erroxrs that parties to the’ stxpulation could not have discovered

‘with due. dil1gence and which make the FERC Form 423 data unsuitable to
‘measure changea in the market price ‘of ‘coal. Regardless of whether Tampa

Electric Company. (TECO) exerozsed ‘due d111gence in discovering erroxrs in the-

‘FERC Form 423 ‘data, any errors: ‘contained in the data do not make 1t

’unsultable to measure changes in the market price of coal.
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rJIssue 3.- Reoonnendation that the FERc Form 423" data, as adjusted for term
“and: quality using information contained in the Forms- 423, provides a
*reasonable standard to measure changes in the market prloe of coal.

. | APPROVED 3

,'Issue 43 Recommandation that the FERC Form ‘423 database of contract
.deliveries from Bureau of Hines ‘Digstrict 8 which meets coal quality

specifications as contained ‘in Order No. 20298 does not contain contracts

. that have been‘erroneously included: for purposes -of calculatinq the market-

__based index to establish the benchmark for recovery of the costs of TECO's
vaffxliate coal purchases. S

Issue. 5;_ Recommandat1on that TBCO's proposed calculation of the market-
‘based index is’ not. consxstent ‘with the- orig1nal provisions and intent of the
stlpulation and Order No. 20298. .

" APPROVED

Issue 6:; Recommendation that the Commission deny TECO's proposed
calculation of the market-based Adndex.

PPROVEL

Issue 7: Recommendation that the commission should not modify the manner in
which the market-bassd index 18 caloulated.

 ApPROED
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" Issue 8: Recommendation that, 1f a new. index methodology is adopted, it
'should’ be used in. the August 1992 fuel hearing to determine the

ﬁreasonableness of Gatliff's price during the perlod January 1, 1991 through ,jﬁ
Decemher 31, 1991.wp‘_‘

-  APPROVED

Issue 93 Recommendation that the doctrines of res judicata, collateral
: vestoppel or ‘administrative finality do not apply y to this proceeding and do
“not preclude the comm1sszon from approving TECO's petition.

- Issue 10: Recommendatlon that, 1f the public interest requires it, the
"Commission can make an incremental change to one part of Order No. 20298, to

"f:approve the: stipulation and: require a party in ‘opposition to any change to

-abide’ by ‘the other terms of the order containing the stipulation.
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Issue 11: Recommendation that this docket be closed.
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