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DATE: Sc:ptcmber 3, 1997 
TO: John Haswell. Elquirc 

Mark Lopn, &.quire I11Yt\ 
FROM.: Grace A. Jaye, Sta.1 Counsel, Divisinn of Legal Semces J4i(.} 
RE: AMENDED NOTlCB OF ISSUE IDENTJFJCADON MEETING 

Docket No. 9'1I!SJ2.tro • Petition to resolve tmit.Orial dispute with Clay Electric 
Cooperative, 1$. in Baker r.ounty by Florida Power & Light Company 

Via Facsimile 

An Issue Identifi-cation Meeting in the above referenced docket 
wi ll be held at the following time and place: 

10 :30 a.m., Thursday, September 11, 1997 
Gerald L. Gunter Building, Room 362 
25t0 Shumard O&k Boulevard 
Tallahassee. Florida 

The purpose of this meeting will inc l ude, but is not limited 
to, the discussion of the following propoa:ed iasuea generated by 
PSC staff. Parties are encouraged to suggest additional i ssues not 
addressed in the following list and to fax their proposed issues to 
Todd Dohrmann at (850) 413-6446 at their earliest convenience: 

ACK ----rssus 1: What is t~e geographic description of the disputed area ? 
Aff\ - -
Mr - -=I=.;SStJB 2: Wbat is the nature of the disputed area, including 

population, the type of utilities sook~ng t o §Orvo i t, 
degree of urbanization of the area, the area's proximi ty 
to other urban areas, and the area's present and 
reasonably foreseeable future requirements for other 

Chf' ~
c·u __ 
c utilities? 
t:Au _ 

LEG ISSUE 3: Which utility bas historically served the di sputed area? 

Ll 

or 
ISSUE 4: What is the expected customer load and energy growth i n 

the disputed area? 

RCH IS,SUS 5: 

SEC - h. 
WA':J _...__ 

OTH ---
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Has unneaeeeary and uneconomic duplication of electric 
facilities taken place in the vicinity of the di sputed 
area or in other areae of potential dispute between the 
utilities? 
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Notice of Issue Identification Meeting 
Docket No. 970512-BU 
September 3, 199? 

ISSUE 6: Is each · utility capable of providing adequate and 
reliable electrio service to the dbputed area? 

ISSUE ? : Whatr is the location, purpose, type, and capacity of each 
utility's facilities existing as of the filing of the 
petition to resolve the territorial diepute? 

ISSUE 8: What additional f~oilitiea woUld each party have to 
oonatr~dt in orde~ to provide service to the disputed 
area? 

ISSUE 9: What would be the coat to each utility to provide 
electric oorvice to the disputed area? 

ISSUE 10: Jfow long would it taJte for each utility to provide 
service to the disputed area? 

ISSUE 11: What would be the coat to each utility if it were not 
permitted to serve the area in dispute? 

I SSUE 12: What would be the effect on each utility's ratepayers if 
it were not permitted to serve the disputed area? 

ISSUE 13: If al~ other factors are equal, what is the customer 
preference i n the disputed area? 

ISSUE 14: Are the utilities bound by a territorial agreement? 

ISSUE 15: Which utility should be awarded the service area in 
dispute? 

The Issue Identification Meeting will be informal in nature . 
Please call Todd Behrmann at (850) 413 - 6445 if thare are any 
questions concerning this meeting. 

At the Issue Identification Meeting, Staff will discuss with 
the partiea who tbe moat appropriate deponants would be and set 
convenient times for their depositions . 
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