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Leslie J. Paugh. Esquire 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public &:rvice Commission 
2S40 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallllhassce. Florida .32399~850 

Re: 980001-EI; Transmission Revenues 

Dear Leshe: 

This lener follows the issue identific:nion conference held September I 0. 1998 1n 
connection with the Trunsmission Reconsideration phase of this doda:t The purpose of 
this letter is to seek guidance from the stnrf as to how Gulf Power should treat 
transnusston revenues associated with economy sales 10 the upcomang prOJection fihng 
for the fuel cost n:covcry hearing to be held in No,-ember 1998 

As a result of the stairs discussion of the 1ssucs dunng the issue 1dcnufiCl!Uon meeting. 
Gulf Power discovered that the staff had only Intended thattransac:uons over the ~1onda 
Broker!EBN would be ancluded an the tssues that led iniua11y to Order No. I'SC-98-0073-
FOF-EI. As you know, that order has been modtfied 1111d the record has been reopened 
for further evidentiary heanngs by the order on rcconstdcrnuon. Order No. PSC-98-1 080-
FOF-EL The clarification offered by sUI IT may a!Tccc Gulf Power's pantcip.'lllon tn che 
evidentiary heanna rehued 10 the tra.nsm1ss1on rcconsukrauon. As "'e suucd at the t»uc 
identification mccung. Gulf Power does not pantc:ipate in the Aonda Brol..criEBN. Wi:" 
the clarification orre~ by staff at the 1ssue ulenufic:ation mec1ing. Gulf does not have 
any transactions that were tntcndcd to be addressed by Order No. PSC·98.0073-FOF-EI 
As a result. Gulf would not hove any transmiSSion revenues subject to the treatment 
specified in that order. 

With the clarification offered by starr at the issue identific:auon mccung. Gulf finds nsc:lf 
m a qunndaly as to how 11 should handle transmission revenues m the upcommg 
prOJCCUon Iii in¥ for the November fuel hcar10g We need confirmauon from 1111rf that 
Gulf should dt'ICOntinue incorponutng transmiSSIOn revenue assocuued \\1lh c:conomy
lypC energy sales !Mt are not pan of the Aondn Brokcr!EBN 1n the Company"s 
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proJection tiling for fuel cost recovery. We also need du-ecuon from the staff "1th regard 
to how we should address such transmiSSion revenues that Gulf has pn:' 1ously passed 
through the fuel cost recovery clause since the 1ssuan<:e of Order No PSC·98.007J-FOF· 
El. 

i\s you know, Gulfs projecuon filing and t.esumony are due October 5,1998 lfntall 
possible, we need direction from staff in response to this letter pnor to close of busmess 
September 30, 1998. We appreciate your a.ss1stancc an th1s rcl!llrd 
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