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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Conservation Cost 
Recovery Clause. 

DOCKET NO. 960002-EG 
ORDER NO. PSC-96-0352-FOF-EG 
ISSUED: 03/12/96 

The following Commissioners participated in the disposition of 
this matter: 

J. TERRY DEASON 
JULIA L. JOHNSON 

DIANE K. KIESLING 

FINAL ORDER APPROVING CERTAIN ENERGY 
CONSERVATION COST RECOVERY 

APPEARANCES: 

VICKI GORDON KAUFMAN, Esquire, McWhirter, Reeves, 
McGlothlin, Davidson and Bakas, 315 South Calhoun Street , 
Suite 716, Tallahassee, Florida 32301 
On behalf of Florida Industrial Power Users Group and 
City Gas Company of Florida. 

ROBERT SCHEFFEL WRIGHT, Esquire, Landers and Parsons, 310 
West College Avenue, Tallahassee, Florida 32302 
On behalf of Peoples Gas System. Inc .. 

JEFFREY A. STONE, Esquire, Beggs & Lane, P.O. Box 12950, 
Pensacola, Florida 32576-2950. 
On behalf of Gulf Power Company 

JOHN ROGER HOWE, Esquire, Office of Public Counsel, cfo 
The Florida Legislature, 111 West Madison Street, Room 
812, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1400 
on behalf of the Citizens of the State of Florida. 

SHEILA L . ERSTLING, Esquire, Florida Public Service 
Commission, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32399-0850 
on behalf of the Commission Staff. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Case Backqroun4 

As part of the Commission's continuing fuel and ' energy 
c onservation cost, purchased gas cost, and environmental cost 
recovery proceedings, pursuant t o Notice, a hearin~ was held 
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February 21, 1996, in this docket, as well as in Dockets Nos. 
960001- EI , 960003-GU and 960007-EI whic h will be addressed i n other 
orders. 

Florida Power Corporation (FPC), Florida Power and Light 

Company (FPL), Florida Public Utilities Company (FPUC), Gulf Power 
Company (GULF), Tampa Electric Company (TECO), Chesapeake Utilities 
Corporation (CUC), City Gas Company (CGC), Peoples Gas System, Inc. 

(Peoples), St. Joe Natural Gas Company (SJNG) and West Florida 

Natural Gas Company (WFNG) submitted testimony and exhibits in 

support of their actual end-of-the-period true-up amounts, 
projections, and their conservation cost recovery factors. At the 
Prehearing Conference, the Office of Public Counsel, all other 
intervenors and the utilities rea ched agreement as to the 
a ppropriate true-up amou nts and recovery factors for al l utilities 
except Peoples Gas system, Inc. , subject to resolution of company 

specific issues. 

Actual True-ups Amounts and Cost Recovery Factors 

The parties, except for Peoples, stipulated t o the 
conservation cost recovery true-up amounts and the appropriate 
factors to be applied during the April 1996 t hrough Marc h 1997 
period. We approve the stipulations as reasonable and supported by 
competent substantial e vidence of record. 

In accord with our findings in Peoples' company-specific 
issues, as later discussed herein, we find the true -up amount and 

fact ors s hown below for all utilities to be a ppropriate. 
Therefore, we approve the following a c tua l end-of-the-period true­

up a mount for t he period October 1, 1994 , through September 30, 
1995 , as follows: 

Electric Utilities: 

FPC: 

FPL: 

TECO: 

FPUC 

GULF 

$9,044, 353 over-recovery 

$5,400 , 404 over-recovery 

$1,580,551 over-recovery 

(Marianna Division ): $6,312 under-recovery 
(Fernandina Division): $1,656 over-recovery 

$ 133,511 under-recovery 
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Gas Utilities : 

CHESAPEAKE: $ 55,068 

CGS : $ 210,395 

PEOPLES: $1,053,457 

SJNG: $ 9,736 

WFNG: $ 147,969 

under- recovery 

under- recovery 

over-recovery 

over-recovery 

over-recovery 

We also approve t he following energy conservation cost 

recovery (ECCR) factors to be util i zed for the period April 1996 

through March 1997: 

Electric Utilities: 

Florida Power Corporation 

Rate Class 

Residential: 
GS Non-Demand: 

@ p r imary voltage : 
@ transmission voltage: 

GS 100% Load Factor: 
GS Demand: 

@ primary voltage: 
@ transmission voltage : 

curtai l able: 
@ primary voltage: 
@ transmission voltage: 

Interruptible: 
@ primary voltage : 
@ transmission volt age: 

Lighting : 

Florida Power and Light Company 

Rate Class 

RS- 1: 
GS-1: 
GSD- 1: 
OS-2: 
GSLD-1 / CS-1: 

ECCR Factor 

0 . 295 cents/kWh 
0.242 cent s/kWh 
0 . 240 cen ts/kWh 
0 . 237 cents/kWh 
0.179 cents/kWh 
0.209 cents/kWh 
0.207 cent s/kWh 
0 . 205 cents/kWh 
0.182 cents/kWh 
0.182 cents/kWh 
0.178 cents/kWh 
0 . 182 cent s /kWh 
0.178 cents/kWh 
0.178 cents/kWh 
0.091 cents/kWh 

ECCR Factor 

0.209 cents/kWh 
0 . 206 cents/kWh 
0.174 cents/kWh 
0.164 cents/ kWh 
0.173 cents/kWh 
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GSLD-2 / CS-2: 
GSLD-3 / CS-3: 
ISST-1D: 
SST-1T: 
SST-1D: 
CILCD/CILCG: 
CILCT: 
MET: 
OL-1 / SL-1: 
SL-2: 

Florida Public Utilities company 

Rate Class 

Marianna Division: 
Fernandina Division: 

Gulf Power Company 

Rate Class 

RS, RST 
GS, GST 
GSD, GSDT 
LP, LPT, SBS(l) 
PX, PXT, RTP, SBS(2) 
OS-I, OS-II 
OS-III 
OS-IV 

Tampa Electric company 

Rate Class 

Interruptible: 
Residential: 
GS Non-Demand: 
GS Demand @ secondary: 
GS Demand @ primary: 
GS Large Demand @ secondary: 
GS Large Demand @ primary: 
GS Large Demand 

@ sub-transmission: 
Lighting: 

.. , 

0.175 cents/kWh 
0.168 cents/kWh 
0.180 cents/kWh 
0.193 cents/kWh 
0.142 cents/kWh 
0 . 172 cents/kWh 
0 . 157 cents/kWh 
0.189 cents/kWh 
0.111 cents/kWh 
0.163 cents/kWh 

ECCR Factor 

0.019 cents/kWh 
0.009 cents/kWh 

ECCR Factor 

0.041 cents/kWh 
0.041 cents/kWh 
0 . 041 cents/kWh 
0 . 039 cents/kWh 
0.038 cents/kWh 
0.039 cents/kWh 
0.040 cents/kWh 
0.039 cents/kWh 

ECCR Factor 

0.007 cents/kWh 
0.162 cents/kWh 
0.154 cents/kWh 
0.127 cents/kWh 
0.126 cents/kWh 
0.121 cents/kWh 
0 . 119 cents/kWh 

0.118 cents/kWh 
0.064 cents/kWh 
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Gas Utilities: 

Chesapeake Utility Company 

Rate Class 

GS - Residential 
GS - Commercial 
GS - Commercial Lg Vol 
GS - Industrial 
Firm Transportation 

City Gas Company 

Rate Class 

RS - Residential 
CS - Commercial 

Peoples Gas System, Inc. 

Rate Class 

Residential 
Comm'l Street Lighting 
Small Commercial 
Commercial 
Comm 'l Large Volume 1 
Comm'l Large Vol ume 2 
Natural Gas Vehicle Svc . 

St . Joe Natural Gas 

Rate Class 

Residential 
Commercia l 
Commercial - Lg Vol 

ECCR Factor 

3.656 cents I therm 
1.142 cents I therm 

.693 cents I therm 

.382 cents I therm 

.369 cents I therm 

ECCR Factor 

3.232 cents 1 therm 
.883 cents 1 therm 

ECCR Factor 

3 .598 cents per therm 
0.439 cents per therm 
3 . 318 cents per therm 
1. 282 cents per therm 
1. 037 cents per therm 
0.755 cents per therm 
0.330 cents per therm 

ECCR Factor 

.494 cents 1 therm 

. 791 cents 1 therm 

.418 cents 1 therm 
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West Florida Natural Gas 

Rate Class 

Residential 
Commercial 
commercial Lg Vol 
Commercial Lg Vol Trans 
Industrial 
Firm Transportation 
Special Contract 

4.960 
1. 676 
1. 255 
1.255 

. 287 

.287 

.287 

ECCR Factor 

cents I therm 
cents I therm 
cents I therm 
cents I therm 
cents I therm 
cents I therm 
cents I therm 

We find that the factors shall be effective beginning with the 
specified billing cycle and thereafter for the period April 1, 
1996, through March 31, 1997. Billing cycles may s t art before 
April 1, 1996, and the last cycle may be read after March 31, 1997, 
so that the customer is billed for twelve months regardless of when 
the adjustment factor became effe ctive. 

A calculation worksheet detailing the true-up amounts and the 
factors for the natural gas utilities is attached to this Order as 

Attachment A. Also, a calculation worksheet detailing the true-up 
accounts and factors for the electric utilities is attached to this 
Order as Attachment B. 

Company-specific conservatio n Cost Recovery Issues 

A. The following company-specific issues were stipulated to 
by the parties. We find the stipulations to be fair and 
reasonable and we approve them. 

Florida Power Corporation CFPCl 

In Docket No. 930444-EI we approved FPC's proposal for revenue 
decoupling on a trial basis. We found, in Order No. PSC-95-0097-
FOF-EI, "that revenue impacts from the decoupling experiment shall 
be reflected in the calculation of the ECCR factor . " In reaching 
that calculation the company must determine the appropriate amount 
o f the revenue decoupling true-up amount based upon the methodology 
s et forth in the aforementioned docket. FPC proposed $17, 7 46,531 
as the appropriate amount of over-recovery for the Revenue 
Decoupling true-up balance for 1995 . 

The parties and staff agree that $17,746,531 is the 
appropriate amount of overrecovery for the Revenue Decoupling true­
up balance for 1995. Staff, however, notes that actual 1995 
Personal Income data used to economically recouple 1995 revenues 
will not be available until late 1996. When this information 
becomes available, a final true-up for 1995 economic conditions 
will be ma de and will be inc luded in the 1996 Revenue Decoupling 
true-up balance. Furthermore, the amount of overrecove ry for 1995 
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is subject to the results of an audit. Any changes to the 

$17,746,531 amount resulting from the audit will be included in the 

1996 Revenue Decoupling true-up balance. The parties also agree 

that the revisions to the "Proposed Adjustment to the RPC for 

Changes in Economic Condition" are appropriate. 

FPC proposed that the company be allowed to defer until no 

later than October 1, 1996, with interest, its revenue decoupling 

true-up to allow FPC the opportunity to conduct a bidding process 

among its contract QF's for the purpose of enhancing the benefit Df 

the true-up to its ratepayers, instead of refunding the amount to 

ratepayers through an ECCR factor effective April 1996 through 

March 1997. 

FPC shall be allowed to defer r efunds of the final 1995 

decoupling overrecovery, with accrued interest, while the utility 

conducts a bidding process among its contract QFs to determine if 

enhanced benefits can be obtained f or residential customers. No 

later than October 1, 1996, FPC shall file a petition for its 

proposed disposition o f the 1995 Decoupling overrecovery. The 

petition shall des cribe with specificity the results of FPC 's 

bidding pr ocess and enhanced benefits available to the residential 

ratepayer, if any . Regardless of the findings of the utility's 

bidding process, the ultimate disposition of all overrecovery 

decoupling revenues for 1995 , plus accrued interest, shall remain 

subject to the Commission's decision. Florida Industrial Power 

Users Group (FIPUG), Legal Environmental Assistance Foundation 

(LEAF), Office of the Public Counsel (OPC) and parties to this 

docket retain the right to participate in future proceedings on 

this decoupling true-up issue. In approving future party 

participation we are a lso specifically approvi ng the joint 

s tipulation between FPC and Leaf, whic h is attached heret o as 

Atta chment C and made a part her eof. 

Gulf Power Company (Gulf) 

Gulf requested that it be allowed to c hange the method for 

allocating the costs of the Residential Advanced Energy Management 

(AEM) program from an energy basis to a demand basis. During the 

pilot program, the costs associated with the AEM system were 

allocated on an energy basis. The utility has demonstra ted that 

there are demand s a vings attributa ble to the AEM program. Whe ther 

the magnitude of the demand savings demonstrated to date can or 

s hould be generalized to the residential (RS) c l ass as a whole is 

uncertain. To avoid the expense of litigating the issue, the 

company has proposed that the allocat i on of costs of the program 

will be equally divided between energy and demand. Half of the 

c osts will be allocated on energy, and half will be allocated on 

demand. 

Gulf Power Company incurred some licensing fee expenses for 

the "In Concert With the Environment" program prior to our approval 
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of this program. Gulf agrees that licensing fees paid for the "In 
Concert With The Environment" program prior to program approval 
will not be recoverable through ECCR. Gulf's final true-up amount 
reflects this adjustment. 

Peoples Gas System, Inc. (Peoples) 

Peoples sought to recover $41,038 for outside consulting fees 
related to research conducted to forecast and monitor financial 
impact of their conservation programs. 

Peoples believes that it is appropriate for the company to 
recover the full amount; however, Staff's position is tha t the 
information obtained is also useful for other company planning, and 
Peoples should recover only $20,519 of the expenses. In order to 
avoid controversy and the uncertainty and expense a s sociated with 
litigation, Peoples is willing to stipulate to the Staff's 
recommended treatment of the subject expenses, i..!it.._, that f ifty 
percent ($20 ,519) would be recovered through ECCR charges and fifty 
percent ($20 ,519) would be recorded as a general above-the-line 
expense. 

B. The followi ng company-spec ific issues were not stipulated . 

Peoples Gas System, Inc. 

In reaching our decision we have taken into consideration the 
prefiled testimony and exhibits , cross-examination of the company 's 
witness, and closing argument of counsel for Peoples. 

Peoples seeks to recover $41,625 of legal costs incurred in 
defense of its Commission approved Home Builder program when it was 
challenged for cost-effectiveness by a competitive utility. Peoples 
contends tha t legal expenses incurred to defend against Tampa 
Electric Company's (TECO's) challenge to its Commission-approved 
Home Builder program in Docket No. 941165-GU are reasonable and 
prudent expenses appropriately incurred. Further, Peoples claims 
that these legal costs were incurred to implement its conservation 
plan and programs and, therefore, are recoverable through 
ECCR. The company's witness testified that, historically, the 
company has recovered all legal expenses relative to implementation 
of its conservation plan and Commission-approved programs through 
ECCR. 

Peoples' argued that there "is no r e quirement in the statute 
to exclude costs of this nature from ECCR .•. [h)ad there been a 
question as to the legality of this type of recovery, surely it 
would have been raised before." This argument begs the question. 
our only i nterest is whether legal expenses incurred to d efend a 
competitive challenge to a Commission-approved program is 
recoverable through ECCR. The broader question as to whether legal 
expenses incurred to implement a conservation plan and Commission-
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approved programs should be recovere d through ECCR has already been 
considered. The Commission stated its preference, in Order No. 
15079, issued September 27, 1985, in Docket No. 850002-PU. At that 
time, the concern was for uniformity in the method of recovery of 
conservation costs. Some utilities were recovering conservation 
expenses in rate base, while others were recovering through ECCR. 
While the Commission did not set forth a methodology for a utility 
to make the transition from base rate recovery to ECCR, it did 
state "[r)ather than treat legal fees apart from other costs, we 
prefer to first ensure that all costs related to conservation are 
concurrently recovered." By having costs for conservation readily 
determinable we are assured that the cost-effectiveness of a given 
plan or program is properly weighed. 

The evolving competitive environment in the electric industry 
is now bringing into focus the potential for competit ive challenges 
to Commission-approved programs. With such competitive challenges 
comes the potential for public utilities to expend large s ums in 
the legal defense of such challenges. We may in the future have to 
determine whether it is more appropriate for these types of legal 
expenses to be recovered through ECCR or through base rates. 

Peoples' expounded that, considering the length of time since 
we first determined that all expenses related to conservation 
should be recovered through ECCR, and the proposed nature of the 
change (recovery in base rates rather than through ECCR), the 
matter should go to a rulemaking proceeding. Section 120.535(10), 
Florida Statutes, however, states : 

Agency statements that relate to cost-recovery clauses, 
factors, or mechanisms implemented pursuant to chapter 
366 are exempt from the requirements of this section. 

Although, the statute e xempts cost-recovery clauses, factors, 
or mechanisms from rulemaking, this Commission has the option to 
institute rulemaking if it deems it appropriate. At present, this 
seems to be the first instance where recovery of this type of legal 
expense h as been sought. We are concerned, considering the new 
competitive climate, that similar requests may multiply in the 
future. We believe that it would be prudent to examine future 
requests on a case-by-case basis, allowing our policy on this 
complex issue to develop. 

In the instant case, we find t hat Peo~les has incurred 
reasonable and prudent legal expenses . The company had been 
following its practice of many years (since at least 1981) of 
putting legal fees related to conservation through ECCR. The 
Commission ha s a stated policy encouraging that treatment. The 
company had no prior knowledge that any of its legal expenses would 
be examined differently. The company was defending a Commission­
approved plan recently found to be cost-effective. The particular 
expenses were matched to the period in which the program cost-
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effectiveness challenge took place. We find it appropriate that 
Peoples recover $41,625 of legal costs incurred in defense of its 
Home Builder program. 

Peoples also requested recovery of costs incurred in Docket 
No. 941104-GU related to the development of a demand-side 
management cost recovery methodology . Peoples contends that it is 
entitled to recover the $7,828 in expenses because: (1) they were 
incurred directly as part of Peoples energy conservation program 
activities pursuant to "Florida Energy Efficiency and Conservation 
Act" (FEECA) and Peoples' Commission approved Energy Conservation 
Plan; and (2) they meet the statutory cr1teria of being "reasonable 
and prudent unreimbursed costs projected to be incurred" in 
accordance with FEECA. In addition, Peoples argues that the 
evaluation of cost-effectiveness of its conservation programs is an 
ongoing activity . So too, the company contends, is the development 
of newer and better methodologies for the purposes of conducting 
such evaluations . The utility argued it was immaterial whether 
they developed a new cost-effective methodology themselves o r were 
involved in rule-making to that effect. It would be entirely 
appropriate for them to recover those costs consistent with 
historic practice since "it is consistent with a nd encompassed by 
the s c ope of our evaluation responsibilities pursuant to the 
research, monitoring, and evaluation component of People's approved 
energy conservation plan . " 

We disagree with Peoples analysis. The development of a 
demand-side management cost recovery methodology can readily be 
distinguished from the company performing a cost-effectiveness 
analysis of one of its own programs. The establishment of an 
industry-wide generic cost- effective formula is more similar in 
nature to setting industry-wide electric conservation goals. We 
have previously determined in Order No. PSC-95-0398-FOF-EG, issued 
in Docket 950002-EG, that expenses related to participation in the 
Conservation Goals dockets were not recoverable through the 
conservation cost recovery clause. Section 366.83(5), Florida 
Statutes, speaks specifically to recovery of expenses for the 
implementation of plans and programs by utilities. We reasoned 
that the l e gislative intent was to ensur e that companies put actual 
conser vation programs in place. Also, during the course of any 
given year many generic regulatory matters are litigated before the 
Commission. Just as the setting of conservation goals was part of 
the customary regulatory function of the Commission, so too is 
rulemaking. Docket No. 941104-GU is a rule-makinq docket opened to 
determine an appropriate methodology to be use.:l to measure the 
c ost-effec tiveness of any gas dema nd-side management c onservation 
program. The methodology does not implement any given plan or 
program; it is preliminary i n nature in that it measures whether 
any given program should be implemented at all . It is not specific 
to one company but is generic to all the gas utilities. Therefore, 
based on the foregoing, we d e ny Pe oples r equest to r ecover $7,828 
in expenses related t o this rule-making docket . 

. , 
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Based on the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Florida Public Service Commission that the 
findings and stipulation set forth in the body of this Order are 
hereby approved. It is further 

ORDERED that the utilities named herein are authorized to 
collect the conservation cost recovery amount and utilize the 
factors approved herein for bills rendered for meter readings taken 
beginning with the specified billing cycle and thereafter for tho 
period Apri l, 1996, through March, 1997 . Billing cycles may start 
before April 1, 1996, and the last cycle may be read after 
March 31, 1997, so that each customer is billed for twelve months 
regardless of when the adjustment factor became effective. It is 
further 

ORDERED that $17,746,531 is the appropriate amount of over­
recovery for the Revenue Deoupling true-up balance for 1995 subject 
to audit and final adjustment in the 1996 Revenue Deoupling true-up 
balance, as discussed herein. It is further 

ORDERED that Florida Power Corporation's rev1s1ons to the 
"Proposed Adjustment: to RPC for Changes in Economic Condition" are 
appropriate. It i s further 

ORDERED that Florida Power Corporation shall be allowed to 
defer refunds of the final 1995 decoupling overage, with accrued 
interest, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the body 
of this order . It is further 

ORDERED that Gulf Power Company shall be allowed to allocate 
the half the costs of the Residential Advanced Energy Management 
program on an energy basis and half on a demand basis. It is 
further 

ORDERED that Gulf Power Company shall not be allowed to 
recover expenses incurred for the "In Concert With the Environment 
Program" prior to Commission approval of the program. It is 

further 

ORDERED that Peoples Gas System, Inc., shall be allowed to 
recover legal costs incurred in defense of its Commission approved 
Horne Builder program challenged for cost-effectiveness by a 
competitive utility, as discussed in the body of this order. It is 
further 

ORDERED that Peoples Gas System, Inc., shall be allowed to 
reco ver fifty percent ($20, 519) of outside consulting fees through 
the Energy Conservation Cost Recovery clause, as discussed in the 

body of this order. It is further 

ORDERED that Peoples Gas System, Inc., shall not be allowed to 
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recover $7,828 in expenses incurred in the development of a demand­
side management cost recovery methodology in Docket No . 941104 - GU. 

By ORDER of the Florida Public Service Commission, this ~ 
day of March, ~· 

BLANCA S. BAY6, D~or 
Division of Records and Reporting 

( S E A L ) 

SLE 

DISSENT 
Commissioner Deason dissents in the decision regarding Peoples 
Gas System, Inc.'s recovery of expenses related to the demand­
side management cost recovery methodology. 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUPICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 
1 2 0.59 (4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that 
is a vailable under Sections 120 . 57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes , a s 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice 
should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative 
hearing or judicial review will be granted or result in the relief 
sought. 

Any party adversely affected by the Commission's final action 
in this matter may request: 1) reconsideration of the decision by 
filing a motion for reconsideration with the Director, Division of 
Records and Reporting within fifteen (15) days of the issuance of 
this order in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22 .060, Florida 
Admi nistrative Code; or 2) judicial review by the Florida Supreme 
Court in the case of an electric, gas or telephone utility or the 
First District Court of Appeal in the case of a water and/o r 
wastewater utility by filing a notice of appeal with the Director, 
Division of Records and Reporting and filing a copy of the notice 
of appeal and the filing fee with the appropriate court. This 
f i ling must be c ompleted within thirty (30) days after the issuance 
o f this order, pursuant to Rule 9.110, Florida Rules of Appellate 
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Procedure. The notice of appeal must be in the form specified in 
Rule 9 .900 (a}, Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure. 

r 



eor-11on Cost Aecollery 
calculation Wori<snoot 
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lsaue 
Prior Period AD.P.JSTED NET 
True - up - Oct'93/S«p'94 
(Over)AJnder Recovery 

Current Period ACTUALJEST 
True-l..P - Oct'94/Sep'95 
(Over)AJnder Recovery 

Future Period Projections 
Estimated Costs 
O<:t'95/Ma(96 

(OVef)AJnder Recovery 
Estimated - Oct'94/Sep'95 

TOTAL to Aeoo¥ef 
During - ADr'95/Mar'96 

lsaue 
Prior Period AO.P.JSTED NET 
True -up - Oct'931Sep'94 
(Over)AJnder RecxNerV 

Current Period ACTUALJEST 
True- l..P- Oct'94/Sep'95 
(Over)AJnder RocoYerV 

Future Period Projections 
Estimated Costs 
Oct'95/Mar'96 

(Over)AJnder Recovery 
Estimated - Oct'94/Sep'95 

TOTAL to RecoYer 
During - Apr'95/Mar'96 

Company 
Position 

$55,068 

$89,985 

$118,968 

$89,985 

$208,953 

Company 
Poei1lon 

($1 ,020,434) 

$1 ,688,588 

$2,368,777 

$1 ,688,588 

$4,057,365 

••• NATURAL GAS UTILITIES • •• 

CHESAPEAKE Un UTIES CORPORATION CITY GAS COMPANY 

P\b. Cc:lunsoj [)iff~ Commission Diff~ Company P\b. eour-1 Di1lenlnoe Commission ~ 
Position Co. &PC Vote Position Position Co. &PC Vote 

NA so 55,068 $0 210,395 NA so 210,395 ($0) 

NA so 89,985 $0 296,013 NA so 296,013 so 

NA so 118,968 so 871,579 NA so 871 ,579 so 

NA so $89,985 so $296,013 NA so $296,013 so 

NA so $208,953 $0 $1 ,167,592 NA so $1 ,167,592 so 

PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. ST .xJE NATURAL GAS COMPANY 

P\b. Counsel ~ Commission ~ Company P\b. Counllel Oiflerence Commission ~ 

Poeltlon Co. &PC Vote Position Position Co. &PC Vote 

NA so (1 ,053,457) $33,023 ($9,736) NA so (9.736) so 

NA so 1,653,001 $34,987 ($1 1,300) NA so (11 ,38q so 

NA so 2,368,777 so $16,000 NA so 16,000 so 

NA so $1 ,653,601 $34,987 ($11 ,300) NA so ($11 ,311)) so 

NA so $4,022,378 $34,987 $4,620 NA so $4,620 ($0) 
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Issue 
Prior Period AD.lJSTED NET 
True- up - Oct'93/Sep' 94 
(0Yef1Nnder Recovery 

Current Period .tCTUAlJEST 
True- 4> - Oct'94/Sep'95 
I~Nnder~ 

FU1Unl Period Projections 
Estimated Costs 
Oct'95/Mal96 

(0Yef1Nnder Recovery 
Es1imated - Oct'94/Sep'95 

TOTAL to Recover 
During - Apr'95/MIW'96 

Company 
Position 

($147,969) 

$325,315 

$458,600 

$325,315 

$783,915 

• • • NATURAL GAS UTILITIES ••• 

WEST FlORIDA NATURAL GAS 

P\b. Counsel OiffeniOCe Commission Difference 
Position Co. &PC Vote 

NA $0 (147.9m) $0 

NA $0 325,315 $0 

NA $0 458,600 $0 

NA $0 $325,315 $0 

NA $0 $783,915 $0 



Conse!vatlon Coet RocxM!ry 
Calculation Wcxt<sheet 
Page 3of5 

COMMISSION VOTE 

(1) 

RATE CLASS 
GS - RESIDENTIAL 

GS - COMMERCIAL 

GS - COMMERCIAL - LV 

GS - INDUSTRIAL 

FIRM TRANSPORT A TON 

TOTAL 

COMMISSION VOTE 

(1) 

RATE CLASS 
AS RESIDENTIAL 

CS - COMMERCIAL 

INTERRUPTIBLE 

TOTAL 

(2) (3) 

THERM 
BILLS SALES 

92,368 2,024,059 

9,165 4,295,534 

251 1,546,914 

456 7,155,909 

Q 14,044.940 

102,240 29,067,356 

(2) (3) 

THERM 
BILLS SALES 
1,126,639 22,173,435 

60,040 51,543,066 

Q Q 

1,186,679 73,716,501 

• • • NATURAL GAS UTIUTIES ••• 
ESTIMATED ECCRCHARGES BY RATE CLASSIFCATION BASED ON TOTAL CONTRIBUTION 

FOR THE PERIOD - APRIL 1994,/ MAFCH, 1995 

CHESAPEAKE U nUTIES CORPORATION 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
TOTAL NON- GAS TOTAL 

CUSTOMER ENERGY TOTAL ESTIMATED "' DOLLARS REV B-lUE 
CHARGE CHARGE (4+5) ECCR SUFCHARGE PER THERt.t TAX 

600,392 872,896 1,473,288 72,620 4.93% 0.03588 1.01911 

137,475 839,004 976,479 48,132 4.93% 0.01121 1.01911 

5,020 208,292 213,312 10,514 4.93% 0.00680 1.01911 

18,240 525,816 544,056 26,817 4.93% 0.00375 1.01911 

Q 1,032,022 1,032,022 50,870 4.93% 0.00362 1.01911 

761 ,127 3,478,030 4,239,157 208,953 

CITY G.4S COMPANY 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 

TOTAL NON-GAS TOTAL 
CUSTOMER ENERGY TOTAL ESTIMATED "' DOLLARS REV B-lUE 

CHARGE CHARGE (4+5) ECCR SUFCHAROEPERTHERM TAX 
6,759,834 8 ,789,550 15,549,384 714,061 4.59% 0.03220 1.00376 

720,480 9,155,595 9,876,075 453,531 4.59% 0.00880 1.00376 

Q Q Q Q 0.00% 0.00000 1.00376 

7480,314 17,945145 25,425459 1 167,592 

(11) 

AO.AJSTMENT 
FACTOR 

0.()3658 

0.0 1142 

0 .. 00893 

0.00382 

0.00369 

(11) 

AD.lJSTMENl 
FACTOR 

0.03232 

0.00883 

0.00000 



eon-v&tlon Coet ReooYerf 
Calculation WOOl~ 
Page 4of5 

COMMISSION VOTE 

(1) 

RATE CLASS 
RESIDEN11AL 

COMMERCIAL- STREET LT 

SMAU COMMERCIAL 

COMMEFCIAL 

COMMEFCIAL - LG VOL 1 

COMMERCIAL - LG VOL 2 

NGVS 

TOTAL 

COMMISSION VOTE 

(1) 

RATE CLASS 
RESIDEN11AL 

COMMERCIAL 

COMMERCIAL- LG VOL 

INTERRUPTIBLE 

INTERRUPTIBLE - LG VOL 

TOTAL 

(2) (3) 

THERM 
BIUS SALES 
2,161,163 41 ,734,531 

391 287,123 

61 ,933 2,469,732 

175,485 93,346,506 

19,021 107,997,195 

342 17,485.209 

209 1,2 15,024 

2418 544 264.535,320 

(2) (3) 

THERM 
BIUS SALES 

17,286 726,745 

1,149 47,012 

307 190,449 

0 0 

Q Q 

18,742 964,206 

••• NATURAL. GAS UTILITIES ••• 
ESTIMATED ECCRCHARGES BY RATE CLASSIFCATION BASED ON TOTAL CONTRIBUTION 

FOR THE PERIOD - APRIL 1994,/ MAFCH, 1995 

PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
TOTAL NON- GAS TOTAL 

CUSTOMER ENERGY TOTAL ESTIMATED " DOLLARS REVENUE 
CHARGE CHARGE {4+ 5) ECCR SUFCHARGEPER THERM TAX 

15,128,141 17,159,987 32,288,128 1,495,860 4.63'1' 0 .03584 1.00376 

0 27,125 27,125 1,257 4.63'1' 0.00438 1.00376 

928,995 833,238 1,762,233 81 ,642 4.63% 0.03306 1.00376 

2,983,245 22,752;n7 25,735}52.2 1,192.287 4.63'1' o.o12n 1.00376 

475,525 23,608,187 24,083,712 1,115,762 4.63'1' 0.01033 1.00376 

15,390 2,824,736 2,840,126 131,579 4.63'1' 0.00753 1.00376 

5,225 80,945 86,170 3,992 4.63'1' 0.00329 1.00376 

19,536,521 67,286,495 86,823,016 4,022.378 

ST JOE NATURAL GAS COMPANY 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
TOTAL NON- GAS TOTAL 

CUSTOMER ENERGY TOTAL ESTIMATED " DOUARS REVENUE 

CHARGE CHARGE (4+ 5) ECCR SUFCHARGEPERTHERM TAX 
51,857 14,317 66,174 3,485 5.27'1' 0.00480 1.02960 

5,745 1,109 6,854 361 5.27'1' 0.00768 1.02960 

6,140 8,551 14,691 n4 5.27'1' 0 .00406 1.02960 

0 0 0 0 5.27'1' 0 '()()()()() 1.02960 

Q Q Q Q 5.27'1' 0 . ()()()()() 1.02960 

63,742 23,9n 87,71 9 4,620 

(11) 

AD.JJSTMENl 
FIGTOR 

0.03598 

0 .00439 

0.03318 

0.01262 

0.01037 

0.00755 

0.00330 

(11) 

AD.JJSTMEN' 
FIGTOR 

0.00494 

0.00791 

0.00418 

0.00000 

0. ()()()()() 
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Consetvatlon Cost ReccMiry 
Calculation WOitlsMel 
Page SolS 

COMMISSION VOTE 

(1) 

RATE CLASS 
RESIDENT1Al 

COMMERCIAL 

COMMERICAl LRG VOL 

COMMERICAL LRG VOL TRAN: 

INDUSTRIAL 

FIRM TRANSPORT A TON 

SPECIAL CONTRIGT 

TOTAL 

(2) (3) 

THERM 
BILLS SAlES 

314,752 9,657,491 

26,045 11.221,543 

103 3 ,918,S12 

~ 1 t93,200 

52 1,555,326 

60 7,854,7'00 

12 6,S11 ,3l0 

341 ,108 42.711,972 

••• NATURAL GAS UTIUTlES • •• 
ESTIMATED ECCR CHARGES BY RATE CLASSIFCATION BASED ON TOTAL CONTRIBUTICN 

FOR THE PERIOD - APRIL 1 S34, / MAR:H, 1995 

WEST FLORIDA NATURAL GAS 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) 
TOTAL NON-GAS TOTAl 

CUSTOMER fNERGY TOTAL ESTIMATED ~ OOLI..ARS REVENUE 
CHARGE CHARGE (4+5) ECCR SUR:HARGE PER THE:".:.I TAX 

2,203,264 3,141 ,<S9 S,344,363 4n.l86 8.93% 0.04941 1.00376 

260,450 1,837,864 2,098,314 187,354 8.93% 0.01670 1.00376 

S,150 542,322 547,472 48,883 8.93% 0.01250 1.00376 

4.200 275.159 280,059 25,006 8.93% 0.01250 1.00376 

S,200 75,853 81 ,053 7.237 8.93% 0.00286 1.00376 

6,000 383,074 389,074 34,740 8.93% 0.00286 1.00376 

39,312 0 39,312 3,S10 8.93% 0.00286 1.00376 

2,523,576 6,256,071 e ,n9,647 783,91S 

(11) 

AO.AJSTMENl 
FIGTOR 

0.04980 

0.0 1678 

0,01255 

0 .01256 

0.00287 

0.00287 

0.00287 
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***ELECTRIC UTILITIES *** 

FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION 

TOTAL 

o.n-~ .. eo- 3~ ooee. a_,. 0471 .. 5)11 .. 0.18K~ 100-

e-w~· 411~ 3~ 0.1...,. 37. 1~ o.-... 7.113ft OJI7ft 100-

&cl fit...,... T"*'P 
~11...-y 

(II.Mt.JQ 

ofduel: Oct MSep IS 

~-T-Ocl1151M.t118 

~!OWR_., ($3,278.8~ (S 1110. 073] ($.5.~ (S 1.122.0'28] (125.528! (S2t7.831 (SI.Q! (S5.411.3Xl 

e-w!OW~ (S512.ln (137.444 (11,524 ($311,782J (S7,1CJ: (SI0.583 (18.1183 (S1,Cil7,12:l 

T .... !OW~ ($3.788.~ (1227,517) (18,1157: ($2.003.1181 ($32.81111! (S311.184l (115,110 (18.444,~ 

_....._Coob: 
~· ..... 117 
~eo. $41,813,.256 S2..417,8Se 187,8311 $20,.,.,053 tn4.n4 $3,8151,001 $113,5811 MI,IIOO,Q 

e..., c.- $8,518,117 $478,»4 $111,3113 $4,857,522 $110,., $1,025,004 ......... SI:S.07UZ7 

T .... ~Coot $48.202,142 $1,8114,351 187,231 $25,4111,585 $415,807 $4, .... 005 $312,412 $81,m .m 

A4a~- $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 10 $0 10 

~OTAI..ID~ 
IF--Coota: $44,413,084 $2,eell,&33 $80,374 $23,487,717 $382,1137 $4.315,811 $1 • • 502 $75.5S3.301 

~OTAI.. R.c.il kWh (000) 15,078,8151 1,102,008 44,880 11~7 210.232 2,371,017 lQS,Sie 30,248.-

~~-~ 0.254e812 02021«57 0.13113345 0,18111182 0.1423171 0.1421871 0.0501183 

e..., 003118318 00388318 003118318 00388318 0.031183111 0.11381318 003883111 

local O-ZIM5231 0 2418870 0171111114 0 20110301 0 .10214118 0.111201118 0.01107402 

~ ....... .,_._Factor 10002- 1~ ~~ 1~ 1.~ 1.~ ~~ 

, _, __ .001 c..,q 

0 s-_., V<*ge o.m 0.2At 0.171 0.201 0.112 0.182 O.Ot1 

0 Pnrr\aty Volla!ge . 0.240 . 0.207 0.180 0.180 . 

o T,.,.,.._ v..._. . 0.237 . 0.205 0.178 0.178 . 



ltS.ItST OS. ClST 

P---.. 5e.7S1 .. 3~ 

e_,., AIIDcoilion .. 40.- 2731 .. 

EIICI ot...,.. Tr-. 
~lt--...y 

~ OdNISepl5 

~PwlodT.....U, 
Octt~MWCIII ----c-: ~·--87 

o.n-.1 Coola $105,140 $4,020 

e-.yc- $1.5ei,085 $81,140 

T-Pl..;.ctod Coola $1,873,841 $87,11111 

TOTAL II>~ 
f-.......,_, Coola: 11.1173,841 187,11111 

~-- kWII (0001 
4,0).t,788 234,524 

ic-'-t'**l 0 04141754178 00414311542 

eon-v-..,_,_ 0.041 0.041 
--.001 '*11 

*"*ELECTRIC trriLITIES *** 

GULF POWER COMPANY 

GIO, GIOT 

18 ..511 .. 

21.885 .. 

$37,188 

$723.-

$781,185 

$781,185 

1,11113.240 

0.04085275e7 

0.041 

LP, LPT 
S8SI 

14 .... 

~~~ 

127.847 

$112.3111 

S440,31S 

S440.31S 

1.1124.238 

0038(22407 

0.039 

s .1n.. 

8~ 

$11,588 

$307,811 

$318,514 

$318.514 

133,402 

0.03133151 S5 

0.038 

TOTAL 

0.0110!1. 0.1.a.. ~ 100 1100"' 

0.757-. Cl21-n. Q,CD:ft 1 00.1100"' 

tiiUII 

1151,832 

$110 sa 55 $1 • • 010 

$25,251 $7,251 11,101 $3,337,131 

$25,3111 17,540 S1,1t3 $3,528,140 

$25,3111 $7,540 l 1.1t3 13.521.140 

84,8115 11.- 2,151 1,1171.701 

0 038033S547 0 .04114204101 O.cnll04023ll 0.04011:382124 

0.039 0.040 0.031 



*"* ELECTRIC UTILITIES*"* 

TAMPA ELECTRIC COMPANY 

~ AJioc-.ol,. 58 oro. 7~ 24~ 10.~ 0.1.,.. 1CXUIOC,_ 

Efwvy AJioc-.ol ,. 48- e.~ 2t.7oo. 1:uro. 1 .~ 100.~ 

!IICI fiiP.nod Tr-.~Jt-.y "' ..... ' 
AcMt Od MSep IS 

Cunwll Pwlool r._-~ Od ll5llolel 118 
~tolo'J~ $58,740 S7,313 S24.732 110,1711 11112 S101,1.Sf 

E-vY tolo'J ~ S23,5ee $3,1110 114,158 $11,271 Wl5 w.• 

T-tolo'J~ Jl2.308 110.474 1311.880 S111,4Sf 11187 1141.123 

.._-Cola-Plojedod. Atlt-17 
~Cola 17.3e3,S30 18111,7111 13.100,3117 11.275,1152 m~m 11:z,eeo.aa 

E'*'fYCooa 12,1183,482 $31111.023 I 1. 7311,202 1770,771 S112,CXS7 15.152,532 

T-Plajec:tod Co.- ' 10.157.022 S1,3CM,I111 U.131.5ell S2.IMI.CO 111.130 SII,SS2.1170 

TOTAL IDA-- F--c:-; 110.338,330 $1,315.2112 14.177.8 12.012, ... 1111.127 $11,.1.713 

0 Pnnwy Voltlp 1173,587 11,Ue.:z:ze 

0 _.,,.....,, Voltlp 1140 

iroTAL A-. IIWII (010) 1,378,54e 856,785 S,834,750 1,720,171 138.3Q 12,124,371 

OPrimwyVoltage 137,780 1152, t81 

O~Vo~tage 111 

~OTAL~I-l 0.1121 0.1537 o.12n 0.1201S O.OIS7 

OPnnwyVo~tage 0 12110 0.1183 

O~Vo~top 0.1171 

~~F- 100083 , 00013 1.00083 1.00083 1.00083 

_,.......,_,_ 
- .ootcenq 

O~Vo~tage 0.112 0.1154 0.127 0.121 O.OM 

OPrimwyVo~tage . . 0.121 0.111 . 

0 Subhnamouion Voltage . . . 0.118 . 
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u • ELECTRIC UTILmES ... 

FWRIDA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMPANY 

EM of Pwtocl l"*'P 

~Recowty "*12 1$UK 

Adlai: Oct NISep IS 

c..n.c P.nod r........, 
A--, $27,805 $12.1177 

oa II5IMol ee 

F-~eooa· 

~llfl'-..07 
121.800 11S.XJO 

OTAI.. ... ~ 

~/lfi'IIMoWII7 
$.48,705 1211.227 

TOT AI. RoM~! I<WIIIOOO) 282,081 308,7112 

, .... ) 0.0111 0.0011 

R--Tu 
~F8d0f 

1.00011S 100013 

c......,-~ 

,_,_.1101 cent) 0.011 0.001 
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ATTACHMENT C 

r-;:;y?: 6) i ; lliiilL ~ 
.•.uo ..... u-... '1'11-....... ILO-•-m .. a......,PQJ ...... L.x .. c-......!• .. a-.n:li.Ala ... _,CCMQ:.__ ......... x'"llm~ 1 1~ . . 

: F~" ~ ,..,... l i I I " J · ':": .' t 

J ln~ i -_.· 

In re: Con•ervacion Co•t Recovery 
Clau•e• of Electric COmpanie• 

----------------------------' 
Docket No. 960002 ~1£{;'- Ol."<•~·. 

Piled: February 7, 1996 

JQDIT MQTIQI( TO APPIOD ITIPJZLM'IQI( 

Florida Power Corporation ( •FPC•) and Legal Environmental 

Aasistance Foundation, Inc. ( •LEAP•) file thi• joint motion to 

approve stipulation and atate: 

1 . To avoid litigation and consistent with the Commission's 

encouragement to the partie• to aettle ia•ue• whenever po••ible, 

FPC and LEAP have, as reflected in the following stipulation, 

reached agreement regarding certain aspects of decoupling trueup 

i•sues in the above-atyled docket . 

2 . FPC and LEAP agree and atipulate that: 

a) The merit• of any propo•ed u•e of revenue decoupling true­

up fund•, including the QF-auction FPC has propo•ed, are not at 

issue in this proceeding. 

b) The ultimate dispostion of decoupling true-up funds will 

be determined in a future proceeding wherein the merits of us6s 

proposed by any party, including full or partial refund, shall be 

considered. 

c) LEAP doe• not object to deferring, with interest, a true­

up pending the outcome of said future proceeding. FPC agree• that 

LEAF may fully participate a• a party at •uch future proceeding. 

d) So long aa the opportunity to participate in aaid future 

proceeding is provided, LEAF agreea not to partipate further in FPC 

decoupling true-up iasuea rai•ed in the above-atyled docket . 

However, nothing herein ahall prevent LEAP from participating in 

apin-ott proceeding• created by the Commi•sion • s vote in thia 

docket. 

e) Thia atipulation ia aupported by adeq~ate conaideration 

and aubject to the juriadiction of the Florida Public Service 

Commiaaion. 

WHBRBPORE, Florida Power Corporation and Legal Environmental 

Aasistance Foundation, Inc. move that the Commi•sion enter an Order 
DOCUMENT ~liHllER -OATE 

0 ' 4 52 f£8 -7 ~ 
rPSC- f\f:CORDS/R£PORTING 
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ATTACHMENT c 

app~ the afosutated ~!.pul•tioc. 

~~ 
bLii Hik, lii\dn' . 

a.epeectully ~t~, 

Jo.-ph A. Mc:91othia, ••~~'lin 

Vicki Gordoll . Ia~. ..qube 

Mt:Wbirter, -len-ea, Mc:Olotal~ 
DaYidaoJl • ..U . . 

us 1 . c:albOuA •ereet, .hi~• 111 

Tall._.. ... , JL· 12101 

a.o. ••ll• 
27f -.,ciD.I ~ 
llaa.,.aall, ~ 12771. 

Circ:lc 

c:lla1"1•• & • CINU.A, .. qui zoe 

t.o . ._.,. 
Jolt lt. ·.Toe, n. u•n 

I 
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c::bul•• A. ·0\&ytoo, ~ 

us •. ~ ~tntc, me. ful 

ft110U8H1 J'L J2J01. . 

Wayne L. 8chiefe1Mi.D, .. , . _ 

Gatlin, WooU, C:.Z.l•Dil • c:o.duy 

170 J •D Mahan Dri q 

T&ll&b.uMe, PL J3JOI 

Jabert .•• CIOldMD, ~ 

11U1er, V1ckar1, Capanllo, 

h'uch ' Madlen 
.•. o. ao& 1171 . 

Tallahaa•••• PL J2J01 

I.OIMZ"e &eff•l trripc, ~¥'·~ 

Lanctera ' taruu 
310 ... t C:Ol~ A•uue 
Tallu.u ... , ft. 12101 

Gall f. hle, . 18q\&in . 
Aaai•tut CcNAcy At~ 

111 •. ". 18t ltnet 
Ki.ai, rL .UUI•liU 

Jaeee Mceee, leqW.re 
1201 14th lt~t, lou~ 
t.o. aoa "ou 
lt. Pete~~. IL JJ7JJ-t0t3 

ATTACHMENT C 

0. lcUMB •11an4, h ., ~be 

Jaffrey ·a. ltaa.e, lequire 
...,. • Luae 
t.o. loa J.JIIO 
,....oola, JL Jal7f-atso 

Debbi• ltitt/ltuart 8bcal 
It. .toe .. ta-al Gae COIIP&DY 
•. o. Dl:'aWI' •• , 
~ lt. a", rz. JUif 

ltic!au'd .A. laUo 1 IIQ\lin 
511 I .W. tiddu ai.u AYeDUa 
talm City, ~ JttJO 

W1lllae a. Wa&eon 1 III 
wataOD, rol._, lteadhaa 
lpn\lU, Qd.ataaa a · •ra•beN' 

•. o. lox 1~70 
GaiDeeville, n. 12102 

JobD w. MoWbiztv, J-&. 1 bql.lin 

Jldllhixtez·, ... vee, MoOlotb.i.D, 

DaYi4foa • IUal 
100 •· 'l'upa ltnet, 1\lita uoo 
T-.Da, WL JJf02 

bdii Hli, iiiili• •• 
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