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Will you please state your name, business address
and occupation?
My name is Joel Thomas Kilgore, Jr., and my business
address is 300 Bayfront Parkway, Pensacola, Florida
32501. I am Manager of Marketing Planning and

Research for Gulf Power Company.

Are you the same Joel Thomas Kilgore, Jr. who
previously filed direct testimony in this proceed-
ing?

Yes.

Do you have any corrections or additions to the
testimony and exhibits you have previously filed?
Yes. Subsequent to filing this case it was deter-
mined that a test year forecast assumption regarding
the transfer of one industrial customer from rate
PXT to rate LPT needed to be revised. This resulted

in minor changes to some schedules and MFRs
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previously filed. I have included these changes as
follows:
Schedules 7, 8 and 9 replace Schedules 1, 2 and
3, respectively. Schedules 10, 11, 12 and 13
replace MFRs El4, ElBa, El18b and El8c, respec-
tively.
Some of these revisions have been filed previously
in response to interrogatories. The net base rate
revenue impact of these revisions is an increase in
the test year estimate of $108,769, or only .04 per-
cent. The impact on revenue and cost allocation
between rate classes, however, was enough to justify

revising the forecast.

What is the purpose of your testimony?

To begin with, I will address Mr. Johnson's charac-
terization of one test year forecast assumption as
questionable.

The main purpose of my testimony is to point
out shortcomings in Mr. Rosen's analysis of the
Company's short-term forecast results. I will also
discuss flaws in Mr. Rosen's conclusions regarding
the test year forecast, and will explain the inap-
propriateness of adjustments to the forecast which
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have been proposed by Mr. Rosen and calculated by
Mr. Larkin.

Have you prepared an exhibit that contains informa-
tion to which you will refer in your testimony?
Yes.
Counsel: We ask that Mr. Kilgore's
Exhibit, (JTK-2) comprised of twelve
Schedules, be marked as

Exhibits through
for identIfication.

Do you agree with Mr. Johnson's statements in his
direct testimony concerning test year sales forecast
expectations?

Not entirely. Mr. Johnson expresses concern over a
test year assumption regarding the transfer of one
large (high usage) customer from the PXT (Large High
Load Factor Power Service Time-of-Use) to the LPT
(Large Power Service~-Time-of-Use) rate schedule. As
I have already explained, changed circuustances
subsequent to production of the forecast and prepa-
ration of the original filing in this proceeding
warranted a revision to this assumption. The
resul¢ing changes have been provided in response to

Industrial Intervenors' interrogatories and requests
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for production of documents, as well as in the
revised MFRs and schedules contained in this testi-
mony. This should address Mr. Johnson's concerns.

I believe it is equally important, however, to
point out that the assumptions embedded in the
original filing were well founded at that time. The
transfer of the large customer from PXT to LPT was
based on the historical billing determinants and
contract in effect at the point in time the forecast
wvas prepared. It also involved a thorough review of
the customer's expected operating characteristics.
The forecast assumption regarding migration to the
LPT rate was necessary because the customer was
expected to fall short of minimum load factor
requirements associated with the PXT rate. Only
after a new contract for standby power was negotiat-
ed with this customer in February, 1990 did it
become obvious that a modification to the forecast

might be necessary.

Please discuss Mr. Rosen's assessment of the Compa-
ny's short-term forecasting accuracy.
Mr. Rosen's Exhibit ___ (RAR-7), sheet 1, which

summarizes the Company's short-term customer, energy
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sales and base rate revenue forecasts from 1982
through 1989, leads him to conclude in his testimony
(pg. 41) that "the Company's forecasts have been
fairly accurate in the past on an average basis
although not on a year-to-year basis." Mr. Rosen
further concludes that past forecasts of sales have
exhibited a tendency to underestimate actual sales
growth. His appendage of the 1983 through 1985 data
in Exhibit _____ (RAR-7) to the data provided in
Schedule 4 of my direct testimony for the more
relevant 1986 through 1988 period completely over-
looks important considerations which should be
incorporated into any such analysis.

The first flaw in Mr. Rosen's use of the 1983
through 1985 data is his failure to recognize the
underlying factors contributing to exceptional
growth in sales during this period. The sustained
economic growth experienced during these years
exceeded the expectations of most forecasters,
including the major forecasting services generally
relied upon for projections of national and regional
growth indices. Accordingly, electric utilities and
nost other industries which use these projections of

economic growth in preparing their own forecasts
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understandably had greater difficulty in achieving
short-term accuracy during this period. This is
particularly true for utilities in the southeastern
United States, which experienced robust growth
during these years. During the years 1984 and 1985,
which show the largest percentage deviations for the
Company's forecast in Mr. Rosen's Exhibit
(RAR-8), the Florida and Southern sub-regions of the
North American Electric Reliability Courcil (NERC)
produced net energy for load well above forecast
levels, as shown in my Exhibit __ Schedule 14
(JTK-2). In fact, during 1984 every NERC region in
the United States, without exception, experienced
growth above forecast levels. Given this frame of
reference, it is apparent that the Company's fore-
cast deviations during these years are mostly
attributable to an unusual growth spurt, rather than
an inherent bias in the process and methodology.
This is further supported by my Exhibit __ Sched-
ule 15 (JTK-2), which illustrates the high rates of
growth experienced by the Company during the
1983-1985 period relative to other recent years.

Mr. Rosen's attempt to divert attention from the

Company's exemplary short-term forecasting accuracy
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established during the more recent 1986 through 1989
period is not surprising, given the lack of support-
ing evidence for his recommended adjustments.

The analysis and conclusions offered by Mr.
Rosen regarding the Company's forecast accuracy
ignore another important consideration. As stated
on page 6 of my direct testimony, Exhibit
Schedule 4 summarizes the accuracy of the Company's
short-term retail forecast over a period of time
(1986-1989) during which the same methods and models
were employed as were used in producing the test
year forecast. In terms of assessing trends in
short-term accuracy resulting from the forecast
process used for test year purposes, this is the
only time frame that is relevant.

Finally, Mr. Rosen conveniently fails to
mention that the Company's forecast of base rate
revenues has in fact exceeded actual revenues for
the two most recent years, 1988 and 1989. He also
chooses to avoid calling attention to the fact that
weather normalized energy sales were within 0.2 per-
cent and 0.1 percent of forecast, respectively, for

these same two years.
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Please discuss Mr. Rosen's analysis of the growth
component in assessing forecast accuracy.

Again, Mr. Rosen uses an irrelevant period in his
analysis time frame (1983-1985), as I have already
discussed. He also uses a questionable approach in
attempting to support his argument. Mr. Rosen
presents a summary on sheet 2 of his Exhibit
(RAR-7} which attempts to depict the Company's
short-term forecast as inaccurate on the basis of
percent deviation on the growth component.

The evaluation of a forecast based on percent
deviation on the growth component represents an
unusual frame of reference. It is not commonly used
in evaluating forecast accuracy unless the variable
being forecast exhibits stable growth tendencies and
is not subject to volatile influences, such as
veather, which can result in large swings from one
period to the next. Therefore, I would not consider
it of much value in evaluating forecast accuracy for
energy sales or base rate revenue, both of which are
significantly impacted by weather and economic
conditions, among other things.

However, since Mr. Rosen feels compelled to

examine forecast accuracy on the growth component,
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one comparison is worth noting. In the Company's
last rate filing (Docket No. 881167-EI), Mr. Rosen
proposed a 0.5 percent upward adjustment to the
Company's 1989 test year forecast. As calculated by
Mr. Larkin in Docket No. 881167, Exhibit (HL-20),
this resulted in an increase of $1,226,032 for a
total test year base rate revenue estimate of
$246,432,477. My Exhibit __ Schedule 16 (JTK-2)
provides a comparison of the Company's growth
component forecast accuracy for 1989 with that of
Mr. Rosen and Mr. Larkin. Despite the fact that the
Rosen/Larkin estimate was made almost a year after
the Company's forecast was produced, allowing them
to use four months of actual data for the 1989 test
year, their forecast error was more than twice that
of the Company.

In summary, Mr. Rosen's analysis in his Exhibit

(RAR-7) represents an attempt to draw attention

away from the real issue, which is the accuracy of
the forecast of test year base rate revenues, not
the change in sales or base rate revenues. Even if
one does wish to consider forecast accuracy as

measured on the growth component, Mr. Rosen and Mr.
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Larkin have a poor track record in comparison to the
Company .

Please discuss Mr. Rosen's statements and conclu-
sions regarding the impact of price assumptions on
the test year forecast.
On pages 44 and 45 of his direct testimony, Mr.
Rosen attempts to address the impact of price
assumptions on the test year sales forecast. In
doing so he makes some incorrect statements.

First, Mr. Rosen states that, in calculating
1990 test year sales, the Company assumed that the
full rate increase originally requested by the
Company would be implemented. While the Company did
assume full recovery, the timing assumed for perma-
nent rate relief was late 1990, so that only the
assumed interim increase had any impact on the test
year. My. Rosen also incorrectly states the amount
of the interim increase request as $26.3 million,
instead of the actual $22.8 million sought.

As I stated in my deposition by Public Counsel
on April 5, 1990, the Company did, in fact, assume
that an interim increase would be granted during

1990. We have performed an after-the-fact analysis,
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supplied as Late File Exhibit No. 1 to that deposi-
tion, which summarizes the impact of this assumption
as compared to what we now believe our price levals
will be through the end of the year. The differ-
ence, as Mr. Rosen correctly noted in his testimony,
is only 19 GWH. This amount is of little signifi-
cance, representing 0.2 percent of the test year

retail sales forecast of 7,699 GWH.

Do you consider Mr. Rosen's recommended adjustment
to the forecast to be reasonable?

No, I do not. In fact, Mr. Rosen's recommended 1.0
percent adjustment is arbitrary and lacks substan-
tive support. Mr. Rosen states on page 46 of his
testimony that this recommended adjustment is
reasonable for two reasons, but fails to provide
credible support for either one.

The first reason offered by Mr. Rosen for the
adjustment is that the Company "has tended to under-
forecast year-to-year sales growth in the past." I
have already discussed the inadequacies and false
conclusions related to inclusion of the 1983 through
1985 time period in Mr. Rosen's Exhibit __

(RAR-7). I have also presented data which clearly
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indicates that the Company's short-term forecasts
have proven extremely accurate in recent years. In
addition, my two page Exhibit ___ Schedule 17
(JTR-2) demonstrates that, for the relevant period
for comparison purposes (1986-1990), the Company's
forecast deviations have been both positive and
negative.

Mr. Rosen's second reason for characterizing
the 1.0 percent adjustment as reasonable is that
"consideration of the current forecast shows that
some under-forecast is gquite likely to occur again
for the test year." Part of Mr. Rosen's basis for
this statement is his observation that, "the fore-
cast increase is unprecedented since 1983 in being
so low." Again, this reasoning fails to recognize
the factors underlying growth. In particular,
substantial reductions in construction and housing
starts are currently being seen across the nation.

With regard to test year price assumptions, the
impact on the test year forecast is very small,
representing only 0.2 percent of the test yezr sales
estimate. An adjustment for price assumptions
should be considered only if other test year assump-

tions are examined, including those which would
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cause the forecast to be too high. I do not believe
any adjustments are necessary, as it is evident from
the year-to-date April comparison in my Exhibit __
Schedule 17 that the test year forecast is reason-
able.

Finally, based on the observed performance
record of Mr. Larkin and Mr. Rosen in making adjust-
ments to test year sales forecasts, I believe that
their proposed adjustment for the 1990 test year is
inappropriate. They used essentially the same
argument for making an adjustment to the 1989 test
year forecast in Docket No. 881167-EI. My Exhibit

Schedule 18 clearly demonstrates that the

arbitrary approach used by Mr. Rosen and Mr. Larkin
yields poor results in comparison to the Company's
forecast. As indicated in the bar diagram, they
overestimated 1989 test year revenues by $2,401,822.
This exceeded the Company's forecast error by
$1,226,032. Both past experience and available data
indicate that the current adjustment propored by Mr.

Rosen and Mr. Larkin is also seriously flawed.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.
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GULF PONER COMPANY
1990 RETAIL CUSTOMER FORECAST
Class 12 Month Average
Residential Revenue Code Year-End Customers Number of Customers
SEESEIEBERDT L
RS 02-09 255,585 253,508
RST 10 18 18
08-11 50 2,007 1,947
E s 1 EE £ % 2 ¢ ¢ 3
TOTAL Residential 257,610 255,473
Commercial
SETETETERET
GS 201-203 22,084 21,967
GSD 204 10,348 10,248
GST 206 8 8
GSDT 208 170 167
LP 216 83 B2
LPT 217 5 5
58 218 0 0
0s-11 220/222 1,637 1,608
0s-111 221 375 367
ETREEw L2 23 1
TOTAL Commercial 34,710 34,452
Industrial
SOCSRIXIET
GSD 250 168 167
GSDT 251 6 6
LP 254 26 26
LPT 255 27 27
PXT 261 6 6
ss 265 1 1
- =mm
TOTAL Industrial 234 233
Street Lighting
0S-I 408 52 52
0s-1 411 @ 4
-m =
TOTAL Street Lighting 56 56
TOTAL RETAIL 292,610 290,214

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding.
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Schedule 8

GULF POWER COMPANY

1990 RETAIL ENERGY SALES FORECAST

Class
Residential Revenue Code KWH Sales
EESTEEESTIZRE EZITEZIRENaITED ESEZRSETN
RS 02-09 3,322,084,505
RST 10 289,195
08-11 50 14,207,934
Unbilled 8,320,319
SRS ECSNSRR RN
TOTAL Residential 3,344,901,953
Commercial
EEETUETINT
GS 201-203 210,286,546
GSD 204 1,620,803,290
GST 206 94,441
GSDT 208 12,765,367
LP 216 254,190,876
LPT 217 86,640,467
88 218 300,000
0s-11 220/222 16,842,559
0s-111 221 7,329,177
Unbilled 4916294
EEECCENCSEESEIST
TOTAL Commercial 2,214,169,017
Industrial
SSSESSIEIL
GSD 250 B4 ,441,422
GSDT 251 9,873,407
LP 254 117,350,952
LPT 255 922,052,556
PXT 261 983,827,913
Ss 265 3,765,508
Unbilled 2,845,524
ErSEZSSEEEZSIRT
TOTAL Industrial 2,124,157,282
Street Lighting
EEEERECESTSZIRES
0s-1 408 15,437,851
0s-1 411 823,990
SERSEEEE ISEEESE
TOTAL Street Lighting 16,261,841
TOTAL RETAIL 7,699,490,093
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Schedule 9

1990 RETAIL BASE REVENUE FORECAST

Class
Residential

Street Lighting

0s~1
0s-1

TOTAL Street Lighting

TOTAL RETAIL

Revenue Code

02-09
10

201~-203
204
206
208
116
217
218

220/222
221

250
251
254
255
261
265

411

Base Revenue

$131,548,665
10,625
1,297,714
306,223

$133,163,227

§14,979,797
48,355,924
5,692
781,291
6,358,343
1,637,973
48,938
1,195,633
335,751
177,783
EECSEEERSESEIEE

$73,877,125

$2,566,006
182,513
2,997,403
18,172,153
16,366,364
721,773
80,710

SEEEUESERSTSESS

$41,086,922

$1,247,759
15,595

§1,2€3,354

$249,390,628



GULF POWER COMPANY
PER. | 1087 MONTHLY BILLING KW
SAMIARY

RS, RST 8
S, 65t :
€S, GST TOTAL
GSD, 6507 3
4
]
€sSD, GSOT voOT.
P 3
4
]
P TOTAL
T i
3
4
)
(1 41 TOTAL
T 3
ss 3
4
s TOTAL
RE 3
2
RE TOTAL

203,744,022

1.200
14,685,907
14,907,107

113,400
834,884

114,640, 881
115,588, 943

738,400
3,432,700
21,233,004
23,424,904

18,751,008
14,082,158
24,076,000

2,088,246
89,517,990

63,290,000

FEBRUARY
242,952,239

1,086
13,442,573
13,443,053

108,240
746,838
163,818,812
104,673,888

644,400
3,062,609
20,691,781
24,300,908

17,911,000
13,098,079
24,040,000

2,402,400
88,249,470

83,231,000

114,780
L]
114,709

19,668,600
2,831,238
22,299,838

Period 1{1987) reflecle known chenges In Peried 11(1900).

MARCH
214,288,844

869
12,915,973
12,916,833

129,240
720,398
162,934,738
103,784,272

627,000
2,981,800
21,538,028
25,187,428

19,620,000
12,900,438
25,341,200

2,427,120
9,376,759

73,222,200

458,900
L]
498,000

20,383,080
2,871,833
23,256,833

APRIL
185,010,458

1,080
11,472,272
11,473,382

121,740
849,032
104,442,922
105,213,004

MAY
189,231,997

1,588
13,313,437
13,214,997

141,040
718,208
121,545,696
122,485,796

$8.
o
~i
-

§ B48%

JUNE
278,000,380

1.32¢
17,389,072
17,300,302

148,220
834,004
158,441,572
151,441,798

25,974,000
3,206,200
29,100,200

ST 30 1 abeg
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2,169
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8
4
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MAY
543,301

APRIL
568,883
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Perled 1{1987) reflecte known chenges In Peried 11(1990).
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31,42
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CULF POWER COMPANY

PER. 11 1996 MONTMLY BILLING WM
LY AUGUST SEPTEMBER OCTOBER DECOBER
RS, RST 3 358,004,002 378,460,320 368,852,250 281,325,258 202,418,700 256,894,830
es, osT 4 2,477 2.1908 1,973 1,283 o84
s 22,148,368 22,738,420 21,581,034 17,367,487 14,848,937 15,257,243
€S, GST TOTAL 22,150,803 22,737,018 21,583,907 17,388,740 14,549,067 15,258,107
€S0, GSOT 3 168,900 179,888 179,048 163,923 163,003 162,074
4 1,022,438 1,096,198 1,141,720 892,432 802,439 068,257
s 174,108,380 174,982,304 181,202,850 148,179,688 124,405,008 124,720,304
GSD, GSOT VOT. 173,297,818 176,238,300 182,824,818 147,227,026 123,371,140 125,730,728
v 3 894,730 901,138 827,038 635,192 635,503 760,718
4 3,837,048 4,004,539 4,347,035 4,210,122 4,617,990 3,803,503
s 30,568,982 30,337,078 31,114,000 27,290,993 23,038,158 24,514,983
P ToTAL 38,300,308 35,242,773 36,200,900 32,158,307 28,200,648 20,081,212
LY 2 34,289,710 34,672,360 31,126,900 23,062, 168 22,623,648 21,002,262 TUEEQOU™
3 18,018,482 17,983,219 17,270,781 14,526,708 13,224,909 12,794,700 D OX-CO
‘ 44,422,011 45,484,087 45,848,073 49,410,052 57,203,380 33,322,382 L g
s 8,834,912 4,047,027 4,514,347 4,820,578 4,037,220 3,921,148 aoe o
T TOTAL 101,780,913 102,709,263 98,738,903 83,726,402 77,000,163 73.93¢, 490 ®E R Yoo
PxY 3 83,300,883 80,530,247 84,047,763 78,788, 117 78,100,003 78,963,161 a2 S -3
- O me. e
ss 3 318,501 323.133 318,471 342,302 344,033 321,806 O o
¢ 25,000 23,000 25,000 23,000 23,000 25,000 o ~aes
s ToTML 343,501 348,133 343,47 367,302 560,033 346,008 l e eh
= w
osi, 11 8 3.9%0 878 3,908,178 3.985, 088 4,002,428 4,019,358 4,036,232 oEen
s s 007,044 620,487 817,841 613,389 18,338 620,760 e nl
- [l
RE 3 79,489 000 20,110,000 25,180,600 18,821,000 17,521,000 19,998,000 Calted 8
TOTAL o 012,307,013 828,073,305 821,002,337 631,363, 5687 548,402,741 864,800 451 N 0
o ]
INTERDEPARTMENTAL 135,200 125,229 120,043 101,163 113,413 117,981 o -
LOSSES 87,442,500 67,677,633 52,003,782 29,798,427 27,008,179 30,724,908 . =
COMPANY USE 1,874,487 1,623,800 1,714,330 1,503,281 1,502,078 1,741,202 . @
KPPLY 881,830,101 897,500,143 875,620,462 562,838,378 573,024,400 848,484,340 T o
=)



TOTAL 0
3,330,037,.582

SILLED W WSILLED W
8,203,881

3,322,373, 701

PER. 11 1900 ADUAL BILLING MM
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874,281

31,411

MAY

APRIL
820,100

719,774

811,704

PER. 1] MONTHLY CPYW UNBALANCED
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QULF POWER COMPANY
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AN, MAX. NOPION
884,400
11
84,162
388,970
.

37.118
218
1,834

12 MACPYW
639,532
[

3.
242,779

]
4
L]
3
4
s
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PER. 1] 12 MONTHM AVERAGE CPXW BALANCED

CULF POWER COMPANY
RS, RSY

€S, esY

GS, GST TOTAL
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e
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ACTUAL vs.

Sub-regions

Florida and Southern

For
of

Actual
Forecast
Deviation

Florida Public Service Commission

Docket No. 891345-EI
GULF POWER COMPANY
Witness: J. Thomas Kilgore, Jr.
Exhibit No. (JTK-2)
Schedule 14
SOUTHEASTERN UNITED STATES
ANNUAL NET ENERGY FOR LOAD
1984 - 1985
FORECAST (Millions of KWH)
1984 1985
223,833 239,535
218,377 228,821
5,456 10,714
2.5% 4.7%

% Deviation

SOUTHEASTERN UNITED STATES
ANNUAL NET ENERGY FOR LOAD

1984 - 1985
ACTUAL vs. FORECAST
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GULF POWER COMPANY
HISTORICAL GROWTH RATE ANALYSIS

Territorial Customers Retail Energy Sales
Year  (Year End)  § Growth  (Mil. of KWH) % Growth
1978 191,755 2.8% 5,041 3.5%
1979 196,956 2.7% 5,061 0.4%
1980 205,831 4.5% $,137 1.5%
1981 213,626 3.8% 5,209 1.4%
1982 221,173 3.5% 5,242 0.6%
1983 231,750 4.8% 5,598 6.8%
1984 245,317 5.9% 5,906 5.5%
1985 257,693 5.0% 6,299 6.7%
1986 266,730 3.5% 6,637 5.4%
1987 273,544 2.6% 6,897 3.9%
1988 279,747 2,3% 7,227 4.8%
1989 285,326 2.0% 7,574 4.8%

TERRITORIAL CUSTOKERS
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Florida Public Service Commission

Docket No. B91345-El
GULF POWNER COMPANY

Witness: J. Thomas Xilgore, Jr.

Exhibit No. ___ (JTK-2)

Schedule 16

COMPARISON OF PORECAST ACCURACY
1989 TEST YEAR
GROWTH IN RETAIL BASE RATE REVENUE

Base Rate Revenue ($) Forecast Increase vs. Actual Increase (%)
Actual Rosen/Larkin Gulf Power Rosen/Larkin Gulf Power
Growth Forecast Growth Forecast Growth Forecast Error Forecast Error
EEEMEVIASEUSES - mmn
§10,613,926 $13,015,748 $11,789,716 22.6% 11.1%

DOCKET NO. 881167-EI

1988 TEST YEAR
RETAIL BASE RATE REVENUE GROWTH
FORECAST ERROR
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Florida Public Service Commission
Docket No. 891345-EI1

GULF POWER COMPANY

Witness: J. Thomas Kilgore, Jr.

RETAIL FORECAST ACCURACY

1986 1987
BEERE nEES
Customers - Average Number
Actual 263,637 271,439
Forecast 264,562 274,951
Deviation i325) (3,512)
% Deviation (0.3) (1.3)
Annual MWH Sales
Actual 6,635,869 6,895,620
FPorecast 6,543,120 6,658,231
Deviation 92,749 237,389
% Deviation 1.4 3.6
Weather Adjusted 6,620,841 6,762,324
Deviation 77,721 104,093
% Deviation 1.2 1.6

Base Rate Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Actual 215,510 224,476
Forecast 212,733 217,507
Deviation F 6,969
% Deviation 1.3 3.2

Exhibit No.
Schedule 17
Page 1 of 2
1988 1989
mESE 2 EEEE

277,876 283,824
279,191 284,698
(1,315) (87¢)
(0.5) (0.3)

7,226,2% 7,573,658
7,276,471 7,566,302
(50,215) 7,356
(0.7) 0.1

7,287,515 7,575,022
11,044 8,720
0.2 0.1

233,417 244,031
237,200 245,206
(3,783) (1,175)
(1.6) (0.5)

(JTK-2)

JAN-APR
1990

287,020

287,318
(298)
(0.1)

2,154,332

2,273,403
(119,071)
(5.2)

2,267,530
(5,873)
(0.3)

68,332 *

72,528

(4,196)
(5.8)

* Base rate revenue rigures for April are preliminary and exclude interim increase.



GULF POWER COMPANY

SHORT—-TERM
RETAIL FORECAST ACCURACY
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1989 TEST YEAR FORECAST RESULTS

ACCURACY COMPARISON

ROSEN/LARKIN vs. GULF POWER

Florida Public Service Commission
Docket No. B891345-EI

GULF POWER COMPANY

Witness: J. Thomas Kilgore, Jr.
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1989 TEST YEAR FORECAST RESULTS

ACCURACY COMPARISON
ROSEN/LARKIN vs. GULF POWER
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