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In re: 
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213., 

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Conservation Cost Recovery DOCKET NO. 920002-EG 
ORDER NO. 25726 
ISSUED: 02/17/92 

Pursuant to Notice, a Prehearing Conference was held on 
February 5 , 1992, in Tallahassee, Florida, before Commissioner 
Betty Easley, Prehearing Officer. 

APPEARANCES: 

A. APPEABANCES: 

JOHN T. BUTLER, Esquire, Stee l Hector & Davis 4000 
Southeast Financial Center Miami, Florida 33131-2398 
on behalf of Florida r ower & Light Company CFPLl 

WAYNE L. SCHIEFELBEIN, Esquire, Gatlin, Woods, Carlson & 
Cowdery, 1709-0 Mahan Drive, Tallahassee, Florida 32308 
on behalf of Chesapeake Utilities Corporation . Florida 
piyision CCUCl 

ROBERT s. GOLDMAN, Esquire, Messer, Vickers , Caparello, 
Madsen, Lewis, Goldman & Metz, P.A., Suite 701, First 
Florida Building, Post Office Box 1876, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32302-1876 
on behalf of Florida Public Utilities Company and West 
Florida Natural Gas Company CFPUCl , CWfNGl 

JAMES P. FAMA, Esqu i re, P. 0. Box 14042, St. Petersburg, 
FL. 33733 
On behalf of Florida Power Corporation CFPCl 

LEE L. WILLIS, Esquire and JAMES 0. BEASLEY, Esquire , 
Ausley, McMullen, McGehee, Carothers and Proctor , Post 
Office Box 391, Tallahassee, Florida 3230 2 
On be half of City Gas Compa ny of Florida and Tampa 
Electric Company CCGCl. CTECOl 

G. EDISON HOLLAND, JR., Esquire, and JEFFREY A. STONE, 
Esquire , of Beggs & Lone 700 Blount Building , 3 West 
Garde n Street, P.O. Box 12950, Pensacola, FL 32576-2950 
on behalf of Gulf Power Company CGULFl 

ANSLEY WATSON, JR. , Esquire , and VINCENT L. NUCCIO, JR., 
Esquire, Macfarlane Ferguson, P. 0. Box 1531, Tampa , 
Florida 33601 
On behalf of Peooles Gas System . Inc. CPGSl 
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VICKI GORDON KAUFMAN , Esquire , McWhirter, Grandoff & 
Reeves , 522 E. Park Avenue, Suite 200, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32301 
On behalf of the Florida Industrial Power Users Group 
CFIPUGl 

JOHN ROGER HOWE, Deputy Public Counsel, The Florida 
Legislature, 111 Wost Madison Street, Room 812, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1400 
On behalf ot the Citizens of the State of Florida COPCl . 

ROBERT VICTOR ELIAS, Esquire , 101 East Gaines Street, 
Suite 226, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0863 
on behalf of the Commission Staff CSTAf'fl 

HARSHA E. RULE, Esquire, the Office of the General 
Counsel, 101 East Gaines Street , Suite 212, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32399-0861 
Counsel to the Commissioners. 

I 

PR£H£ARING ORDER II 
Background 

As part of the Commi5sion ' s continuing fuel and energy 
conservation cost a nd purchased gas cost recovery proceedings , a 
hearing is set tor February 19, 20 and 21 , 1992 i n this docket and 
in Docket Nos. 920001-EI and 920003-GU. The following subjects 
were not iced for hearing: 

1 . Determination of the Proposed Levelized Fuel 
Adjustment Factors for all investor-owned utilities 
for t he period April, 1992 t hrough September, 1992; 

2. Determination of the Estimated Fuel Adjustment 
True-Up Amounts for all investor-owned electric 
utilities tor t he period October, 1991 through 
March, 1992 , which are to be based on actual data 
tor t .he period October, 1991 through November, 
199 1, and revised estimates for the period 
December , 1991 t hrough March, 1992; 

3. Determination ot the Final Fuel Ad justment True-Up 
Amounts tor all investor-owned electric uti ities 
tor the period April, 1991 through September, 1991, 
which are to be based on actual data tor that 
period; 

I 
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4. Determination of Projected Conservation cost 
Recovery Factors for certain investor- owned 
electric and gas utilities for the period April, 
1992 through October, 1992 . 

5. Determination of the Estimated Conservation True-Up 
Amounts for certain investor-owned electric and gas 
utilities for the period October, 1991 through 
March, 1992, which are to be based on actual data 
for the period October, 1991 through November, 1991 
and revised estimates for the period December , 1991 
through March, 1992. 

6. Deternlination of the Final Conservation True-Up 
Amounts for certain investor-owned electric and gas 
utilities for the period April, 1991 through 
September, 1991, which are to be based on actual 
data for that period; 

7. Determination of any Projected Oil Backout Cost 
Recovery Factors for the period April, 1992 through 
September, 1992, for the cost of approved oil 
backout projects to be recovered pursuant to the 
provisions of Rule 25-17.016, Florida 
Administrative Code . 

8. Determination of the Estimated Oil Backout Cost 
Recovery True-Up Factors for the period Octobe-r, 
1991 through March, 1992, for the costs of approved 
oil backout projects to be recovered pursuant to 
the provisions of Rule 25-17.016, Florida 
Administrat~ve Code , which are to be based on 
actual data for the period october , 1991 through 
November, 1991 , and revised estimates for the 
period December, 1991 through March, 1992. 

9 . Determination of the Final Oil Backout True- Up 
Amounts for the period April, 1991 through 
September, 1991, which are to be based on actual 
data for that period; 

10. Determination of Generating Performance Ince ntive 
Factor Targets and Ranges for the period Apr i 1, 
1992 through September , 199 2 ; 

11. Determination of Generating Performance I ncentive 
Factor Rewards and Penalties for the period April, 
1991 through September , 1991; 
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12. Determination of t h e Purchased Gas Adjustment 
Factors to be applied during the period April, 1992 
through September 1992. 

After the prehearing conference , the parties rea ched agreement 
with respect to the resolution of all issues deemed appropriate for 
consideration at this hearing b y the prc hearing officer. 
Accordingly , the case will be presented to the panel as a 
stipulation . 

Use of Prefiled Testimony 

All testimony which has been prefiled in this case will be 
inserted into the record as though read after the witness has taken 
the sta nd and affirmed the correctness of the testimony and 
exhibi ts , unless t here is a sustainab le ob jection . All testimony 
remains subject to appropriate objections . Each witness will h ave 
the opportun ity to orally summarize his testimony at the time he or 
she takes the stand. 

Use of pepositions and Interrogatories 

If any party des ires to use any portion of a deposition or an 
interrogatory , at the time the party seeks to i ntroduce that 
deposition or a portion thereof, t he request will be subj ect to 
proper objections a nd the appropriat e evidentiary rules will 
govern. The parties will be free t o utilize any exhibits requested 
at t he time of the depositions s u bject to the same conditior.s . 

Order OA Witnesses 

I n keeping with Commission practice, witnesses will be g rouped 
by the subject matter of their testimony . Th e witness schedule is 
set forth below i n order of appearance by the witness • s name , 
sub ject matter, and the issues which will be cover ed by his or her 
testimony. 

WITNESS LIST 

Witnesse s whose name appears with an asterisk (*) have bee n 
excused from appearinq. Their direct testimony sha ll be i n serted 
into the record as it read, cross examination waived a nd s ponsored 
exhibi t s admi tt d aa evid ence. 

I 

I 

I 
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(FPC) 
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(FPL) 

p cock 
(FPUC) 

J.F . Young 
(GULF) 

G r rd J. Kordecki 
(TECO) 

S m Sessa 
(CUC) 

T.D . Anderson 
(CCC) 
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Witness 

• Sott 
(WFNG) 

• Goodwin 
(WFNG) 

Exhibit No. 

1 
(PDC-1) 

2 
(NGH-3) 

3 
(NGH-1) 

4 
(MAP-3) 

5 
(MAP-2) 

6 
(JFY-1) 

7 
(JFY-2) 

8 
(GJK-1) 

9 
(GJK-2) 

subiect Matter Issues 

Conservation projections 2, 3 

Th erm sales projections 2, 3 

EXUIBIT LIST 

Witness 

Cleveland 

Hawk 

Hawk 

Peacock 

Peacock 

Young 

Young 

Kordecki 

Kordecki 

pescription 

Summary of estimated Cost 
Recovery Clause Calculations 

Schedules CT-1 
through CT-6, with 
supplements 

Schedules C-1 
through C-5 , with 
Supplements . 
Schedules CT-1 through 
CT-6 (Marianna and 
Fernandina Beach 
Divisions) 

Schedules C-1 through 
C- 5 (Marianna and 
Fernandina Beach 
Divisions) 

Schedules CT-1 through CT-6 

Schedules C-1 through C-5 

Schedules supporting cost 
recovery factor, actual 
April 1, 1991 t h rough 
September JO , 91 

Conservation costs projected 
for the period Apri l 1, 1992 
through September 30 , 1992 

I 

I 

I 
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Exhibit No. 

10 
(TDA-1) 

11 
(TDA-2) 

12 
SS-1(Composite) 

13 
SS-2(Composi te) 

(Ji<G-1) 

_J.L 
(JKG-2) 

16 
(CA-l) 

17 
(CA-2) 

Wi tness 

Anderson 

Anderson 

Sessa 

Sessa 

Gruetzmacher 

Gruetzmacher 

Arnold 
(composite) 

Arnold 
(composite) 

pesc r iption 

.., 
219 

Schedules CT- 1 t hrough CT-6, 
Conservation Cost Recovery 
True-up Data, April 1, 1991 
through September 30 , 1991 

Schedules C-1 through C- 5, 
Conservation Cost Recovery 
Projection Data, April 1, 1992 
through September 30, 1992 

True-up 
Variance Analysis 
Schedules CT1 
through CT6 

Projections 
Recovery Cl ause 
Calculation 
Page 1 Esti mated ECCR 
charges by rate 
classification; 
Schedules C1 through 
C5 

Conservation cost 
recovery 
true-up data 
(April-September 1991), 
consisting of schedules 
CT-1 through CT-6. 

Data for development of 
conservation cost recovery 
factor (April-September 
1992), consisting of 
schedu les C-1 through C-5. 

Sche dules CT-1 through 
CT-6 

Schedules C-1 through 
C-5 
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Exh ibit No. Witness 

18 

19 

Shoaf 
(composite) 

Shoaf 
(composite) 

Description 

Schedules CT-1 through 
CT-6 

Schedules c-1 through 
C-5 

PARTIES' STATEMENT OP BASIC POSITION 

STAPP: Staff takes no basic stateme nt of position pe nd i ng the 
evidence develope d at hearing. 

FPC: FPC's true-up amounts and cost recovery fac t o r s hould be 
approved as filed . 

None necessary. 

I 

PPOC: Florida Public Util i t ies has properly projected its costs 
and calculated its true-up amounts and conservat ion cost r ecover y 
fac tors. Its expenses and projections are prudent, a nd its I 
conservation cost recovery factors should be approv~d by t he 
Commission . 

GULP: It is the basic position of Gulf Power Company that the 
proposed ECCR factor presents the best estimate o f Gulf ' s 
Conservation expense for the period April 1992 thro ugh September 
1992, including the true-up ca l c ulations and other adjustments 
allowed by the Commission. 

TECO: The Commission should dete rmi ne tha t Ta mpa Electric has 
properly calculated its conservation cost recovery t r ue-up and 
projections and that the appropriate conservation cost recovery 
factor to be appl i ed by Tampa Electric during the period April 1992 
through September 1992 is 0.012 cents per KWH for interruptible 
sales and 0.130 c e nts per KWH for firm sales. 

cue: The Commission should approve CUC's final adjusted n e t 
true-up amount of $40,595.07 (overrecovery) for the period April 1, 
1991 through September 30, 1991, and should approve the estimated 
t rue-up amount for the six months ending September 30, 1992 , a nd 
the projected conservation program expenses for the pe riod April 1, 
1992 through Se ptember 30 , 1992. 

I 
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The Commission s hould approve the following ECCR factors for 
the following rate classes for application to bills rendered for 
meter readings taken between April 1, 1992 and September 30, 1992 : 

Rate Class 
GS Residential 
GS Comme rcial 
GS Commercial Large Volume 
GS Industrial 
Firm Transportation 

ECCR Factor 
cents per therm 

-0.279 
-0.081 
-0.048 
-0.026 
-0. 025 

~ The Commission should determine that City Gas h as 
properly calculated its conservation cost recovery true- up and 
projec tions and that the appropriate conservation cost recovery 
factor to be applied by City Gas during the period April 1992 -
September 1992 is 6.997 cents per the rm for the Residential rate 
class and 1.933 cents per therm for the Commercial rate class. 

~ The Commission should approve PGS' s fi nal adjusted net 
true-up amount of $1,361,294.93 (underrecovery) for the period 
April-September 1991 , and should approve the estimated true-up 
amount for the six months ending March J l, 1992 , a nd the projected 
conservation program expenses for the s i x months ending September 
30, 1992. 

The Commission should approve the following ECCR factors for 
the following rate classes for application to bills rendered for 
meter readings taken between April 1 a nd September 30 , 1992: 

Rate Class 
Resid e ntial 
Commercial 
Commercial - Large Volume 1 
Comme rcial - Large Volume 2 

ECCR Factor 
Ccents per therrn l 

5 . 982 
2 . 587 
1. 649 
1. 083 

WfNG : West Florida Natural Gas Company has properly projected 
its costs and calculated its true-up amounts and conservation cost 
recovery factors. Its expenses and projec tions are prudent, and 
its conservation cost recovery factors should be appro ved by the 
Commission. 

~ The allocations o f conservation expenditures by Florida 
Power and Tampa Electric Compa ny are not consistent with the in~ent 
of the FEECA statute . The Commission should set expenditure goals 
for conservation prog rams during ECCR proceedings. In addition, 
the Commission s hould use cost-effect i veness and market penetration 
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data as criteria for approving expenditures for conservation 
programs. 

FIPOG; As to FPL, it is FIPUG's position that it is 
inappropriate for FPL to recover the projected "costs" for its 
proposed combined IST/CILC programs when the tariffs and agreements 
relating to those programs have been suspended by the Commission. 
The parties have agreed that the issues concerning FPL ' s proposed 
combined IST /CILC program, including whether the IST program 
generates any recoverable costs, will be considered in Do~ket No. 
881106-EI. 

FIPUG takes no positions on the other issues in this 
docket at this time. 

STATEMENT Of ISSUES AND POSITIONS 

GENERIC CONSERvATION COST RECOYERY I SSUES 

I 

stipulated Issues a re noted with an asterisk (*} ne xt to the issue I 
number. 

• ISSUE l i What is t he appropriate adjusted net true-up amount 
for the period April , 1991 through Septe mber, 1991? 

STAfF POSITION; 

Electric Utilities: 

~ 
.EfL.i. 
FPUC : 

GULF: 
~ 

Go.s UtilitUs : 

~ 
~ 
~ 
~NG; 

WFNG; 

$ 29 , 663 overrecovery. 
$ 2 ,812 , 086 overrecovery . 
$ 4 , 386 overrecovery (Marianna}. 
$ 740 overrecovery (Fernandina}. 
$ 320,549 overrecovery. 
$ 21, 147 overrecovery . 

$ 40,595 overr ecovery. 
$ 149,342 underrecovery . 
$1,361 , 295 underrecovery. 
$ 16 , 775 overrecovery. 
$ 40,271 underrecovery. 

$ 29,663 overrec overy. 

Adjusted net true-up overrecovery of $2,812,086, which 
includes interest. (Hawk) 

I 
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FPQC; 

GQLf; 

Overrecovery $4,386 (Marianna) (Peacock) 
Overrecovery $ 740 (Fernandi na Beach) (Peacock) 

Over recovery $320,549. (Young) 

22 3 

TECO: An overrecovery of 
(Kordecki) 

$21 ,14 7 , including interest . 

SJNG : 

!fl'NG : 

Agrees with Staff. Overrecovery of $40,595. (Sessa) 

An underrecovery of $149,342, 
(Anderson) 

including interest. 

Underrecovery of $1,361,295. (Gruetzmacher) 

$ 16,775 overrecovery. 

Underrecovery $40,271 (Arnold) 

Agree with Staff as to all companies. 

FIPQGi FIPUG takes no position at this time, but reserves the 
right to take a position on this issue by the date of the 
prehearing conference . 

* ISSUE 2: What is the appropriate projected end-of-period total 
net true-up amount for the period October, 1991 through March , 
1992? 

STAPf POSITION: 

Electric Utilities: 

~ 

.Efi.t.;_ 
FPUC; 

GULF; 
TECO: 

Gas Utilities: 

~ 
~ 
~ 
SJNG: 
WFNG; 

$ 820,915 overrecovery. 

$2,789,007 ove rrecovery . 
$ 6 ,877 overrecovery (Marianna). 
$ 757 overrecovery (Fernandina). 
$ 274 ,811 overrecovcry. 
$ 245 ,048 underrecovery. 

$ 72,298 overrecovery. 
$ 258 ,364 underrecovery. 
$ 196,887 underrecovery. 
$ 9,088 underrecovery. 
$ 40,791 underrec overy . 

$820,915 overrecovery. 
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FPOC; 

GULF : 

TECO: 

SJNG; 

WfNG: 

Total net true-up overrecovery of $2,789,007 , which 
includes interest . (Hawk) 

overrecovery $6,877 (Marianna) (Peacock) 
Overrecovery $ 757 (Fernandina Beach) (Peacock) 

over recovery $274,811. (Young) 

An underrecovery of $24 5,048, including interest. 
(Kordecki) 

Agrees with Staff. overrecovery of $72,298. (Sessa) 

An underrecovery of $258,364, including interest. 
(Anderson) 

Underrecovery of $196,887 (Gruetzmacher) 

$ 9,088 underrecovery (Shoaf) 

Undorrecovery $40,791 (Arnold, Sott, Goodwin) 

Agree with Staff as to all companies. 

FIPOG: FIPUG takes no position at this time, but reserves the 
right to take a position on this issue by the date of the 
prehearing conference . 

* ISSUE 3: What is the appropriate conservation cost recovery 
factor for the period April, 1992 through September, 1992? 

STAFF POSITION; 

Electric Utilities: 

~ .263 cents/kWh 
l.fL.i.. .135 cents/kWh 
ff!.l~ i . 010 cents/kWh 

.QQ6 cents /kWh 
~UL[: .019 cents/kWh 
If;~Qi . 130 cents/kWh 

.012 cents/kWh 

Gas Utilities : 

Rate Clas§ 
GS - Residential 
GS - Commercial 

(Maria:nna) 
(Fernandina) 

(Firm) 
(Interrupti ble } 

ECCR Factor 
-.279 c onts/therm 
-.081 centsjtherm 

I 

I 

I 
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GS - commerc i al Lrg. 
GS - Industrial 
Firm Transportation 

~ 

BAt~ ~lA:ili 
RS - Residential 
cs - Commercial 

~ 

BAt~ ~lAi lii 
Residential 
Commercial 
commercial Lrg. Vol. 
Commerci al Lrg. Vol. 

SJNG; 

Rate ~lAilii 
Residential 
commercial 
Commercial Lrg. Vol. 

WFNG; 

BAt~ ~lA!iili 
Residential 
Commercia l 
Industrial 

~ . 263 cents/kWh . 

Vol. 

1 
2 

- . 048 c entsftherm 
-.026 cents/therm 
- . 025 cents/therm 

ECCR Factor 
6.997 cents/therm 
1.933 cents/therm 

ECCR Factor 
5 .982 c entsftherm 
2.587 cents/therm 
1.649 cents/therm 
1.083 c entsftherm 

ECCB Factor 
4 . 116 contsftherm 
6.466 cents/therm 
2 . 991 cents/therm 

ECCR Fac tor 
6.634 cents / therm 
1.792 cents/therm 

.393 cents/therm 

225 

ZEL..t 0.13 5 cents per kWh (revised from original fil i ng per 

Issue No . 5 and to reflect an adjustment to the Revenue Tax 

Multiplier effec tive January 1, 1992) (Hawk) 

FPUC; 

GOLF : 

$0.00010/kwh (Marianna) (Peacock) 
$0.00006/kwh (Fernandina Beach) (Peacock) 

0.019 cents per KWH. (Young) 

TECO: 0. 012 cents per KWH for interruptible sales and o .130 

cents per KWH for firm sales. (Kordecki) 
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SJNG: 

Jfl'NG; 

Agrees with Staff. 

Rate Class 
GS Residential 
GS Commercial 
GS Commercial Large Volume 
GS Industrial 
Firm Transportation 

Rote Class 
Residential 
commercial 

Rote Class 
Residential 
Commercial 
Commercial-Large Volume 1 
Commercial-Large Volume 2 
(Gruetzmacher) 

Rate Class 
Residential 
Commercial 
Commercial Lrg. Vol . 

Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial/ 
Firm Transportation 

(Arnold, Sott, Goodwin) 

ECCR Factor 
cents per therm 

-0.279 
-0.081 
-0.048 
-0.026 
-0.025 

ECCR Factor 
(cents per therml 

6.997 
1.933 

ECCR Factor 
Ccents per therml 

5 . 982 
2.587 
1.649 
1. 083 

ECCR Factor 
4.116 conts/therm 
6.466 ccnts/ther~ 
2. 991 ccnts/therm 

6.634¢/therm 
1.792¢/therm 
0.393¢/therm 

Agree with Staff as to all companies. 

FIPOG: FIPUG takes no position at this time except as 
related to FPL's ECCR. See Issue 6 which delineates FIPUG's 
position on FPL's proposed ECCR. FIPUG reserves the right to take 
a position on the other companies' factors by the date of the 
prehearing conference. 

I 

I 

I 
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COMPANX-SPECIFIC CONSERVATION COST RECOVERY ISSUES 

~ 

227 

• ISSUE 4: Should Florida Power Corporation be ordered to refund 
money collected from its customers resulting from overpayments in 
its Home Energy Fixup (HEFU) Program? 

STAFF POSITION: Yes. Florida Power Corporation should be ordered 
to refund $11,912.85, p l us interest. This amount includes the 
$5,459 which was disallowed by the Commission in Order No. 25342. 

~ FPC does not agree that any overpayments have occurred in 
its HEFU program, but is willing to stipulate to a refund of 
$11,912 . 85 p l us interest . 

Yes. Public Counsel agrees with staff. 

• ISSUE 5; Should Florida Power and Light Company recover the 
additional dollars associated with the consolidation o f the 
Inte rruptible Service (IST) rate into the Commercial/Industrial 
Load Control (CILC) program for the period Apri l 1992 through 
September 1992? 

and 

• ISSUE 6: Should FPL be permitted to recover the " c osts" of 
its CILC/IST program through the ECCR? (FIPUG issue) 

The parties taking a position on these two issues agreed to 
the following: 

On Dec ember 20, 1991, FPL filed a petition in Docket No. 
881106-EI to consolidate the IST rate into the Commercial 1 
Industrial Load Program (the " IST Petition"). Among other thinqs, 
the IST petition requests Commission approval to recover the 
consolidated program costs through the ECCR clause. The part · es 
agree that the issues of whether implementation of the IST rate 
generates recoverable "costs" and , if so, where and how the c osts 
of the consolidated program will be recovered are properly to be 
dec ided in Docket No. 881106-EI. 

FPL has removed the $1,743,116 (net of the amount rec overed 
through base rates) of projected IST rate costs from its April ­
September 1992 ECCR factor and will await the Commission's decision 
in Docket No. 881106- EI before determining if a nd how to petit i on 
for recovery of those costs in this docket. 

ISSUE 7: Should the Commis sion require that utility conservation 
expenditures be balanced between energy cons umption and 
weather-sensitive peak demand programs? (Public Couns el issue) 

and 



,.,.---
228 

ORDER NO . 25726 
DOCKET NO. 920002-EG 
PAGE 16 

ISBUB a; Should t h e Commission i nclude actual cost-eff ectiveness 
a nd market penetration data as a guide to approving exp enditures 
for conservation programs? (Public Counsel issue) 

By ruling of t h e prehearing officer, t hese two issues will not 
be considered at this hearing in t h is true-up d ocket for approved 
programs. Staff will propose an appropriate forum for 
consideration of t hese iss ues by the full Commission . 

STIPVLATED ISSUES 

All issues identified for resolution at this hearing have been 
fully stipu lated . Accordi ngly , the case will be presented to the 
pane l for approval of the stipulation . 

MOTIONS 

I 

The Office of Public Counsel ' s Motion for Reconsideration of 
Order No . 25342. A Recommendation will be filed for consideration I 
at the March 10, 1992 agenda con ference . 

OTHER MATTERS 

None. 

Based on the foregoing, it is 

ORDERED by the Flor i da Public Service Commission that these 
proceedings sha ll be governed by t h i s order unless modified by the 
Commission. 

By ORDER of Commissioner Betty Easley, as Prehearing Off i cer, 
this 17th day ot FEBRUARY 199 2 

(SEAL) 
920002r.rve I 
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