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I. CASE BACKGROUND

Peoples Gas System (Peoples Gas or the Company) had its last
rate case in Docket No. 891353-GU based on a projected test year
ending September 30, 1991. By Order No. 23858, the Commission
granted a permanent increase of $7,490,000 based on a cost of
equity of 13.00% and on overall rate of return of 10.21%.

Peoples Gas filed a Petition for Authority to Increase its
Rates and Charges on January 31, 1992. Peoples Gas requested a
permanent increase of $15,410,924 which it alleged would produce a
10.38% overall return on its 13-month average adjusted rate base.
This overall rate of return was calculated using a 13.25% return on
equity. The company also filed a separate petition for interim
rate relief in accordance with Section 366.071, Florida Statuter.
The Commission suspended the requested permanent increase pending
a full hearing. The hearing is set for August 12 and 13, 1992. On
April 13, 1992 we issued Order No. PSC-92-0188-FOF-GU granting an
interim increase of $3,268,080.

At the prehearing conference, the parties agreed as to the
appropriate treatment for all issues raised in this proceeding.
Therefore, the case will be presented to the panel as a
stipulation.

II. PROCEDURE FOR HANDLING CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION
A. Any information provided pursuant to a discovery request

for which proprietary confidential business information status is
requested shall be treated by the Commission and the parties as
confidential. The information shall be exempt from Section
119.07(1), Florida Statutes, pending a formal ruling on such
request by the Commission, or upon the return of the information to
the person providing the information. If no determination of
confidentiality has been made and the information has not been used
in the proceeding, it shall be returned expeditiously to the person
providing the information. If a determination of confidentiality
has been made and the information was not entered into the record
of the proceeding, it shall ke returned to the person providing the
information within the time periods set forth in Section 366.093,
Florida Statutes.

B. It is the policy of the Florida Public Service Commission
that all Commission hearings be open to the public at all times.
The Commission also recognizes its obligation pursuant to Section
366.093, Florida Statutes, to protect proprietary confidential
business information from disclosure outside the proceeding.
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In the event it becomes necessary to use confidential information
during the hearing, the following procedures will be observed:

1) Any party wishing to use any proprietary
confidential business information, as that term is
defined in Section 366.093, Florida Statutes, shall
notify the Prehearing Officer and all parties of
record by the time of the Prehearing Conference, or
if not known at that time, no later than seven (7}
days prior to the beginning of the hearing. The
notice shall include a procedure to assure that the
confidential nature of the information is preserved
as required by statute.

2) Failure of any party to comply with 1) above shall
be grounds to deny the party the opportunity to
present evidence which is proprietary confidential
business information. «

3) when confidential information is wused in the
hearing, parties must have copies for the
Commissioners, necessary staff, and the Court
Reporter, in envelopes clearly marked with the
nature of the contents. Any party wishing to
examine the confidential material that is not
subject to an order granting confidentiality shall
be provided a copy in the same fashion as provided
to the Commissioners, subject to execution of any
appropriate protective agreement with the
owner of the material.

4) Counsel and witnesses are cautioned to avoid
verbalizing confidential information in such a way
that would compromise the confidential information.
Therefore, confidential information should be
presented by written exhibit when reasonably
possible to do so.

5) At the conclusion of that portion of the hearing
that involves confidential information, all copies
of confidential exhibits shall be returned to the
proffering party. If a confidential exhibit has
been admitted into evidence, the copy provided to
the Court Reporter shall be retained in the
commission Clerk's confidential files.

III. PREFILED TESTIMONY AND EXHIBITS
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Testimony of all witnesses to be sponsored by the parties (and
Staff) has been prefiled. All testimony which has been prefiled in
this case will be inserted into the record as though read after the
witness has taken the stand and affirmed the correctness of the
testimony and associated exhibits. All testimony remains subject
to appropriate objections. Each witness will have the opportunity
to orally summarize his or her testimony at the time he or she
takes the stand. Upon insertion of a witness' testimony, exhibits
appended thereto may be marked for identification. After all
parties and Staff have had the opportunity to object and cross-
examine, the exhibit may be moved into the record. All other
exhibits may be similarly identified and entered into the record at
the appropriate time during the hearing.

Witnesses are reminded that, on cross-examination, responses
to questions calling for a simple yes or no answer shall be so
answered first, after which the witness may explain his or her
answer.

Witnesses whose name is preceeded by an asterisk have been
excused from appearing.

IV. ORDER OF WITNESSES

Wwitness Subject Matter _Issues #
Direct
*Jack E. Uhl General Company information; 12, 14,
(PGS) capital expenditures; need for 19-21, 25-27,
rate increase; capital 15, 37-39, 42,
structure; interest coverage 49, 51-52, 57,
ratios. 66-67
*R. W. Frinkley Rate base, net operating I, 13,
23-24,
(PGS) income, and adjustments 31-34, 41,
thereto (historic base year). 43-47, 50, 53,

58, 68
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Witness
*Francis J. Sivard

(PGS)

Subject Matter _Issues #
Rate base, net operating 1 4-12, 14-18,
income, and adjustments 21-22, 25-26,

thereto (projected test year). 28-30, 32,
36-37, 39-40,
44, 46, 48-49,
51-52, 54-56,

59-67, 75
*Dr. Roger A. Morin Cost of capital and return 20, 21
(PGS) on common equity.
*Hugh M. Grey, III Sources of gas supply; risks 22, 34,
(PGS) created by open access on FGT 36, 43,
System; projected therm sales 69-90
and transportation; rate design;
rate schedules and tariff
modifications.
*Michael Wimberly Alternatives to Peoples' 90
(FIGU) service
*Robert S. Sulek Alternatives to Peoples' 90
(FIGU) service
*Kent D. Taylor Cost of Service and 3.4, 12. 13, 19;
(FIGU) Rate Design, bypass 20, 52, 70-78,
90
*Michael J. Garrett Allocations of Rates and 83
(TFI) by-pass alternatives
*Nancy Pruitt Quality of Service
(staff)
Direct and Rebuttal
*Andrew Maurey Cost of Common Equity 20

(Staff)

Rebuttal to Dr. Morin's
testimony concerning cost of
Common Egquity
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Witness Subject Matter _Issues #
Rebuttal and Surrebuttal
*Dr. Roger A. Morin Rebuttal to Andrew Maurey's 20
(PGS) testimony concerning cost of
Common Equity
" Rebuttal to Andrew Maurey's 20
rebuttal testimony
Rebuttal
*Hugh Grey 70-79, 83-
87

V. BASIC POSITIONS
Peoples:

The present rates and charges of the Company are insufficient
to yield reasonable compensation for the services which it
provides. The Company's petition in this docket, as originally
filed sought to recover an additional revenue requirement of
$15,410,924, such additional revenue requirement being based on an
overall rate of return of 10.38% (within a range of 9.94% to
10.82%) on the projected September 30, 1993 adjusted average net
investment rate base of $222,331,000. As of the date of this
Prehearing Order, none of the issues idenitified by the parties to
this proceeding remains in dispute among the parties. Agreement
with respect to the resolution has been reached after extensive
formal and informal discovery. Although the Company (and other
parties) often did not agree in principle with some of the
adjustments proposed to the case as originally filed, the Company
(and other parties) have agreed to such adjustments in the interest
of expediting the final decision in this case. An expeditious
decision by the Commission will result in savings of time and
expense for the Commission, all of the parties, and the ratepayers
of the Company. The Commission should approve the new rates
attached to this Order so as to permit the Company to recover an
additional revenue requirement, as recommended by the Commission
Staff, of $11,861,944, based on an overall rate of return of 9.75%
(within a range of 9.31% to 10.19%) on the Company's projected
September 30,1993 Staff-adjusted average net investment rate base
of $220,919,953.
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FIGU:

The FIGU believes Peoples' proposed cost-of-service and rate
design methodologies will result in inequities between the customer
classes and provide an incentive for industrial customers to seek
alternatives to Peoples' service. Peoples' cost-of-service
methodology should be revised to reflect the cost causing behavior
of the various customer classes.

er H

It is the basic position of TFI that any increase in rates
should be allocated between customer classes in a fair and
equitable manner. The allocation of rates should be based on the
cost of providing service to the various customer classes. Terry
Farms supports the position of Peoples Gas System, Inc. (PGS) as
outlined in its MFR's and proposed tariff to establish a Small
Interruptible Service (SIS) rate classification with a minimum
entry level threshold of 500 thousand therms per year.

Tropicana Products, Inc.:

Tropicana supports, in concept, the theoretical rate design
methodology proposed by the Florida Industrial Gas Users (FIGU) in
the prefiled testimony of Mr. Kent Taylor. However, for purposes
of this proceeding, Tropicana will accept as reasonable the ISLV
rate schedule proposed by Peoples Gas Systems, Inc. (Peoples) under
which Tropicana would take service. So long as Tropicana's rates
and charges are not increased as compared to the current approved
ISLV rate schedule, Tropicana will not seek alternatives to taking
service from Peoples, and, will not in this proceeding take issue
with the cost of service methodology employed by Peoples in
establishing its current and proposed ISLV rates.

Florida Gas Transmission Company:

FGT will not set out a basic position at this time, but
reserves its right to set out its position after further review.

STAFF:

staff's positions are preliminary and are based on materials
filed by the parties and on discovery. The preliminary positions
are offered to assist the parties in preparing for the hearing.
Staff's final positions will be based upon all evidence in the
record and may differ from the preliminary positions.

VI. ISSUES AND POSITIONS
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STIPULATED ISSUES ARE NOTED WITH AN ASTERISK NEXT TO THE ISSUE
NUMBER *

RATE BASE
*ISBUE 1: Should any adjustments be made to rate base or net
operating income related to the acquisition of Palm Beach
Utilities?
PGS: No. (Sivard, Frinkley)
) i No adjustment should be made related to this acquisition.
ISSUE 2: Should the Commission allow Peoples to prejudice its

existing customers by requiring them to finance the
acquisition of new utility systems which provide less
revenue than cost to serve the customers of the newly
acquired system?

By agreement of all parties taking a position on this issue it is
withdrawn.

ISSUE 3: Should the Commission require Peoples to adopt threshold
investment criteria concerning the acquisition of new utility
systems?

By agreement of all parties taking a position on this issue it is
withdrawn.

*ISSUE 4: Should the capital expenditures amount set out in the
major assumptions of the Projected Test Year Calculations
be reduced to remove projects that will take place
outside of the projected test year?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)
FIGU: Yes. (Taylor)

STAFF: Yes. For projects deferred beyond the projected test
year, 13-month-average Plant in Service should be reduced
by $359,000; Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced
by $6,533 and Depreciation Expense also reduced by
$6,533. In addition, Plant in Service, Accumulated
Depreciation and Depreciation Expense should be reduced
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by $809,000, $311,000, and $24,000 for delayed completion
dates.

Should Plant in Service be reduced to reflect increased
non-utility usage in the Tampa office building?

See Issue 7. (Sivard)

See Issue 7.

Should Plant in Service be reduced to reflect non-utility
usage of a storage shed in Orlando?

See Issue 7. (Sivard)

See Issue 7.

Should Plant in Service be reduced to reflect increased
non-utility usage of the Sarasota office building?
Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

Yes. Plant in Service should be reduced by $187,039,

accumulated depreciation should be reduced by $35,067,
and depreciation expense reduced by $4,899.

What is the appropriate projected test year Plant-In-
Service?

Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

$326,398,920 after making an adjustment increasing
average Plant in Service by $581,711 to correct incorrect
retirement projections.

What is the appropriate projected test year Depreciation
Reserve?

Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

$117,980,820 after making an adjustment increasing
average Accumulated Depreciation by $738,767 for
incorrect retirement projections and incorrect accrual
computations.
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*ISSUE 10: What is the appropriate amount or Construction Work
in Progress for the projected test year?

PGS: $5,686,000. (Sivard)

STAFF: The appropriate amount is $5,686,000.

*ISSUE 11: What is the appropriate amount of Customer Advances
for Construction for the projected test year?

PGS: $1,650,000. (Sivard)
STAFF: $1,650,000.

*ISSBUE 12: Should unamortized rate case expense be included in
rate base?

PGS: Agree with staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

FIGU: Agree with Staff. (Taylor)

STAFF: No. An adjustment should be made to reduce working
capital by $100,000.

*ISSUE 13: Should a portion of materials and supplies
inventory be allocated to non-utility operations?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)

FIGU: Yes. (Taylor)

STAFF: Yes. Materials and supplies inventory should be reduced
by $152,147.

*I8 g Should working capital be reduced for "Other
Investments" representing life insurance and
supplemental retirement for certain executives?

PGS: No. (Uhl, Sivard)
STAFF: No. All future gains should continue to be applied to

reduce pension expense.

*ISSUE 15: what is the appropriate projected test year Working
capital Allowance? This is a calculation based
upon the decisions on preceding issues.
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PGS: $14,151,853. (Sivard)

STAFF: $14,151,853.

*ISSUE 16: What is the appropriate projected test year rate
base? This is a calculation based upon the
decisions on preceding issues.

PGS: $220,919,953. (Sivard)

STAFF: The appropriate test year rate base is $220,9192,953.

CAPITAL STRUCTURE
*ISSUE 17: What is the appropriate provision for accumulated
deferred income taxes to be included in the
projected test year capital structure?
GS: Agree with sStaff. (Sivard)

STAFF: $19,436,000.
*ISSUE 18: What is the appropriate amount and cost rate of

investment tax credits (ITCs) to be included in the
projected test year capital structure?

PGS: Amount: $3,995,000 Cost Rate: Zero (Sivard)

STAFF: Amount: $3,995,000. Cost Rate: Zero

*IS wWhat is the appropriate cost rate for the revolving
line of credit?

GS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl)

FIGU: The appropriate cost rate should be the interest rate on

the revolving line of credit that is current at the time
of hearing . (Taylor)

STAFF: The appropriate cost rate should be the interest rate on
the revolving line of credit that is current at the time
of the hearing (4.29%).

*ISSUE 20: what is the appropriate cost of common equity?
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PGS: Since most of the other issues have been resolved among
the parties, and in order to bring this proceeding to its
conclusion without incurring a portion of the time and
expense which would otherwise be involved, the Company is
willing to accept a return on common equity of 12.0%
(with a range of plus or minus 100 basis points) as fair
and reasonable. (Uhl, Sivard, Morin)

FIGU: Agree with Staff. (Taylor)

STAFF: Since all other issues have been resolved among the
parties; in order to bring this proceeding to its
conclusion without incurring a portion of the time and
expense which would otherwise be involved, Staff is
willing to accept a return on common equity of 12.0%
(with a range of plus or minus 100 basis points) as fair
and reasonable. This would be consistent with actions by
the Commission in setting the cost of common equity for
other natural gas utilities.

*ISSUE 21: What is the weighted average cost of capital
including the proper components, amounts, and cost
rates associated with the capital structure for the
projected test year? (This is a calculation based
upon the decisions made on prior issues).

PGS: 9.75%. (Uhl, Sivard, Morin)

AFF: 9.75%.

NET OPERATING INCOME

*I88 22: Is the company's requested amount of Total
Operating Revenues in the projected test year in
the amount of $84,339,000 appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Grey)

STAFF: Yes, this is the appropriate amount without rate relief.

* E 3 Are adjustments removing $120,348,000 in PGA
revenues, and related expenses recoverable through
the PGA Cost Recovery Clause for the projected test

year appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)



ORDER NO. PSC-92-0806-PHO-GU
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU
PAGE 13

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 24: Has the company properly removed conservation
revenues and expenses from the projected test year?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)
STAFF: Yes.
*ISSUE 25: Should any portion of the revenues collected in

relation to the acquisition adjustment approved in
Order 23858, Docket No. 891353-GU, be refunded due
to unrealized benefits or savings?

PGS: No. (Uhl, Sivard)
STAFF: No.
*ISS 61 What is the proper amount and treatment of expenses

associated with the environmental cleanup of the
manufactured gas plant sites?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl, Sivard)
STAFF: Annual amortization expense of $1,248,000 (based on a

five year amortization), beginning on November 1, 1990,
as approved by the Commission in Order No. 23858 (Docket
No. 891353-GU).

*ISSUE 27: Should the company adopt an appliance elevation
program for residential water heaters for increased
safety and reduced expense. What would the

appropriate amount and method of treating the
associated expense be if required?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl)

STAFF: Yes. The company should initiate a program for appliance
elevation for increased safety and reduced expense for
its customers. Staff's position is that 50% of the cost
for an appliance elevation program be recovered through
approval of additional expenses of $255,000 per year.
This would be consistent with previous Commission actions
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in Docket No. 910778-GU for West Florida Natural Gas
Company .
*ISSUE 28: What are the appropriate trending factors to be
used in deriving projected operating expenses?
GS: Agree with sStaff. (Sivard)
STAFF: Base Year Projected
Company +1 Test Year
Trend Rates 09/30/92 09/30/93
#1 Payroll Only 3.80% 3.80%
#2 cust Grwth x Pay 6.58% 5.42%
#3 Cust Grwth x Infl 6.17% 5.01%
#4 Inflation Only 3.40% 3.40%
Customer Growth 2.68% 1.56%

*ISSUE 29: Should the projected test year expense be adjusted
for the effect of changing the trending factors?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: Yes. Reduce O & M expenses in the projected test year by

$20,798.

*IS8U $ The company made adjustments in the projected test
year totalling $500,000 for the estimated economic
impact of changes to Rule Chapter 25-12, Florida
Administrative Code. Are these adjustments
appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Sivard)

STAFF: Yes.

*I88 H The company projected $851,523 in the projected

test year in Account 878 for periodic meter change-
outs. Is this amount appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)
STAFF: Yes.
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*ISSUE 32: The company made adjustments in the projected test
year to accounts 878, 902, 903 and 921 for EDP
allocations. Are these adjustments appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes, except for the adjustment proposed in Issue 37.

*ISS 3 The company made a $108,355 adjustment for postage
in the projected test year? 1Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)

FIGU: Agree with Staff.

STAFF: No. Account 903 should be reduced by $108,355.

*ISSUE 34: Is the total advertising expense in account 913 in

the projected test year appropriate?

PGS Agree with Staff. (Grey, Frinkley)

STAFF: No. Account 913 should be reduced by $83,187 in the
historic base year, and $110,620 in the projected test
year.

*ISSUE 35: The company included $685,000 in the projected test

year for an incentive compensation program. Is

this appropriate?
PGS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl)

AFF: No. Reduce Account 920, Administrative and General
Expenses by $188,114. This recognizes an average payout
of less than 100% and lower than projected new
participants, $153,362; and non-utility allocation,
$34,752.

* 6: The company made a $230,000 adjustment in the
projected test year for additional staffing. Is
this adjustment appropriate?

PGS: Yes. However, the adjustment should be increased by
$111,300 if the Commission accepts the Staff position
(with which all parties are in agreement) on Issue 89.
The adjustment made by the company assumed a minimum
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annual usage threshold of 1,000,000 therms for a customer
to qualify for transportation service provided by the
company. The Staff (see Issue 89) has taken the position
(with which the parties are in agreement) that the
minimum threshold for a customer to qualify for
transportation should be reduced to 500,000 therms. This
will result in a large number of customers shifting from
sales to transportation service, and will require the
company to hire three additional employees and to incur
additional rent expense. The added expense associated
with these employees is $111,300. Thus, the total
adjustment to be made for additional staffing |is
$341,300. (Grey, Sivard)

STAFF: Agree with Company.

*ISSUE 37: The company included $4,547,400 in the projected
test year for the MIS (Management Information
Systems) Department. Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

STAFF: No. Expenses should be reduced by $228,575.

*I88U 8: The company included $252,500 for bank charges in
the projected test year. 1Is this appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Uhl)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 39: The company included $2,908,774 in the projected
test year for the health care plan. Is this
appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

F: No. Account 926, Employee Pensions and Benefits should

be reduced $382,990 to recognize lower than projected
claims and increased employee contributions.

* : The Company included $572,409 for office rent
expense in the projected test year. Is this amount
reasonable?

PGS: Yes. (Sivard)
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STAFF: Yes, except for specific adjustments proposed in other
issues.
*ISSUE 41: Is the amount the company included in the base year
for employee activity cost appropriate?
PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)
STAFF: No. Account 926, Employee Pensions and Benefits should be
reduced as follows:
Employee Activity $125,412
Flowers 8,275
Diaper Service 138
Retirement gifts 2,849
Employee awards 1,997
Appliance installation/repair __22,562
Total Base Year _161:233
1993 Adjusted $179,757
*I8 3 The company included $18,881 in the base year for

the employee assistance plan. Is this appropriate?

BGS: Yes. (Uhl)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 43: The Company projected $377,254 in Account 916,
Misc. Sales Exp., in the projected test year. Is
this appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley, Grey)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 44: The Company projected $7,901,354 in Account 903,
Customer Records and Collections Exp., in the
projected test year. 1Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes, except for specific adjustments proposed in other

issues.
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*ISS : The Company projected $2,097,380 in Account 912,
Demonstrating and Selling Expense, in the projected
test year. 1Is this appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 46: The Company projected $8,266,853 in Account 921,
Administrative and General Expense, in the
projected test year. 1Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with staff. (Sivard, Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes, except for specific adjustments proposed in other

issues.

*I88U : The Company projected $421,264 in Account 930,
Misc. General Expense, in the projected test year.
Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)

STAFF: No. Account 930 should be reduced by $10,675 in the
historic base year, and $11,413 in the projected test
year, for dues and community benefit expenses and propane
association dues.

*ISSBUE 48: The company included in CWIP the construction of a
new office building in North Miami. Would it be
appropriate to remove the lease expense for the
current building to remove the effect of duplicate
office facilities?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: Yes; reduce base year lease expense of $144,922 and

reduce projected test year expense by $154,944.

*ISSUE 49: The company projected $449,601 in Bad Debt Expense
for the projected test year. Is this amount
appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl, Sivard)
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STAFF: No. Bad debt expense should be reduced $13,668. This
adjustment is based on a three year average of net
writeoffs as a percent of sales consistent with previous
Commission decisions.

*ISSUE 503 The company projected $629,278 for Account 923
Outside Services in the projected test year. 1Is
this amount appropriate?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSU 3 The company projected $210,625 for rate case
expense. Is this amount reasonable?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

STAFF: Yes. However, if an agreement is reached by all parties

to all issues then rate case expense should be reduced
$11,000. (See Issue 52)

*ISSUE 52: The company proposes to amortize rate case expense
over two years. Is this appropriate?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

FIGU: Agree with Staff.

STAFF: Rate case expense should be amortized over three years
beginning October 1, 1992. This results in a $38,770
reduction in annual amortization expense after reducing
the Company's total rate case expense of $210,625 by
$11,000.

*I8 i The Company has projected $64,684 for moving

expenses. Is this amount reasonable?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)

STAFF: No. Reduce projected expenses a total of $14,835 based

on a four year average of moving expenses and allocation
to non-utility operations.
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*ISSUE 54: Should base year Maintenance of General Plant
(Account 932) and Maintenance of Structures and
Improvements (Account 886) be reduced by $67,480
and $13,884, respectively, to reflect non-utility
allocations?
PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)
STAFF: Yes. After the application of trend factors, the
projected test year expense should be reduced as follows:
Account 932 by $72,147 and Account 886 by $15,479.
*ISSUE 553 Should an adjustment be made to remove a portion of
the AGA expenses?
PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: Yes. Base year expenses should be reduced by $46,071 or
$49,257 in the projected year. This removes the portion
of the AGA dues associated with lobbying expense and
product or appliance advertising.

*ISSBUE 56: What is the appropriate treatment of land sold to
Ploof Truck Lines in April 19917

PGS: Agree with staff (Sivard)
STAFF: Reduce expenses by $1,500 to recognize 100% of the gain

on the sale, because of the small dollar amount as
opposed to the normal five year amortization.

*#ISSBUE 57: What is the appropriate treatment of land donated
to the City of St. Petersburg in September 19917

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Uhl)

STAFF: Federal and state income tax benefits totalling $321,779

should be amortized above the line over four years.
($321,499 / 4 = $80,445)

*ISBUE 58: Has the Company properly removed Chamber of
Commerce dues and other membership dues from
expenses?
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PGS: Agree with Staff. (Frinkley)
STAFF: No. Historic base year expenses should be reduced by

$44,619 for Civic and social club dues and expenses. The
adjustment in the projected test year should be $47,705.

*ISSUE 59: What is the appropriate amount of projected test
year O&M expense?

GS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)
STAFF: $47,011,650.
*188 What is the appropriate amount of projected test

year Depreciation and Amortization Expense? (This
is a calculation based on the resolution of other

issues)
PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)
s - $ 15,122,855 after making adjustments in other rate base
issues.
#*#ISSUE 61: What is the appropriate provision for income taxes,

including interest reconciliation and a parent debt
adjustment, to be included in the projected test
year? (This is a calculation based on the
resolution of other issues)

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: $1,622,369.

*ISSUE 62: What is the appropriate amount of projected test
year operating expense? (This is a calculation
based on the resolution of other issues)

PGS: Agree with staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: $70,157,374.

*ISSUE 63: What is the appropriate amount of projected test
year Net Operating Income (NOI)? (This is a
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calculation based on the resolution of projected
test year Net Operating Income Issues)

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: $14,181,626.

*ISBUE 64: what is the appropriate test year revenue expansion
factor to be used in calculating the revenue
deficiency?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: 1.6121.

REVENUE DEFICIENCY

*ISSUE 65: What is the appropriate projected test year revenue
deficiency?

PGS: Agree with staff. (Sivard)

STAFF: $11,861,944.

*IS8S 66: What methodology should be used in determining if
any portion of the interim increase should be
refunded?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Sivard, Uhl)

STAFF: To use the most recent Earnings Surveillance Report (12

months ended 6/30/92) as a proxy for the interim period
with a return on equity of 12%.

*ISSUE 67: what amount, if any, of the $3,268,080 interim
increase granted by Order No. PSC-92-0188-FOF-GU
issued on April 13, 1992, should be refunded and
how should it be calculated?

PGS: None. (Sivard, Uhl)

STAFF: No refund is appropriate.

*ISSUE €83 Should Peoples Gas be required to, within 60 days
after the date of the final order in this docket,

file a description of all entries or adjustments to
its future annual reports, rate of return reports,
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published financial statements and books and
records which will be required as a result of the
commission's findings in this rate case?

PGS: Yes. (Frinkley)

STAFF: Yes.

COST OF SERVICE AND RATE DESIGN

*ISSUE 693 what should the miscellaneous service charges be?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

STAFF: Initial Connection Residential $25.00
Initial Connection Commercial $50.00
Reconnection Residential $25.00
Reconnection Commercial $50.00
Change of Account $10.00
Collection Charge in Lieu of Disconnection $10.00
Returned Check Charge 5% or $10.00

*ISSUE 70: What is the appropriate cost of service methodology

to be used in allocating costs to the various rate
classes?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

FIGU: Agree with Staff.

TROP: Agree with Staff.

STAFF: Staff's cost of service study used by the company
adjusted by Staff as follows: Customer costs were
allocated on the basis of weighted number of customers to
the total number of customers. Commodity costs were
allocated on the ratio of each class' annual usage to the
total. Capacity costs remaining after direct assignments
related to mains were allocated based on the remaining
customers' contribution under the peak and average
method. All other capacity related costs were allocated
on the ratio of mains cost by class to the total.

*ISSUE 71: Should the Commission require Peoples Gas System,
Inc. ("Peoples") in its cost of service study to
directly assign to high priority, low volume firm
customers the cost of gas mains and lines used to
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serve those customers as Peoples has done for
interruptible, high volume industrial customers?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

FIGU: Yes. The Commission should require Peoples to directly
assign that portion of rate base related to small
diameter and plastic mains to the appropriate customer
classes prior to the overall system cost allocation
process. However, based on Staff's cost of service study
this issue is moot.

TROP: No position.

STAFF: No. While the records necessary to support such an
allocation of mains and services for interruptible, high
volume customers are available, such records are not
available in sufficient detail to support direct
assignments to high priority, low volume firm customers.

*ISSBUE 72: Should the Commission allow Peoples to allocate
costs to its industrial customers which are
irrelevant to the service provided to these
customers?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

FIGU: After adopting the direct assignment techniques proposed
by FIGU in this docket, the Commission should direct
Peoples to allocate the remaining capacity-classified
system cost based on the customer usage during the peak
periods because that capacity is designed to meet peak
demands. However, based on Staff's cost of service study
this issue is moot.

STAFF: No, and Staff's cost of service study for the Company
does not do so. In Staff's cost of service study,
certain system costs classified as capacity costs remain
after direct asuignments have been made. Those remaining
costs should be and are allocated based on customer usage
during peak periods because that capacity is designed to
meet peak demands. This allocation method has been
incorporated in Staff's cost of service study.

*ISSUE 73% Is Peoples' practice of allocating capacity costs

based on volumetric consumption appropriate under
the circumstances of this case?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)
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Agree with Staff.

No. Capacity costs should be directly assigned to
interruptible classes when the records are available to
make such allocations. The remaining capacity related
costs should be allocated to all other rate classes based
on the peak and average method.

*ISSUE 74: Should the Commission allow Peoples to reallocate

to the IS and SIS customer classes the cost of
mains investment directly related to servicing
Jacksonville Electric Authority ("JEA")?

No. (Grey)

No. System investment in mains related to JEA shculd be
directly assigned to those customer classes which receive
a demonstrated benefit from JEA's activities as a
Peoples' customer. (Taylor)

No. System investment in mains related to JEA should be
removed from the SIS and IS customer classes and directly
assigned to the ISLV rate class where costs can be
directly identified. The remaining portion should be
allocated to the remaining customer classes based on the
peak and average method.

*ISSBUE 75: Should the Commission approve Peoples' assignment

of working capital to the IS and SIS customer
classes even though the need for working capital
derived from industrial sales and transportation
service is nominal?

Yes. (Grey, Sivard)

No. That portion of working capital required by sales
service to residential and commercial customers should be
allocated only to those customer classes. The major
portion of working capital is used to purchase gas
whereas the IS and SIS classes will gravitate away from
gas purchased by Peoples, in favor of gas owned by the
customers but transported by Peoples. However, inlight
of the results brought about by Staff's issues, FIGU will
not pursue this issue at this time. (Taylor)
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Yes. Working capital is classified as customer, capacity
and commodity related, just as is O & M expense.
Consequently, the interruptible classes receive their
proportionate share of working capital through the
allocation of customer, capacity and commodity costs.

*ISSUE 763 Should Peoples be allowed to depart from the

Commission approved classification methods as
Peoples has done in its cost of service study in
the areas of (a) "Administrative and General"
costs, (b) "Maintenance Supervision" costs, (c)
"Maintenance of General Plant" and (d) "Sales
expense"?

Agree with Staff. The misallocations in the company's
cost of service study were the result of typographical
errors. (Grey)

No. Costs should be classified according to Florida
Public Service Commission approved techniques. (Taylor)

No. Costs should be classified according to Commission-
approved techniques.

*ISSUE 77: Should the Commission approve Peoples' use of a

hybrid "peak" methodology for cost allocation that
shifts costs to industrial customers?

Agree with Staff. (Grey)

No. The allocation of remaining capacity-classified
system cost should be based on design peak period usage
determinants. (Taylor)

No. Capacity-classified system costs remaining after the
direct assignments made in Staff's revised cost of
service study for the Company should be allocated based
on customer usage during the peak periods because that
capacity is designed to meet peak demands. This
allocation method has been incorporated in Staff's
revised cost of service study for the Company.

*ISSUE 78: Should the Commission approve Peoples' use of

historical annual volumes rather than test year
volumes for the "average" portion of its capacity
cost allocation calculations?
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PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

FIGU: Agree with Staff. (Taylor)

STAFF: No. Volumes for the projected test year should be used.

* u : Should the company's proposed off-peak gas air
conditioning load discount for the GS, GSLV-1 and
GSLV-2 rate classes be approved?

PGS: Agree with Staff. Data compiled by the Company for

installed and projected installations show an average
cost of meters and service lines of $.00269 per therm for
all off-peak seasonal load factor incremental therms
attached in fiscal year 1992. The average cost is only
a fraction of the total revenues which will be collected
under the proposed discounted off-peak seasonal rate.

The majority of additions of off-peak gas cooling lnad
will be made by existing customers and will not require
that Peoples install new facilities.

Since the study does not reflect other therm usage (for
process or other non-heating/cooling load), the customer
could be classified as GS, GSLV-1 or GSLV-2, depending on
total usage requirements.

Since the majority of load additions qualifying for the
of f-peak discount will not require additional faciliti=s,
the total added revenue for the program is expected to be
substantially in excess of any incremental costs
associated with providing new facilities in those limited
cases where existing gas service facilities are
inadequate or non-existent.

New off-peak gas load is expected to utilize pipeline
capacity that is presently utilized for power generaticn
on an as-needed basis, thus resulting in lower per unit
costs for demand charges. The following is a calculation
of the reduction in the cost of potential demand charges
which other ratepayers would pay, were it not for the
addition of new incremental off-peak seasonal loads for
fiscal year 1992:

TOTAL ANNUAL THERMS 667,500
FGT DEMAND CHARGE (Rate G per therm X $0.03168
TOTAL ANNUAL DEMAND CHARGE $21,146.40

(Savings to non-participants)
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(Grey)

STAFF: No, not as an end-use rate as proposed by the Company.
Based on information provided by the Company, the Company
should be permitted to discount the Non-Gas Energy Charge
for service under Rate Schedules GS, GSLV-1 and GSLV-2
which is separately metered and used for off-peak
seasonal load. Natural gas requirements (at least 75
percent of which occur during the months of April through
October) will be discounted by 15 percent for usage
during the billing months of April through October.

*IS 8 Should the company's proposed Commercial Street

Lighting Service rate schedule be approved?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

STAFF: Yes. The Company has not previously provided commercial
street lighting service. Although the Company did not
perform a cost of service study, it used the billing
determinants experienced by Palm Beach County Utilities
(which was acquired by the Company in May 1991]) to
project company-wide billing determinants for the
projected test year. The proposed rate is the same as
the currently effective wholesale rate.

*ISSUE 81: Should the company's proposed Special Contract
Large Volume Service (SCLV) rate schedule be
approved?

PGS: Yes. (Grey)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE B82: Should the company's proposed Small General Service
(5GS) rate schedule be approved?

PGS: Yes. (Grey)

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE 83: Should the company's proposed Small Interruptible

Service (SIS) rate schedule which reduces the
minimum threshold to 500,000 therms be approved?
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PGS: Yes. (Grey)
TFI: Yes the Small Interruptible Service (S1IS) rate

classification as proposed by PGS should be approved with
a minimum threshold level of 500 thousand therms per
year.

STAFF: Yes.

*ISSUE B4: How should the revenue increase, if any, be
allocated between customer classes?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

TROP: Agree with Staff.

FIGU: Agree with Staff.

STAFF: The revenue increase, if any, should be allocated betweesn

rate classes so as to move toward equal rates of return
for all classes as much as possible.

*ISSUE 85: Should the company's proposed revenue requirement
allocation be approved?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

FIGU: Agree with Staff.

STAFF: No. Revenue requirements have changed due to prior

adjustments by Staff. The revenue requirements should be
allocated as shown in Attachment 6.

*I88 3 what are the billing determinants to be used in the
projected test year?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)

STAFF: The billing determinants as shown in Attachment 6.

*ISSUE B7: What should the rates and charges be for Peoples
Gas System?

PGS: Agree with Staff. (Grey)
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Rates and charges for People's ISLV rate should be those
proposed by People's in its filing, including a rate of
$.01031 per therm. Tropicana is aware that the rate
design advocated by FIGU would result in a substantially
lower rate of $.00621 per therm. However, for purposes
of this proceeding, Tropicana will accept the $225 per
month Customer charge and the 1.090 cents per therm
Energy charge as proposed by Staff for the interruptible
service-large volume customer class.

The rates and charges developed in Staff's cost of
service study are as follows:

Customer Class Customer Charge Energy Charge

Residential $7.00 41.117 ¢/therm

Small General Service $15.00 33.738 ¢/therm

General Service $17.00 24.374 ¢/therm

General Service $25.00 21.860 ¢/therm
Large Vol. 1

General Service $45.00 16.155 ¢/therm
Large Vol. 2

Wholesale $0.00 14.066 ¢/therm

Small Interruptible $150.00 7.264 ¢/therm

Interruptible $225.00 3.671 ¢/therm

Interruptible $225.00 1.090 ¢/therm
Large Vol.

Special Contract $225.00 1.00 ¢/therm
Large Vol.

Commercial Street Lighting $0.00 9.447 ¢/therm

Should Interruptible Customers be required to have
standby facilities (alternative fuel capability) in
order to receive interruptible service?

Agree with Staff. (Grey)
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No. Sovereignty over Tropicana's fuel management and
fuel procurement practices is a management prerogative
which should remain with Tropicana.

No. Interruptible service should be customers'
prerogative as long they agree to be interrupted as
needed, regardless of whether or not they have a backup
fuel available.

Should there be a minimum annual therm usage
reguirement for customers who transport their own
gas? If so, what should the minimum annual usage
be?

Agree with Staff. (Grey)

A minimum annual therm usage requirement of 500,000
therms (reduced from 1,000,000 therms) is appropriate in
this case.

Theoretically there should be no minimum required annual
therm 1limit, if customers are willing to pay the
incremental costs associated with transporting. However,
the conversion of entitlements on the Florida Gas
Transmission Company system from sales to transportatiocn
is relatively recent and not yet complete. In addition,
federal regulations governing the use by an LDC of its
capacity rights on the FGT system have not yet been
finalized. Unlimited access to transportation service
could result in a reduction in the amount of
transportation capacity available for system supply.
Further, the Company does not presently have the
administrative resources which would be required to
accommodate shifts by a large number of customers from
sales to transportation. The Company should be directed
to continue its progress toward further reducing or
eliminating the threshold over time.

Consistent with the reduction of the minimum requirements
for transportation from 1 million to 500,000 therms per
year, the Company should be required to file a
transportation rate schedule (GTSLV-2) for the GSLV-2
rate class, with rates being the same as those provided
in rate schedule GSLV-2.

To enhance competition in compressed natural gas for
vehicle fuel, there should be no minimum requirement for
transportation. Consistent with the Staff's position
that, over the longer term, transportation should be made
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available to all customers willing to pay the incremental
costs associated with transporting gas, a special
condition should be added to the new rate schedule GTSLV-
2 to make service under that schedule additionally
applicable to gas supplied for compression and delivery
in motor vehicle fuel tanks or other transportation
containers. The special condition should provide that
rates for service under the rate schedule (Transportation
Charge and Customer Charge) to customers who take less
than the required 500,000 therms annually shall be the
Non-Gas Energy Charge and Customer Charge applicable
under rate schedule GSLV-1 (due to the lesser consumption
by this subclass of customers). The number of additional
customers for which this special condition would reqguire
the Company to make transportation available would be
relatively small based on the Company's projections for
participants in its natural gas vehicle (NGV) program
which was approved by Commission Order No. 25626.

*ISSUE 90: Will Federal Energy Regulatory Commission ("FERC")
Order No. 636 have any impact on Peoples' ability
to retain large industrial customers?

e
(7]
2]

Agree with Staff. (Grey)

]
(-]
(]
c

Agree with Staff. (Taylor)

FGT: No position.

TROP: No position.

STAFF: Until FERC Order 636 is finalized, any discussion
related to bypass is only speculation.

*ISSUE 91: Should this docket be closed?

S 5 If no party timely files a notice of appeal to the Final
Oorder issued in this docket, the docket should be closed.

VII. EXHIBIT LIST

1.D. No. Witness -Description
Uhl Notice of compliance, affidavits
(Composite) re publication of service

hearing locations and dates
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Uhl Wall Street Journal article and
American Gas Association
response
Uhl Calculated average return on
(JEU-1) capital (9/30/93)
Sivard MFR Schedules Sponsored
(FJS-1)
Sivard Minimum Filing Requirements
MFRs Frinkley
Grey
Grey Effect of Proposed Rate
(HMG-1) Restructuring
Morin Resume, publications, etc.
(RAM-1)
Morin DCF Model - Quarterly timing
(RAM-2) adjustment
Morin Required market return -
(RAM-3) illustrative DCF calculation
Morin Required market return and
(RAM=-4) measures of risks for gas
distribution utilities (5-
year historical growth and
analysis growth forecasts)
Morin Flotation cost adjustment
(RAM-5)
Morin Moody's gas distribution
(RAM-6) utilities risk premium
analysis (1984-1991)
Morin Peoples Gas System, Inc.
(RAM=7) composite cost of average
total capital -- September 30,
1993
Taylor Kent D. Taylor,
(KDT-1) Professional
qualifications.

Taylor Information regarding
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KDT-2) allocation and assignment of
rate base related to mains and
evaluation of Peoples' system
serving IS class.

Taylor Impact of peak and
(KDT-3) average allocation
method

Taylor Cost of Service
(KDT-4) Summary and Schedules

Taylor Changes to Cost of
(KDT-5) Service in Peoples' Study and
Rate of Return Calculation Ly
Customer Class

Taylor Impact of Peoples' expansion
(KDT=-6) plan on existing customers

= e Taylor Comparison of selected U.S.
(KDT=7) residential cash distribution
system

s e iadele Taylor Comparison of bypass
(KDT-8) break-even investment
versus LDC transportation rates

Taylor Economic Summary
(KDT-9) of bypass (FGT direct
connection) project

Maurey Schedules 1-10, attached as
appendix to direct testimony

Pruitt PGS logged Complaints
(NP-1)

Pruitt Complaint rate by type
(NP=-2)

Pruitt Complaints by Year
(NP=-3)

Pruitt Justification by Year
(NP-4)

Parties and Staff reserve the right to identify additional
exhibits for the purpose of cross-examination.
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VIII. PROPOSED STIPULATIONS
IX. PENDING MOTIONS

None.
X. OTHER MATTERS
Post-hearing procedures

Pursuant to Rule 25-22.056(3) (a), Florida Administrative Code,
each party is required to file a post-hearing statement of issues
and positions. You must include in that statement, a summary of
each position of no more than 50 words, marked with an asterisk.
In the absence of the summary statement, the prehearing position on
that issue will be used in the staff recommendation. The rule also
provides that any issue or position not included in the post-
hearing statement is considered waived. If a party's position has
not changed since the prehearing order was issued, the post-hearing
statement can simply restate the prehearing position.

All post-hearing memoranda, including findings of fact,
conclusions of law, statement of issues and positions, and briefs,
shall total no more than 50 pages, and shall be filed
simultaneously, on or before August 28, 1992. Arguments in briefs
must be identified by issue number. Proposed findings of fact and
conclusions of law are not required. If proposed findings of fact
are submitted, each one must cite to the record, identifying
transcript page and line. All proposed findings of fact which
relate to a particular issue shall be grouped together and shall
identify the issue number to which they relate. Each proposed
finding of fact shall be separately and consecutively numbered.
Any written statement which is not clearly designated as a proposed
finding of fact shall be considered to be legal argument rather
than a proposed finding of fact.

In the event that the stipulation embodied by this Order is
accepted by the Commission panel, no post hearing statements of
issues and positions are necessary and the provisions of the two
preceeding paragraphs are moot.

It is therefore,

ORDERED by Commissioner Luis J. Lauredo, as Prehearing
Officer, that this Prehearing Order shall govern the conduct of
these proceedings as set forth above unless modified by the
Commission.
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By ORDER of Commissioner Luis J. Lauredo, as Prehearing
Officer, this 11th day of AUGUST > 1992 .

Luis J. Lauredo, Commissioner
and Prehearing Officer

( 5 EAL)
RVE

VIEW

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section
120.59(4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that
is available under Sections 120.57 or 120.68, Florida Statutes, as
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 this order, which is
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature, may request: 1)
reconsideration within 10 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.038(2),
Florida Administrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; 2)
reconsideration within 15 days pursuant to Rule 25-22.060, Florida
Administrative Code, if issued by the Commission; or 3) 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 or wastewater utility. A motion for
reconsideration shall be filed with the Director, Division of
Records and Reporting, in the form prescribed by Rule 25-22.060,
Florida Administrative Code. Judicial review of a preliminary,
procedural or intermediate ruling or order is available if review
of the final action will not provide an adequate remedy. Such
review may be requested from the appropriate court, as described
above, pursuant to Rule 9.100, Florida Rules of Appellate
Procedure.
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. ATTACHMENT 1
DOCKET MO 911180-GU AUGUST 10, 1087
COMPARATIVE AVERAGE RATE BASES
PTY p3083
COMPANY A PLED HIAPE
ADJ T Toia JUNS. COMPANY TS, -]
wo PER BOORS ADJUST, ADJUSTED ADJUST. JUS
PLANT N SERVICE
UTILITY PLANT 313 400629 (4222.081)
PLANT ACOUISITIONS 2.302.000
GAS PLANT FOR FUTURE USE 219,000 rze.000)
cwie 5000 000
4 ADJ FOR DELAYED CONSTRUCTION-42 (B0% o0y
& ADJ FOR DELAYED CONSTUCTION-0 (458 600)
5 TAMPA OFFICE BUILDING ADXees issus T)
© ORLANDO STORAGE BMED ADXues lssus 1)
7 BARASOTA OFFICE BUILDING ADJ (18700
INCREASE I AVERAGE PLANT fincluded in aaue 1) s T
TOTAL PLANT I e 327072 344 (773,330 326 394 930
ACCUM. DEFREC. & AMOAT
ACCUM DEPR - UTILITY PLANT 116,018 860 {L.471,837) 1T 584083
& ADJ FOR DELAYED CONSTRUCTION-# 11,000
4 ADJ FOR DELAYED CONSTUCTION-23 TRty
$ TaAMPA OFFICE DUILDING{ves insus T)
8 ORLANDO STORAGE SHED(ses issve T)
7 SARASOTA OFFICE BUSLDING 38,067
NCREASE N AVERAGE RESERVEGActuded in eve ) ™S
TOTAL ACCUM. DEPTIEC & AMORT, VIBOIE M0 Az oan  V17.0edesd 344187 117 980020
NET UTIITY PLANT TUEROTEN (3030344 200,477 508 11,158 498 208,418,100
s CUSTOMER ADVANCES (1880000 1,680, (1,840, 000
Phus WORKING CAMTAL . faampon 18.732 000 §14 404 000 (282,147 14151053

TOTAL RATE BASE uung $18.701 st $222.331 408 -E' AVY Az 3220 918,98
S o e e
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NO

WORKING CAPITAL

10 REMOVE UNAMORTIZED RATE CASE EXP.

13 REDUCE MAT & SUPPL INVENTORY

TOTALS:

PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC.

DOCKET NO. #11150-GU
COMPARATIVE WORKING CAPITAL COMPONENTS

ATTACHMENT 1A
AUGUST 10, 1992

PTY 93003
PANY AS F
TOTAL JURIS, COMPANY
PER BOOKS ADJUST. ADJUSTED
(4.328,000) 18,732,000 14,404,000
{4,328 000) 18,732,000 14,404.000

STAFF
JURIS ADJ.
ADJUST. JURIS
(100.000)
(152,147

(252,147) 14,151 853
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC,
DOCKET NO. 91111580-GU
COST OF CAPTIAL - 13 MONTH AVERAGE
PTY ¥/30/93
IN THOUSANDS
ADJUSTMENTS
CAPITAL COMPANY
COMPONENT FILING STAFF PRO AATA ADJUSTED
COMMON EQUITY 103.718.000 {7.300,000) 313,453 96,731,453
LONG-TERM DEBT 83,377,000 (291.000) 270,111 83,356,111
SHORT-TERM DEBT ° 0 ] 0
CUSTOMER DEPOSITS 17,345,000 0 56,388 17,401,388
DEFERRED TAXES 16,534,000 (98,000) o 19,436,000
TAX CREDITS 0 3,095,000 0 3.895.000
TOTAL 223,974,000 (3.604,000) 639,953 220,919,953
2.75%
EQUITY RATIO 53.71%

(calculated using investor sources)

ATTACHMENT 2
AUGUST 10, 1992

“% “
COSsT WEIGHTED
RATIO RATE COSsT
0.4379 12.00% 5.2543%
03773 10.07% 3.7905%
0 0000 0.00% 0.000G%
00788 B.82% 0.6847%
0.0880 0.00% 0.0000%
0.0181 0.00% 0.0000%
T s
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM.INC. ATTACHMENT 3
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU AUGUST 10, 1992
COMPARATIVE NOls
PTY @/30/93
COMPANY AS FILED STAFF
JURIS. COMPANY ADJUSTED
PER BOOKS ADJUST. ADJUSTED ADJUST. JURIS
OPERATING REVENUES $204 687,000
FUEL REVENUES (120,348,000)
TOTALS 204 687,000 (120,348.000) 84,339 000 0 84,339,000
OPERATING EXPENSES: 168,181,000 (119,898,000) 48,282,777
ROUNDING (223)
ALLOWANCE FOR WATER HEATER ELEVATION 255.000
INFLATION TREND FACTOR CHANGE (20.708)
ACCT.903. REMOVE POSTAGE INCREASE (108.355)
ACCT 913, REMOVE ADVERTISING (110.620)
ACCT. 920, REMOVE EXECUTIVE COMP. COSTS (188,114)
ACCT 920, ADDITIONAL STAFFING PER ISSUE 89 111,300
ACCTS. £78,902,003,921, MIS REDUCTICNS (228.575)
ACCT 926. HEALTH CARE COSTS (382,990)
ACCT. 926, EMPLOYEE ACTIVITIES (179,757)
ACCT. 930, REMOVE NON-UTILITY (11.413)
ACCT 831, LEASE EXP, ON CURRENT BUILDING (154,944)
ACCT. 904, BAD DEBT EXPENSE (13.668)
ACCT 928, REDUCE RATE CASE EXPENSE (38,770)
ACCT 821, REDUCE MOVING EXPENSES (14,835)
ACCTS 826 & 932, REDUCE NON-UTILITY (87 .626)
ACCT 930, REMOVE AGA EXPENSES (49.257)
ACCT 930. REMOVE CIVIC/SOCIAL CLUB DUES (47,705)
TOTALS 168,181,000 (119,80€.223) 48282777 __tl,ﬂt_.iﬂ 47,011,650
DEPRECIATION & AMORTIZATI 14,088,000 (291,000) 13,797,000
AMORTIZATION-OTHER 1,248,000
DELAYED CONSTRUCTION-82 (24,000)
DELAYED CONSTRUCTION-03 {6.533)
TAMPA OFFICE BUILDING{see issue 7)
ORLANDO STORAGE SHED(see issue 7)
SARASOTA OFFICE BUILDING (4,699)
CORRECTION FOR PROJ. RETIREMENTS(included in issue 00) 113.287

TOTALS 15,336,000 (291,000) 15,045,000 77.855 15,122,855
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COMPANY AS FILED
JURIS, COMPANY
PER BOOKS ADJUST, ADJUSTED
TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME 6,852,000 (450,000)
TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME-
TOTALS 6,852,000 (450,000) 0,402,000
CURRENT INC TAX EXPENSE 185,000 185,000
TAX EFFECT OF ABOVE 110,000 110,000
57 TAX BENEFIT OF DONATED LAND
DEFERRED INCOME TAXES 1.282,000 1,282,000
o
INTEREST RECONCILIATION (66.000) (66.000)
PARENT DEBT ADJ. (424,000) (424,000)
TOTALS 1,467,000 (380,000) 1,087,000
56 GAIN ON SALE OF PROPERTY
TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 191,836,000 (121,019.223) 70,818,777
NET OPERATING INCOME $12.851.000 $671.223
==—=—mcee—c

$13.622,223
————

STAFF
ADJUSTED
ADJUST. JURIS.

0 £.402,000

185,000

440,503 559,503
(80.445) (80.445)
1,262,000

0

0

99,432 33432
66,789 (357.211)
535,369 1.622.369
{1.500) (1.500)
(659.403) 70.157.574
659.403 $14,181.626
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC.
O4M FORECAST WORKSHEET - PROJECTED TEST YEAR CALCULATION

LA

2
3
L]

ACCOUNT

COMPANY

TREND RATES:

PAYROLL ONLY
CUST GRWTH X PAY
CUST GRWTH X INFL
INFLATION ONLY

CUSTOMER GROWTH

DISTRIBUTION EXPENSE

L]

m

e

s

&7

Payroil-trended
Othar tended
Other not Uended
Total
Payroli-trended
Other not rended
Total

Payroll-trended
Other rended

Other et trended
Total
Payroli-tended
Other not trended
Total
Payroii-trended
Other trended

Other nol rended

Total

SUB-TOTAL

ATTACHMENT 3A
AUGUST 0,199

BASE YEAR PROJECTED
+1 TEST YEAR
0002 093093
A80% 380%
o58% 542%
017w S801%
3.40% J.40%
2.6800% 1.80600% ) FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES
TOTAL TREND
COMBINED BASE YEAR PROJECTED BASIS
BASE YEAR .1 TEST YEAR APPLIED
240,000 249,120 250,503 1
02,677 08305 103,228 3
] ] o
312 683 347,521 301918
118,243 120.023 132,854 2
118,910 120247 132,572 3
] ¢ [}
237183 28522710 265 420
1088018 1.799 088 1,808 507 2
924 024 981,008 1,030,180 3
97,500 130,000
° L] o
2,012,000 2877823 3,056,783
50,652 528577 54,575 1
25018 26 666 27,603 -
-] o L]
7€.470 ™27 82,178
145 638 154 280 160,148 1
2.0 23884 24 000 4
L] ] ]
171,737 178171 184, 840
$3.435 082 $3.734 057 $3.051,150
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM. INC. ATTACHMENT A
O&M FORECAST WORKSHEET ~ PROJECTED TEST YEAR CALCULATION AUGUST 10, 199
; BASE YEAR PROJECTED
COMPANY - .t TEST YEAR
TREND RATES: 0WICe? ]
" PAYROLL ONLY 380% A80%
L CUST GAWTH X PAY o 50w 842%
#3  CUST GAWTH X INFL 1T S01%
e INFLATION ONLY 3 e 3 a0
CUSTOMER GROWTH 2 SA00% 1.58000% ) FOR INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES
TOTAL TREMD
COMBINED BASE YEAR PROJECTED BASIS
BASE YEAR w1 TEST YEAR APPLIED
ACCOUNT
DISTRIBUTION EXPENSE
870 Payroli-rendes 140,008 248,120 44 58 1
Cher trended Y o e 103,328 3
Other nol wended e L] °
Total 332 643 4751 381918
171 Payroli-irended 118243 120023 132,884 H
Qther ended 1190 120247 1328572 3
Other not trended L] ° °
Total 37,183 283370 768,420
174 Payroil-trended 14688018 1.799 088 1,896 567 H
Other tended 924024 41008 1,090,088 3
Cther trended 7,500 130,000
Othar not ended 0 ° ]
Total 201200 1477 823 3.084.703
878 Payroli-trended 50 882 2577 84578 1
Othar rended YA e 68t 27,803 4
Othet not ended 0 ° °
Totsl Te.470 2T @2
478 Payrol-trended 144 838 164,200 160,148 ]
Other rended 13000 2884 24 6508 .
Cther nol bended o ° °
Tou! ik TR ATY 184 848

SUB-TOTAL 33 430 042 $3.734.087 $2961,180
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DISTRIBUTION EXPENSE

877 Payroli-trended
Other trended
Other not trended

Total

878 Payroli-trended
Other trended
Other not trended
Total

7% Payroli-trended
Other trended
Othes not trended
Total

880 Payroll-trended
Other Trended
Other not rended
Total
Other wended
Other not trended

Total

TOTAL DISTR EXP

MAINTENANCE EXPENSE

285 Payroli-trended
Othar tended
Other not trended

Total

880 Payroll-trended
Other trended
Other not rended

Total

PHO=GU

IR/ L 22578 23435
ITREL 18,003 15,788
0 0 ]
o = A sz 37,580 39,190
IEILELL 1,402,845 1,478,563
B tamd ALY LH] 902,775
) (88 568 501 00919
LN T A X
S
| A AN 1,807,533 1,683 562
Ll 061,313 094,445
TRILR L 3364 340 7378037
nae hilé 603 A28 689,053
AL 40,308 506,979
L] L 0
N1 NdL 1,164,138 1,196,032
i 0 0
"1 58,108 00,083
8 o 0
A “Ha.108 60.083
30508 T80 Vibifwoos 911046750
508, 1A
114,573 Ly 173 440
sae7 T 0019
0 0 0
123,470 TR 133,368
150,909 (A 179,768
240,784 el 10 278,482
[ ] ]
408773 s 454 140




ORDER NO.

PAGE 45

PSC-92-0806-PHO-GU
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU

887 Payroli-trended
Other not trended
Total
Other tended
Other not trended
Total
Other tranded
Other not rended

Total

SUB-TOTAL

Othaer trended
Other not rended

Total

Other tended
Other not trended
Total

Other trended
Othes not rended
Total

894 Payroli-rended

Other trended

Othet not trended

Total

TOTAL MAINT EXP

L b X AR) 937.383 948,189
650,673 Ueo 820 7540
] 0
1,530,184 1,628.202 1,713,019
83,847 94003 eaaze
36,169 28 401 40,324
e ] ]
125.010 133,004 140,150
157,032 167,365 178,436
54 380 01,088 65,004
o 4] o
215,418 226 353 241,830
$2.403 801 $2.554.734 $2 688 904
82200 87,704 92,457
43,318 45 901 48 295
o (-] 0
125,807 133 654 140,782
509205 542 807 sT2.227
239,198 283,95 eeeTe
[} 277,500 J70.000
T48 490 1,074,260 1,208 903
283,410 202,068 318,430
500,028 530,880 5T 4TT
] [ L]
7R3.438 8312 838 875,907
60,228 63 530 56.431
120277 130,102 143,018
] L] °
178,502 188.721 199 448
$4 230 404 $4.785.048 $5,111.912
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CUSTOMER ACCT. & COLLEC.

201 Payroll-trended
Other trended
Othet not trended

Total

902 Payroll-trended
Other trended
Other not trended

Toal

Other tended
Othet not rended

Total
Other trended
Othet not trended
Total

905 Payroli-trended
Othet trended
Other not trended

Total

TOTAL CUST SERY EXP

SALES PROMOTION EXPENSE
211 Payroli-trended
Other not rended

Total

012 Payroli-trended
Other tended
Other nat rended
Total

913 Payroli-trended
Other trended
Other not tended
Total

918 Payroli-trended

3800 4,060 4280

0 ° (]

° [ ]

3,809 4,080 4280
war 860 1,000,223 1,081,844
142902 181,710 169,320
54,2852 130,822 150 pa2
1,100,020 1,317,764 1.392.120
ERES Rl ] 3,330 o 3,521,008
(20,118 (21,388 (22.420)
3217320 3.830 588 4,103 848
€130 983 7,158,200 7.602 430
] 0 [}
402,404 477,200 448,704
0 0 (13 608)
402,484 427200 435038
32800 as.022 36 020
231,847 245833 258,150
L] [ ]

264 407 260 450 05070
38,101,683 30,185,184 $9.728.040
190 040 200 004 214,454
P81 0.700 10,030

] 0 (]
208.421 216 303 224 404
1,560.277 1,058,080 1,748 580
325,008 230079 348 128
] 0 ¢
1.881.885 1,995 350 2.090.700
730 T 320
133.240 17244 172120
] 200,000 207,200
133970 18023 320.25!
167 994 179,048 188,782
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Other trended 168,729 179,150 188,120
Other not rended 1] ] ]
Total 236.733 358,198 ITEATE
TOTAL SELLING EXP $2.561.018 $2.887 843 $3.027.319
ADMINISTRATIVE & GENERAL

920 Payroli-trended 4,607 845 4870158 5,081 4480
Other tranded o ] (-]
Other not trended 231,330 660,000 838180
Total 4.928.981 5538 156 5 899 825

921 Payroli-trended 455 939 485 340 s122m8
Other trended 2,241,008 2.380234 2,499 483
Other not trended 3,400 997 4,630,308 5212073
Total 6,187 844 7,408 580 8223834

922 Payroli-trended ] o ]
Othet trended 11,529.244) (1,623, 504) (1,704 841)
Other not trended (3,685 944) (4.587 626) (5,148,373
Total (5.218,188) (8.211.224) {6.854.314)

923 Payroll-trended o ] o
Other trended 587,438 007,411 28,00
Other not trended o 160,000 ]
Total 587 438 707,411 628,083

924 Payroli-trended o 0 [
Other-trended 145,358 180,297 155,407
Othet not rended ] ] o
Total 145,355 150,207 155.407

926 Payroli-trended 77 088 401,900 473883
Other trended 128,234 132, 901 130,622
Other not tended 3.208.077 2,808,470 31.008.000
Total 3,707,399 3,340,337 3 568 306
SUB-TOTAL $10.321.829 $11,019.548 311,620,932
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ADMINISTRATIVE & GENERAL

8268 Payroll-trended

028

Other tronded
Other trended
Othar trended
Other not trended

Total
Payroll-trended
Other-trended
Other not trended
Total
Payroll-trended
Other trended
Other not trended
Total
Payroli-trended
Other trended
Other not trended
Total
Payroli-trended
Other trended
Other not treanded

Toual

TOTAL AL G EXP

TOTAL O&M EXPENSES

911150-GU

18,825 20,084 21151
239,778 254 572 267,326
811,050 841,870 873,881

18,881 10,623 20,187

3204011 3,864,423 3,741,142
4,382,545 5,000,452 4,023 687
o 0 0

(1] 0 0

85,800 165,123 66, 542
85,800 155,123 08,542

1] /] 0

201,800 301814 32076

[ (] 255,000
201,800 301,814 587,076
/] 0 ]

308,550 319,050 320 808
437 560 404,218 572.400
748,110 723.268 902,307
9.730 10,100 10.484
5,351 5533 5121

o o (]

15,081 15,633 16,205
15,843,264 17,215,835 18,000,728
$40.402.653 $44,203.255 $47.011,65

b oawn
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC.
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU ATTACHMENT 4
NET OPERATING INCOME MULTIPLIER  AUGUST 10, 1092
PTY 09/30/03

COMPANY
DESCRIPTION AS FILED STAFF
REVENUE REQUIREMENT 100.0000% 100.0000%
GROSS RECEIPTS TAX RATE 0.0000% 0.0000%
REGULATORY ASSESSMENT FEE 0.3750% 0.3750%
BAD DEBT RATE 0.2040% 0.1600%
NET BEFORE INCOME TAXES 09 4204% " 99.4560%
STATE INCOME TAX RATE 5.5000% 5 5000%
STATE INCOME TAX 5.4681% 5.4701%
NET BEFORE FEDERAL INCOME TAXES T pags2aw T e3.0850%
FEDERAL INCOME TAX RATE 34.0000% 34.0000%
FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 31.0438% 3195625
REVENUE EXPANSION FACTOR T 62.0085% T 62.0307%

NET OPERATING INCOME MULTIPLIER 1.6127% 1.6121%
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. ATTACHMENT §
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU AUGUST 10, 1992
COMPARATIVE DEFICIENCY CALCULATIONS
PTY 8/30/93
COMPANY
AS FILED STAFF

RATE BASE (AVERAGE) $222,331,185 $220,919.053
RATE OF RETURN X 10.38% X 9.75%

REQUIRED NOI $23,077.977 $21,539 695
————m e

Operating Revenues $84,330,000 $84,339,000

Operating Expenses:

Opweration & Maintenance 48,283,000 47,011,850

Depreciation & Amortization 16,045,000 15,122,855

Taxes Other Than income Taxes 6.402 000 6,402,000

Current Income Taxes 1,087,000 1,622,360
Gain on Sale of Propeny (1,800)

Total Operating Expenses 70,817,000 70,157,374

ACHIEVED NOI $13.522.000 __S14181.628

NET REVENUE DEFICIENCY 0,555,977 7,358,080

REVENUE TAX FACTOR X 1.6127 X 1.1

TOTAL REVENUE DEFICIENCY $15.410,924 $11,861,944
=y PRSI m
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SCHEDULE - A (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACHMENT &
COMPANY MAME: PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. CLASSIFICATION OF RATE BASE
DOCKET NO. 911150-Qu (Page 1 of 2:PLANT)
TOTAL CUSTOMER CAPACITY COMMOD | TY CLASSIFIER
LOCAL STORAGE PLANT 0 [] 100% capacity
INTANGIBLE PLANT: 405961 405981 L
PRODUCTION PLANT (] 0 -
DISTRIBUTION PLANT:
374 Land and Land Rights 170727 mmenrs .
375 Structures snd [mprovesents 10565847 10565847 -
376 Mains 170949763 170049763 .
377 Comp.Sta.Eq. 0 0 "
378 Meas.l Reg.Sta.Eq.-Gen 2097455 2097455 -
379 Meas.b Reg.Sta.fq.-CC 132210 1932210 -
380 Services 6TIRA3LL 6TVES 4d 100% customer
381-382 meters 21987210 21987210 .
343384 Mouse Regulators 4998374 998374 -
385 Incustrial Mess.i Reg.Eq. 5118319 5118319 100% capacity
386 Property on Customer Premises 0 0 0 0 sc 374-38%
387 Other Equipment 231304 295349 Sa5935 0 ac 37¢-386
Total Distribution Plant 250226101 sT289297 192956806 0 290226101
GENERAL PLANT: 2rTTeasT 13889429 13889429 SOX cusiomer, 50X, capacity
PLANT ACQUISITIONS: 2302000 2302000 100% capacity
GAS PLANT FOR FUTURE USE: o 0 -
culp: 5686000 1905663 3780337 0 dist.plant

TOTAL PLANT S26308910 113064589 213334550 [ 32639891%  checksum
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SCHEDULE - A (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACHMENT &
COMPANY MAME: PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. CLASSIFICATION OF RATE BASE
DOCKET wO. 911150-GU (Page 2 of 2tACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION)
TOTAL CUSTOMER CAPACITY COMDITY CLASSIFLER
LOCAL STORAGE PLANT: [] [] [] 1] related plant
INTANGIBLE PLANT: 250815 0 250515 [} rel.plant account
PRODUCTION PLANT L] 0 »
DISTRIBUTION PLANT:
375 Structures and lmprovements 2159392 0 2159392 0 -
376 Mains 56626786 ° S6626786 0 .
377 Compressor Sta. Eq. 0 ] [} ] -
378 Meas.k Reg.Sta. Eq.-Gen 50TV ] 507399 ] .
379 Meas.b Reg.Sta. £q.-CC 62129 0 621291 0 -
380 Services 31349528 31340528 0 0 -
381-382 Meters ses81Te sS04 0 0 -
383384 Wouse Regulators 2190200 2190200 0 0 -
385 Indust.Meas.b Reg.Sta.fq. 1169761 0 1149761 0 -
384 Property on Customer Premises 0 0 0 0 .
387 Other Equipment Faldaal 98132 194687 0 -
Total A.D. on Dist. Plant 106775330 5456034 61279296 0 104775330 checksum
GENERAL PLANT: 12986119 6493060 6473060 0 general plant
PLANT ACOUISITIONS: 289370 0 289370 [} plant acquisitions
RETIREMENT WORK IN PROGRESS: ~320514 -107420 - 213096 0 distribution plant
TOTAL ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION 117980820 To8RIeTS  oBOWiIaT 0 11TPR0B20  checksua
NET PLANT (Plant less Accum.Dep.) 2084 18099 6318216 145235383 0 208418099  checksum
less:CUSTOMER ADVANCES -1450000 - 825000 825000 S0% cust SO0% cap
plus: ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAN-UP 4097000 2048500 2048500 $0% cust SO0% cap
plus:WORKING CAPITAL 10054853 be Al i 2607612 158060 oper. and maint. exp.

®quais:TOTAL RATE BASE 220919952 TIGva 89T 1006405 158060 220919952  checksum
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COMPANY NAME: PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC.

SCHEDULE - 8 (COST OF SERVICE)
CLASSIFICATION OF EXPENSES

DOCXET NO, 911150-GU (Page 1 of 2)
OPERATIONS AND MAINTEMANCE EXPENSES TOTAL CUSTOMER CAPACITY COMMODITY
LOCAL STORAGE PLANT: 0 0 0 [
PRODUCTION PLANT ] 0
DISTRIBUTION:
870 Operation Supervision & Eng. 381918 220362 141556 0
871 Dist.Load Dispatch 265426
B72 Compr.Sta.Lab. & Ex, 0 1] 0 0
873 Compr.Sta.Fuel & Power 0 ]
B74 Mains and Services 056783 849TE8 2184995 0
B75 Meas.b Reg. Sta.Eq.-Cen 82178 0 g217e ]
876 Meas.k Meg. Sta.Eq.-Ind. 183346 ] 183346 0
B77 Heas.b Reg. Sta.fq.-CC 300 0 9190 0
B78 Meter and Kouse Rejg. st 3422257 0 0
B79 Customer Instal. ] 0 0 o
820 Other Expenses I5T069 1915094 165897% 0
881 Rents 80083 40083
£85 Maintenance Supervision 133345 ss178 TS187 [}
884 Maint, of Struct, and lmprov. 458240 (] L58240 L]
887 Maintenance of Mains 1713619 ] 1713619 ]
B28 Maint. of Comp.Sta.fq. 0 0 0 0
289 Maint, of Meas.k Reg. Sta.fq.-C 140150 0 140150 0
890 Maint. of Meas.k Reg. Sta.fq.-1 261530 0 241530 ]
291 Maint. of Weas.k Reg.Sta.fq.-CG 140752 1] 1%ors2 0
892 Maintenance of Services 1208%03 1208903 0 0
893 Maint. of Meters and Nouse Reg. arsv07 B7S%07 0 Q
894 Maint. of Other Equipment 199448 87005 112461 ]
Total Distribution Expenses 1615712 BE5TLPS TePPEET 0
CUSTOMER ACCOUNTS:
901 Supervision 280
902 Meter-Reading Expense 1392126 1352126
903 Records and Collection Exp. TeL2430
904 Uncollectible Accounts 455083 455083
905 Misc. Expenses 295070 295070
Total Customer Accounts YTLBvEY 9293906 0 455083
(P07-910) CUSTOMER SERV.E INFO. EXP. 0 1]
(911-914) SALES EXPENSE 3027319 302y
(932) MAINT, OF GEN. PLANT 16208 8103 8103 0
(¥20-931) ADMINISTRATION AND GEWERAL 18080524 13107323 ALBBSTY 284222
TOTAL OdM EXPENSE & 14 12196748

ATTACHMENT 6

CLASSIFlER

ac 301-320
100X capacity

ac BTV-879
100X capacity
oc 377

100% commod ity
ac3Té0c380

ac 378

16157162 che

100% customer

100% commodity
1002 customer

-

general plant
ObM excl, ALG

47030199 che



ORDER NO. PSC-92-0806-PHO-GU
DOCKET NO. 911150-GU

PAGE 54
SCHEDULE - B (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACHMENT &

COMPANY NAME: PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC. CLASSIFICATION OF EXPENSES

DOCKET NO. 911150-GU (Page 2 of 2)

DEPRECIATION AND AMORTIZATION EXPENSE: TOTAL CUSTOMER CAPACITY COMMCDLTY REVENUE CLASSIFIER
Depreciation Expense TS700855 4158485 weLrse0 ] net plant
Amort, of Other Gas Plant 0 0 100% capacity
Amort, of Enviromental Clean-Up 1248000 624000 624000 50% cust 50X ca
Amort, of Lease |mprovements 87000 ] 87000 ] intangible plan
Amort. of Acquisitiien Adj. 87000 3In 56628 0 intarnydist/gen
Amort. of Conversion Costs ] 0 100X commodity
Total Deprec. and Amort. Expense 15122055 4BOTRS7 10315018 ] 0 15122855 che

TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES:

Reverue Related 369795 369795 100X revenue
Other 6076487 1842170 234517 0 net plant
Total Taxes other than Income Texes GhLtAB2 18L2170 4234517 0 169T9S

REV.CRDT TO COS(NEG.OF OTHR OPR.REV) 1627751 -162TTH1 100X customer

RETURN (REQUIRED NOI) 21539695 950301 14533943 15411 rate base

INCOME TAXES S051T36 1967222 LOP0NTT 4337 0  return{nol)

TOTAL OVERALL COST OF SERVICE [ PETIZI6 che




SCnEDUALE - C (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACWSENT &
COMPANY SARE: PEOPLES CAS STSTEW, InC,
DOCKET MO, $11150-Qu
AL COMMERCIAL  COMMERCIAL SMALL INTEREUPT SPECIAL CD
CusTomER CO3TS TOTAL  RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL  LARCE VOL.! LARCE vOL.2 WWOLESALE  INTEREUPT INTERELPT LARCE WO . LARCE WOL .
No, of Customers 183563 164380 951 128 1848 2 2 S8 3 1 3
weighting A 1.8 1.8 .9 2.9 2.9 .9 5.9 6.4 123.9 123.9
Veighted Ko, of Customers 1997 30 w2 87 5353 w2 s %2 s 2 126
Allocation Factors 1 Q. TATIPAS 0.04869068 0.174808354  0.02433%7 0.000553  0.000024 0.00155%4 0.001748 0.000543189 0.000%431
CAPACITY COSTS
Pesk L Avy. Month Sales vol.(therms) 110182258 B3SA373 96705 1SCROTI7  1W3036h  JaA7EOR TV&B VIN0MD I77614N0 Tea13221 Bsang
Allocation Factors 1 0,077454540 0.00360064 0.137043270  0.17634748  0.031291 0.0002¢4  0.083TT4S  0.2519609  0.OWIINT  0.14354W
1 0152279652 0.0070602¢ 0.288732984 0.34580601 0061341 0.000484  0.164278
COMCD 1 TY COSTY
Arral Tales Vol.(therms) GSE9STU6  SATUTITE 2181677 EIVS6ATS  1N0S7A019  2ATSIISS 155238 SZ8BMATS 138007413 STeeS2Te 120000000
Altocation Factors 1 0.05992BT 0.00NSTTTS 0.129985185  0,17073AN7  0.03367 0.000240  0.0818932  0.2¢48330  0.089764018 0.1a57a8S
REVERE-RELATED COSTS
—
Tage on Cust Cop & Comeod. 353243 156433 TS Te009 W o853 .+ W38T 1" 1156 m
:gmum Sactors 1 042522917 002767183 0.209802020 0.14793960  0.027850 0.000230  0.07%A304  0.0338022  0.004P6MI99  0.010532%
a2y
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SCREDULE - D (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACWSERT &
COMPANT WAME: PEOPLES CAS STSTEM, INC. ALLOCATION OF RATE BASE TO CUSTONER CLASSES
DOCKET 8O, PINVS0-QU
AL COMMERCIAL  COMMERCIAL maLL INTERRUPT SPECIAL O
RATE BASE BY CUSTOMER CLASS TOTAL  WESIDENTIAL COMERCIAL COMMERCIAL  LARCE WOL.! LARGE WOL.2 WWOLESALE  INTERRUPT INTERIUPT LARGE WVOL. LARCE WOL.
DIRECT AND SPECIAL ASSIGAMENTS:
Cus tomer
Meters 12129036 $042723 seesm 2120233 P it ] (343 30 L 10T 6831 o
nouse Regulators ascatTe A80817% L] Q 2 3 L] ] L) ] ]
Services 3ealests 2ATITE2LY 1783969 6404708 1568 20288 Pod Sev9 42820 20835 20435
ALl Gther 11N 13538655 BA2245 3167385 0918 10032 aTe mie 31087 00 19208
Total TTSIT LTRSS 3%ares 11492328 1427632 o2 173 104042 114883 3reT0 3T
Capacity
inkatrial Mess.k Reg. Sta, g, pLot b ] L] ] e TSreas 154486 1060 360048 108287¢ 406223 417004
Meas. bleg.Sta.Eq.-Gen. 1590056 12478 bic-3 217904 280402 e w2 133208 400632 150243 2mn
Malns 196322977 16408613 TelTed 20956804 T8 6411888 b Fal ] e S$523475 winr Vom B8
ALL Other I9204504 4191738 193 ™ Visasy 1se90m 11310 AS21978 1411028 3a103 18
Total 149066475 20723829 S6e0833 ITe10a3 LTaisom a7 kel 2218557 8418005 st Y 1981322
Commod | ty
Account # L] e L 9 L] ] L] 2 L] L] ]
JAccount # 0 ] 0 L] 0 0 e ] [} ° 0
SHccmnt # ] ] L] ] L] ] L] (] L] L] [ ]
‘iu ther 158060 W 34 20545 26588 838 n 12944 JassT Wi 9%
Oetal 158080 wn 34 20545 26586 5323 b ] 12944 saseT wiss 29368
o
=)
]
'Ullg o 20919952 TSS0%e 210192 48873913 L9aTI29 asarss2 8643 22833543 asTss msm 2048358
@ U
o |
1 ©
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COMPANY NANE: PEOPLES CAS STSTEW, INC.

SCREDULE - € (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACWENT &
ALLOCATION OF COST OF SERVICE TO CUSTOMER CLASSES

DOCKET w0, 911150-Qu (Page 1 of §;
SMALL COMMERCIAL  CORMERCIAL ALl INTERRPT SPECIAL €O
TOTAL  RESIOENTIAL COWERCIAL COMMERCIAL  LARGE VOL.! LARGE VOL.2 WSOLESALE  INTERRLST INTERRMLPY LARGE WOL. LARGE VoL
Cus tomer 9 ] e ] 9 L} L) e 0 2 ]
Capacity ] [ ] [ Q ] -] ] ° 3 ] ]
Commodity ° 0 ° ] ° 0 (] L] ° [ 0
Revere ] (] ° o 0 0 [ [ ° ° °
Total [ 2 ° ] 0 ° ] [ ] 9 °
OPERATIONS AMD WAINTENANCE EXPENSE:
DIRECT AMD SPECIAL ASS!CWMENTS:
Customer
878 Meters and Rouse Regulators st 2857084 166432 98213 arr 195 » 553 S8e8 wer mwmr
893 maint. of Neters & Nouse leg. 73507 45447 2849 153114 1314 [t Fi ] 1362 1502 93 3
874 Mains & Services sav7ES e st 152043 21185 w2 o 1353 wn 0 w0
892 Maint. of Services 1208903 903283 sa2s2 211324 a7 09 » 1880 2073 81 el
ALl Other UTINeY WTIOUT 1APSTA [ETREINS sMAT2 15348 ™ e (%, %31 15410 15610
Total BA0P4I4S  2S4TeRSS 1840067  SPSPESD 829644 18878 L $3033 5857 1w w201
ity
Measuring & Reg. Tta. Eq.- | 183346 [ L] e 5192 245 W wne 50282 18881 20850
1590 Maint. of Meas.k Reg.Sta.fq.-! 241530 [ Q a8 48360 2% & 20 sa21a umr 3T
OB Maira and Services 2186998 160834 ™ ™3 385671 88435 539 183214 $51037 208703 nwn
387 Maint. of Rains 113819 245953 11403 434043 ssasar w7 ™ 265330 23 ma 13564
Be Al other nnse 1129730 s W 2565510 455235 587 1218738 380297 Lls ) s23a2
byotat 12196748 1545538 857 2T908e3 3591260 437249 5021 1700042 1130648 262280 ise3a
&ﬂv
gyt 1 0 ] [ ] ° ] ] (] 0 ° Q
Oacdount # [ ] ] L] ° [ (] ] ] (] ]
1acunt o ] (] ° ] [ [ 0 (] 0 ¢ [
O TI9308 44305 497 B0 126222 P 1 0544 130858 ba3e8 137354
‘:\. 39305 44308 97 98099 126222 2% 78 80544 180858 6a348 137354
8&.. ATO3OI9  270SATZE TSR sa.sa san2s 681024 6008 1819619 1349043 478 11} 612788
& -
+ O
o=
= >~
EHn
[+ 5]
[ A
a0ov
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COMPANT NANE: PEOPLES CAS STSTEW, INC.
POCKET w0, TINVSQ-QU

SOMDULE - E (COST OF SERVICE)
ALLOCATION OF COST OF SERVICE TO CUSTOMER CLASSES

Page 2 of 3}

ATTACwsENT

ALl COMEACIAL  COMRERCIAL aLL INTERRPT SPECIAL O
TOTAL  RESIGENTIAL COWRRCIAL COWMACIAL LABGE VOL.) LARGE VOL.2 WWOLESALE  INTERRST  [NTERRLST LARGE VoL, LARGE VoL,
BEPAECIATION EXPENSE:
Customer S153448  MOMNT 2023 26053 181070 170 1) et na o ow
Capacity VT 1T A3533 2418258 FETEr ey 817 a5 1aTE28 M1 1188 T5es
Total 13700855  AATIZE0 26788 3NAAINY 212889 554474 “wat 1684742 a0 1“2 7908
AMGHT, OF GAS PLANT:
Capacity ] ° 0 [ ] [ ) ] ° 9 °
ARCRT, OF PROPERTY LOSS:
Capacity 1248000 ™ o8 14104 weTss mns [ 19323 o297 1543 sars
ARAT OF LINITED TERN VST,
Capacity a0 12487 1] 203 2035 a2 w 1M w2 108 e
OF ACTUISITION ADJ.:
tomer mn 22604 wm 5309 ™ 17 1 a 2 1 ”
ity 34628 (1F 37 14343 w87 urn i a7 s n “s
[« 110 27000 wan 1454 19453 19154 29 w [t ares s s
Of CONVERSION COSTS:
ty ° ) s 3 [ 0 ) [ ° ] 0
oD
)T
(=1 |
1 ©
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SCMEDULE - E (COST OF SERVICK) ATTACWENT &
COMPANY WANE: PEOPLES GAS STSTENW, [NC. ALLOCATION OF COST OF SERVICE TO CUSTOMER CLASSES
DOCKET 0. F11150-@ (Page 3 of 1)
AL COMMERCIAL  COMMERCIAL AL INTERRUPT SPECIAL (O
10TAL  EESISENTIAL COWERCIAL COMMERCIAL LARCE VOL.)! LARGE VOL.] WEOLESALE INTERELPT  [NTEREST LARCE VoL, LARGE VoL,
TAXES OTMER THAN [NCOWE TAXES:
Customer 18a2170 13784538 oe07 e war 1020 W 288 359 1037 1037
Capac ity Qusr . =™ 1072361 1380173 244904 1930 855656 204589 3218 517
sbtetal 076487 | W20 1ITATS 1354384 1425000 245924 wn ssas2 1 an $ UL
teverne AT 163754 10233 ™mn 2103 I EH T80t 12500 L] 1)
Tetal . 2047983 120108 WT2057 1%anas B8257 2064 484123 P71 | mne 38649
RETLRN (MOI)
Customer 990301 SIAIS1S  ITIIT 140002 198054 B mn 10944 1 §75 1
Capacity WSIEl 2020573 3481 3623204 4842344 2rer 819 214884 8207 1887 9
Coomod| ty 15411 e 2 2003 EA 1 59 1242 s 135 2883
Tetsl 21539678 TIATIZ AT ATes2ee 823669 143 me2n st 16613 19915
INCOME TAXES
Cuntamer a2 1303248 .l 320821 il e a8 ms b11%S "0 1034
Capecity 090177 362433 26364 1019648 1312084 232822 13y sz 30978 20158 34385
ity 337 280 " Séh T 148 1 353 1081 m <)
1T WIS 1M 1357485 25984 ALEN 28521 235188 ne 6204
EviDE CREDITED TO CO%:
<M2TTI -adTiE - 48832 113841 [] 0 ° [] [ [ ]
mém of SERVICE:
@iy 7049964 NSISTITE  ZV1SL EBEOWT 177 28839 12 TS608 o e ma
:z, A5P9GAAL  ANI2SE0D VAT 11276998 11128 BN 20290 aVIAZY 91548 b Irigh aere
ty TI9053 43489 564 Pahes 129593 3564 182 2181 185609 8120 141023
1 PE2OILLT  AI7ISAI 26067E2  19TISENY 15820489 202713 nm a9 38252 68133 W
3657VS 143734 10233 ™o a3 13 " 7601 12500 s 9
WETIZIE  ANETIRE 2617015 19BIIZM 15882592 2637458 0 88TV 3194792 wwn E T

PSC
91

ORDER NO.
DOCKET NO.
PAGE 59



COMPANT NAME: PEOPLES CAS 3YSTEW, INC.

SCNEDALE - F (COIT OF sERVICE)

DERIVATION OF REVEWUE DEFICIINCY ATTACHMENT &
POCKET %O. 911180-Qu
SPECIAL
WAL COMMERC 1AL COmERC 1AL AL INTEREUP T CONTRACT
COST OF SERVICE B7 CUSTORER CLASS TOTAL RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL  LARGE WOL.!  LARGE wOu.l WROLESALE  INTERRWPT INTERRLPT LARGE VOL. LARGE wOL.
customERr CO5TS AT, 649, 964 35,357,376 2.301.544 5,380, W7 1,119,637 26,839 1,278 75,405 . nr P 7,502
CAPACITY COSTS 45,994, 4404 4,012,580 292,876 11,274,998 %, 511,258 2,576, %1 n.% 8,593 829 2,915, 488 m,m a3, 87
CoOMD1TY COSTS e 053 45,409 2,564 0, 488 129,593 29,564 " 62,181 185, 689 88,120 a1, 028
REVENLE COSTS 349,798 143, 154 10,233 7,47 42,108 10,34 [ 4] 7,60 12,500 1,838 3,89
TOTAL 9,573,236 41,019,196 2,417,015 19,813,284 15,882 592 2,437 458 21,888 7,058,796 3,198,792 e m 98,09
Less:REVENUE AT PRESENT RATES 82,790,875 25,097,071 1,504,704 20,488,409 20,200,799 2,889 0%¢ 15,59 3.9 $,843, 008 634,52 1,202,700
Cin the projected test yesr)
equals: GAS SALES REVENUE DEFICIENCY 11,862, 361 15,982,125 810,30 (872,12%) (6,318, 47 (291,438) 4,441 3,542,573 (2,666,218) 11864, 950) (208, 604)
plus:DEFICIENCY 1N OTRER OPERATING REV. e ] ] ¢ e ] ° L] L] ] L]
equals:TOTAL BASE-REVEWUE DEFICIENCY 11,862,361 15,982,125 819,300 (a7, 12%) (4,318,040 (251,438) & 640 3,942,573 (2,688,214) (164,550) (204, 806)
UNIT COSTS:
Cus tomer 21308771 17924413 R2.3912%  R2.9387 53. 25194 5325194 $3.251944 108.340182 301, 148925 2275 13405 2273143408
Capacity 0.417440 0.73TT64  0.T3TTEA 0.Tee834 [t 00 0. Teslld 0.Tes834 0.Tesa3s 8. 105019 0.0357%0 0.0%2084
riw 0.001175 0.001ITS  Q.001173 0.001173 .07 0.0 Q.00 0.001173 0.001178 0.001173 0.00117S
O
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SCMEDLE - G (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACHMENT &
COMPANT WANE: PEOPLES CAS STSTEW, INC, RATE OF RETLRN BY CUSTOMER CLASS
DOCKET WO, 911158-QU (Page 1 of 2:PRESENT RATES)
PECIaL
SALL COMMERTIAL COMMERT | AL ALl InTEREPT CONTRALTY
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL LARGE wou .1 LARCE wOuL.2 WOLESALE INTERRLPT INTERELPT LARCE WOL. LARGE WOx.
RMVERES: (projected Test year)
Cas Sales (e to growth) 82,081 25 8970 1, 806,14 20,685 409 20,200, TV 2,889, 0% 15,395 3,518,223 §,883, 008 a3, 522 1,202,100
Other Cperating Reverue 1,627,731 1,484,958 &8,832 13,961 [ ] 0 ] ] [ [ ]
Total 54,338,606 27,342,029 1,055,546 20,799,390 20,200,7% 2,889, 0% 15,99 3,51, 23 §,863,008 e 52 1,202, M9
EXPENSES:
Purchased Cas Cost L) -] ° L] 2 e ° 9 L] ° 2
ObN Experses 47,030,199 27,064,728 1, TIAZ2T 8. 846N 4,547,128 681,024 6,098 1,819,619 1,369,963 K780 812,788
Sepreciation Lxperses 13,700,855 4,473,780 265,78 3 %4.OM 3,212,889 54,478 &, 481 1,484, 782 468,400 "%, 142 77,908
Asortization Expenses 1,422,000 m.in .. »r,m 454,518 50,50 633 ms 67,288 L LR
Tanes Other Than Income--Fived 6,076,687 1,584,230 M7 EIS 1,039,588 1,435,000 248,924 1,97 458,52 207,78 ém 34,554
Tases Other Than [ncome--Reverue 310, %68 7,u 4,17 n.sn ™, 10,834 58 15,188 21,58 2,39 4.5
Total Expsen eacl. Income Taxes 68,539,907 33,842,264 2,135,379 13,8 0m2 9,5, 088 1,512, 18 13,20 4,191,590 2,135,388 3R, o, ™
'-:5 TARES: 1,422,369 54,509 .07 58,08 363,319 62,624 504 147, 603 62,%5 5,™m 15,043
(&)
NET OPERATING 1NCOMWE: 14,176,330 (7,004,824) (310,800) 6,419,353 10,122,353 1,58, M2 1,861 (843, 049 3,804 077 Zs, N 48, 047
>
=
ll?lqtls 220,919,952 73,519,084 4,218,152 &.673,900 49,473,509 8,527,552 63,683 22,833,543 8,571,358 s, m 2,048,352
ll"lg W 0.084170  -0.093153 -0.07T3484 0.135437 0.204601 0.7 0.0241%¢ -0.034922 0427547 0.336317 e.181%%
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SCEEDULE - 6 (CONT OF sERviICE) ATTACRENT &
COMPANT RAME: PECPLES CAS STITEN, [NC. RATE OF RETLRN B CUSTOMER CLASS
SOCLET w0. 11130-@ (Page 2 of 2;PRCPOSED RATES) WECIAL
SRALL ComsERCIAL CovmfAC AL BALL INTERRLS T CONTRACT
TOTAL RESIDENT (AL COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL LARGE wou. 1 LARGE wor .2 WeOLETALE InTEamet INTERmPT LARGE wou . LARGE WOL.
REVENES: 1081138 4vsers 42473
Gas Sales 9,573,256 29,713,908 1,808, Te 23,197,842 26,606,347 3,501,789 N )M, 5,843,008 %, 522 1,202,700
Gther Operating Reverus 1,627,731 1,484,958 48,002 113,941 0 ] ] ° L ] °
*atal 94,200,967 31,178,844 1,899,546 29,271,383 24,698,387 3,500,760 N )%, TN 5,843, 008 8,522 1,202,700
EXPENSES:
Purchased Gas Cost ° ] ° 8 ° ° ° ] [} ] 2
04N Expenses 47,030,199 27,084,728 1,734,221 8,844,821 4,547,128 481,024 4,09 1,819, 819 1,349,943 W me 812,786
Sepreciation Expenses 13,700,858 4,4TI,760 265,748 3,04, 3IN 3,212,809 §34,47% 4,581 1,484,742 a8, 000 %, W2 77,908
Asortization Experses 1,622,000 222,432 10,79  B1,% 454,318 80,502 &35 8,52 67,88 1,732 1,082
Tases Other Than (ncome--Fised 6,076,487 1,984,230 WT,ATS 1,094,384 1,425,000 248, 524 1,978 450,522 207, 7e8 an 3,55
Tanes Other Than [ncome--Revense 389,798 m,ar 8,778 88,841 92,604 13,264 2 1%, 800 21,98 2,3m 4,550
Total Expses wxcl. Income Tases 68,599,536 X),8%, 577 2,138,309 13,880,382 9,791,959 1,573,168 1,54 49 2,155,388 372,341 e, ™
PRE TAX WOI: 27,601,831 (2477, T13) (2798343 9,440,231 14,962 428 1,954,600 ER (244,432) 3,727,623 2, 81,909
InComE TAXES: 6,081,734  (388,071) (41,458) 17,073,452 3,288 000 @y m 1,088 (54,121) 118,848 FIR Y 101,443
-tammntun. 21,599,695 (2,009,84)) (210,572 1,37, 7% 11,604,429 1,526, 008 8,897 (2N 2,908 974 204,682 340, ibé
t
areOase 220,919,952 TI.519,006 4,218,152 48,873,933 9,473,529 0,527,582 68,643 72,833,543 8,371,355 ns,m 1,048,358
nﬁ 2T 0.007300  -0.02770 -0.351TTY  0.1507%1 023600 0.1790%% 0.007340  -0.008422 0. 339383 0.200383 0.17%%78

PSC-92-0806-
911150-GU

DOCKET NO.

ORDER NO.
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ATTACHMENT o

COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY
COMPANY NAME FEOF ES GAS SYSTEM, INC. [ROPOSED BATE DENON
DOCKET NO. #11130-0U
MdaLL OOMMEBCIAL  CUMMEBCLAL L TaRrT
VA,  EERENTIA SORBERCIAL CoRaRin, AR YOL] LAMGEWOL] WROUDIALE NIRRT RTIEREATT Mapog vy,

PREBENY RATED yegeaed o9 o)
CAS LALLS e e L naars BTN 1800704 oo0as &9 W07 18084 1038 1510223 Sama0ce
CTMER OPEAATING RAVENLE. 1827, 1464 958 a8 1AM ° ] [} ] ?
ToTaL 1 e 7200 1.258 540 079N MI00TH L 15394 28223 Saeloce
RATE OF RETURN taw 4.3 ~T3rw 13 5% 0 e 1T T4 -1 e 4279w
o 100 - -0 (1] 08 002 (] an aer
DRSTOSSP RATH)
Gl TALEY ETIIe mriaxe 1EReTe T315T 842 ST 180T 438 3ATTZ  Ss3008
OTMER OMRATING REVENLE 1arn 1484 958 44 52 AR E L] L] L] L] [
TOTAL 90,200 987 31078 884 1,088 540 narnsn 208447 3501780 21838 3MATT2  SaEdice

=
mu%-nm 11,082,301 ERAL V) [} Lamm 44 s2eTs e 0,549 °
nﬂm 1407 12 6% 0.00% 11 0% 22040 2208 a1 12.24% 0 o0

o 210
M'VI'_ 975 2T 510 1500 I300% 179w 575 EETLY 33 84m
-g 8 190 <n < 158 1a 154 100 <0 14
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COMPANY NAME PEOFLES OAS SYSTEM, INC

DOCKET NO #111%0-0U

PROPTSED TUTAL TARGET REVERLUED

PRCPOLED CLETOMER CHARLES
TIMLY stouBRL CF KLLS

BQL ALY CLITOMER CMARGE EEVENLED
LEZS %Y ARD LOAD FACTOR DEICTUNTS

LASS OTHER NN - TLRM-ATE REVENLES
s o aD FACTOR

-‘6_.1—
[
&

rEn- vwdis RATESRNTEDY
O
oD

- REVENUEIENDED RATES)
1 O
o~ w0
o~
| ~
O~
n o
=1
O
o=
e S
o &
[CR- W]
ALY
gFO<
(o a N

COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY ATTACHMENT o
CALCULATION OF PROPOSED RATLY oL
AL COMMIRCIAL  COMMENCIAL AL NTERRLYT CONTRACT
A IEDOMAL CoRPOIAL CeEPOAL labouvol) (AR VOL] SNOUISALE RTTIREYT  TERRANY LARGS vOL, LaRy VoL,
#0200 967 3TN 1,054 548 22271503 24804347 3801 Te8 IIA38  1LMATTI  Saea00s 04832 1.202.790
127 1,484 058 @ 1nas ° (] L] ° L] (] °
mwe 31800 170 3400 e wne 1150 20 |- % =Is00 =380
22000 1972500 naz 199,132 2182 04 M [ me ] 2
14,200, 024 13,087 920 1871100 Lr0a28a 283 83 E- 1 L] s = e e
m © e
s
L L] el b - 3 i
maare LY %] b Tt 25,483 T80 4S8 31342 TIESS  38A23T  SA00.0e a2 1.200,000
el S0 T8 707 378 2877 X R 10274019 21753388 155,238 5284473 184007 418 57968170 120,900,900
sar1e? exrm LRS00 021001 0101550 0140680 0OTIMM? O03TL) o000 £ 010000
241117 0.337 02437 Q21880 010155 014008 0CTIM 003N 9.01090 001000
74390713 15.918,313 738,054 20,402 048 24108001 2514248 TIA3E 2842285 5000482 631,822 1,200,000




COMPANY NAME PEOPLES OAS SYSTEM, INC. COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY ATTACHMENT 8

Rt SALCULATION OF FROPOSED SATIS
BMALL COMMABCIAL  COMMERCIAL ALl sTERRUT
BASARY PROFOSED TAKIY SATER SO, jatsgver) lARORVOL) PROLALE RUTEAMSYT  BTETY Laby oL,
CLITOMER ORARGES nm s1800 nree 0 344 00 | ] 80 00 1800 =18 00
ENEAGT CHaSGES
NON-GAS ICENTS PER THERMG LIRS M MM a0 10188 14,008 Tasd aan 1000
PUBCHALLD GaS ASTMINT 0.000 0000 0.000 0.000 a0 0000 ° 000 e o000
TOTAL DnCLLTENG Nat) an na 24374 s R SE ] 1h0ee T4 amm 1.080
ESRMANY.JESIINT TAMPY SATES
CLITOMLS CHARCES %o e ®oe EL ] ” 800 L] 0w 3000
LniaGT Ol SEE_ATTACHMENT FOR RATE COMPARISON
WO -GS CENTY PR THEXMS 00 LT 008 e0e 000 (F ] LT 000 000
PURCHASID GAS ADFUSTMENT 9000 Qo0 2.000 0000 0.000 0.000 0000 0.000 0000

SHAROS EENUY CHAROR
EEAGINTIAL CONNBCTION RECONNECTION 12500 $1.207.300 2800 er.0
c?w?a.mm 35009 5114.300 00 LALLE L
u%&m 1000 138 182 oo 334 500
sa Ovbkicmion B LSt oF tasconnEcTIoN $10.00 159579 $19.00 Fir X o)
m? : $1.627.73 $1.827.70
O
u o
-
+ 0
o=
“e 0
& &
|\
202
oo/
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PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC, RATE COMPARISON
PATE SCHEDULE PRESENT RATY PROPOSED BATE INCREASE
EESIDENTIAL
CUSTOMER CHARGE $7.00 $7.00 $0 00
ENERGY CHARUE (cents'therm) 12554 41,117 1L52%
CUSTOMER CHARGE $17.00 $15.00 {$2.00)
ENEROY CHARGE (centa/therm) PR L% nm 1
CUSTOMER CHARGE $17.00 s17.00 $0.00
ENEROY CHAROE [centa/tharm) 345 437 0.5200
CUSTOMER CHARGE 2600 $25.00 (51.00
ENERGY CHARGE {centa/therm) 1815 21 460 3.7060
CUSTOMER CHARGE $75.00 sim (330,009
ENERGY CHARGE (cemta/therms) 13.106 16155 3 0450
WHOLESALE
CUSTOMER CHARGE $0.00 £0.00 $0 .00
ENERGY CHARGE (contatherm) 017 14 0b4 4 |40
SMALL INTERRUPTIBLE
CUSTOMER CHARGE $150.00 315000 $0.00
ENERCGY CHARGE (cents/therm) 4 483 7264 1.5010
ROERRUITINLE
CUSTOMER CHARGE $25.00 $125 00 $0.00
ENERGY CHARGE (comta/therm) ism jsm 00000
CUSTOMER CHARGE $225.00 $25.00 0.0
ENEROY CHARGE (cemtatherm) 1.09%0 1.090 00000
CUSTOMER CHAROE $225 00 £225.00 $0.00
ENERGY CHARGE (cents/tharm) 1.080 1.000 0 0900
COMMERCIAL STREET LIGHTING
CUSTOMER CHARCE 0.0 $0.00 $0.0C
ENERGY CHARGE (centstherm) 0 000 47 P40
PALM BEACH COUNTY (DIVISION)
RESIDENTIAL
CUSTOMER CHARGE $5.00 100 £2.00
ENERGY CHARGE (conts'therm) 36 480 41117 4. 8370
CUSTOMER CHARGE $10.00 3$17.00 700
ENERGY CHARGE (centstherm) .70 W 4 360
CUSTOMER CHARGE $25.00 525 00 050

ENERGY CHARGE (cents/thetm) 2560 21 860 +7.7000
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ATTACHENT &
COST OF SERVICE SUbeARY
RATE COMPAR]SON
COMPANY: PEOPLES GAS STYSTEM, INC,
DOCKET MO. 911150-Gu
RATE SOMEDAK: RESIDENTIAL (RS)
PEOPLES
PRESENT RATES FROPOSLD BATES
Customer Charge Customer Charge
T.00 r.o0
Energy Charge Erargy Charge
Begiming Ending cents Beginning Ending conts
therms therss  per therm therms therms per therm
0 L] L ] L] L
0 LI 12.9% L] WA AT

GAS COST CENTS/THCRYMERM USAGE ISCREWENY
10

w.2n
PRESENT FROPOSLD
monthly monthly monthly monithly percent percent
therm bill Bl bitt bill  incresse Increase Dollar
nage wio fusl with fuel wie fuel with fuel wie fuel with fusi increase

0 7.0 7.0 T.00 7.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
10 10.26 12.68 1mnn 13.43 an en o.85
20 13.52 18,36 "2 20,07 12.61 v.28 1.7
30 16.78 %08 9.5 26,60 15.2¢ 10.63 1.5
] 20.0& 2.7 345 8.1 17.01 1.47 1La
50 n.% 5.4 7.5 .67 18,29 12.04 .28
0 26.56 4.0 n.e “4.20 19.24 12.4% 5.1
n ».a .77 ».7 $2.7% 20.00 12.78 S.97
0 13.08 $2.4% ».» w.2r 0.6 13,00 .82
w0 36.33 8.0 .0 os.n 2an 13.19 T.47
100 .59 43.82 48.12 3% .93 13.34 8.52
10 42.88 69.50 2.0 T8.87 .80 13.49 V.32
120 6,11 ™. 5.3 8.4 a.e 13,60 10.3
130 9. BO.88 60,45 s 21,64 13.m 11.08
140 52.43 85.%4 .5 98.48 21.67 13.7% 1.9
150 5.9 .3 o808 105.01 n.a7 13.86 12.78
160 5915 wn n.mn 11,5 3.08 13.93 15,64
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ATTACWENT &
COST OF SERVICE SuMmaANY
WATE COMPAR | SON
COMPANT: PEOPLES GAS STSTEW, INC,
DOCKET NO. 11150
BATE SCMEDALE: SMALL CEWERAL SERVICE (88%)
PEOFLES
PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Customer Charge
17.00 15,00
Energy Charge Energy Charge
Beginning Ending cents Begimning Iradirg cents
therss tharss per thers therms therms per therm
] 0 ] ] L] L]
0 A 3.8 0 L 33.738
GAS COST CINTSE/THERN THERN USAGE [NCREMENT
26,223 se
PRESENT PROPOSED
monthly monthly percent percent
thers bilt bill incresse increase Dol lar
usage wo fuel with fusl we tusl  with fuel Increase
0 17.00 17.00 (11.78) (11.76) .00
S0 2.9 &1.04 10.17 r.a7 2.0
100 40.85 &5.08 7 .9 19.30 2.1 7.88
150 2. »n.n2 o 1019 2%.30 14,39 12.83
200 “.n 113.1% 130.92 IT.46 5.7 \r.m7
50 76.64 13719 199.9%0 9.4 16.5% a.n
30 88,54 161.23 188,88 n.n 17.18 785
350 100,49 185.27 N7.84 12.44 17,99 512.%9
00 1M2.42 e 13,39 1.9 7.5
450 124,34 3. .1 18.20 42.48
500 136.27 onr.w .0 "L AT 82
550 148.20 m.a 3.5 18.41 52.3
800 160.12 305.44 3e2.77 n.v 18.7¢ 7.8
50 r2.o8 320.50 wm.n 38.18 12,89 o
T00 183,98 . 420.73 36.52 19.00 67,19
e wi.n T 3.2 19.10 n”.13
800 07.03 401.62 “w ir.o8 19.19 Tr.or
aso 219.76 425,88 50r.67 .52 %27 2.6
900 o, “y 89 536.4% 37.%3 WK 86,56
w0 P N 473,73 r.n 19.40 .%
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ATTACHMENT &
COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY
BATE COMPAR|SON
COMPANT; PEOPLES GAS SYSTEN, INC,
DOCKET NO. s
RATE SCmEDWAE: GINERAL SERVICE (C8)
PFEOPLES
PRESENT RATES FROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Customer Charge
17.00 15.00
Energy Charge Energy Charge
Beginning Ending cents Beginning inding cents
theres therms par therm therns therms pef thers
] L] 0 ] 0 0
° WA .85 (] NA MM
GAs Co81 lll‘lngﬂ THERN USAGE [NCREMENT
PRESENT PROPOLD
monthiy monthly monthly monthly  percent percent
therm bill will bitt Bill  ingresse increase bollar
usage w/o fusl with fuel wo fusl with fuel w/o fuel with fuel incresse
0 7.0 17.00 5.0 15.00 (1.7 n.re -2.00
° n.9 41,04 e .3 18.60) (4.28) “1.T%
100 B 45.08 AT 63,80 (3.6 (2.2 ~1.48
150 s2.me .12 §1.56 ar. % 2.3 (1.30 -1.22
200 “.n 113,19 T 1.9 (1.48) 10.85) 0.9
%0 76,64 137.1% . 136,49 10.91) (0.51) 0.7
300 88,56 181 88,12 1%0.79 10.50) w.2n 0.44
%0 W 188,27 100.31 5.0 (0. 18) (£.10) -0.18
400 1.8 209.31 12.% 0039 e.07 0.04 0.08
430 124,54 . 12480 368 e.xr 0.1% 0.5
500 138,27 n1.» 136.87 Bn1.. 0.4k 0.3 0.80
550 148.20 .42 149,06 m.n 0.5 o.n 0.86
[ 160.12 305,48 W% 306.98 o.m 0.37 .2
‘680 1m2.0% 329,50 173.43 330.08 0.80 0.62 1.8
o0 183,98 353,54 85,62 355.18 c.0® 0.48 1.6
ne . rr.se w70 I 0.97 0.5 1.%0
80 207.88 01,82 R 403.78 1.04 0.5 2.%
a0 2197 425.6% 22,18 am.or 1.10 0.57 .42
00 .8 iv.0v 437 82,37 1.% 0.60 .08
750 %3.6 AT 2%6.%3 &76.87 nn 0.2 1.9
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COMPANY: PEOPLES CAS SYSTEM, [NC.
OOCKET MO, s

PEOMLES
PRESENT RATES
Customer Charge
26.00
Erergy Charge
Beginning Irading
therss therss
0
L] wA
PRESENT
monthiy monthly
thers bilt Bill
usage wio fusl with fusl
] 26.00 26.00
100 4,15 838
200 2.5 110.73
3 Lhb 153.13
00 9862 195.51
500 116.77 nr.e.e
600 136,92 280,
700 153,08 .64
800 m. 3s5.02
900 189,39 &07.3%
1000 207,54 “s, 77
1100 25.69 .1
1200 243,05 534,52
1300 262.00 576.90
%00 280.16 619,28
1500 ve. ) 681,68
1600 316,46 704,03
1700 .62 Teh .41
1800 2. Tee,

COST OF SERVICE SUspeaRY

TE SCWEDULE:

RATE COMPAR]SON

PROPOSST
monthly percent
bill increase
with fuel we fusl
25.00 (31.8%)
.08 6.13
nrar 10.29
163,25 12.57
09.33 %.02
85482 5.0
301.50 15.7%
7,58 16,29
393,08 16.73
43973 17.08
85,8 \7.37
$3.n 17,82
$78.00 17.83
624,08 18.00
670.16 18,16
T6.25 18.30
T62.33 18.42
808,41 18.53
BSL.4F 18,63
$00.58 8.7

ATTACWMENT &

PROPOSED RATES

Customer Charge
.00

Energy Charge

Beglrning
therns

percent
incresse
with fuel

(3.89)
1.9
™
.81
r.or
T.37
T.58

wuhNzzge2aY

--_-...ﬁ.'f'l"

2

GENCRAL SERVICE LARGE VOLUME 1 (GRLV-T)

cents

therss per thers

0
LI

-]
21.860
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ATTACHNENT &
COST OF SERVICE SUMRARY
RATE COMPAR|SON
COMPANY : PEOPLES GAS STSTEW, INC.
DOCKET WO, nse-w
RATE SCREDULE: GENERAL SERVICE LARGE VOLUME 2 (GSLV-2)
PLOPLES
PRESENT RATES PROPOSED BATES
Customer Charge Cuttomer Charge
.00 £5.00
Erergy Charge Energy Charge
Begiming Erdding cents Beginning Inding centy
therss therms  per thers therms thermm par thers
0 0 ] ° L] L]
o LI 13.108 ] L) 16,153
CAS COST CENTS/THERM THERN USAGE | NCREMINT
2.0 500
PRESENT PROPOSED
monthiy monthly monthiy monthly  percent percent
therm bill bilt will Bill  incresse incresse Dollar
unage w/o ful with fusl we fuel with fusl w/o fuel with fuel Increase
0 5.0 73.00 45,00 435,00  (40.00) (40,00) +30.00
$00 140.53 261,45 125.78 246,09 (10.50) (5.64) “3.73
1000 206.06 LB, 29 206,53 8.8 0.2 0.1 .49
1500 e 634,96 287.33 650,67 5.7 2.48 15,74
2000 nr.n2 21.% 368,10 832.% 0.9 .m 30.98
2500 402.65 1,008.23 B B8 1,084,485 11.68 .58 .23
3000 el 8 1,196,807 329,48 1,25,3 13,13 .04 81,47
3500 sn.n 1,381.52 610,43 1458, 1%.37 5.55 ».n
<000 599.24 1,548, 16 691,20 1,680,12 15.3% 5.86 §1.9
4500 &84 TT 1,540 . 1.082.00 18.13 6.1 wr.n
$000 m™0.% 1,961.48 s 2,083,9%0 16,77 (38 }] 122,45
5500 ™. 2,128,170 ¥33.53 2,185.79 17.30 6.47 137.70
6000 841,36 2,3%. 7% 1,00.30 2,467,068 17.78 6.81 152.9¢
6500 926.89 2,901.39  1,095.08 2,000.57 18,13 6.7 168.19
7000 a2 2.488.03 1,105.89 2,871 .48 18.48 6.8 183,43
300 1.087.9% 207088 1,2%.6 3,073.3% 1.7 &N 198,47
8000 1,123.48 3,081,32 1,337.40 3T 19,04 (% M0
8300 1,19.01 AT a0 3.477.13 9.7 7.08 29.17
Y000 1,854, 34881 1,490.9% 3. e79.02 1948 r.12 6440
00 1,330.07 L. LSh.D 3,880.9 19,67 1.7 259 .66
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ATTACWRENT &
COST OF SERVICE SsARY
RATE COMPAR|SON
COMPANY: PEOPLES CAS SYETEM, INC.
DOCKET NO. Nse-au
RATE SCREDULE: WEOLESALE
PLOPLES
PRESINT RATES FROPOSED RATES
Custoser Charge Cuntomer Charge
0.00 0.00
Erergy Charge Energy Charge
Segiming tnding conts Geginning trading cents
therms therms  per thers therms therms per thers
] e 0 0 L] Q
] WA .nr [} WA 16.088
CAS COST CENTS/TRERM TRERN USACE [wCREMENT
wn.an 00
PRESENT PROPOSED
monthiy sonthiy monthly mnthiy percent e cent
therm pitl bill ity piil  incresse increate bolier
g wie tusl with fusl win fusl with fusl w/o fusl with fuel Incresse
L] 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.0 (1] L] 0.0
] 9.9 Mou e.01 » 1N 12.1% .15
0 19.8 .28 3.11 Te. 58 A1, 12.1% L
00 2.7 we.a2 2.0 114,87 AN 12.1% 12.49
o0 w87 134.56 6.6 153,16 a8 1.1 16.60
400 45.59 1. 0.3 W1.45 AN 4 12.1% 0.75
0 .50 A8 8.0 we. 7 M 'Y 12.1% n..
™ .42 3898 L] 08,02 1.8 12.1% 9.04
800 ™. . 112.53 3043 184 12.1% 33.1%
900 "5 30T.28 N b ] 1.8 12.1% 7.
1000 w.ar 361,40 160,04 3nl.w 1.8 12.1% L
1100 109.09 . 154.73 421.18 4184 12.1% 5.4
1200 199,00 09 .48 .87y Asv.aT 4.4 12,15 T
1300 2.9 “y.n 182,04 T 1.8 12.1% $3.9
“oo 138,84 ATT.94 196,52 534.0% 1.8 12.15 $8.09
1500 h.7e 912,10 ne.w LIS Y 418 12.15 2.0
1600 158,47 . 223 .04 LA AN 12.1% &, 38
1700 168,59 80,38 m. 50.9 1. 12,1 re.s3
1800 m.n 64,52 B3 v 20 41,8 12.1% .68
1900 188,42 0. 44 wr.n Tir.ae 1.8 12,15 n.o
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ATTADWENT &
COST OF SEAVICE SewARY
RATE COMPARISON
COMPANY ; PEOPLES CAS SYSTEW, INC.
DOCKET MO, nse-au
RATE SCWEDULE: SRALL INTERRUPTIBLE (31%)
PEOPLES
PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Cuttomer Charge
150.00 150.00
Erergy Charge Energy Charge
Beginning Ending cents Begirning trding conts
tharms therss pear thers the res therms per therm
o L] ° [ L] -]
L] LT 4483 [ ] WA T.284
GAS CORT CENTS/THERW THERM USAGE |NCRENENT
- 3
rRESENT PROPOLID
monthly monthly monthly sonthly  percent percant
thern Bill will Bl Bill  Incresss Ircresse bollar
v e w/o fuel with fuwl e fusl with fuel wio fusl with fuel Ircrease
L 150.00 150,00 150.00 130,00 0.00 0.00 0.00
10000 $98.30 3,018,060 876,40 3.508.T0 .97 9.2 00.10
20000 1,062.80 S0 e 44T L0 5.7 v.52 360,20
30000 1,488.90 8,755,800 2,309.20 9.598.10 S6.44 ¥.60 540,30
0000 1,935.20 1,620.40 3,095.80 12,744.80 57.9%0 . 120,40
50000 2,381.%0 16,493.00 3,782.00 15,093.%0 38.81 V.6b 140050
80000 2,82T.80  17,361.60  4,508.40  19,042.20 5943 9.8 1680.60
OO0 3,270 230,20 L5480 22,190.%0 0.9 V. 1960, 70
BH00 3,T20.40 D3.008.80 5. %120 5.39.80 60.23 9.70 2240.80
$0000 088, T5,967.40  4,087.60 2848830 60.%0 " 2920.9%0
100000 4,615,00 28,834,00 7,434.00  31,037.00 .7 " 2801.00
110000 5,050.30 3170480 B,00.40 M, TES.TO 0.9 "»n 3081.10
120000 §,505.60 3A.5TI.20 0. Mes.B0  37,934.40 81.0% .1 3e1.20
130000 §,951.90 3744080 959320 4r.000.10 e1.10 9.73 3441.30
140000 6,590.20  40.310,40 10.31W.80 & 20180 61.29 .73 %21 .40
150000 6,060.50 43,179.00 11,066.00 4T, 380.50 61.3% .n 4201.%0
160000 7.290.80 48,047, N, 17240 50,529.20 61.47 9.7 481,80
170000 7,737.90 48,916.20 12.498.80 53, 477.90 61.54 .73 AT81.70
180000 8,183,460 $1,784.80 13.20%.20 $6,828,.60 81,8 L 5041.80
190000 8,629.70  54.453.40 1395180 59.975.30 61,67 9.7 321.90
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ATTACWENT &
COST OF SERVICE SUMMART
BATE COMWPAR|SON
COMPANY: PEOPLES GAS SYETEM, [NC,
DOCKET WO, fnse-w
RATE SCMEDULE: INTERRUPT IBLE SERVICE (1%)
PEOPLES
PRESENT BATES PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Cuttomer Charge
225.00 2.0
fnergy Charge Energy Charge
Sepinning tnding cents Begimning Ending cents
therms therms per thers Therem therms per therm
0 n o 0 ° 0
] N/A 3.eT2 0 LI 1.612
GAS COST CENTE/THMIEW THERM USACE |NCREMEST
%2
PROPOSED
monthly monthly monthly monthly  percent percent
thers bitl bl bill Bill  incresse increase Dol lar
usage /e fuel with fuel wio fuel with fusl w/o fuel with fuel Increase
0 225.00 225.00 25.00 5.: 0.0 0.00 0.00
$0000 2,081.00 14,172.50 2,081.00 % 172,50 0.00 0.00 .00
100000 3.097.00 18,120.00 3,887.00 28, 120.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
150000 $,733.00 42,047.50 5.7T33.00  &2,087.50 0.0 0.00 0.00
200000 7.569.00  56,015.00 7.549.00  56,015.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
250000 9,405.00 45 ,962.50 9,40%.00 &9, 962.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
300000  11,241.00  83,910.00 11,241.00  £3,910.00 0.00 8.00 0,00
350000 13,077.00  97,887.50 LOT7. 97,857.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
400002 1%,913,00  111,805.00 14,913.00 111,805.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
450000 16, 769.00 129,7352.50 4,740, 125,752.90 0.00 0.00 0.00
S00000  18,585.00 139,700.00 48,585.00 139,700.00 0.00 0.00 g.00
550000  20,421,00 153,647.50 20,421.00 133,647.%0 0.00 0.00 2.0
600000  22,257.00 147,393.00 22,257.00 147,595.00 0.00 0.00 8.00
650000  24,093.00 181,542.50 24,093.00 181,542.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
700000  25,929.00 193,490, 25,929.00  195,490.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
750000 765, 209,437.50 2T, 7e5.00 209,437.50 0.0 0.00 0.00
800000  29,401.00 273.385.00 29,601.00 223,385.00 0.00 0.00 ©.00
850000  31,437.06 237,332.50 31,437.00 237.332.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
900000  33,273.00 251,280.00 33,273.00 291,280.00 0.00 ©.00 e.00
950000  35,109.00 265,227.50 35,109.00 245,227.50 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Erding cents
tharss per therm
A .o%0

.00
therms
INCREMENT
percent

beginning

PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge
Erargy Charge
percent
Incresis

w/o tuel

INTERRUPTIBLE LARCE VOLUME (15LV)

THERW USACT
500000
PROPOLED
monthiy

COST OF SERVICE RPWARY
RATE COMPARISON

1.

2.2
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RATE SCREDULE :
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WA
CAS COST CINTS/TRERN

FEOPLES
PRESENT RATES
225.00
Ending
therms
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PRESENT
monthly

Energy Charge
monthly

Customer Charge
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COMPANT; PEOPLES GAS SYSTEW, INC.
DOCKET WO. PI%0-Q

COST OF SERVICE SUMSURY
RATE COMPAR]SON

ATTACHSINT &

RATE SCWEDURLE: SPECIAL CONTRACT LARGE vOLLME
PEOPLES
PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Custamer Charge
25.00 3.0
Energy Charge Energy Charge
Begimning trading cents feginning Ending cents
therss therms  per therm therss therss per therm
° ° L] L] L] 0
° L 1.09%0 ] N/A 1.000
GAS COST CEN'S/THERN THERN UTAGL INCROWENT
2.0 500000
PRESENT PROPOLED
monthly manthly monthly sonthly  percent percent
thers Bill bitt Bill Bill  incresse incresse Detlar
Urage wio fusl with fusl we fusl with fuel wio fuel with fuel Incresse
L] .0 7.0 75.00 22%.00 0.00 0.0 0.00
$00000 §,675.00 12679000 5. 225.00 126,340.00 (r.93) (0.3%) -4%0.00
1000000  11,125.00  293,3%5.00 252,455.00 809 (0.38) 900,00
1500000  16,573.00 379,.920.00 378,570.00 (8.16) (0.36) -13%0.00
2000000 22, 306,485 20,225.00  504,085.00 (8.7 €0.36) -1800.00
7500000  27,479.00 433,050.00 29,225.00 430,800.00 . (0,34) -22%0.00
3000000 32,925.00 TIN,615.00 30,225.00 US4, 915.00 (8.20) 0.38) -2700.00
3500000 73 B884,180.00 39,229.00 883,030.00 w.2n ©0.36) -3150.00
4000000  43,829.00 1,012,745.00 40,225.00 1,009, 145.00 8.21) (0.36) -3eD0.00
4300000  49,273.00 1,139,310.00 43,229.00 1,135,260.00 8.2 (0.34) -4050.00
S000000  54,725.00 1,265,875, $0,225.00 1,261,373.00 (8.22) (0,34) +4500.00
SS00000 40, 175.00 1,392,440.00 00 1,387,400.00 .25 (0.38) -4950.00
6000000  45,625.00 1,519,009.00 40,229.00 1,513,60.00 823 (0.36) -5400,00
4500000  T1,075.00 1,645,570.00 63,225.00 1,639,720.00 (8.23) (0.38) -58%0.00
700000 525,00 1,772,108, 70,229.00 1,765 ,833.00 (8.2%) (0.34) -6300.00
TS00000  81,973.00 1,098, 700.00 T3.225.00 1,091,950.00 (8.13) (0.36) -6730.00
BO00000  87,425.00 2,025,265.00 80,223.00 2,018,083,00 (8.24) (0,34) -7700.00
8500000  92,875.00 2,151,830.00 85,225.00 2,%44,180.00 a.x) (0.38) -7650.00
9000000  98,325.00 2,278,395.00 90,229.00 2,270,2%5.00 e.24) (0.36) -8100.00
9500000 103, 778.00 2,404,960.00 95,225.00 2,396,410.00 8.2 (0.34) -8350.00
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ATTACWMENT &
COST OF SERVICE SbeRy
RATE COMPAR|SON
COMPANY: PLOPLES GAS SYSTEM, INC.
DOCKET MO, 11150
BATE SONEDULE: RESIDENTIAL
PALN BEACK DIVISION
PRESENT RATES PROPOSLD BATES
Customer Charge Customer Charge
§.00 T.00
Energy Charge Erergy Charge
Seginning Eraing cents Begirning inding cents
theres therss per thers therms therms per therm
° ° L ] ° 0
o /A n.n L] N/A .07
GAS COST CENTS/TREPN THEEM USACE [NCREMENT
w2 10
PRESENT PROPOLED
monthly monthly monthly monthly percent percent
thers pill Bitt bitlt pill  incresse increase Pollar
usage we fuel with fusi /o fuel with fusl w/e fuel with fuel Increase
0 5.00 s.00 7.00 T.00 40.00 &0.00 2.00
10 7.7 9.8 1nn 13.593 .80 41.08 L%
0 .53 %19 n.n2 20.07 62,85 41,40 5.88
» 11.52 18.79 19.54 26.860 7.8 41,58 1.8
&0 1n.rn I8 23.45 n.w n.ae &1.70 .7
50 15.87 .. .56 39,67 73.65 au.n 1.60
80 18,04 32.50 n.er 6.20 LB 4.8 15.63
n 0.2 .z 5.7 2.7 T6.98 .87 15.56
] n.w o w.e »w.ar ™18 .90 17.50
L .57 .37 6.0 5.0 .13 41.93 19,44
100 . $0.9¢ .12 .3 V. 4195 n.38
10 n.n 5.9 $2.23 re.87 80,63 41,96 nn
120 e 0.8 56.. 8.4 n.an 41,98 3.5
130 3.6 .7 6043 e 81.73 4199 .19
140 35,44 9.3% .56 98,48 82,20 42.00 ».13
150 7.8 .5 a8.68 1050 B8l.60 42.00 n.or
180 w.7e 78,54 n. 111,54 82.9% 42.02 33,00
e 1.9 0.1 Te.90 118,08 as.28 42.03 pI
180 L ] 87.73 8.0 124 .61 B35 42.03 34.88
w0 &3 92.33 05,12 131.1% [ L1 2.0 n.n
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ATTACHMENT &
cost OF SERVICE SUMMARY
RATE COMPAR|SON
COMPANT: PEOPLES CAS SYSTEM, INC.
DOCKET w0, IS0
RATE SCMEDULE: COMMERCIAL
PALM BLACH DIVISION
PRESENT RATES PROPOSED RATES
Customer Charge Customer Charge
10.00 17.00
Inergy Charge Erargy Charge
Beginning Ending cents Beginning trding
therm therss  per therm Therms
o 0 0 0 0
(] N/A 2.y L] A
GAS COST CENTS/THERN TMER® USACE [NCREWENT
w2 50
PRESENT FROPOLLD
monthi monthl monthiy monthiy percent percent
thern Bill bitl pill Bill  increase increase Dollar
wage we fuel with fuel ufo fusl with fuel wio fuel with fusl Incresse
0 10,00 10.00 17.00 17.00 0,00 7.0 7.00
50 0.9 12.80 W 41.%0 «1.10 an.n 8.50
100 31,37 95.5¢ 41,37 5.60 .. 18.00 10.00
150 42.04 n.w 3.5 ”.%0 .3 1%.68 1n.5n
200 2.7 101,19 ©a.n 114,19 %64 12.84 13.01
a0 63, 123,98 7.5 138,40 .. 1m.m 14.51
300 TeM 148.72 90.12 %™ 21,81 10.9 16.01
350 8,80 1w, wLn 187.09 20.8% 10,33 7.5
400 V5.48 192.37 114.%0 m.w 1w .09 19.02
50 106.17 5.7 126,68 3369 19.33 .54 20.52
500 1%6.85 nr.er 138,87 9.9 8.8 .5 n.0
50 127.54 26076 151.08 284,28 18,468 .02 n.5n
600 138.22 283.%6 183, 308.58 18.10 [N i .02
430 148.91 306, 175.43 332.88 1.8 B84 26.53
00 159.99 329,13 187.82 357.18 17.5%6 52 28.03
0 170.28 ML 199.81 38148 7. 8.3 29.53
8OO 180.%¢ 3T Té nm.» 408, 17.15 s.28 31,08
%0 191.65 397,54 2. 430.07 18.98 8.18 12.%3
w00 w3 420, 38,37 54,37 16.82 e.10 3404
e 3.0 4313 248,55 ATB.&7 16.68 s.02 35.%4

therms par thers

e
24,374
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COMPANY: PEOPLES GAS SYSTEN, INC,

DOCKET NO.

iiifiEeasaanunesnus. i1

1115000
PALR BEACK DIVISION
PRLSENT RATES
Customer Charge
Erergy Charge
Seginning Eraing
Theres therms
0 ]
o oA
PRESENT
monthly monthly
bill bill
wio fuel with fuel
0.00 20.00
40.7% o457
61.50 109,95
82.2% 154,92
103.00 199.89
13.7% 244
144,50 209,84
165.2% 5.0
186,00 wm.n
T L24.78
7.5 o5,
248,75 S0
209.00 959,68
9.75 804,65
310.50 .82
331.2% Ll
352.00 ne.s?
mn.n T8
3. Qe

L. ] BT

COST OF SERVICE SUMmARY
RATE COMPARTSOM

RATE SCWEDAE:

cents

ATTACRUENT &

COMMERCIAL LARGE VOLLMWE 1

PROPOSID RATES
Customer Charge
.00
Erergy Charge
Begiming Erding cents
“herms therms pef therm
0 ] L]
] L) 21.880

THERM USACE [NCREWENT
100

PROPOSLD
monthly percent
pill  increase
with fuel w/o fuml
5.00 *.0
71.08 1%.™
"r.ar "7
163.2% 10.13
200.53 .17
3.2 .93
301.%0 a.07
34758 .7
39).64 7.40
.7 1.2%
.0 7.08
5N 6.93
sre. 6.8
624.08 6.7
470,16 6.0
6.8 6.54
762,33 .47
80841 .40
B54.49 .35
900,58 [

percent
incresse Collar
with fuel Incresse
5.0 5.00
v.&0 &1
8.57 rnn
5.08 .13
n LR
L3S 1] 10,55
.02 .68
1.8 nw.mr
365 13.88
1.9 w.»w
3.43 14.%0
3.3 .
.7 1.2
nn 19.43
3.1 20.%4
. .65
3.08 .78
3.04 3.87
n .98
2.58 .00
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