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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE CO~~ISSION 

In re : Petiti o n of Tampa Electric 
Compa ny to Modify the Efficienc y 
Ratings Used in its Heat ing and 
Coo l i ng s Program. 

DOCKET NO. 881575-EG 

ORDER NO. 20750 

ISSUED: 2-16-89 

The t o llowinq Comm i ssi.one rs 
disposition o f this matter: 

THOMAS M. BEARD 
BETTY EASLEY 

GERALD L. GUNTER 
JOHN T. HERNDON 

participated 

~JOTICE OF PROPOSED AGENCY ACTION 

ORDER MODIFYING THE EFF ICIENCY RATINGS USED BY 
T~1PA ELECTRIC COMPANY IN ITS HEATING 

AND COOLING PROGR:\N 

B"l THE COMM ISS ION: 

in the 

~OTICE is he reby given by the Fl orida Public Service 
Comm1ssion that the acti o n discussed here i n 1s pre liminary in 
nature and will become f inal unless a person who se 1nterests 
are adversely affected f iles a petit i on for a f o rma 1 
proceeding , pursuant to Rule 25-22.029 . Flori da Administrative 
Code. 

With this Conunissio n's approval in 1980 Tampa E l ectric 
Company (TECO ) initiated a Heating and Coo ling Program, 
pursuant to the Federal Energy Efficienc y and Conservatio n Act 
(FEECA), Sec t ions 366 . 80- .85 and •103.5l 'J. florida Statutes. 
This program was designed to reduce the rate of growth in peak 
demand and en2rgy in its serv1ce area by i ncreasing the 
saturation of high-eff1ciency heat pumps and/or central air 
conditioners (~ithout o il o r re s istance hea t) in existing 
residences. The prog r am targeted primari ly si nqle- fami ly 
homeowners who wo uld r ep l ace existing cent ral air/st rip hea t o r 
heat pump s ystems with high-efficiency unit s . 

In January 1987. the Commission approved an increase in 
qualifying equipment efficiencies , with a corresponding 
reduction i n the amo unt o f rebates paid to those partic ipati ng 
custome rs who installed high-efficiency equipment. These 
rev1s1ons were necessary due to improvements in equipment 
efficiencies available in the marketp lace. In September 1988, 

thi s Conunission granted TECO's request to disco ntinue the 
customer r ebate whi l e modifying dealer incentives to sa l esmen 
by offering different bonuses for the sale of regular and supe r 
high efficiency un i t s. In addition , the Commissi o n approved ;o 

modification of equipment efficiency measurements applied by 
TECO in administering the program. 

In the past, TECO used the semiannual director1es of the 
Air Co ndition ing and Ref ri gera tion Institute (ARI) in 
determi ning the e fficiency ratings of heat pumps and air 
condition ing units that qualified for incen tive payments. In 
particular , TECO has used t he Coeff ic ien t of Performance (COP) 
ratings a nd t he Seasona l Energ y Efficiency Ratio ( SEER) 
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ratings. The COP measures t he heat pump's heating cycle 
eff i ciency , a ratio of BTU heat o utpu t to the wattage input, 
The SEER measures the seasonal coo l ing effic iency o f the 
respective uni t s. The ARI has a nnou nced that it will no lo nge r 
use the COP ratings but, i nstead, will s ubsti tute the Hea tina 
Seas onal Perfo r mance f acto r (HSPf) in place of the COP 
ratings. The HSPF, like t he COP. is a ca l cu latio n o f t he 
unit•s hea t ing cycle ert 1c1ency (BTU heat ou tput divided by 
·.Jat tage input): however , unl ike t he COP. the HSPF is measured 
over a va r y1ng ranqe of tempe r atu r es . TECO states t hat it has 
been unable to find any cor relation between the COP a nd HSPf 
rat 1 ng s . However, TECO indicates it has f ound t ha t the 
relat1 o nsh1p bel\~een the COP a nd SEER ratings is relatively 
close . Therefo r e. TECO r equests the modif ication of its 
heating and c oc. ling program by u s ing o nly t he SEER r ating s t o 
determine the efficiency of its hea t pumps and air cond it i o ning 
~nits. 

We na ve reviewed TECO ' s request and fi nd it t o be 
reaso~J~le and in the public In terest t o gran t t he same . 

The refo r e . it is 

ORDERED by the Flor i da Public Service Commissio n that the 
Petition o f Tampa Electric Company foi r Modif ica tion of its 
Heat ing and Cooling Prog ram as described i n the body of this 
Order 1s approved . 

ORDERED that t h is Order s hal l 
petition for a f o rma l proceedinq i s 
the business d ay. March 9, 1989. 

become final unless a 
received by t he close of 

By ORDE~ of the Flo rida 
FEBRUARY 

Public Commission, 
this 16th day of 

( S E A L ) 

to1RC 

NOTI CE Of f URTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The f l o rida Pub l i c Service Commission is required by 
Sectio n 120.59( 4). Florida Statutes, to notify parties of anr 
administ rat ive hearing o r j udicia l revie•,o~ o .: Commission orders 

I 

I 

that is available under Sections 120.57 o r 120.68. F lorida I 
Statutes. as well as t he procedures a nd time limits that 
apply. This notice s ho u ld not be construed to mea n all 
requests fo r an admin i strative hearing o r judicial r eview will 
be gra nted or result in the relief sought . 

The act ion pro posed he rein is preliminary in nature and 
will not become effecti ve or final, e xcep t as provided by Rule 
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25- 22.029. Flor i da Admi nistrative Code . Any person whose 
substantial interests are affected by the action proposed by 
t h is order may file a petition fo r a formal proceeding, as 
provided by Rule 25 - 22 . 029(4), Florida Administrative Code. in 
the f orm provided by Rule 25-22 . 03 6 (7)(3) and (i), F l orida 
Admin i strative Code. This petiti o n mu s t be recei ved by the 
Dire~to r . Divis ion of Records a nd Reporting a t his office at 
101 East. Gaines Street, Tallahassee. florida 32H9 -0870, by t he 
clo se :>c busi ness o n March 9. 198 9 . I n the absence of s ucn a 
oet1t1o n . this o rder shall become effective Ma r c h 10 , 1989. as 
~ rovtded by Rule 2 5- 2 2 .029 ( 6 ) . flortda Admini st rative Code. anJ 
as reflec t e d i n a s ubs equent order. 

Any o b j ection o r protest fil e d i n this docket before t he 
issua nce date of this o r de r is considered abandoned unless it 
s atisfies the fo r egoing c o nd itions and is renewed wi th in the 
spe c ified pro tes t peri o d. 

If thi s o r der become s iinal a nd effective o n ~larch 10 , 
! 989 . any pa rty adversely affected may request judicial re'l iet~ 
oy ~ he f l o r ida 5upreme Co urt in the case of an electric, gas o r 
te lep hone u tility o r by the First District Court of Appeal in 
t he ca~e o f a wat er o r se•.·1er u t ility by filing a no tic e o f 
ap pea l '"'lth the Directo r. D1vision of Rec o rds anc• Reporting and 
f i l ing a c o py of the notice of appea l and the filing fee ,.., ith 
the appropriate court. This fili ng must be c omp leted wi th in 
::hirty (30) days of the effective date oi thi s o rder. pursuant 
to Rule 9.110 . Florida Rules o i Appellate Procedu r e. The 
no tice of appeal must be in the fo rm s pec iited in Rule 
9 . 900 (a), F l orida Ru les of Appella te Procedure. 
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