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H.F . Mann, Esquire, a nd Jack Shreve, Esquire , Office of 
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Bill Wyrough, Esquire, Florida Public Service Commission, 
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PREHEARING ORDER 

I. CASE BACKGROUND 

West Florida Natural ~as Company (WFNG, West Florida or the 
Comp a ny) had its last rate ~ncreas in 1988 (Docket No. 871255-GU). 
In that case , the Company initially requested an increase of 
$1 ,109 , 227. During the case the Company filed revised direct 
testimony and sch edules addressing three issues: refinancing of 
outstanding d e bt ; r econcili ation of capi tal s tructure o n a pro rata 
basis; and the cost of environmental clean-up of a prior 
manufactured gas plant s i te located in the Company's Ocala 
Division. ihe r e v ised schedules were designed to generate an 
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<1dditional $705,407 for a total revenue increase requested of 
$1,814 ,634. We granted a permanent increase of $1,518,271 based on 
a cost of equity of 13.50\ and an overall rate of return of 11 . 06\ 
(Order No. 21054). 

The case now before us was filed October 15 , 1991 . West 
Florida requested a revenue increase of $1,930,801, based on a cost 
of equity of 12.80t (11.14\ overall rate of return). The Company 
also requested interim rate relief of $570,567. Its filing 
incorr ectly stated certain tax information that, when corrected , 
entitled the Company to an additional inter im increase. In Order 
No. 25522, dated December 23, 1991, we granted an i nterim increase 
of $853,689. In that order, we suspended rate schedules associated 
with the Company's proposed permanent increase . 

II. PROCEDURE FOR HANPLING CONFIQENTIAL INFOBMATION 

A. Any information provided pursuant to a discovery request 
for which proprietary confidential business information sta tus is 
requested shall be treated by the Commiss ion and the parties as 
confidential. The information shall be exempt from Section 
119.07 ( 1), Florida Statutes, pending a formal ruling on suc h 
request by the Commission , or upon the return of the information t o 
the person providing the information. If no determination of 
confidentiality has been made and the information has not been u sed 
in the proceedi ng, it shall be returned expeditiously to the perso n 
providing the information. If a determination of confidentiality 
has been made and the information was not entered into the r ecord 
of the proceeding, it shall be returned to the person providing the 
information within the time periods set forth in Section 
366.093(2), 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 pursua nt to Section 
366.093 , Florida Statutes, to protect proprietary confidential 
business information fro m disclosure outside the proce ding. 

In the event it becomes necessary to use confidentia l 
information during the hearing, the followi ng 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 t ime of the Prehearing Conference, or 
if not known at that time, no later than seven (7) 
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days prior to the beginni ng of the hearing. The 
not ice shall include a procedure to assure that the 
confidential nature of the information is preserved 
as required by s tatute. 

2) Failure of any party to comply with 1 ) above s hall 
b e grounds to deny the party tho opportunity to 
present evidence which is proprietary confidential 
business information. 

3) Whe n confidential information is used in the 
hearing , parties must have cop.tes 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 orde r granting confidentiality s hall 
be provided a copy in the same fashion as provided 
to the Commissione r s , subject to execution of a ny 
appropriate protective agreement with t he owner of 
the mater ial. 

4) Counsel and witnesses are cautioned to avoid 
ve rbalizing confidential information in such a way 
that would compromise the confidential information . 
The r efore, confidential information shou l d be 
presented by wr1tten 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 s hall be r eturned t o the 
proffering party. If a confidential exhibit has 
been admitted i nto eviderce, the copy provided to 
the Court Reporter shall be r etained in the 
Commission Clerk's confidential files. 

III. PREFILEP TESTIMONY AND EXffiBITS 

Testimony of a ll witnesse~ to be sponsored by the parties has 
been prefiled. All testimony which has been prefiled in this case 
will be inserted into the record as though rea d after the witness 
has taken the stand and affirmed the correctness of the t estimony 
and associated exhibits. All tes t imony remains subject to 
appropriate objections . Each witness will have the opportunity to 
orally S'~arize his or her testimony at the time h e o r she t akes 
the stand. Upon insertion of a wi tness • t estimony , exhibits 
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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 i dentified and entered into the record at 
the appropriate time during the hear i ng . 

Witnesses are r eminded that, on cress-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. 

IV. ORDER OF WITNESSES 

Witness Appearing For 

pirect 

J. E. Mcintyre WFNG 

Patti A. Smith WFNG 

Bruce Christmas WFNG 

Teresa K. Bean WFNG 

Mark Cicchetti WFNG 

Neel Lemon WFNG 

Issues I 

General need for rate relief, 
LP asset sale 

income tax, transactions with 
affiliates, sources and useL of 
funds, cost of service and r ate 
design, various NOI issues, LP 
asset sale 

inactive service 
e nvir onmental 
residential garage 
elevation program 

rate base, NOI 
benchmark variance 
cost of capital, 
deficiency 

lines , 
cleanup, 
appliance 

issues, 
analysis , 

revenue 

cost of equity ; reconciliation 
of capital structure; Staff ' s 
review or debt issue in last 
r ate case 

refinancing of debt, LP a sset 
sale 
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V. BASIC POSITIONS 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

The Company is not earning a fair rate of return and a n 
additional $1,426,914 in annual revenues should be 
awarded (this figure is based on cost of equity at t ime 
of filing case, and will be updated per agreement with 
Staff) . A new Large Commercial Service Class of customer 
should be created. 

FEA intends to call no witnesses and intends to raise no 
issues on its own, but reserves the right to take a 
pos ition on issues raised by the other parties int h e 
case and to participate in those issues through cross 
examination of witnesses and on brief. 

Tho Company in this rate case has overstated its rate 
base and return requ irements. Revenues appear to be 
understated and projected expenses are overstated . The 
Utility's capital structure does not reflect the proper 
balance of debt . 

For West Florida Natural Gas Company 1 s filing to be 
directly comparable to Staff 1 s position, the company 1 s 
request must be adjusted to remove Gross Receipts Taxes 
from both revenues and expenses in the Projected Test 
Year. That adjustment, fully explained in Issue 71, has 
a much greater impact on expenses than revenues . Zeroing 
out Gross Receipts Tax reduces the deficiency from 
$1,930,800 to $1,555,366 . This adjustment is shown in 
the following chart. 

Deficiency/Increase Calculations 

Company 
As 
Filed 

Adj for 
Gross Rec 
nx 

Company 
As 
Adiusted 

Total Rate Base 
Return on Equity 
Rate of Return 
Required NO! 

$18,066,280 
12.80\ 
11.14\ 

$2,012,584 

18,066 , 280 
12.80\ 
11.14 \ 

$2,012,584 

Projected Revenues 
Before Increase 

Proj Opng Exp 
Projected NO! 

$6 , 559 , 429 
5.743.647 
$815,782 

(without rate relief) 

($100,781) 
(333 .493) 
$232,762 

$6,458,648 
5 .410.1:?4 

$1,048,494 
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NOI Deficiency 
tiOI Multiplier 
Revenue Increase 

$1,196,802 
1. 6133 

$1,930,800 

($232,762) 
1. 6133 

($375 , 515) 

$964,090 
1. 6133 

$1, 555 ,3 66 

Of the remaining $1,555 , 366, the company' s filing s upports 
only $906,931. Much of the difference c omes from Staff 
adjustments to revenues to correct the Company ' s filing . Wes t 
Florida's future therm sales were projected using 199 1 therm 
sales per customer and projected test year revenues included 
no increase in therm sales due to growth. 1991 therm sales 
were significantly below the average of the past several 
years, and were in fact, the lowest usage levels i n ten years 
and are, therefore not representative . 

VI. ISSUES AND POSITIONS 

ISSUE 1: Should an adjus tment be made to the projected test year 
rate base to recognize the utility ' s acquisition 
adjustment in the Ocala Divis ion incorrectly removed from 
rate base by the company? 

~: Agree with Staff . (Bean) 

FEA : No position at this time. 

~ Any positive acquisition adjustment r e garding the Ocala 
and the Panama City Divisions should be excluded fro:n 
rate base. 

STAFF: Yes, the previously approved Ocala acquisition a d j u stment 
of $4 65 ,716 and accumulated amortization in the amount of 
$398,75 6 should be included in rate base. Amortization 
expense should also be increased $31 , 061. (ROMIG) 

ISSUE 2: What is the correct amount of the rate base addit ion to 
reflect extensions to the Okaloosa County line? 

~: Extensions to the Okaloosa county line are estimated to 
cost $400,000. It is anticipated that the line wi ll be 
completed by November 1992. The HFR ' s reflect a 13-month 
average increase to Plant- In-Service o f $378, 539 . An 
adjustment, however is necessary to reflec t the recording 
of the expenditur- s in Work In Progress until the project 
i s completed . This adjustment wi ll d ecrease Accumulated 
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Depr eciation by $4,426 and Depreciation Expense by 
$4 , 320. (SMITH) 

~: No position at this time. 

OPC: It appears that the company has overstated the rate base 
addition. Particu larl y i n light of the delay in starting 
construction , plant in service should be reduced. The 
precise amount will not be known until after cross 
examination at the hearing . 

STAFF : The correct amount is $378 ,539 , of which $246, 154 is 
Plant in Service and $132,385 is construction work in 
pr ogress. In addition, the correct amount of deprecia tion 
expense is $8,076 and the correct amount of accumulated 
depreciation is $2,650. (Revell) 

ISSUE 3 : What is the correct amount of the r ate base addition to 
reflect extensions to the Gulf Asphalt pla nt? 

WFNG : The cost of tho new gate station and main extension to 
Gulf Asphalt is estimated to be $380 , 000 . The Company 
expects the extension to be completed by September 1992. 
The revised completion date necessitates an adjustment to 
the Company ' s MFR ' s decreasing the 13-month average of 
Plant- In- serv ice by $5 , 000 . This adjustment, along with 
t he recording of expenditures in Construction Work In 
Process until completion will decrease Accumulated 
Depreciation by $6, 202 and decrease Depreciation Expense 
by $3 , 410 . (CHRISTMAS, SMITH) 

~: No position at this time . 

OPC : Zero . 

STAFF : The correct amount is $375,000 of which $292, 308 is plant 
in service, and $82,692 is construction work i n progress. 
In addition , t he correct amount of depreciation expense 
is $9 , 136 and the correct amount of accumulated 
depreciation is $3,699. (Revell) 

ISSUE 4 : Should projected test year Plant-In-Service , 
Depreciation , a nd Depreciation Expense be 
reflect an accounting error in inventory 
Account 376 , Mains? 

Accumulated 
reduced to 
booked in 
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WFNG: Agree with Staff . (Bean) 

FEA: No position at. this time. 

OPC: Yes. It appears that at a minimum, the following 
reductions should be effected: Account 376: $195,307; 
Accumulated Depreciation: $175,307; Depreciation Expense: 
$5,303 . 

STAFF: Yes, Account 376 should be reduced by $17 5 ,307, 
Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by $180,610, 
and Depreciation Expense should be reduced by $5 , 303. 
(BASS, MEEKS, MERTA) 

ISSUE 5 : Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciati on, and Depreciation Expense be adjusted to 
reflect the appropriate booking of a new Cannon copier 
and the retirement of a Sharp copier? 

WFNG: Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

~: No position at this time. 

OPC: Yes. The exact reductions to Plant in Service, 
Accumulated Depreciation, and Depreciation Expense will 
be determined after cross examination at hearing. 

STAFF: Yes, the projected test year Plant-In-Service should be 
decreased by $258; Accumulated Depreciation should be 
decreased by $337; the depreciation expense for the 
projected test year should be reduced by $36. (BASS , 
MEEKS) 

ISSUE 6 : Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation, Depreciation Expense be reduced to reflect 
the retirement of three vehicles and equipment relating 
to two retired vehicles? 

~: Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Yes . Reductions should be effected based on the 
retirement of the three vehicles and the equipment of at 
least two retir~d vehicles. The amounts are still to be 
determined. 
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STAFF: Yes. The projected test year Plant-In-Service and 
Accumulated Depreciation reserve should be reduced by 
$26,347 and $31,862, respectively. The Depreciation 
Expense should be reduced by $3,396. (BASS, MEEKS) 

ISSUE 7: Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation, and Depreciation Expense be reduced to 
reflect tools that West Florida Natural Gas has been 
unable to identify or locate, or are no longrr in use? 

WFNG : Agree with staff. (Bean) 

L&A : No position at this time. 

Yes. Exact amounts will be determined after eros::> 
examination at hearing. 

STAFF : Yes. The projected test year Plant-In-Service and 
Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by $60 ,4 78 a nd 
$68,188, respectively. The Depreciation Expense should 
be reduced by $3,084. (BASS, MEEKS) 

ISSUE a: Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation, and Depreciation Expense be reduced to 
reflect certain power operated equipment that West 
Florida Natural Gas has been unable to identify or 
locate? 

WFNG : Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

FEA: No position at this time. 

OPC: Yes. All items of equipment and reduction amounts will 
be determined after cross examination at hearing . 

STAFF: Yes . The projected tes t year Plant-In-Serv.lce and 
Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by $65,531 and 
$79 ,051 respectively. The Depreciation Expense should be 
reduced by $4,718. (BASS , MEEKS) 

ISSUE 9 : Should projecte d test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation, and Depreciation Expense be reduced to 
reflect certain power operated equipment that was sold to 
AmeriCas? 
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WFNG: Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

FEA : No position at this time. 

~ Yes . Exact amoun t of reductions will be determined after 
cross examination at hearing . 

STAFF : Yes . The projected test year Plant-In-Service and 
Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by $8,423 and 
$9,953, respectively. Th e Depreciation Expensa should be 
r educed by $612 . (BASS, MEEKS) 

I SSUE 10: Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation, and Depreciation Expense be reduced to 
reflect communication equipment no longer i n use by WFNG 
and the correct booking of the replacement equipment? 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Yes. Plant in Service and Accumulated Depreciation 
should be reduced by at least $18,4 29 . Depreciation 
Expense s hould be reduced by at least $2,628. 

Yes. The projected test year Plant-I n-Service and 
Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by $18 , 4 29 and 
$24,999, respectively. The Depreciation Expense should be 
reduced by $2 , 628. (BASS , MEEKS) 

ISSUE 11: Should adjustments be made to plant in service and 
expense and reserve to reflect corrections to test year 
data? 

l'lElliZ: 

FEA: 

OPC : 

Yes. An adjustment should be made decreasing Plant-In
Service by $386,3 56 , decreasing Accumulated Depreciation 
by $390,950 , and increasing Depreciation Expense by 
$19,353. (SMITH) 

No position at this time . 

Yes. Exact adjustments will depe nd on cross examination 
responses at hearing and any possible late filed 
exhibits. 
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STAFF : Yes. An adjustment to plant in the amount of ($381,356) 
is made to correct errors . Also, to allow for correction 
of construction projects covered in Issues 2 and J , the 
adjustments of ($380,000) for the Gulf Asphalt 
Construction and ($378,539) for the Okaloosa Extension 
are made to plant in service. The total adjustment to 
plant is ($1,139,895.) For the reserve, the adjustment 
to correct for errors is ($401,580). To remove the Gulf 
Asphalt project the adjustment is ($3,699) and to remove 
the Okaloosa project the adjustment is ($2,650). The 
total adjustment to reserve is ( $407,929) . Tne amount of 
expense in the test year will increase by $19,353 for 
corrections ; the adjustment remov1ng the Gulf Asphalt 
project is ($9,136), and removing the Okaloosa project is 
($8, 076) . The net increase for test year expense is 
$2,141. (Bass) 

ISSUE 12: Is West Florida Natural Gas in compliance with Rule 25-
7.0461, (4) (a) , F.A . c.? 

WFNG: 

~: 

.STAFF : 

Yes, with the exception of three trade-ins during the 
base year. The Company agrees to bring its records into 
compliance immediately . (SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

It appears that not all retirement units have been added 
to the company ' s books pursuant to the rule. A penalty 
of 100 basis points should be imposed because of the 
company ' s disregard o! Commission Rules . 

No. In some cases, it has been the company ' s practice of 
netting the purchase price with the salvage or trade- in 
value when booking new additions of plant. The 
appropriate procedure is to book the purc hase price plus 
labor and installation cost~ to the plant account and 
charge the salvage or trade-in value to the reserve . The 
company should be required to bring its procedures into 
compliance immediately, subject to audit by Commission 
Staff within 12 months. (BASS, MEEKS) 

ISSUE 13: Is West Florida Natural Cas in compliance with Rule 25-
7.0461,(4)(c), F.A . C.? 

v1FNG : Agree with Staff. (Smith) 
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STAFF : 

No position at this time. 

It appears that the company has not properly recorded the 
retirement of retirement units in 11 cases . A penalty 
of 100 basis points should be imposed because of the 
company's disrega rd of Commission rules . 

No . In some cases, the Company has not recorded the 
proper retirements as the rule requires . The company 
should be required to bring its procedures into 
compliance immediately, subject to audit by Commission 
Staff within 12 months . (BASS, MEEKS) 

I SSUE 14: What adjustment, if any, should be made related to the 
sale of the LP properties to AmeriGas? 

WFNG: 

STAFF : 

Agree with Staff with respect to Ocala gain . No further 
adjustment is necessary. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

Any gain on utility regulated property sold should be 
amortized above the line . final amounts will be 
determined for both Ocala and Panama City property after 
cross examination at hearing and review of any late filed 
exhibits . 

The Company recorded a gain on the sale of its properties 
to AmeriGas . Since these properties were allocated 
bet ween regulated and non-regulated operations it would 
be appropriate to allocate a portion of the gain to the 
regulated operations and amortize over five years 
beg i nning July 1 , 1992. Therefore, it would be 
appropriate to make the f?llowing adjust:nents for the 
Ocala Properties: 

Reduce Accumulated 
Depreciation 

Ocala 

$78 , 429 

13-month Average Deferred Credit 
Unamortized portion 70,587 

Reduce Expenses (1/ 5 of gain) 15,689 
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I SSUE 15: Should projected test year Plant-In-Service, Accumulated 
Depreciation and Depreciation Expense be reduced to 
remove t he Panama City propane air facility as contained 
in Accounts 319 and 320? 

WFNG: Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

~: No position at this time . 

QKo.. Yes. Plant in Service should be reduced oy at least 
$129,140; Accumulated Depreciation should be reduced by 
the appropriate corresponding amount; and Deprec iation 
expense should be reduced by a t least $4,808. 

STAFF : Projected test year Plant-In-Service should be 
$129, 140; Accumulated Depreciation should be 
$85 , 316 ; and Depreciation Expense should be 
$4,808 . (REVELL, BASS, MEEKS) 

reduced 
reduced 
reduced 

ISSUE 16: What is the appropriate projected test year Plant-In
Service? (This is a calculation based upon the decisio ns 
made on prior issues . ) 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

STAFF : 

$25,057 , 853. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

fallout. 

The appropriate Plant-In-Service is $25,062,853 for the 
projected test year . (REVELL) 

ISSUE 17: What is the appropriate projected test year Depreciation 
Reserve? (This is a calculation based upon the decisions 
made on prior issues.) 

WFNG: 

STAFF : 

$8,063 , 307. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

The appropriate Depreciation Reserve is $8 , 104,387 for 
the projected test year. (REVELL, BASS, MEEKS) 
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ISSUE 18: Should adjustments be made to include Customer Advances 
for Construction as a line item deduct ion f rom rate base 
and to remove it from working capital? 

WfNG : 

fEA: 

STAff : 

Any adjustments should produce no ne t change in rate 
base . If Customer Advances for Cons truc tion are deducted 
from Plant-In-Service, they must be added to Working 
Capital. Some customer advances we re r eceived during the 
historic base year plus one and were not included as a 
projection in the MfR' s, nor was the related capit al 
expe ndi ture projecte d i n our capital budget. (SMITH) 

No position at this t ime . 

Yes. All custome r advances s ho uld be included as a line 
item deduction from rate base , i ncluding those received 
but not listed in the company ' s MfR ' s. 

Yes, $999 s hould be removed from working c a pital and 
should be i ncluded as a line item deduction from rate 
base . Rate base s hould a l s o be reduced by $35,418 for 
customer advances receive d but not included in the MfRs, 
making the total llne item deduction of $36,417. (BRAND) 

ISSUE 19: Should working capital be i nc reased to add Cash? 

WfNG: 

OPC: 

STAff: 

Yes . Cash of $76 ,850 should be added to Projected Test 
Year working capital which was omitted in error. (SMITH) 

No positio n at this time . 

No position a t this t ime . 

No . (Revell) 

ISSUE 20: Should the excess amortization of inactive service lines 
be transferred t o offs et the unrecovered cos t s of 
environmental cleanup in the Ocala Division? 

WfNG: Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

fEA: No position at this time. 

No . This overrecovery should be refunded to the 
customers. 
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STAFF: Yes. Commission Order 21054 in Docket 871255-GU granted 
the Company $268 , 800 to be amortized to retire inactive 
service lines. Th e Company discovered that there were 
fewer inactive lines than a nticipated. As a result the 
Company o ver- recovered these costs in the amount of 
$121,796. This excess recovery cost should be transferred 
to offset the env ironmental costs in the Ocala Division. 
See Issue 26 . (REVELL) 

ISSUE 21: Should Account 143 , Merchandise , Jobbing & Other be 
reduced? 

WFNG : 

FEA: 

STAFF: 

Account 143 should be reduced by $1,538 only. Contract 
labor contains items that relate to both regulated and 
non regulated activities , and an allocation was made to 
remove the non regulated portion ($2 , 135) i n the MER ' s . 
The $42,337 is utility related and should not be removed . 
Figures given relate to the historic base year as in 
Staff ' s statement of the issue . (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Yes . The exact amount is to be determined after cro 3s 
examination at hearing. 

Yes, Account 143, Merchandise, Jobbing & Other, should be 
reduced to remove receivables of $1, 538 in gas 
r eservation fees ana $20 , 333 in contract labor from 
working capital, for a net reduction of $21,871. (MERTA) 

I SSUE 22: Should Accounts Receivable-Gas be reduced to remove non
utility related receivables from working capital? 

WFNG : 

,ELA: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff . (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Yes . All non - utility items should be removed from 
working capital . 

Yes . Accounts Receivable - Gas and Accumulated Provision 
for Uncollectibles s hould be reduced by $24, 812 and 
$1,283 respectively, for a net reduction of $23,529 . 
(ROMIG) 
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ISSUE 23: Should Notes Receivable be removed from working capital? 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Yes. 

Yes . Working capital should be reduced by $4,375 . 
(BRAND) 

ISSUE 24 : Should unamortized rate case expense be included in 
working capital? 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

OPC: 

STAFF : 

Yes . The unrecovered amount should be i ncluded in 
work i ng c apital. In addition, unamortized rate case 
expense should be increased by $78,230 in t h e Projected 
Test Yea r, as the amount shown on HFR Schedule G-1 , page 
7 does not include unamortized portion of the rate case 
expense from this rate caso . This adjustment will also 
take into consideration our revised rate case expense 
(see Issue 66) . (SMITH) 

No position at this time . 

No. 

No, working capital should be r educed by $4 , 308 
consiste nt with previous decision s of the Commission . 
(ROMIG) 

ISSUE 25: Should $65 , 000 recorded as a credit to Account 143, Other 
Accounts Receivable, for a land payment be reclassified 
to Account 253 , Other Deferred Credits? 

STAFF : 

Accept Staff ' s position. 

No position at this time. 

No. This s hould reDain as a reduction i n working 
capital. 

Yes . West Florida (Ocala Gas Company , Inc.) on 
January 30 , 1987, entere d into a contract for deed to 
sell a parcel of land located in Ocala . Title to the 
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property will not be transferred to the purc haser until 
the company completes the e nv i ronmental c l eanup of the 
Ocala manufa ctured gas plant site . Therefore, it would 
be appropriate to transfer this $65 ,000 to Account 253, 
Other Deferred credits, until further dispos i tion is 
ordered by this Commission. (MERTA ) 

ISSUE 26: What is the proper treatment of expenses associated wi th 
the cleanup of the Ocala manufactured gas plant site? 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

STAFF : 

The treatment approved by the Commission in the Company 's 
las t rate case and requested in this r ate case . 

Working capital should be reduced by $161,097, reflecting 
revised estimated expenditures a nd the transfer of exces~ 
amortization of inactive service lines . (SMITH) 

No position a t this time . 

The r e s hould be a 50/50 sharing of these expenses by the 
shareholders and the customers . 

The company should be allowed to recover its cos~s 

consistent with the Commission ' s decision in the 
company's last case (Docket No. 871255-GU). I n additi on, 
the company projected an additional clean-up expense of 
$517,000 which should be added to the unamortized amount 
and reduced by $121,796 for excess amortization of 
inactive service lines . The net e f fect is to reduce the 
Company ' s project e d a nnual amortization expense by 
$6 , 096 . 

Additionally , working capital should be reduced $169 , 386 
for the excess amortization of inactive service lines not 
transferred to the deferred environmental cost s in the 
base year + 1 and projected t est year and ef feet of 
changing the a nnual amortization amount . (ROMIG, MILLS ) 

ISSUE 27: What is the appropriate projected t est year Working 
Capital Allowance? (This is a calculation.) 

WFNG: 

_EEA : 

$1,122,367. (Bean) 

No position at this time . 

Fallout. 
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STAFF: The proper projected test year allowance for working 
capital is $935,356 . (BRAND) 

ISSUE 28: What is the appropr~ate projected test year rate base? 
(This is a calculation.) 

~: 

FEA: 

STAFF : 

$18,116 1 913 . (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

The appropriate projected test year rate base is 
$17 I 893 I 822 . (MERTA) 

COST OP CAPITAL ISSUES 

ISSUE 29: What is the appropriate provision for accumulated 
deferred income taxes to be included in the projected 
test year capital structure? 

WFNG: 

f:.liA : 

STAFF: 

Th e amount per books is $1 1 573 1 426, and after adjustments 
is $1 1 332 ,4 39 . Th is i ncl udes an adjustment i ncreasing 
deferred income t axes by $14,506 for the effect of plant 
adjustments . Accumulated deferred income taxes as filed 
in the MfRs s hould be reduced by $22 1 763 . (SMITH) 

No posit ion at this time. 

$1 1 573 ,426, subject to changes made in other issues . 

Accumulated deferred income taxes should be reduced by 
$37,53 5 for the effect of ?lant adjustments . (HICKS) 
(Subject to c hange based upon changes made in other 
issues). 

ISSUE 30: What is the appropriate amount of investment tax credits 
(ITCs) to be i ncluded in the projected test year capital 
structur e? 

~: The amount p e r books is $682 , 266 , and after adjustments 
is $577,770. This includes an adjustment increasing ITCs 
by $6 , 290 for the effect of plant adjustments. ITCs as 
filed i n the HIRs should be r educed by $9 , 870 . (SMITH} 
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STAFF : 

No position at this time. 

$682 , 226, subject to changes made in other issues. 

ITCs should be reduced by $16,276 for the effect of plant 
adjustments. (HICKS) (Subject to c hange based upon 
changes made in other issues). 

ISSUE 31 : What are the appropriate cost rates for long t erm and 
short term debt for the projected test year? 

lif.t:&: 

fiA : 

STAFF: 

The appropriate cost rate for long-term debt is 12.42t 
and short-term debt is 8.5t. (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

The cost rate for long term debt should be no greater 
than current Federal Reserve prime + 1. 

The appropriate cost rates ror long term and s hort term 
debt are 12.36t and 7.00t, respectively. (LESTER) 

ISSUE 32: Should the Commission remove an amount for non-utility 
investment specifically from common equity in reconciling 
rate base and capital structure? 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

No. $416,550 has already been removed from debt and 
equity, the same treatment afforded in our last rate 
case. (Cicchetti) 

No position at this time. 

Yes. All non-utility amounts should be removed from 
equity. 

Yes . The Commission should remove $416,550, the amount 
representing non-utility investment i n hot water heaters, 
specifically from common equity in reconciling rate bas e 
and capital structure. (LESTER) 

ISSUE 33 : What ia tho appropriate cost of common equity for the 
projected test year? 
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STAFF: 

The original filing employs 12 . 80 percent. The Company 
will update this in accordance with agreement with Staff. 
(Cicchetti) 

No position at this time. 

11% with a range of ± 100 Basis Points. 

The appropriate cost of common equity is 12 . 00\ with a 
range of p lus or minus 100 basis points. (LESTER) 

ISSUE 31: Is the Company ' s debt to equity rat io appropriate? 

Yes. (Cicchetti) 

PEA: No position at this time. 

QEQ: The Company's equity component of its capital structure 
is excessive and should be no greater than 35% of 
investor capital. In other words, common e quity + long 
and short term debt and equity. 

STAFF: No position at this time. 

ISSUE 35: 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.) 

WFNG: 11.03 \ , based upon 12 . 80% cost of equity. See Issue 33 . 
(Smith) 

~: No position at this time. 

Q£.Q_;_ Fallout. 

STAFF : The weighted average cost of capital for the projected 
test year is 10 . 6077\ . (LESTER) 

NET OPERATING INCOME ISSUES 

ISSUE 36: Should base year and projected test year revenues be 
reduced by $2,460 to correct a company error? 
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WFNG: 

f:U : 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. 

No position at this time. 

No position. 

Yes. Reduce reve nues $2,460. The company books sales 
tax revenues as Other Operating revenues. The company 
also made an adjustment increasing revenues for the sales 
tax discounts since a similar adjustment was made in the 
last case. (ROMIG) 

ISSUE 37: Should revenues be increased $8,427 for returned check 
fees improperly recorded below-the- line? 

WFNG : 

STAFf: 

Agree with Staff . 

No position at this t ime . 

No position . 

Yes. Base year revenues should be i ncreased $8, 4 27. 
(ROMIG) 

ISSUE 38: Should base year flex rate revenues be decreased $52,387 
in the projected tese year? 

~= 

f.EA : 

OPC: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff . (Smith ) 

No position at this time . 

No position. 

The company made a n adjustment in the base year reducing 
flex rate revenues $11,486 in determining N.O.I and 
$52,387 in dete rmining its cost of service which is based 
on the projected test year. The correct adjustment is 
$52,387. (MAKIN , ROMIG) 

ISSUE 39: Is the Company's adjustment removing conservation 
r evenues , expenses a nd related taxes appropriate? 

~= 

fiA : 

Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

~o position at this time. 
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No position. 

No. Tho company ' s adjustment of $231 , 924 removing 
Cons r vation Expense should be decreased by $4,596 to 
r fl ct actual Conservation Expense of $227,328. Taxes 
o h r Than Income should be increased by $75 to eliminate 

h company • s adjustment to this account since 
cona rvation Revenues are removed net of taxes. (MERTA) 

tOt Shoul d Taxes Other Than Income Taxes be adjuste d for the 
( ct of adjustments to Operating Revenues? 

1\CJ r' with Staff. 

No pooition at this time . 

Y )lout. 

Y. o , $932 increase in taxes Other Than Income Taxes 
s hould be made for the effect of Operating Revenues 
Jnc r a s e s . 

ll• Should an a dj ustment be made to the projected test year 
r v nuos for the effect of customer growth and changes i n 
c ons umption? 

1\gr o with Staff. ( Smith) 

No pooitlon a t this time. 

Ho pooit i on a t this time . 

Y. a . Revenues should be increased $393,422 in addition 
to lho company • s adjustment of $179,742. The related 
qroaa receipts taxes are include d in Issue 71. (l1AKIN) 

: Wh i a the appropriate amount of projected test ye ar 
~~~-~~ b s r a to operating revenue? (This is a calculation.) 

with Staff, (Smi th) 

~ 1 NO position at this time. 
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STAFF: 

ISSUE 4 3 : 

HflfQ: 

/1 
12 
#3 
#4 

FEA: 

OPC: 

STAFF : 

#1 
12 
13 
#4 

Yes. Revenues should be increased by at least $570,000 . 

The projected test year base rate operating revenue 
should be $6,805, 538 . (ROMIG ) 

What are the appropriate trending factors to be used in 
deriving projected test year operating expenses? 

BASE YEAR PROJECTED 
WFNG +1 TEST YEAR 
TREND RATES: 06/30 /92 06/30/93 

PAYROLL ONLY 5 . 00 \ 5 . 00\ 
CUST GRWTH X PAY 10.99\ 10.99% 
CUST GRWTH X INFL 9.51\ 9.14 \ 
INFLATION ONLY 3.60\ 3.25\ 

CUSTOMER GROWTH 5 . 70 \ 5.70\ 

(Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff. 

BASE YEAR PROJECTED 
STAFF +1 TEST YEAR 
TREND RATES: 06/30/92 06/30/93 

PAYROLL ONLY 4.50\ 5.00% 
CUST GRWTH X PAY 10.4 6\ 10.99% 
CUST GRWTH X INFL 8.87\ 9.40 \ 
INFLATION ONLY 3.00\ 3 . 50 \ 

CUSTOMER GROWTH 5 . 70\ 5 . 70 \ 

(MERTA, BRAND ) 
Staff's position changed from the position at the pre
prehearing, based upon the March 1992 DRI report . 
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ISSUE 44: Should the.projected test year O&M expense be adjusted 
for the effect of c hanging the trending factors? 

~: 

STAFF: 

Projected Test Year o & H expense should be decreased 
$30,876 to adjust for updated inflation rates, correct 
errors in the trending schedules and include out-of
period adjustments. (SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

Yes. Reduce O&M by at least $122,000. 

Yes, the projected test year O&M expense should be 
reduced $121 , 859 for the effect of changing the trending 
factors. (MERTA, BRAND) 

ISSUE 45: In the base year for purposes of trending, should Account 
921 be adjusted by $14,351 for expense adjustments the 
Company made but could not identify by account number? 

~: 

u.a: 
OPC: 

STAFF : 

The Company is aware of no adjustment that is warranted. 
(Smith) 

No position at this time. 

No position. 

No. The company identified the adjustments by account 
and the appropriate reductions have been made. 

ISSUE 46: Should the gain on the sale of common plant properties to 
Amerigas be amortized over five years? 

WFNG : 

OPC: 

STAFF: 

Ga i n of $78,429 related to the warehouse in Ocala should 
be amortized over five (5) year.s. (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

No. Amorti zation should be over three ye r s , for both 
ocala and Panama City properties. 

Amount determined in Issue No. 14 should be amortized 
over 5 years. 
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ISSUE 47: What is the appropriate amount of Bad Debt Expense for 
the projected test year? 

Rflffi. : 

~: 

STAFF : 

The appropriate amount of bad debt expense for the 
projected test year is $74,703, which is calculated by 
multiplying operating revenue of $14, 821 , 929 by 0.504\. 
This bad debt factor takes into consideration non-utility 
expense, and is calculated by taki ng an average of the 
last three years ' net write-offs as a percentage of 
sales . {SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

Bad debt expense should be no greater than 0.1\ of the 
company ' s revenues. 

Bad Debt Expense is $67,712 after making an adjustment to 
remove $1 , 820 in non-utility expense . (ROIHG, MAKIN) 

ISSUE 4 9 : The Company ~ade an adjustment increasing expenses 

STAFF : 

$20, 500 to hire a new salesman in Ocala. Is this 
appropriate? 

Agree with Staff . {MCINTYRE) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff . 

Yes. The Company , however, h ired the employee in the 
Distribution Department at a salary of $22,880; $21 , 678 
of which is a regulated expense for the projected test 
year . Account 912 should be increased from the budgeted 
$20 , 500 to $22,762 or an adjustment of $2,262 . (REVELL) 

I SSUE so : The Compan} projected that property and liability 
insurance would i ncrease by 20\ per year from the base 
year to the projected test year . Is this reasonable? 

Rflffi. : our insurance polici s were renewed November 20, 1991 , so 
actual premium costs for the policy year of $321,724 . 
Over the two years since the sale of LP operations , the 
Company has experienced an a verage 10.76\ inc rease in 
premiums per year . I t is therefore reasonable to project 
this rate wi 'l continue, and so our revised estimate of 
insurance expense in the projected test year is $J56,J42 . 



ORDER NO . PSC-92-0227-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778-GU 
PAGE 26 

STAFF: 

An adjustment decreasing Account 924 by $9 ,222 i s 
appropriate. (SMITH) 

No pos ition at this time. 

No greater than a 5 ' increase should be allowed. 

Base year + 1 expenses should reflec t the Company's most 
recent premium ot $321 ,070 and increased by i nflation f or 
the projected test year. Expenses should be reduc ed 
$32,262 in the projected test ye ar. (ROMI G) 

ISSUE 52: Should a n adjustment be made to Account 923 , Outside 
Services? 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

Yes. Account 923 should be reduced for the projec ted 
test year by $45,517. Fees of $3,027.56 pa i d to Thompson 
& Knight and an SEC filing fee of $1,000 did not r elate 
to the property exchange. They are recurr ing expenses 
for general corporate matters and should not be r e moved. 
$9,627 should be reclassified to Account 930 . Bo nd 
trustee fee s in the Historic Base Year we r e o nly $9 , 000 
after an out of period adjustment o f $9 , 750 r ef l ect ed i n 
the MFRs. (SMITH) 

No pos ition at this time. 

Yes . 
923. 

At least $69 , 524 should be remove d from Account 

Yes, Account 923 should be reduced by the following i n 
the projected test year: 

Audit fees p a id from prior year $27,4 38 
Expenses Related to the property ex~hange 
Issuance of title policy for 301 Maple Ave. 
Nonrecurring payments related to FERC matters 
Nonrecurring payments ~elated to FCC matters 
Payments related to potential acquisition 

Total Disallowed 

Bond Trustee Fees , reclassify to Acct. 930 

Total Adjustment 

(BRAND) 

$ 

~ 

18 ,7 04 
21 5 

89 
2 1 5 

3 . 387 

50, 0 48 

19.476 

69 , 524 
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ISSUE 53: Should a dditional legal fees in the amount of $16,627 for 
FERC representation be allowed? 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

STAFf: 

Yes. The Company's filing actually includes less than we 
expect to incur in fees for FERC representation on an 
annual basis. (Mcintyre) 

No position at this t~me. 

No. 

No. This projected expense should be reduced by $11,085 
to amortize the cost over a three-year period beginning 
July 1, 1991. (BRAND) 

ISSUE 56: Should an adjustment be made to Account 926, Other 
Employee Benefits? 

~: 

STAFF : 

Yes. An adjustment s hould be made of $450 . 98 for a 
sprinkler , of $339 for T-shirts, of $244 for gas grill 
g ift, of $321 for Panama City Music Association 
membership , of $1285 for medical travel expense for 
employee , and of $1876 for employee discounts . In 
addition, $500 s hould be reclassified to Account ~21 -
Education and Training . The remaining expenses are 
reasonable and legitimate costs of doing busine ss . 
(Smith) 

No position at this time . 

Yes. A reduction of at least $37,489 . 

Yes, Account 926 should be reduced by the following : 

Flowers sent to hospitals and funerals 
Flowers to decorate buildings 
Gifts t o employees 
Employee Christmas parties 
Relocation expenses 
Sprinkler for J . Edward's house 
T-shirts 
Gas grill gift 
stop Smoking Program 
Employee breakfasts a nd luncheons 
Cakes for b irthda y s and weddings 
Panama City Music Assn. membership 
Me d ical t ravel e xp. for employee 

$ 1 , 180 
638 

1,919 
4,965 

19,251 
527 
369 
266 
234 

2 , 602 
679 
350 

1 , 401 
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Employee Discounts 

Total Disallowed 

MPG meetings (Reclassify to Acct. 921) 

Total Adjustments 
(BRAND) 

$ 2 . 045 

$36,425 

$ 1. 064 

$37.489 

ISSUE sa: What is the appropriate amount of Collection Expense in 
the projected test year? 

~: The appropriate amount of Collection Expense in the 
Historic Base Year is a 3-year average of Collection 
Expense, or $14 , 533. Trended forward to the Projected 
Test Year, this amount is $17 ,370. An adjustment 
reducing collection expense by $11,819 is appropriate. 
(SMITH) 

~: No position at this time. 

~ No position. 

STAFF : The appropriate amount of Collection Expense is $12 , 773. 
Account 903 should be reduced by $14,772 . (BRAND) 

ISSUE 59: What is the appropriate expense and method of treating 
the expense associated with West Florida Natural Gas • 
program to raise water heaters to 18 inches above floor 
level in garages? 

~: As proposed in the Company's filing. (Christmas) 

FEA: No position at this time. 

OPC: No posi tion. 

STAFF: Fifty percent of the projected expense should be borne by 
the ratepayer . Account 930 should be reduced $25,000. 
(MILLS, ROMIG) 

ISSUE 60: Should projected test year O&M expense bo reduced for 
non-utility business meals, sales commissions, salary 
allocations, and dues? 
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~: 

FEA : 

STAFF: 

No. The company has made adjustments i n its filing to 
remove these items, and no further adjustments are 
warranted . (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

Yes. Plus builders' expenses and any other non-utility 
items and amounts determined after cross examination and 
any late filed exhibits. 

The company made adjustments totalling $J 8 , 448 in the 
base year to remove these expenses. Staff determined 
that an additional $1,778 should be removed for builders' 
expenses . (ROMIG) 

ISSUE 61: Should base year operating expenses be adjusted to 
reflect the replacement of cellular phones with a new 
communication system in Panama City? 

WFNG: Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

LEA: No position at this time. 

OPC : No position. 

STAFF : Yes. Projected test year operating expenses should be 
reduced by $4,636 to reflect the removal of cellular 
telephones which are no longer used or owned by the 
Company , and increased by $2,595 to reflect the 
annualized cost of the new communications s ystem. The 
net adjustment is a reduction of $2,049. (MERTA) 

ISSUE 63: The Company projected an increase in Education and 
Training , Account 921 , from $6600 in the historic base 
year to $18, 207 in the projected test year . Is this 
reasonable? 

Yes. (Mcintyre} 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff . 
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STAFF: No. The historic base year expense should be trended 
forward to the projected test year for inflation. 
Account 921 should be reduced by $10,110 in the proj e cted 
test year . (BRAND) 

I SSUE 64: Should an adjustment be made to recl assify Contractor 
cut- Ons the amount of $7,622.50 from Account 930 to Meter 
and House Regulator Expenses, Account 878? 

WFNG: 

FEA: 

OPC: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff . The effect of the different trend 
factors is an increase to O&M expense of $962. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

No position. 

Yes, $7,622.50 should be reclassified. The effec t of 
this ad j ustment appears in the trend analys is . (REVELL) 

ISSUE 65 : What is the proper amount of expenses a ssoc iate d with 
"Free Service" in Account 930? 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

$56,181 , as reflected in the MFRs and ad j usted by the 
$7,622 . 50 in the previous issue. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

Agree with Staff. 

"Free Service" expenses include several categorie s suc h 
as safety and complaint visits with customers. The 
company has not provided any justificat i on f o r the 5 42 \ 
increase from 1989 to 1991 . Therefore, expens e s should 
be reduced $60,443 in the projected test year. We will 
reconsider our position upon receipt of proper 
justification for these expenses. (REVELL) 

ISSUE 66: What is the appropriate amount of Rate Case Expense to be 
included in operating expense? 

WFNG: 

.E_M: 

Our revised estimate of rate case expense is $116, 000. 
The amortization period should be two years , as approved 
in the Company ' s last rate case. (SMITH) 

No position at this time . 

"' -
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STAFf: 

It is the utility ' s burden to justify any allowance to be 
recovered from the customers . In this case the amount 
should be limited to the filing fee plus the minimum 
prudent cost for filing the MFR' s . The total should be 
amortized over 4 years. 

The appropriate amount of Rate Case Expense is $115 ,300 , 
rather than the $112 , 000 requested in the MFRs . This 
amount should be amortized over three years, not the 
r equested two years . The overall effect is to reduce 
expenses by $17,567 i n the projected test year. (REVELL) 

ISSUE 67: Sh ould Account 887 - Maintenance of Mains be i ncreased 
f or maintenance of the mains on the Hathaway Bridge? 

STAFF : 

Yes . CFR 
performed 
recovered 
Test Year 

192.481 requires this maintenance to be 
every thr ee years . Expense of $8,370 should be 
over three years . The increase in Projected 
expense is $2 , 790. (Christmas) 

No position at this time. 

Any projected increases should be amortized over four 
years . 

Yes . (MILLS) 

I SSUE 68: Should r egulatory assessment fees be reclassified as 
taxes other? 

OPC : 

STAFF : 

Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff. 

Yes . The company improperly included in Account 928, 
Regulatory Expenses , $25 , 500 for Regulatory Assessmen t 
Fees ~hich should be classified as Taxes Other . Staff 
has r eclassified the assessment fees as Ta,.es Other . 
(REVELL) 

ISSUE 69: What is the appropriate amount of projected test year O&M 
expense? (This is a calculation) . 
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STAFF: 

$3,987,705 . (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

The appropriate amount o f projected test year O&H e xpe nse 
is $3,721,077. (ROMIG) 

ISSUE 71: What is the appropriate amount of projected test year 

~: 

STAFF: 

Depreciation and Amortization Expense? (This is a 
calculation). 

$1, 254 ,431. (Bean) 

No position at this t ime . 

Fallout. 

Projected test year Depreciation and Amortization Expense 
should be $1,260,005. (BASS, MEEKS , HERTA) 

ISSUE 72: Should Gross Receipts Tax be e xcluded from base rat~s? 

~: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this t ime . 

Yes. 

Yes. Since this expense will be recovered as a separate 
line item on the customers' bills, it would be 
appropriate to remove $333 ,493 for this expense and also 
reduce historic base year revenues by $100,893 . The 
compa ny i ncluded Gross Receipts Taxes i n expenses 
including the tax on fuel a nd conservation r e venues . The 
adjustment to revenues relates to tho 1\t tax a~sociated 
with base non-fuel revenues . (ROMIG) 

ISSUE 73: What is the appropriate provision for income t a xes , 
including i nterest reconciliation, to bo i ncluded in 
projected tes t year expenses? (This is a calculation). 
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WFNG: 

STAFF: 

Total income tax expense should be 
negative income tax expense should 
$35 5 ,917. (SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

$118,077 . Total 
be increased by 

Total negative income tax expense should be increased by 
$44 2 ,731 to $160,160. This includes an adjustment 
increasing taxes by 362,009 for the tax effect of staff 
adjustments, decreasing taxes for growth and increasing 
taxes by 77,315 for interest reconciliation. (HICKS) 

ISSUE 75: What is the appropriate amount of projected test year 

~: 

FEA : 

OPC : 

STAFF : 

Operating Expenses? (This is a calculation). 

$5,689,360. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

Projected test year operating expenses should be 
$5,470,465. (MERTA) 

ISSUE 76: What is the appropriate amount of projected test year Net 
Operating Income (NOI)? This is a calculation based on 
the resolution of projected test year Net Operating 
Issues above . 

WFNG: $1,116,178 . (Bean) 

FEA: No position at this time. 

OPC: Fallout. 

STAFF: Projected test year NOI should be $1,335,073. (MERTA) 

ISSUE 77 : What is the appropriate projected test year revenue 
expansion factor to be used in calculating the 1991 
revenue deficiency? 

WFNG: 1.6176. This includes a bad debt rate of . 504t , rather 
than the . 2417\ used in the MFRs . The .504t is a three 
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STAFF: 

year average of writc - offs as a percentage of sales. The 
bad debt experience for 1991 was not known at the time 
the MFRs were filed. Also, the . 3178' subsequently 

furnished Staff did not take into consideration an 
adjustment made by our auditors. (SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

The bad debt rate used to calculate the revenue expansion 
factor should be no greater than 0.1\ 

The correct factor is 1 . 613. See Attachment 4 . (REVELL) 

(This number depends on the resolution of Issue 47). 

ISSUE 78: What is the appropriate projected test year deficienc y ? 
(This is a calculation) . 

WFNG: 

~: 

STAFF: 

$1,426,914. (BEAN) 

No position at this time. 

Fallout. 

The appropriate projected test year deficiency is 
$906 I 931. (ROMIG) 

COST OP SERVICE 

ISSUE 79: What should the mi s cellaneous service charges be? 

WFNG: 

{M: 

OPC : 

STAFF: 

Will accept Staff 's position. (Smith) 

No position at t h is time. 

No position . 

Initial Connect i on Residential 
Initial Connection Commercial 
Reconnection Residential 
Reconnection Commercial 
Change of Account 
Returned Check Charge 

(MAJ<IN) 

$20.00 
$ 25 . 00 
$ 25 . 00 
$30.00 
$15 .00 

5' or $15.00 
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ISSUE 80: What is the appropriate cost of service methodology to be 
used in allocating costs to the various r ate classes? 

WFNG: 

STAFF: 

Aqree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

No position. 

Staff's cost of service study as used by the c ompany. 
(MAKIN) 

ISSUE 81: Should the Company ' s proposed revenue requirement 
alloca tion be approved? 

~: 

STAFF : 

The amounts allocated will change due to changes in 
revenue r equirements. (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

No position. 

No. Revenue requirements have changed due to prior 
adjustments by Staff . The revenue requirements should be 
allocated as shown in Attachment 6. (l1AKIN) 

ISSUE 82: What should the rates and charges be for West Florida 
Natural Gas Company? 

~: 

i£A : 

STAFF : 

To be determined based upon Commission approved revenue 
requirements. (SMITH) 

No position at this time. 

No position. 

The rates shown on Attachment 6 . (MAKIN) 

ISSUE 83: How should the revenue increase, if any, be allocated 
between customer classes? 

~: 

.f.U : 

Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 
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OPC : 

STAFF : 

No position. 

The revenue increase, it any, should be allocated between 
r ate classes so as to move toward equal r a tes of r e turn 
for all classes as much as possible. (MAKIN) 

ISSUE 84: What are the billing determinants to be used i n the 
projacted test year? 

~: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

No position . 

The bill i ng determinants s hould be increased based o n 
average use over the last three years, multiplied by the 
increase in customers in the projected test year. This 
adjustment corrects for Wes t Florida ' s us e of 1991 
therms , the lowest in the last t e n years, to estimate 
the rrn sales i n t he projected test year . (Attachment 6) 
(MAKIN ) 

ISSUE 85: How much, if any, of t he $853 , 689 i nterim increase 
granted by Order No. 25522 issued o n December 23 , 1991 , 
should be refunded? 

WFNG : 

FEA: 

STAFF : 

None . 

No position at this t ime . 

Any r e ve nues collected in interim r ates that exceed the 
permanent i nc rease granted should be ref unded. 

A ref und s hould be ordered if it is necessary to reduce 
the rate of return during the pendency of the proceeding 
to the same level within the range of the newly 
authorized rate o f return which is found fair and 
reasona ble on a prospective basis, a s provide d by Chapter 
366.071, Florida Statutes. (MERTA) (This is a 
calculation that will be based upon the fi nal r evenue 
increas e granted). 



ORDER NO. PSC- 92 - 0227-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO . 910778-GU 
PAGE 37 

I SSUE 86: Should West Florida Natural Gas be required to file, 
within 30 days after tho date of the final order in this 
docket, a description of all entries or adjustments to 
its future annual r eports, rate of return reports, 
p ublished financial statements and books and records 
wh ich will be required as a result of the Commission ' s 
findings in this rate caoe? 

~: The Company agrees · to file such reports. 

FEA : No position at this time. 

No position . 

STAFF: Yes. The utility should be requ ired to Cully describe 
the entries and adjustments which will be either recorded 
or used in preparing reports submitted to the Commission . 
(REVELL) 

VII. EXHIBIT LIST 

Witness Proffered By I. D. No. 

Mcintyre WFNG JEM-1 

Mcintyre WFNG JEM-2 

Mcintyre WFNG JEM-3 

Mcintyre Staff STAFF-1 

Mcintyre Staff STAFF-2 

Smith WFNG PAS-2 

Smith WFNG PAS-3 

oescription 

Letter from WFNG FERC 
counsel 

FY 1992 payroll to date 

Education, 
Expense 

Training 

Late-Filed Depositio n 
Exhibit No. 5 (Smith) 
Legal Expense for FERC 
Dockets 

Company response to Staff 
Document Request No. 
23(2) Legal Fees 
Associated with FERC 
Dockets, FYE 6/30/89 
6/30/91 

Overhead Allocation 

Smith s ponsored MFRs 
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Wit ness Proffered By r.p. No. 

Smith WFNG PAS-4 

Smith WFNG PAS-S 

Smith WFNG PAS-6 

Smith WFNG PAS-7 

Smith WFNG PAS-8 

Smith WFNG PAS- 9 

Smith WFNG PAS-10 

Smith WFNG PAS-11 

Smith WFNG PAS-12 

Smith WFNG PAS-13 

Smi th WFNG PAS-14 

Smith WFNG PAS-15 

Smith WFNG PAS-16 

Smith WFNG PAS-17 

Smith WFNG PAS-18 

oescription 

Emergency One Contract 

Compensating Balance 
Analysis (Composite) 

Sample Contractor 
Invoices (Composite) 

Revised environmental 
cleanup amortization 

Short Term Debt Forecast 

I dentification of out of 
period adjustments 

Ne w employee salary 
allocation 

Employee relocations 

Education and Tr.lin ing 
Expense 

Updated Capital structure 
and debt cost 

Calculation of bad debt 
r ate 

Insurance Expense 

Thompson & Knight 
invoices and SEC filing 
fee 

Sample of free service 
charges 

Comparison of r a te case 
expense (projected, 
actual, r evised 
projection) 
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Witness 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Smith 

Proffered By 

WFNG 

WFNG 

WFNG 

WFNG 

Staff 

Staff 

Staff 

Staff 

staff 

Staff 

Staff 

Staff 

Staff 

Lo. No . 

PAS-19 

PAS-20 

PAS-21 

PAS-22 

STAFF-3 

STAFF-4 

STArF-5 

STAFF-6 

STAFF-7 

STAFF-S 

STAFF-9 

STAFF-10 

STAFF-11 

oescriptioo 

Proofs of publication of 
service hearing s 
(Composite) 

Response to Staff audit 
report 

Letter 11/18/64 to 
Commission 

Inflation for PTY 

Sta~f Audit Report 

Sample Contractor Invoices 
June & December 1991 

Revi ew of the u.s , Economy, 
March 1992 , DRI/McGraw-Hill 

WFNG Monthly Rate of Re turn 
Surveillance Report , 
February 1992 

WFNG Payrolls by Dept. for 
July-Dec. 1990 and 
July-Dec . 1991 

Company-provided schedule 
of customer Advances In 
Aid of Construction 

company response to Staff 
Document Request No . 9(3) 
- Audit Fees, FYE 6/ 30/91 

Company response to Staff 
Document Request No . 
12(3) - Reconciliation of 
MFR C-31 to Account 92 3 

Company responso to Staff 
Document Request No. 25-
(1) Accounts Payable 
Listing of Account 9262-
5029 
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Witness Proffered By r.p. No. 

Smith staff STAFF- 12 

Smith Staff STAFF-13 

Christmas WFNG RBC-1 

Christmas WFNG RBC-2 

Christmas WFNG RBC-3 

Christmas WFNG RBC-4 

Christmas staff STAFF- 14 

Bean WFNG TKB-1 

Bean WFNG TKB-2 

Bean WFNG TKB-3 

Bean . WFNG Tl<B-4 

pescription 

Company-provided Employee 
Benefits Reconciliation 

contract for Deed between 
Ocala Gas Company, Inc. 
and Irving Isicoff dated 
January 30, 1987, for 
land located in Marion 
County, Florida 

Correspondence and 
documents concerning 
manuf cturcd gas plant 
site cleanup (Composite) 

Cost estimates concerning 
cleanup of manufactured 
gas plant site 

Letter of February 21, 
1992 Hubbard/Pence 

Christmas sponsored MFRs 

Staff Engineering Report 

Bean sponsored MFRs 

Total Gross Additions 
From 7-1- 90 through 6-30-
91 (Late-filed Exhibit 
No. 5 to deposition of 
Teresa Bean) 

Total Ret irements to 
Plant from 7-1-90 through 
6 - 31-91 (Late-filed 
Exhibit No. 6 to depo
sition of Teresa Bean) 

Transfers, Adjustments or 
Reclassific ations to 
Plant from 7-1-90 through 
6-31-91 (Late-filed 
Exhibit No . 7 to 
deposition of Teresa 
Bean) 
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Witness Proffered By 

Bean WFNG 

Bean WFNG 

Bean WFNG 

Bean WFNG 

Bean WFNG 

Bean Staff 

Cicchetti WFNG 

Cicchetti WFNG 

Cicchetti WFNG 

Cicchetti WFNG 

.I.:...Q . No. 

TKB-5 

TKB-6 

TKB-7 

TKB-8 

TKB- 9 

STAFF-15 

MAC-1 

MAC-2 

MAC-3 

MAC-4 

pescription 

Balance 
(Late

a to 
Teresa 

Tenta tive Plant 
Reconciliation 
filed Exhibit No . 
deposition of 
Bean) 

Verification of Reserve 
Balance from Order No. 
24332 and MFR Schedule B-
9 (Late-filed Exhibit No. 
9 to deposition of Teresa 
Bean) 

Reserve Account from 7-1-
90 through 6-31-91 (Late
filed Exhibit No. 10 to 
deposition of Teresa 
Bean) 

Calculation of the Meters 
Account, Depreciation 
Expense April 1991 (Late
filed Exhibit No. 11 to 
deposition of Te .. -esa 
Bean) 

Updated long term debt 
and capital structure 

West Florida ' s Response 
to Staff ' s Third Set of 
Interrogatories, 
Interrogatory No . 30 

Earnings Volatility 

Revenue Growth 

Sales Concentration 

Retailers - Household Ap
pliances Capital 
Structure 
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Witness Proffered By I.D. No. 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-5 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-6 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-7 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-8 

Ci cchetti WFNG MAC-9 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-10 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-11 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-12 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-13 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-14 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-15 

Cicchetti WFNG MAC-16 

oescription 

The Consumer Price Index 
Aver age Annual 

Percentage Changes and 
the Five Year Moving 
Average 

Yield on Seasoned "A" 
Rated Utility Bonds 
Average Percentage 
Changes and the Five Year 
Moving Average 

Moody' s Natural Gas 
Distribution Index 
Investment Risk 
Characteristics 

DCF Model Equation 

Two-Stag e Growth, 
Annually Compoundad 
Discounted cash Flow 
Analysis for Moody's 
Natural Gas Distribut i on 
Index Benchmarks 

Estimated Monthly Risk 
Premiums -Moody ' s Natural 
Gas Distribution Index 

Moody' s Natural Gas 
Distribution Index 
Financial Ratios 

Standard and Poor's 
Financial Benchmarks 

Bond Yield Differential 

Risk Premi um Equation 

Cicchetti Late-filed 
deposition Exhibit 2 
(updated models) 

Updated Schedule lJ 
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Witness Proffered By 

Various WFNG 

I. D. No . 

WFL-1 

Description 

Answ ers to Staff 
Interrogatories 
All exhibits of other 
parties 

Parties and Staff reserve the right to identify additional 
exhibits for the purpose of cross-examination. 

VIII. PROPOSED STIPULATIONS 

s ISSUE 48:The Company made an adjustment to he projected test 
year to allow for increases in postage rates from 29 
cents to 30 cents. Is his appropriate? 

WFNG: 

~: 

~: 

STAFF : 

Agree with Staff . Events subsequent to the filing of 
this rate case indicate that a postal rate increase in 
the projected test year is less likely than previously 
envisioned . Postage expense should be reduced by 
$12, 379. (Bean) 

No position at this time . 

Agree with Staff. 

No. At this time, there is no proposal to increase 
postage expense . Therefore , expenses should be reduced 
by $12,379. (ROMIG) 

s ISSUE 51:Should an adjustment be made to Account 921, Office 
Supplies? 

~: 

UA: 

~: 

STAFF:. 

Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff . 

Yes, Account 921 should be reduced by $5,555 (4953 + 
602) i n the projected test year: 



ORDER NO. PSC-92-0227-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778-GU 
PAGE 44 

Maintenance Agreements 
Decorating Ocala office 
Microwave oven 
Logo pens 
Gas appliance service manuals 
Total Disallowed 

Continuing Education (Re: to Acct. 921) 
Line Sharer (Re: to Acct . 397) 
Maintenance Agreements (Re: to Acct. 935) 

Total Reclassified 

Total Adjustment 

(BRAND) 

$ 2 , 830 
421 
263 

1,298 
UJ. 

$ 4,953 

102 
602 

L~QQ 

$ 2 . 5Q4 

~ 7 1457 

s ISSUE 54:Should Maintenance of Other Equipment be reduced for 
maintenance contracts on unused equipment? 

WFNG: 

U,A: 

~: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff. 

Yes, Maintenance of Other Equipment should be reduced by 
$2,041 in the projected test year for maintenance 
contracts on unuaed equipment. (BRAND) 

s ISSUE SS:Should Maintenance of Other Equipment be reduced in the 
projected test year for the costs associated with the 
maintenance of leased water heaters at no cost to the 
customers. 

~: 

~: 

STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. (Smith) 

No position at this time . 

Agree with Staff . 

Yes, Maintenance of Other Equipment be reduced by 
$11,277 . (REVELL) 

s ISSUE 57: Should Account 903 be reduced to disallow cash 
shortages? 
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STAFF: 

Agree with Staff. 

No position at this time. 

Agree with staff. 

Yes, Account 903 should be reduced by $2,278 in the 
projected test year. (BRAND) 

s ISSUE 62: Should $9,310 be reclassified from Miscellaneous General 
Expense to Bank Service Fees? 

WFNG: 

il,A : 

Q.Eg: 

STAFf : 

Agree with Staff. The effect of the different trend 
f actors is an increase to O&M expense of $1,174. 
(Smith) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staf f . 

Yes, $9,310 should be reclassified from Miscellaneous 
General Expense to Bank Service fees. The effect Qf 
this adjustment appears in the trend analysis . (BRAND) 

s ISSUE 70: Should Depreciation Expense be reduced to re f lect the 
removal of the non-utility Ocala propane plant from r ate 
base? 

~: 

STAFF : 

Agree with Staff. (Bean) 

No position at this time. 

Agree with Staff . 

Yes. In its MFR ' s, thP. company removed the propane 
plant and accumulated depreciation from rate base . 
However, the related depreciation expens e was no t 
removed. rherefore, Depreciation Expense should be 
reduced by $3,871. (REVELL, BASS, MEEKS) 

s ISSUE 74:Is the utility ' s tre atment of the amortization relate d 
to its investment tax credits appropriate? 

Agree with Staff . (Smith) 

No position ~t this time. 
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STAFF : 

Agree with Staff , if the ITC's a r c treated as c ost - f r ee 
in the capita l struc ture. 

No. ITC amortization should be below the line . I ncome 
tax expense should be increased by $44,731. This amount 
i s included in the above ad justme nt . The Company s hould 
be required to bring its procedures i nto compliance 
i mmediately subject to audit by Commission Staff within 
12 months. (HICKS) 

IX . PENPING MOTIONS 

None. 

X. RULINGS 

Chairman Beard ruled that the admission of any supplemental 
prefiled testimony would be determined at the hearing. 

It is therefore, 

ORDERED by Chairman Thomas M. Beard, a s Prehcaring Off icer, 
that this Prehearing Order shall govern the c o nduc t: of these 
proceedings as set forth above unless modified by the Comm1ssi o n . 

By ORDER of Chairman Thomas M. Beard , as Prehearing Offi~er , 

this 20th day of APRIL --~1 ~99~2-T----

( S E A L ) 

MAB : bmi 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVI~y 

The Florida Public Service Commission is r e quired by Section 
120 . 59(4), Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that 
is a vailabl e under Sections 120.57 or 120 . 68 , Florida statutes , as 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice 
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should not be construed to mean all requests for an administrative 
hearing or judicial r eview wi l l be granted or result in the relief 

sought . 

Any p a rty adversely affected by this order , which is 

pre liminary, procedural or intermediate i n natut·e, may request: 1) 
r econs ideration withi n 10 days purs uant to Rule 25- 22 .038 (2), 

Florida Administrative Code, if issued by a Prehearing Officer; 2) 
r econsideration within 15 da ys pursuant to Rule 25-22 . 060, Florida 

Adminis trative Code, if issued by the Commission; or 3) judicial 

r e v iew by the Florida Supreme Court, in the case of a n 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 s hall be filed with the Director , Division of 
Records and Reporting, in the form prescri bed by Rule 25- 22 . 060 , 

Florida Administrative Code. Judicial review of a preliminary , 
procedural or i ntermedia.te ruling or order is a vailable if review 
of the final action will not pro vide an adequate remedy. Such 
r e v iew may be requested from the appropriate court, as described 

above, pursuant to Rule 9 .100, Florida Rules of Appellate 
Procedure. 
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lOI "4 
P(n ICIOI<S 

Vll()fl\(INO CAP1T "4 (1.22S.&21) 

~C 01' LP TO Alo.I(RI(IAS 

CUSI()O.ICAAOV. INAIOOP"OIIST 

~ 

OCCC.SS Alo.IOf!T. 01' seRVICE Uti[!J 

ACC1 $ RCC - U()ll. J06811.00. OTHER 

ACCTS RECCIVA!ll.c QAS - NCT 

UOl($ RECEr"AIIl.E 
UNAA~Ofml£0 AATE CASC 

TOTA~.S (J1 .~-t2 t l 

~ l'lOfliOII NA TlJfW. GAS ClCIOIPI>HV 

OOO<CTNO t1o~ 

<XlUPWIA TIIIC WOAOHO CN'ff"4 ClCIOIPOHOII' G 

P'fY OI3QI'ICI 

(X)U Pi>HV AS ~ll£0 

.A.A!I (X)UP/lH'f 

.oo.JUST AO.IVSflO 

2,Qioot 

(174.1Q) 

U .• S.O 234 11.m•1l 

<XlUPI>HV AS ~0 

IVAI$ • (X)Uf A#Y 

I'Cio.IUSf AO.IV:ilfO 

Po. !An 

,.,.., 
(lt1,091) 

(I.$») 

(n.Ut) 

(4,)7!.1 

n~ 

{S I04 04e) 1,172.)11 

.. 

/ -

AnAChU[tll tA 

.,. .. 11 I W1 

,,.,r 
JUt~ IIlli 

AOJUSI JU111$ 

(70.wn 
9'» 

0 

(lt~. :MG) 

(71 fi ll 

(n~"tl 

t• l1~) ,._, 

I'J:"tl CHI S:nl.l!A 
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DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS 

CAPITAL 

COMPONENT 

COMMON EOUITY 

LONG-TERM DEBT 

SHORT-TERM DEBT 

CUSTOt.IER DEPOSITS 

DEFERRED TAXES 

TAX CREDITS 

TOTAL 

COMPANY 

FILING 

0 ~7C.345 

11,110 713 

810.310 

712,151 

1,573 cze 

1182 268 

22.2G311U 

WEST FlORIDA NATURAl GAS COI.&PANV 

OOCK£T t.'O 010171-GU 

COST OF CAPnAL- 13 MONTH AVERAGE 

TEST YEAR ENOINO 111301113 

AOJUSTI.IEUTS 

STAFF STAFF PRO RATA ADJUStED 

<•1e.S~l 0 (I .31!l C75) 7,7W 3:0 

(~.231) 0 11 ::no :zsot 7..1~:?~ 

0 0 (02600) 517 710 

0 0 (101,16'1) 604 6~ 

(37 Sl!.) 0 (233.035) 1 30, l!oo!l 

(1".274) 0 (101()q) 564.84: 

---
(1 U ill 61111) 0 (3 :00 507) 17.1Dlan 

OVERALL RATE OF RETURN 10 007: 

(OUITY RAOO so 37 ~ 

(c•lcul&141d ua,no on\15t0t .ourcea) 

ATTACHMENT 2 

"' "' 
COST WEIGHTED 

f\AllO RAT( COST 

0 4341 t:eo~ ~ 2096 ... 

om. I~ J(i ... c 112""' 

0 OZIII 700'> 0 :!025~ 

0 03;)& 7110,. o:$7~ 

oona 000 ... 00000~ 

0 OJIG ooou 0~ 

I 0000 •oGOn.-.. 



AlJJ 

HO 

lO 
)7 

)I 

n 
•• 

, .. 
<7 .. 
•• 
.0 

•• u 
Sol 
SA 
u 
u 

" .. 
"' flO 

•• 
Q .. 
68 

tT 

7 

• 
7 

• • 
10 

" •• 
:t 
l'O 

ORDER NO. PSC- 92- 02 27-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778-GU 
PAGE 5 1 

YloCIT f\.OAOA NANIW. GAS C/OltiPAHV 

1)()()(£1' NO tton...GU 

,.AAATM HOoo 
r'fYv.IQ/a 

C/OltiPNIV A!l F._£ 0 C/OltiPAJ/''1 AI ~~0 

C/Olti,.NIV C:OUI'AHV 

P(RBOOKS Nl.l1.nT AOJU\rf(O AOJU$T AQJUST[D 

OP(AATIIIO AC\'CHUCI l t 4,701,SIS 

run REVtHuts (l.o::13.0X'I 

COOfSOWATION RllVI:NUCS (2:)1 ,9'24) 

SAI.CS TAX DISCOUNTS 2.- (7. &e0) 

1'£1 UANCO CHCCX FCL!I • .• :1 

f\.CX A.t.TE 1\l »I) 

oro--..s AEC£11'15 (100.1~ 

REVttlUC$ DUE TO OI~WTH 112.l-W 
.,.,., 

TOTALS •• .• , •. tnt (t ?R.IIOOI .. u • • ,., ~ t~ 

OP(A4TIIIO OJ'CH$CS 12.$2t, 1S.O (t lt7,043J 

COtlSOWATION ~ (2:)1,114) •.we 
TRC/lO FACTOAOWIOE!I no.11c-. 

IIAO OUT OtKHSC • 111 

POSTAOC 1\ATCS (1~1"'1 

NCW [ IA P\.OVCE IN oc:Al.A 7...-.:l 

l'f'OPt:RTY & UAM.ITY 1145 (t.%22) 

ACCT. t2 t . OFF'ICX SUf'f'UtJ (U4$1 

ACCT. II'Zl. OUT SlOE~~ (&$Sit) 

f'EI1C AEI'RCSEHT AT ION 

I.IAitlTEtWICC COtlTI\ACT:; (7.04 'I 

MAUlT Lo.s£0 WATCR HCATCAS (II .171) 

ACCT. na.OTHER 01,. ecucrors ...•.. , 
CA!IH !;>40AT Gl 7711 

COlLCCT!Ot4 ()(~:;[ 
, ..... ., 

PA00. TO RAISE WATCR HTRS 

t10tl 4/TIUTY SALES COU I.l .u tAI..S.CTC. 

COU WUIIICA TIONS ~S'TC.I.l (2.041) 

EDUCAT!Ot4 & TRAIHIHO EX,. 

FAEE !i£1MC( 

RATE CAS( OPENS£ 2.000 

ACCT "'· UAINTEI'WlCEOf" IAA.tl5 2. 

MIOUtlT TO BAI.N~E (71,7Q) 

tOTAL~ t:t.$2t . .. (tlW.~7l .. tlO.tn ~ 
, .. ,,~~ 

OCPn[CtATIOtl & MIOR"'IZJIT!()tl t,.:tt .S,i;) (IU$Q) 

ACOUI:;ITI()fl AO.JUSTI.l(NI )I.Otl 

001.\lOO:.A CO. CXTCNSION ,.,~, 

o~r ASPt<A.L T CXTCr~foiOtl (l • •OI 

ACCT l 7t IAM l$-llfYCNTOA' AlJJ rs l<nl 

AODITIOU & ntllnCt.AOll 0T OOI't£AS P'-1 

A(TIIl(.U ( liT OF VCt<JCI.C s ' (0\IIP (3-1 

TOOlSilOT U!i£0 t. U!i£f~ (l-1 

"'~:lltiO PO'WO'l c~on ,., .. , _/ 
~R (OUIP SOl.O 10 AU(Ili(IA$ ~·71 

cou .. [~ N()fU$(()fU~f~ PIO'tl 

conneCT !OtiS TO l(S T Vf\ DATA ••»l 
PflOP Atl( AIR ,-ACIUl't - PC . ..... , 
Cl.UJIUI' 01' oc:Al.A I'V<NT SIT ( 

PflOPAJ<C All\ FACIUIY ..()CAv. (ltl! l 

AUomllAI ION..Ollt(R 10'),7&: 

AUOUN'T TO IIAl "UIC( 
__ n __ 

TOIAI.S 1,47970$ uu wn ..... • l tO ~· 

AnAOWOlf) 

Al'ftl. , • ' Ci07 

~tiifF 

AOJUSICO 

AOJUSIS JVAI!I 

(2.4«1) 

•u 
~.»1'1 

(1001~1 

"" .,., 
;'•6.1011 eacs~ 

· ~ 
(121.1'-"1 

(1,1201 

(12.lhoJ 

2..:-.:2 

Pl.~ 

''·~· 
~~-~~ 

(II e&'l 

r..oo•l 
(II ~17) 

Pl.·~· 
(2.7111 

, .. n:, 
r.~OOOl 

(1,7111 

(2,04fl 

(10.1101 

(CO .... ll 

(11. !.61) 

77"100 

(-lOll '': ' :,n 

li.Git 

• 076 

'1)1 

1"-lOll 
()Ill 

(3.""') 

(l Ot•) 

,. '"' 
(6!7) p..-., 

2 .... 
,. ~, 

{tONI 

(11111 

... .. , ':"(.;101:\ 
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TAXES OTHER TIWUNC:O•• [ C417,)oo3 ()1.1NI 

COfGCRVATlOH (XP(IISE: [ fJ'ECl (76) 

TAX(S OTHER THNI 114COioOE..Oil0W 7.:.. .. 
EFFECT 01' llCV. ADJ 
ll[CV.SS R[O AS::(: &!I F[[ 

01'0$$ ReCEIPTS r AX 

TOTAL$ UIA11 1'7.17lt 

ClAIH OH SAL£ TO -EI'IGAS 

1NC0t.1 o; TAX EXPC:HG£ ~..-., 

TAX EFFECT 01' A80\.'C 1·7.622 

ADJUST. TO ACT~ , .. ,..., 
INCOUE TAX[~nowfH .. .». 

OCFEJIAED ltiCOU E TAXES 0 Mol II 

- ORTIZATIOtl 01' FASIIIIOI 0 (17 ... , 

ltiTER[ST R[COIICIUATIOU 

111\/t:ST 1.1 OIT TAX Cll[OITII , ... ,7:)1) 

TOT~S (')U.ootl IOi.~ 

TOT~ ()f>OV.TitiQ txPOtSU ... ~.731 fl'l'-""1 

N£T OPCRA TTIIO lriCOI.I C 15tt.•• s:w•uc 

'' 
,. 

~ eu 
n.- :~r.:IO 

~ 12» • fl'lt 

.. l .tlit ~ .. 340117 noi.IMI _,, 

..-i!!.!!!!. c1•ca~ .. , ... ., (ti.AO! 

)M..tl7 X1.-

'"·='•I 

71.)1. 0 

.... r.Jt ..... n• 0 

au.,, .., .... I II 011 ... 2.1l1 1.0. 11'0 

$.1~ .. 1 ....!!!!!.!1. ._Utltill (:'73111) • • 10 4U 

----Wlt..7U goo~ $1,11 .. 17t U.lt ,.I " .13$07:) 
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W($T ,lOIUOA HA NA/ol. ClAI COUflAHY .r.nAC .... O<TlA 

0oUo1 rOIU:CAST WORK!OHa:T • PAO.ItCTC? TUT YL\A CALCUV.fl()tj """"'11. I lin 

I<UC!YCNI I'AOJ(CTto 

SfAfF • I TUTYfAA 

TRtloO AATts _, OUlOitl 

f I I'AYAOllOHlY ·~ 
,_ 

• 1 CU$T ORWTH X I'AY 10- 10-., CUif C.RWTH X lilA. 
· ·~ ··-.. II'LAIIO" O'-lY 
,_ ,_ 

CJSIOUCA QR()W'n4 
,,_ s,._ .. ,~ ~ATIOt<Ali'II'WO~ 

TOT-". ma.o 
c:ot.IBIIIED 8AU YL\A I'IIIOJ[CI £0 OASIS 
eue YEJ.R • I 

ACCO\J'IT 

TU TYEJ,Il ~ 

OCSIP IIUTIOtl fXJ>ENSl! 

ITO "•"oil"'- " ... Sol 21t l4t.l0 

01- 11- n..- to oat u.:u 
Oln.ll- '' " .. 
TotAl ID•ll ... u . I )O.:J: 

171 l'•r<OII-11- 0 0 0 

Ot~OI II....,~ 0 0 0 

Ol•etnollt- 0 0 0 

TOW 0 0 0 .,. '•"011-11..,.,.., III .•U lU If• ··~ OIM<ll• - • S.40l •7.:~ .. '" C!-11·- :.w J7610 ,.,., 
o---~~- ( I MOl ll.OMI (l. llOI 

TotAl ,., ... :OS"' USIU 

us ' •rtal-11....,.., 0 0 0 

Ot,.M,t V• I\CMd 0 0 0 OV...-11- 0 0 0 

TotAl 0 0 0 .,. p,,.. .... ....,_.., 0 0 0 

cu...u""""' 0 0 0 

c:-.--u..- 0 0 0 

; ... ., 0 0 0 

"" 
S~I·TOUL U:l ... ~»$ U 7$UI 

ocs;R 5. TIOII £JIPOISC ... -an ··~-.... .,_," 0 0 0 

('· .. ~ .,..,._," 0 0 0 
: ... ..., ,..,~ 0 0 0 

•oto.l 0 0 0 

,,.. .. ,. ..... _ )O to7 s..t aa• U)lt 

c:--~~- • • • c,.,.._.,_ 0 • • 
• J al ~ .. , n aa• $6.,. 

~ -
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WEST ~LORIO A NATURAL OM COMI'AtiY A TT ACHioiCIIT :SA 

O.W FOAECAST YIORICSI-IEET - PAOJECTW TEST Y!AACAU:VV.TION APRil,, '""' 

8.-.s£ YEAR PAOJE<:TED 
STAFF • I TEST YEAR 
mEHORATES; OGilOift _._, 

I I P .t,YROU.ONLV ·-- ~ 
, 2 CUST ORWT'Ii X P.t,V 10 - 10-

• :s CUST ORWT'Ii X INFL . ""' ·~ •• INFI..\TION ONLY 
,_ ,_-

CUSTOMER OAOWTH s TOCIO'Io s..~ I ~~~ *''I'ORMATIOHAL PURPOSES 

TOTAL TREMl 
COIAJI tiED B.t.SfYEAA PAOJECTCD ...... , 
BASt:YtAA • I TCST'rtNI loHUOJ 

.r.c::ou:tr 
179 Pa~Oil-llmci..S .. .171 Sl.Cll $I .leU 

OU...>....S.O lt6SI 11. 12& l t,m 

~lr-,..j .... 1 • UI ·-01-11-..S 

Total 6970l 711.310 .. 101 

110 Pa~--..S l~ , ... U79 
OIIM<Tr-..S 0 0 0 
Olh., .... II....,H 0 0 0 

Total lW ,". U79 

Ill Payo--H 0 0 0 

OIIMfu-.o 0 0 0 
Oln.,nocu.,..,.., 0 0 0 

Tacal 0 0 0 
~ -

TOTAL DISTR EXP ~$l.7ot scallU S$1& ... 7 

t.<.UlHEttAtiCE EXPENSE 

115 
"·~--... 0 0 - 0 

OIIM<UM<IH 0 0 0 

Olh., ftC& U.nded 0 0 0 

Total 0 0 0 ... "·~Oil-11·- 0 0 0 

~u-.o 0 0 0 
Oln., nocu• n4H 0 0 0 

Toe &I 0 0 0 

"' "•w<.,._.,....,.., 0 0 0 

Oln.-11-... :0 to.t : 1S1 , ..... l 

OIIM<ncMIIM<Iecl 0 0 17110 

Toc• l :O.tol 71711 It liN 

an Payroii- Uencle<J 0 0 0 

OIIMfll- • 0 0 

ou..rnocuended 0 0 0 

focal 
----0-

0 0 

_./ 
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WEST 1'\.0RIOA NA 1'\IIIAL C1AS COIMPAH'f 

O&M FORECAST WORJ($H£ET • ~JECTtD TUT Y£AA CALCIJUTICV4 

lASE~ ~ccrm 

STAF,. • I TUTYCAA 

fRCP/0 RATES ~ ~ 

• I ,4YROU.OHlY ·-- ·-., CUSTCIAW04X,AY 10- 10-., CUST ORWTH X INA. ''""' ·-•• IN'L.ATIOH OHl Y )- ,_ 
CUSTCNEJI GROWTH ~~ ·~ I FOI' ' "FOIWATIOHAli'\IIU'O'U 

TOTAL IIICM) 

couamco lUI!: YLVI ~cerro IA$1 

IASI!YEAA • I TUTYEIJ' ~ 
ACCOUPIT 

~ l'l.,.all-41- 0 • 0 
oo,..,_ 0 0 0 

ov..._ .. _.., 0 0 0 

ToW 0 0 0 ""' 

sua-TOTAL --siOtoi" SZ7.757 1:715&0 

MIJNIEHAHCE EJCJ'Oal! 

... ,.,. ..... ...., ... • 0 • 
ov... .. ...., ... • 0 0 

ou...-u- 0 0 0 ,_ 
0 0 0 

an , . ,.oll-41-ecl 0 0 0 

o.-u-... • 474 7041 7 711 l 

oo...- .. -- 0 0 0 -leu! • •7• 7041 7 711 

l tl P•rOII-u-.., 1)09f ...... IOOS.O 

OV...lt- 104270 II).,. It• )It 

00...-lt- 0 0 0 

TOUI 117471 171 IOl ... ,. 
... ,.,. ... ...,...., ... 1.!5>6 1 .. 2 11147 

g,. .. ,-.., ,.. ~ )6lt 

oo... .. ...., ... 
10101 ·- 1791 70~ 

r-

TOTAl MAIPH [XI' $1St •» Sl .. 701 ••u-
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W(ST f'LOAIOA NATUJ\Al OAS COMPMIV AfT ACIII.A( IH , ... 

O&M r o nCCASI WORICSII((T - POOJECTED ltsl VCAA CALCU\.AliOrl API\Il I, 1W2 

IIAtOE VEAA I'FIOJCCTEO 

S TArr •I T(STV(AA 

TAniO RAT[& ou.IOIDZ ---- 001)0193 

I I P A'I'IlOLLOPILY 4~ $~ 

• 2 CUST OAWTH X PAY 10 40~ 10~ 

• 3 CUST ORWTH X IN(l . '"" ·~ 1 4 lrlrLA TION ONl 'I' 2~ 2~ 

CUSTOMER GllOWIII s~ $1~ 1 r on mrOfWAIIONALI'UI\PO' s 

TOTAl. IIU:I<O 

CO>ABIII(O OA$( Y(AA PllOJCCHD OA:.OS 

OASf Y( AR •I ...!! r~ APP\.1(0 ------AGCOUioT 

C'JS TOI.I(RACCT ACOll (C 

1101 Pa,.ocl-11•0\do<l 0 0 0 

OU...Ir"""*<' 0 0 0 

oo ... noeu~.., 0 0 0 

TOUI 0 0 a 

102 PaY'OII.o1Jend414 ., (if.) 11 ,310 101,.)41 , 
Olh«IJ~~ S l 311 ~.11:1 01, 11$ 3 

Olh«nOCIJ~ 0 0 0 

focal IS. 034 ---- 141237 16!'.~ 

1103 PaY'OII .... Oiftdo<l 717 413 :l1,7011 :4Q~ 

011>« """"eel nGOV :.t .lt7 :~.Ill 

Olh«IJOiftdecl " 42 4) 4 
oo-,..,. ... _ no.4S7 :lSUO 138,411 Sll.tot WN II tiOV• I 

Olh<l< ... nc~ec~ CUST0 t.e(A<;r NTH PTV 

01"-<nOCIJ....SIId (1 4 , 114) (IS S70) (17,050) 

T01a.l 4S7.~ 471. 110 400.ll1 --
1104 PaY'OII--lr•no.<~ 0 0 0 

oo-noeu•- QUS 7U OD.S» CUST()t.l( A C.llON IH Ot.l Y 

01-nOCIJ....w.J (l.e..."91 (l .tn) (t U01 

ToW "'Ciii"iiii"" C4 OGI 1,71~ 

110S Pa,.oc•-u~.., 0 0 0 

Olt>or II~IOG 0 0 0 

Olto.,,.,.u.,.,..., 0 0 0 

lolol 0 0 0 

1109 r., ,oa ..... ..,.., 0 0 0 

01-·- 0 0 0 

Ott.., no~ f.4•n.s..,~ 0 0 0 

l out 0 0 0 

TOIAl CUS I Sf., . ()'P V~OJe SU34t7 S l:' ., 

!>Alf~ l 'not.IOIIC'. E , :£·.st: 

011 p,.Yf .U .,., •• ,.J 0 0 0 

O.r.o, lhHt.1 ·•"' 0 0 0 

0tiMH • MJt htt•" h• • 0 0 0 

Tutti 0 0 0 
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WEST FlOAIOA I'IATUFW. O.U COMPANY A TT AI:MW£>il' )A 

OUI FORECAST WOAUHEET - Pf'O.ICCT£1) TCST 'l'f.AACALC\1\.ATIOfl ~I),.., 

DMtttAA I'RC)JfCT[D 

S TAFF • · I fUTYtAA 

TREND RATCS. ~ oetlO/tl 

• I PAYROLL ONlY -~ ·-• z CUST GRWni )(PAY 10 .... 10-

• J CU$1' CRWni )( IIIFl ,....,.. ·-•• IIIFI.AliOH OIILY )~ l~ 

CUSTOI.t£11 GROWTH 5~ 
,,_ I I'OIIINI'QAI.4,. TIOI<Ali'URI'O:OO 

TOTAL lRE~ 

COUOfi~CD 8AseYtAA ~ lUIS 
IIASEYEAI\ •• l(STY(.t.A ~ 

ACCOUNT 

tl2 Poyrall-11-.d ....stt .... 51,1:9 

0111«11- tO ,OS IOUO ll .f4t 1 

()Ute(-"....,.., ••» . .., f i St CUSTO .. C" GAOWJH Ohl Y 

OU...-11-.G 0 10- 20,:.00 

OU...-11~ ••~m 2.2Q 

0111«-lf- ~ • ~!10 ••• 
T~ f7.lS$ tl,. .,.zu 

Ill Poyroll-lleNiH 0 0 0 

ou. .. ll.- 0 0 0 0111«-11-... 0 0 0 

TOIAJ 0 0 0 --e~e Po)foii-II....S..S 0 0 0 

OU.Ori1-..S 0 0 0 
011> .. _11_ 0 0 0 

TOiol 0 • 0 

TOTAl salltiG EXP SG7lS5 Ut..- 187 ::-.• 

_./ --
At)tAIIIISTRAliVE & GElo(RAl 

120 Poyroll-uiWICMcl $&UOI ~11M QI,OU 

01/><ofll- 0 0 0 

0\hM-If- 0 0 0 

TOIAJ "'"'' ..,, ... &UO~ 

. 171 PoJ'all-11_.., 0 0 0 

OU...Ir-tod IIA.$.3$ 2001101 71t7U 0111«11- 101011 111M IIJ16l 

0111«-11- 0 11 tOA GAR81o.CC 'f~ HE I'HCR£A ou..,,.,.v_.., U1V 111 M Ill tO) '- OF PUAOU 6 0fi<EIIi 'ACT 
o.--u- "·'" 11l~7 111%» 
OIM<_If_..S ( 12.J1WI 

0111«11-..S (U 21) 1501'21 (UlSI 

ou...u-od (1,$17) (I.IIJI (I 711) __./ 
OIN<tr-.d 0 0 jiO 1101 

Tcul 451::0$ ,. ,., 
$41~ 
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WESTFlOAIOA HATVRAI. OAI c;c)I,!"AHY 

-

An~CNilA 

OI.M I'ORECASTWOIU!swt:CT - "AOIC.CTCO f UT YUI\CAI.CVI..ATIOH AI'A l I) I etJ 

8 AUYVA I'OOJC.CTCD 
ST"" • t ~Yf.AA 

TR£1«) AATU ~ MQQ/'1) 

• I PAYAOU.~LY • !IOOo ·-t 1 CUlT OAWTH X " AY 104 ... 1&.,.. . , CUST ORWTH X INA. •• 1 ... ·-•• INFLATION ONLY 

,_ , __ 
CUSTOM [A OAOWTll ,,_ 

~~ I !'Oft IH~IWATIOHAL PVRPOSU 

TOTAL TA(!'.'D 
COMallltD 8ASeYI!AA MtO.ICCTtD 8ASlS 
8AS1!\'U.R • I TUTYUA Al'f>u(l) 

ACCOUNT 

tU "•1"01-ct-.o 0 0 0 
01110111- 0 0 0 

au- nctlllei>Ciecl (70 6001 (71.1".!1 (7ll. l:l) 0 .... 0' o\0Mft<1Sl fiV, fiVE { 

TOI.ol (70~ "-"'~ e:• 117) 

tll 
... ,.. .. ...,_ 

0 0 0 

OVIOI UOftdecl IS7,7t7 IU.$.11 , .. ~~· • 
OVIOinolll- 0 11041 ll.tn AOOITIO•IAL LEGAL O"E.t~S 
O:M< nclllondecl ( II 01$1 

ou-u- ( .. .$1111 (U ,)IOI ( !IO,OUI 

fot&l llt.nl ·~.:70 IU7U 

.,. P4)'foll-4tondecl 0 0 0 

OU...-11-ecl : • ,.IAJ Vl16 JJMO \o OfPAYAOU ()Ill.,_.,.,., ... Ullll !104 U7 3Cf.5_$40 

~-~~- 17~ (JZ.~ 

Total lOt 45jl ,..~ X7.::.e 

tJ5 
... ,..., . ...,_ 0 0 0 

ou-u- 0 0 0 
o•- ,....,_.., 0 0 0 

Totti 0 0 0 -/ 

SUB-TOTAL S l~l7 100 Sl.$!10 lit S l 001.4$.1 

AD'II'<ISTAAIIVE & OE.t.EAAI. .. , ,.,. ... -u_ 
0 0 0 ov. .. _.,_ 

:oe 1107 : •o !.6Z : .... -.0( P .. YRO\.L ' OI,.[A • A Q!-1/- (21 ltoj ()<441 Pt•Ul 
;:>' 

TOW 171417 l'Of071 217171 

~a p . ,.. ......... ..s 0 • 0 
OV!OinoiiiMdOoll . , 471 lflOQ 171 ,... ou..._.,.,..,.., (470.71 

Total • t • 11 tnotJ •unt 
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WEST FLORIDA NATURAl GAS COMPANY 
0&1.4 FORECAST WORKSHEET - PPOJECT£0 TEST YEAA CALCULATION 

BASE YEAR PROJECTeD 
STAFF • I TEST YEAA 
TREND nATES OCf30ID2 OOI30I'Il3 

I I PAYROll ONLY ~~ 5~ 

1 2 CUST GRWTH X PAY 10•~ IOIX* 
l 3 CUST GRWTH X INFL II~ ~~~ 

~~~ INFLATION OIIL Y 300~ 3~ 

ATTACHMENT 34 
APRil 13. 1~2 

~ 

CUSTOMER GROWTH 5 7000'!11 5~ ) FOR INFORMATIONAl PURPOSES 

TOTAL Tf\EtiO 
COMBINED BASEYfAA PROJECTED BASIS 
BASE YEAA • I TCSTYEAA APPliED 

ACCOUNT 

030 Par<Oil-lllncl~ 0 0 0 
Otherllend~ 72.GOO I~ 171 n.cot ~ 

Other noc bend~ ~11.7l" 107,G0t 107,G01 NEW 0\IEAH(AO AllOCA TIO 
Oilier noc II ended 0 ~.107 50,000 
Olhor noc uencl~ (25.000) 
Olherllend~ (5e.110) (51.3Q) (60.·~ 

Toe.! 60.2•11 121.ne r•o.a.ao -~ 

1131 Par<oll-uencl~ 0 0 0 
OUiar noc lrend~ 37.321 31.4 .. 38.~ • 
Olher nOi llended 0 0 0 

Tocar 37,321 31.~·· 38.~ 

1135 Paytoll-lr•nded 0 0 0 
Other tren<S~ cso.sao 452.~7 64 sar ~ 

Olherllar:l~ (11 271) (12201) (13.311) 2 

Tocar 411 30: 50,120 51 .263 

TOTAl A & 0 EXP 1,7111,5e7 2.0911, 121 2, 105 S50 

TOTAl 0&1.1 EXPENSES $3 015.1111 $3 5111,034 S3.nr.on 
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WEST FLORIO A t4A TURAl GAS COUP ANY 
DOCKET NO ttona-ou 

NET OPE11ATING INCOMC MUL nPUER 
PTYOU3CW3 

COMPAIIY COMPAtiY 
DESCRIPTION AS FILED AS REVISED 

REVENUE REOUIREMEHT 100~ I 00 OClOO'ot 

GROSS RECEIPTS TAX RATE 0~ 0 ()()()()'~\ 

REGULATORY ASSESSMENT FEE 0 31SOC.. 037~ 

BAD DEBT RAn: 0 :•17~ 0 5040~ 

NET BEfORE IUCOIAE TAXES Wll33.,. 0!11%1~ 

STATE INCOME TAX RATE 5 5000~ s sooo-. 

STATE INCOIAE TAX 5 4Gal~ 54517.,. 

NET BEFORE FEDERAL ltiCOIAE T-'XES Q3QI7~ GlGGIIlO.. 

FEDERAL INCOIAE TAX RAlE 3-4~ 3-4 0000~ 

FEDERAL u;COME TAXCS 31031~ ll 1470.,. 

REVENUE E.;(PMISIOII FACTOR 01 Ql~.,. 01 .,,, " 

NET OPERATIIIG IUCOME IAULTIPltER I Sill I 617&-. 

AnACHUENT 4 

APAIL 17, 11n2 

STAFF 

100~ 

0 OOOCI'Mt 

03750~ 

0.2114~ 

1'940G6-. 

5,.5.000~ 

5 441•.,. 

113~ 

3-4~ 

ll 93$3.,. 

61~ 

161~ 
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WEST FLORIDA NATURAL GAS COMPANY -

DOCKET NO 910778-GU 

COMPARATlVE DEFICIENCY CALCULAT10 NS 

PTY 6/301'l3 

COI'APANY COMPAUY 

AS FILED AS REVISED 

RATE BASE (AVERAGE) $18.066,280 $18,116,913 

RATE OF RETuRN X 11. 14% X 11.03•41 

REQUIRED UOI $2,012.584 $1 998.296 

Opcr~llng Revenues $6.559 429 $6,805,5:38 

Operating Expenses: 

Operation t Maintenance 4,130.177 3.987.705 

Depreciation & Amortization 1,244,143 1.2.54,431 

Taxes Olher Than Income Tax 65 1,898 344,912 

Current Income Taxes (282,571) 118,077 -
Ga.n on Sale to Amorlgas (15.689) 

Total Ooeraling Expenses 5,743,647 5,689,360 

ACHIEVED NOI 5815,782 $1 ,116,178 

NET REVENUE DEFICIENCY 1,196,802 882,118 

REVENUET~XFACTOR 1.613 1.618 

TOTAL REVENUE DEFICIENCY $1,930,800 $ 1,426,913 

ATTACHMENT 5 
APRIL 17, 1992 

STAFF 

$17 ,893.8~2 

X 10.60% 
$1 .897.371 

S6.805.S38 

3,721 .077 

1,260.00'.3 

J-!4,912 

160,160 

(15.689) 
5.470,.:65 

$1,335.073 

562.298 
1.613 

$906.931 
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SCHEDULE - A (COST OF SERVICE) AHACHH£HT 6 
CLASSIFICATION OF RATE 8ASE 

(Page I of 2:PLAH1) 

C0l4PANY HAHE: IIEST FLORIDA 
DOCKET NO 910778-GU 

101Al CIJ<'TOH(R CAPACJlY eot04001TY CLASSIFIER 

LOCAL STORAGE PLANT 0 0 IOOX capacity 

JtiTANGI8L~ PLANT: 37124 37124 
PRODUCTION PLANT 0 0 
DISTRIBUTION PLANT : 

374 Land and Land Rights 159520 159520 
375 Structures and Improvements 488 488 
376 Hains 12503979 12503979 
377 Comp.Sta.Eq. 0 0 
378 Keas .t Reg.Sta . Eq . -Gen 220421 220421 
379 Hcas.& Reg.Sta.Eq.-CG 328678 328678 
380 Services 4466351 4466.351 !OOX customer 
381-382 Meters 2798734 2798734 
383-384 House Regulators 1422187 1422187 
385 Industrial Heas .& Reg.Eq. 0 0 100l capacity 
386 Property on Cu~tomer Premises 0 0 0 0 aC 374-38$ 
387 Other Equipment 0 0 0 0 ac 374-386 

Total Distribut ion Plant 21900358 8&87272 13213086 0 219003!>11 

GENERAL PLANT: 2444581 1222291 1222291 SOX CUStOI'Ier, SOX, capacity 

PLANT ACQUISJTIO~IS: 465716 465716 lOOt capac! ty 

GAS PLAIIT FOR fUTURE USE: 0 0 

CIIIP 215077 85315 129762 0 dtst .plant 

IOTAL PLANT 25062856 9994878 15067978 0 25062856 chec s.n 
........................................................ 
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SCHEDULE • A (COST OF ~ERYIC£) 
CLASS I FICATIOIC OF RAT( BASE 

(Page 2 of 2:ACCUMULAJ£0 OEPRECIATI~~~ 
COHPAHY NAME : VEST FLORIDA .. 
OOC~EJ r;o . 910778-GU 

TOTAL CUSTOtiER CAPACIJY COIM)OITY 

LOCAL STORAGE PLAUT : 0 0 0 0 

INTANGIBLE PLANT : 0 0 0 0 
PROOUCT!OII PLAtH 0 0 
OISTRISUTIOII PLAUT: 

375 Structures and lq~roveaiC!nts 23 0 23 0 
376 Ka1 ns U 33601 0 4433601 0 
377 Compressor Sta. Eq. 0 0 0 0 
378 Keas & Reg.Sta . Eq.·G~n 1)395 0 13395 0 
379 Meas.& Reg.Sta . Eq. -CG S3946 0 539~6 . 0 
380 Services 1101137 1101137 0 0 
381·382 Heters 1010649 1010649 0 0 
383-384 House Regula tors 439884 CJ9884 0 0 
385 lndust .Hcas.& Reg.Sta . Eq . 0 0 0 0 
386 Property on Cus~OMer Pre=tses 0 0 0 0 
387 Other Equ ipment 0 0 0 0 

Total A.D. on Olst . Plant 7052635 2551670 4500965 0 

GEHEIIAL PLA/IT: 580524 290262 290262 0 

PLANT ACQUIS ITIONS: 434813 0 434813 0 

RETIREHEIIT WORK Ill PROGAESS: 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL ACCUHULAT£0 OEPR(C IATIOII 8067972 2841932 5226040 0 
•••••••••••••--•••••••••••&••••• .. ••••••••••••••••••••••• -NET ~LANT (Plant less ~cum. Oep .} 16994844 7152946 984193& 0 

less:CUSTOHER AOVAIICES -36411 ·18209 ·18209 

plus :VOR~ING CAPITAL 935356 686824 207241 Cl t90 

equals : TOTAL RATE B~S£ 11893823 78ZIS&Z 10030971 '1290 .......................................... ............... 

AHAOft(h'J 6 

CLA~SIFIER 
rel.ted plant 

rei phnt account 

1 OSZ r.J S chec lmn 

general plant 

plant •cq~t5 f t lons 

distribution pl•nt 

8067972 Cheei(SUIII 

16994!34 chec suo 

SOX cust SOXc.p 

oocr And !:W lnt e)p 

17ti~J823 thee $\1':1 
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SCHEDULE • & (COST OF SERVICE) 
CWSIFICATIOH OF EXPEJIS£5 

(Page I of l) 

,.. 

/ CC~PAIIY IIAME: VEST FLORIDA 
OOC~ET NO. 910778· GU -
OPEAATIO~IS AND HAIHTENAnCE EXPEMSES 

LOCAL S TO RAG[ PLANT : 
PRODUCTIO~ PLAIIT 
Dl STR IBUTION· 

870 Operation Supervision & Eng. 
871 Dlst .L~d Dispatch 
871 Ccmpr .Sta . Lab. & Ex. 
873 Compr.Sta . Fuel & Power 
874 Hains and Servl~es 
87S Heas.& Reg. Sta .Eq.-Gen 
876 Hcas .& Reg . Sta . [q.· lnd. 
877 Heas .& Reg. Sta. (q.-CG 
818 Hater and House Reg. 
819 Cust~r ln: tal. 
880 Ot~r Expenses 
881 Rents 
88S Ha lnt enance Supervision 
886 Hatnt. of Struct. and l~rov . 
887 Maintenance of Hains 
888 Halnt . of Comp.Sta . Eq. 
889 Ha1nt . of ~~as . & Reg. Sla.(q.·G 
890 Halnt . of Heas .& Reg . Sta . Eq.·l 
891 Kat nt . of Heas .& Reg.Sta . [q . ·CG 
892 H4tntenance of Services 
893 ~~I nt . of Heters and House Reg . 
894 Hatnt . of Other Equl~t 

Total Distribut ion Expenses 

CUST~~ER ACCOUNTS 
901 Supervl :11on 
902 Hater-Reading [~pense 
903 Records and Collection [ xp. 
90( Uncollectlblo Accounts 
90S H1sc . Expenses 

Total Customer Accounts 

(901 -910) CUSTOHER S(RY ~ INFO. EXP . 

(911·916) SAL(S EXPENS( 

(93Z) ~!NT OF G(N PL~NT 

(920-931) A011 11ti STAATIOii AHD GENERAL 

TOTAL O~H EXPENSE 

TOTAL 

0 
0 

150252 
0 
0 
0 

225183 
0 
0 
0 

55529 
0 

87980 
0 
0 
0 

27686 
0 
0 
0 
0 

7711 
140375 

1036 
701757 

0 
162529 
496237 

69693 
0 

728459 

0 

97284 

SI26J 

21CC296 

3723059 

CUSTOHER 

0 

61443 

0 

592~6 
0 
0 
0 

55529 
0 

41339 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

7711 
140375 

5918 
371592 

0 
162529 
•96237 

0 
6587&6 

0 

9728C 

2733812 

CAPACITY 

0 
0 

&8809 
0 
0 

16~22 
G 
0 
0 
0 
0 

40641 
0 
0 
i} 

27&o6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1108 
3241 65 

0 

251:32 

C()l('oi()O I T Y 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

69693 

69693 

0 

94658 

164351 
............•..•.•.•........•.......•.................... 

AITACW'[NT 6 

ClASS I Fl ER 
.c 301-lZO 
100X ca~clty 

c 871-87:~ 
I 00::: r\1)4C It y 
tC 371 
IOOX c<XI"''di ty 
.cl76-•c380 
•c 378 
ac 385 
•c 379 
•c381·•cl83 
tC .!86 •c 381 
100: CC:UCi t)' 
•c886-6S• 
ac375 
ac;J16 
tC 377 
•c j , 8 
• c 385 
•c 379 
•c 380 
•c.!Sl-383 
ccl67 

101751 che 

I 00:C CO"f'>C)d It)' 
IOO:C c .. s~cr.er 
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-

SCHEDULE - 8 (COST OF SERVICE) 
CLASSIFICATION OF EXPENSES 

CO~PAHY NAHE : VEST FLOR IDA (Pave l of 2) 
OOC~ET NO. 910778·GU 

/ 
DEPRECIATION AND AHORTIZATION EXPENSE: TOTAL CUSTOMER CAPACITY COit',DOI TY 

Deprecl4t lon Expense 1213255 51D645 702610 0 
Amort . of Other Gas Plant 0 0 
A~rt . of Property Lo~s 0 0 
~~rt. of Llal ted-tena lnv. 0 ? 0 0 
Amort . of AcQul s•tllon Adj . 31061 12624 18437 0 
Amort . of Convers ion Costs 0 0 
Total Depree. and Amort . Expense 12.4316 523269 7210.c7 0 

TAXES OTHER THAN INCOME TAXES : 
Revenue Re14ted 28901 -;..-
Other 316952 133401 183551 0 
Total Taxe' other than Incone Taxes 3458SJ 133401 183551 0 

REY .CRDT TO COS(NEG .OF OTHR OPR.REV) -201190 -201190 

RETURN (REOUIREO HOI) 1897371 829359 1063634 4378 

INCCl'iE TAXES 499413 218298 279962 1152 

TOTAL OVERALL COST OF SERVICE 7508e2l 4236950 3073090 ~ - l69S82 

A TT AChlt(HT 6 

REVENUE 
CUSSirtER 
net plant 
!COX CID4Ci ty 
lOOt Cai)IC\ly 
•ntanv•b•e plan 
lntan/dlst/c;en 
ICC% c~odl ty 

0 1244316 che 

28901 lOOt reven~e 
net plant 

28901 

l OOX custcroer 

rate base 

0 ret urn( no•) 

28901 750 .. 822 che 
.......................................................... ................. 

~ -



'000 
>O:z::l 

SCHEDULE · C (COST Of SERVICE) ATTACHMENT 6 G)()O 
t'lXI:'l 

OEVELOPHENT Of ALLOCATION FACTORS O'l~ :z:j 
CQIOA~Y HAllE: \.'EST fl~ lOA 

0'1 z 
OOCJ:El ~0. 9107~-QJ z o 

CQ'J•ERC I Al FIIIH SPEC IAL 0• 

OJSTOKEit COSTS TOTAL RESIDENTIAL ~~ERCIAl lARGE VOL. lliOUSTIII AL TIWISPOIU INTERRUPT CONTRACT 'tl 
\OC/) 
1-'0 

No. of Custaoers 26267 24192 2061 8 2 1 2 1 01 
-..J\0 

v~lsht lng NA 3 24 24 35 35 35 -..JI\) 

\/t i ll ted ~o. of Custcoers JOi55 24192 618l 1n 48 35 70 35 CD I 
1 0 

Allocation factors 1 0.786603604 0.2010404& 0.006242887 0.00156072 0.001\38 0. 002276 0.0011380 G) t -> 
crv 

-..J 
CAPACITY COSTS I 

'tl 
() 

Put & Avg. th Salts Vol.(the~> 15631955 1690134 1678330 705795 253353 88~ 622117 783422 0 
I 

Allocation factors 1 0.108120449 0.10736532 0 .04515~782 0.01620737 0.569270 0.039797 0.1140882 G) 
" il~s of Kaln Atloc•t lon 682 297 248 116 12 3 3 3 c 
AllocatIon factou 1 0.4354&3871 0.36363636 0.170087976 O.Oii59S30 0.004398 0.00439! 0.001.3988 

Annuli S.l~s Vol.(the '1012879 7967383 9575588 36159 3 2156416 4352181 2700381 1064,987 
Allocat ion fac ors 1 0.194265391 0.23347758 0.088166036 0.05251899 0.106\17 0.06~2 0.2595522 

R£VENUE•RElAlEO COSTS 

Tu on Cust1 Cep.& COf"''X)(f. 2MSO 17563 7031 1994 260 692 164 346 
Alloca t ion tactors 1 o.tz6tl4628 o.2S065421 o.o71073571 0.00916700 0.024679 I 0.005841 0.01Zl502 



'000 >O§ (;)() 
t"lXt"l SCHEDUlE · 0 (COST OF SERVICE> ATTACHMENT 6 0\~:0 C~PANT ~A~E · ~tST rl~IOA AllOCATI~ OF RATE BASE TO CUSTOKER ClASSES 
-..I z OOC(ET hO. 9tOn8·G1J zo 

0· 

COMEitClAl fiRX SPECIAl "0 
RATE BASE BY CUST~~~ ClASS TOTAl RESIDENTIAl COKKERCIAl lAIICE VOl. lh.OUSTRlAl TWSPOitT INTERII1JPT cniTRACT 

\0{/) 
!-'() 
0 1 

DIRECT A.hD SPECIAl ASSlG~~~tS: 
-..1\0 
-..IN 

Custooer CDI 
10 Heters 17M085 1406511. 359477 11163 2791 2035 4070 2035 G) .-.> 

House t9Ulator s 982303 982303 0 0 0 0 0 0 CN 
-..J 

Services 3l652 4 2647090 6765"· 21009 5252 J!lO 7659 3al0 I 
Al l Other 1685960 1326181 3'38946 10525 2631 1919 l8J7 1919 '0 

() 
total 7821562 6362090 \374968 42697 10674 778J 15567 778J 0 

Cepeclty I 
G) 

ll'dust rlal "us .& It~. su. Eq. 20533 0 0 0 0 10267 0 10267 c 
Heas .&R~.Sta.Eq.·Ctn. I! 993 19677 195'0 8217 2950 103603 no 20763 
l'lal ns !07037! 3514519 2934683 13 72674 142001 35500 35500 n5oo 
AI t Other 17Sao67 1900al 188755 79378 2849.4 1000!15 69967 200575 
Total 10030971 3724280 3\42978 1460£69 17l44 \150185 112710 267105 

Cornodl ty 
ACCCKI\l • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ACCCKI\t • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ACCCKI\t I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
At t Other 41 290 8021 9640 l640 2" 71 '1!2 2719 10717 

\ To rat ., 4 1290 8021 9640 l640 2171 4382 2719 I 107\7 

TOtAl 17893823 10094391 4527586 1506607 1!62!9 1162350 13099S 2!56<>5 
......•.............•............................................................................... 



COMPANY ~~~~E: VESI flORIDA 
IIIII I I I NO. '1101/fl W 

Customer 
Cap.c l ty 
Conmodl t y 
Rev~ 

Total 

OPERATIO!IS AIID MAIIUE AI.CE EXPENSE: 
OIRECT ~0 SPECIAl ASSI~~~EIITS: 

C\.·stomer 
878 ~eters and House Regulators 
893 "-Int. of Keters ' House Rtg. 
874 Kalns & Services 
892 Kaint. of Services 

All Othtr 
Tout 

Cap.clty 
&76 ~easurlng ' Reg. Sta. Eq. · I 
&90 ~Int. of ~eas., Reg.Sta.Eq.·l 
874 ~al"' and Strvlces 
887 !lain~. of l'~tns 

AI t Other 
Total 

C~lty 

ACCOU'\t I 

AccOU'\t • 
ACCOU'\1 I 

All OtMr 
Total 

tOTAL O&JC 

DEPRECIATION EXPE SE: 
CustOMer 
Capac! ty 

SCHEDULE • E (COST OF SERV ICE) 
ALLOCATION OF COST OF SERVICE TO CUSTOKER CLASSES 

(Page 1 of 2> 

CQo!J1ERC I AL 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL COhMERCIAl LARGE VOL. 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

55529 
140375 
59266 

7711 

2'70931 
2733812 

0 
0 

165922 4 

27686 
631288 
824896 

0 
0 
0 

164351 

164351 

3723159 

510645 
702610 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

43679 
110420 
46619 

6066 
1943644 

2150427 

0 
0 

72256 
12057 

274916 

359229 

0 

0 
0 

31928 

31928 

25415&4 

401675 
305975 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

11161. 
2&221 
11915 

1550 
496757 

549607 

0 
0 

60335 
1006& 

229559 

299962 

0 
0 
0 

38372 
38372 

MN41 

102660 
255495 

' 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

347 
876 
370 

48 
15426 

17067 

0 
0 

28221 
H09 

107374 
140305 

0 
0 
0 

\L490 
14490 

17186l 

318& 
119506 

HIOUSTR I AL 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

87 
219 
92 
12 

3456 
4267 

0 
0 

2919 
487 

11108 
145\4 

0 

0 
0 

&64 1 

8641 

27422 

797 
ll363 

ATTACKMEIIT 

FIRK 
TRAil SPORT 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

63 
160 
67 

9 
2812 

3111 

0 
0 

730 

122 
zm 
3629 

0 
0 
0 

17~40 

17440 

241&0 

581 
3091 

6 

I 

INTERRUPT 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

126 
320 
1l5 

18 
56<4 

6222 

0 
0 

730 

12Z 
21n 
3629 

0 
0 

0 
\08.21 

108.21 

1\62 
3091 

SPECIAL 
CO!IIRACT 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

63 
160 
67 

9 
2812 
31\\ 

0 
0 

73~ 
122. 

2m 
3629 

0 
0 

0 
42658 

4265& 

49397 

581 
3091 

'1:100 
)'0~ 
c;')()O 
t"1Xtrl 

t'J1::0 
0\ t-3 
Q) z z o 

0• 

'U 
lOCI) .... () 
0 1 
-..JIO 
-..JN 
031 
1 0 

c;') N 
CN 

-..J 
I 

'U 
() 
0 
I 

G) 
c 

\ 



'tiOO 
>O~ 
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SCHEDUlE · E (COST OF SERVICE) ATTACK'4ENT 6 t'JlX to:l 
COMPANY ~AKE: VEST FlORIDA AllOCATI~ OF COST OF SERVICE TO CUST~~R ClASSES 0\~::0 
DOC(El hO. 910778-GU <Page 2 of 2) \0 'Z 

'ZO 
C~.KERCIAL FIRK SPECIAL 0• 

TOTAl RESIDENTIAl C~~RCIAL lARCE VOl. II.OUSIRIAL TRANSPORT INTERRUPT CONTRACT 'tl 
\OCil 
~(') TAXES OTHER THA~ INC~ TAXES: 0 1 

Custooer \33/.01 10493/. 26819 all 208 152 304 152 -.J\0 
-..ltv 

Cepac: l ty 183551 79933 66746 31220 3230 807 807 807 (X) I 
Subtotl l 316952 181.867 93565 32053 3(38 959 1111 959 l o 

c;') N 
Revenue 28901 18096 121.4 2054 268 713 169 357 Cr--' ...... total 345853 202963 100809 3/.107 3706 1612 1280 1316 I 

'tl 
(') RETUIIll ( 110 I ) 0 

Cust cner 629359 671.601. 145795 4527 1132 825 1651 825 I 
c;') 

c.pac:ity 1063634 394904 313266 15481.0 18391 121960 11951 28322 c 
Ccnl!Odity 4378 851 1022 386 23tl 465 288 1136 
Total 1897371 1070358 480082 159753 19753 123250 13890 30284 

I ~CO!f fAXES 
Custcner 218298 177565 la375 I 192 29'8 217 434 217 
Capacity 2799~ 103944 amo 40756 1.81.1 32101 3146 7455 
Cornld I t y 1l52 224 269 102 61 122 76 Z99 
roul 499413 281732 126l6' 42049 51?9 32441 3!156 7971 

UV£ ClEO IT EO 0 COS: ' CuttO"'I!r · 20 190 • 120714 ·10476 I) 0 0 0 0 

OTAL COST 01 S£-YIC£: 
Custooer 4236950 3398421 785318 26885 6;11 49C1 9802 4901 
capaci ty 3073090 125201' 1049892 489762 SJMl 161669 22705 43385 
C OI"IIIOd I t y 1t?W 3J002 39664 1'978 8932 18027 11185 44093 

Subtotal 7479921 46!3438 1874874 53 625 693 6 184597 43692 92379 

·~ 28901 18096 7244 2054 268 713 169 357 
Total 750Ml2 4701533 1882118 533679 6958l. 185311 43861 92736 

········•··•••·····•················· ·············•·······••••·•·••············•···· ·•······•· ··•···········•·•···••·······•········•·•·••• 



SCIIEOULE • f (COST Of SERVICE) AI IACKXENI 6 ~00 

DERIVAll~~ Of REVE~UE DEf iCIE~CT :P<O ::d 
Q()O 

C<W'ANT II~E: 1/ESI fl~IOA 1:'1 X I:'1 
0~(£1 110. 910778· CU -.J ~::d 

tOI'J'.ERC I Al flAil SPECIAL 0 2: 
COST Of SERVICE 8T CUSIOHE~ CLASS IOIAL RESIDENtiAl COHHERCIAL lAR~ VOl. l!iOUSlRIAL IRA'ISPOIII INIEARlJI>l CONTRACT zo 

0· 

CUSIOHU COSTS ',2l6, 950 3,398, ,21 785,318 26,885 6,7ll 4,901 9,802 , ,901 "' \D C/) 
CAPAC I U COS IS 3,073,090 1,252.01' I ,049,892 '89,762 53,663 161,669 22,705 43,385 ..... () 
COIOtOO I TT COS 1 S 169,882 33,002 39,664 1',978 8,932 18,027 11,185 ".093 0 I 

-..1 \D 
uvu;ue cos r s 28,901 18,096 7,2U 2,054 268 713 169 357 -.J N 

IOIAL 7,508.822 4, 701,533 1,882,118 S33 ,679 69,5!4 185,31\ 43,861 92,736 (X) I 
I 0 

100,893 5&854 243&8 n8s 1611 l258 1143 n:n G)N 

hn:REVEh'\JE AI PRESENt RATES 6,625,286 3,86',765 1,601,479 478,361 107,124 2\3,916 7'5,088 2&4,5~2 C N 
-..1 

(In the eccrl clon yter) I 
eq.Jela: GAS SALES .!: 'EWE OffiCI£ CY 883,536 &J6,769 280,639 55,316 <l7 ,539) (26,606) (31,227) ( 191 ,816) ~ 

plus:DEfiCI(NCT IN OIMER OPERATIIiG REV. 23,408 14,045 9 ,363 0 0 0 0 0 
() 
0 

~h:IOI.al IASE •UVE~1JE DEfiCIEiocY 906,9U 850.814 290,002 55,316 (37. 539) (28,606) (31,2.21) 091,816) I 
~·••aaaaaaaaaaa••aaaaaaaaaaaaaa.aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa8a.,aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa~aaaaaaaaaaaaa• .. a•Aaaaaaaaa•aa .. aa•aaaaaaaaaaaaaaaaa•aakaaa.a .. aaaa• 

G) 
c 

Ulllt cos" : 
Cuu-r ll.U1929 II. 706o'U l t.7'5l l1l 260.05626} 2aD.OS626l ,08,415412 ,08, 415412 ,08. ISUl 
t.pacfty 0.196S90 0.740718 0.625556 0.69S91S 0.2\1811 0 .018167 0.036496 0.024}27 
~It, 0.004142 0.004 "2 0.004142 0.0041'2 0.004 t42 0 . 004142 0.0041.1.2 0.004142 

\ \ \ \ 



SCKEOULE · f (COST Of SERVICE) ATTACHMENT 6 
DER IVATION Of REVENUE DEFIC IENCY 

COMPA~Y NAME: UESI f lORIDA 
DOC~El uo. 910778·CU 

COMMERCIAL FIRH SPECIAL 
COST OF SERVICE BY CUSTOMER CLASS TOTAL RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL lARGE VOL . INDUSTR IAL TRANSPOlU IIITEitRUPT CONTRACT 

CUST~EI! COSTS 4, 236,950 3,398,421 785,318 26, 1185 6,721 4,901 9,802 4,901 
CAPACifY COSTS 3,073,090 1,252,014 1,049,892 489,762 53,663 161 ,669 22,705 43,385 
COHHOOIIT COSTS 169,&82 J3,0D2 39,664 14,978 8,932 18,027 11,185 44 ,093 
ltEV£NU£ COSTS 28,901 18,096 7,244 2,054 268 713 169 357 

TOTAL 7,508,822 4,701,533 1,1182,118 533,679 69,584 185,311 43,861 92,736 
100,893 58854 24388 7285 1631 3258 1143 4333 

less:REVENU£ AT PRESENT RATES 6,625, 286 3,864,765 1,601,479 '78,363 107, ll4 213,916 75,088 284,552 
(In the attrlt lon year> 

~Ia: liAS SUES REV£ E OEFICIE CY Ml, 536 836,769 280,639 55,316 CJ7 ,539) <28,606) <31,227) (\91,816) 
plus:DEFICIEIICY Ill OTKER OPEitAl iiiG ltEV. 23,408 14,045 9,363 0 0 0 0 0 
equals:TOTAL BASE·REVE~ OEFICIEIICY 906, 9G4 850,814 Z90, 002 55,316 (37,539> <28,606) (31,221) ( 191,816) 
••~••••••a.••--•••••~••••••••••••1•••~•••••••••••••••••~&tkattasata•&aa:csa•••tstaaac••••••••••••~•••••••••••••~•••••••~••••aa••--••a-. .. awa•a.aa•J 
Ullll COSTS: 

Customer 13.441929 I 1. 7tl6422 3\.753113 
Capac ity 0.196590 o.740na 0.625558 
Com:IOC I ty 0.004142 0. 004142 0.0041~2 

\ 

180.05628.3 280.056283 
0.693915 0.2\\811 
0.004 142 0.0041'2 

\ 

408.4154\2 
0.018167 
0.004142 

\ 

408.415412 
0.036496 
0.004142 

408.415412 

\I 
~ 

0.024327 
0.004142 

"000 >OEJ G)(') 
t'l>:M 

..J~" 
~ z :z:o 

0 • 

"0 
IDUl 
t-'(') 
01 
..JID 
..JN 
Q) I 
' o G1N 
C N ......, 

I 
"0 
(') 
0 

' G) 
c 

\ 



SCIIEOUlE • C (COS I Of SERVICE) AllACtiiiEIIl 6 't100 
UT( Of REIU~N BY CUSIOtiER CLASS >O " 

COHPANT N~E: ~Sl flOQIDA (P~y~ I of 2:PR£SENI RATES) 
<;)()0 
t:rl:Xtc:l 

OOC~El ~0. 910778 ·CU t:rl" 
COK'\ERC I Al fiRH SPECIAl -..18 

N z 
IO!Al RESIOENIIAL COHHERCio\l LARGE VOL. I~"OUSTR IAl TRANSPORT INTERRUPT COIIIRACT zo 

0 · 

REVENUES: (proJ«t~ tnt ynr) 't1 
Cas Salu c~ to growth) 6,625,286 3,864 , 765 1,601,U9 '78,363 107, 124 213,916 7S,OM 2!4, 552 \0(/) 

1-'() 
Other Operating Rev~ 1n.1a2 106,669 71,113 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 
Total 6,803,068 3, 971,434 1,672,592 t711,363 107,124 213,916 7S,OM 2!4,552 -..J\0 

-..1 
OD I 

EXPENSES: I 0 

Purellas~ Cas Cost 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
C) N 
CN 

~upeNU 3, 723 ,059 2 ,541, 5!4 887,9'1 171,862 27,422 24,180 20,672 49,197 -..1 
I 

Otprtc I at ion Eapensu 1,213,255 707,651 3511, 155 122,693 13,160 3,672 4,253 l,67l 't1 
Aoort ltatlon £kpenses )1,061 17,959 9,242 3,215 l44 95 110 95 () 

1uu Other than lncO!:IIC··FIJ~C~ 316,952 1!4,867 93,565 l2,0Sl ),4311 959 1, i 11 959 
0 
I 

Ta~u Othu 11\an lncOftli!· ·Rtvtnut 25,512 14,1193 6,272 1,794 402 1102 2112 1,067 <;) 

total hpsu ucl . IN:cr.t lat.u 5 . ~.1139 3,466,954 1,l55,17S :nt,616 L4,766 29,709 26,427 55,191 c 

lliCM TAXU: 97,142 S4,91l 24,630 11, 196 1,013 6,l2l 71) 1,554 

I OPUAIIIIG I COKE: l,l95,MII 449,567 292,786 1311,551 61,345 tn,aat. £7,947 127,807 

····················&············~····· .. ··· .. ···········&·········--······--······································· .. ·····~·--·······--···········~··· 
UTE V.SE: 17,1193,823 l0,094,l9l 4,527,586 1.506,607 186, 2119 I, 162,350 130,995 2115,605 

UtE Of IETU.N 0. 0711009 0.01. ~36 0.064667 0.091962 0.32929'-, 0.153019 0.366024 0.797630 

········· ········•··•··•••·•·······•···•···· ···········•···•••••••···•····· ···•··•··•······· ····· ···•······•····· ·······••· ·· ···••· ···•·•••·••••·••··•·· 



SCH£0Ul£ • G (COS! Of SERYICEl AIIACIIHfNI 6 "1100 
RAIE Of REIUiiN 81 CUSIOKEit ClASS >O~ 

G'l()O 
COKPAIIY 11.\I!E : ~SI flORID~ (Pag~ 2 ol Z:PROPOSED RAI(S) t>:! XM 
00(((1 h"O. 9 1D778·QJ CQ<JIERCIAL fi RK SPECIAL M~ 

-.JI-3 
10 1Al RESIDENtiAl C~ERCIAL LARGE VOL. lhOUSTRIAl TIWISPORT I NIERRUPT CONtRACT w z zo ·--- - 0 · 

~lvtNUtS: ·IS749S ·6l12S ·18069 
Gos S.lu 7,5011,1122 4,494,140 1,818,393 51~,610 107,124 213, 916 ~.088 284,552 "11 

\0(1) 
OtMr ~rttlne Re\~ 201,190 120, 711, 80,476 0 0 0 0 0 ~ () 
Iota I 7,710,012 4,6\4,854 1,898,869 515,610 107,124 213,916 75 , 088 2t4 , 552 0 I 

-..1\0 
-.IN 

£XP£NS£S : (X) I 

Pur~ted Gas Cos t 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 
G) N 

OIJihpensts 3,723,059 2 , 541,584 8117.~1 171,862 27, 422 24, 180 20,672 49,397 CN 
~~elation Ekpcn$tl 1,21l,255 707, 651 358, ISS 122,693 13,160 3,672 4,253 3,672 

-.I 
I 

~t l tat lon E•penset 31,061 17.~9 9,242 1 ,215 l44 95 110 9S "11 
laAtl Other Then lnc~··fiAtd 316,952 184,867 93 , 565 32,053 3,438 959 1,11 1 959 

() 
0 

la\tt Othtr !han tncome··RevtnUe 28,901 17,306 7,lll 1,934 402 802 282 1,067 I 

lout bpu• uct. Inc~ hut 5,313,228 ),469,366 1, 356,024 331.~6 44,766 29,709 26,427 55,191 
G) 
c 

PRE I.U ItO I : 2,396,784 I ,145,487 542,845 183,853 62,358 184,208 48,660 229,361 
IIIC()I( IUU: 499,4\l 23!,683 113,112 3!,309 12,991 la,lal IO,Il9 47,791 

!oEI OPUAflloG lhCOH£: 1,897,371 906,805 429, 734 1(5,544 49,365 1£5,825 38, 521 181,~ 

.-•••••••••••••••«•••••••~••&•••••••••••• .. •••••••••••••••••••a••••••• .. A••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••-.•••••••••••••••••••••••• .. •••••••• 
tAl[ IAlf: \7,89l,e2l 10,09(.,391 4,527,586 1,506,607 186,289 I, \62,3~0 \ 0,995 28),605 
Ul( Of lfl\llll 0. IC603S 0.089833 0.09491~ 0.~6604 0.264989 0 . 12S4S7 0.294063 0.635736 

·········· ·····················•··· ····•·•···· ·········· •··•··········· ·· ····· ···· ········•·· ···· ····•·················•····••························· 

\ \ 



ORDER NO. PSC- 92- 0 227 - PCO- GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778- GU 
PAGE 7 4 

· COST Of SERVICE SI.HIAAY -COHPAHY : VEST flORIDA 
OOC~ET HO. 910778-GU 

ATli!CitiEHT 6 

PRES(HT RATES 

Customer Ch4rge 
6.00 

Beginning Cndtng 
thenns lhen:IS 

--------- ---------
0 0 
0 N/A 

RAT( COfiPARISOH 

RAT£ SCHEDULE: RESIDENTIAL 

cents 
per them --------

0 
Z6.C8C 

PROPOSED RATES -

Custoner Ch4rve 
100 

B~lnnlng 

.,. _ 

Etldtng cents 
then:as ther1=1 per thetlll 

--------- ---------0 0 0 
0 H/A 30.901 

..................................................................................... 
Gas Cost Cents/Them Thenn usage Increment 

3Z.044 10 
..................•••.•..•••...•••.•.•.••.....•.•...•..... ··············~··········· 

present present propo~ed proposed 
monthly monthly I"'CMMthly 110nthly percept percer&t 

thcnn bill bill bill bill 1ncrean tnere.tse dollar 
usage w/o fuel vllh fuel w/o fuel with ful!l w/o fuel vl th fuel tncreue 

---------- -------·-- ·-··------ -------··- ---------- ------·------------- ----------0 6. 00 6.00 1 00 7. 00 16.67 16.67 100 
10 8.65 11.85 IO.o:l 13 29 16.67 12.16 I.U 
20 11.30 17. 71 13. 18 19. 59 16. 67 10.64 1.88 
30 13.95 23 .56 16.Z1 ZS.88 16.67 9.87 2.33 
40 16.59 29 . 41 19.36 32 . 18 16.67 9.41 2. 77 
so 19.24 3S.Z6 22.45 38. •7 16.67 9.10 3. 21 
60 Z1 .89 41.12 25 54 44 77 16. 67 8. 68 3 65 
70 24 .54 46.97 28 .63 51.06 16.68 8. 71 ( 09 
80 Zl .19 52.82 31.12 57 .36 16..,68 8. 58 4, 53 
90 29.84 58.68 34 81 63 . 65 16.68 8 48 <1 .98 

100 32. '8 64 ,53 37.90 69 .95 16 68 8.39 5. 42 
110 35.13 70. 38 40 .99 76.24 16. 68 8.32 S.86 
120 37.78 16. 23 u .o8 82 53 16. 68 8. 26 6 30 
130 40 ,43 82 09 4 ] , 1] 88.83 16 68 8. 21 6. 74 
140 43 .08 87. 94 so 26 95. 12 16.68 8. 17 7. 18 
ISO 45.73 93 . 79 53.35 101 42 16.68 8.13 1 63 
160 48 .37 99.64 S6 . U 107 . 71 16.1i8 8. 10 8 07 
170 51 .?2 105. 50 59 53 114.01 16 ~ 8 .07 8. 51 
180 53.67 111.35 62 .62 120 30 16 68 8.0C 8 95 
190 56.32 117 .ZO 65. 71 126.60 16.68 8.01 9 . 39 



ORDER NO. PSC-92-0 227-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778 -GU 
PAGE 7 5 

COST OF SERVICE Sli''IARY 
CO~PAHr : VEST FLORIDA 
DOCKET ~0. 910778-GU 

PRESENT RATES 

Cust omer Charge 
15. 00 

8eg lnn1ng Ending 

RAlE COKPARISOH 

RAT£ SCHEOULE· C £RCIAI 

cents 

PROPOSED RATES 

Custamcr Chuge 
10 00 

~IMing 

-

... -

(ndlng cents 
lhei'CI$ then:s per therm thcl"'llS lhcnl!l per thena 

--------- --------- -------· --------- ---------
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 N/A 12.928 0 /A_ 16. 407 

...........................•..........•...........•...•.............................. 
Gu Cost Cents/Thena Them uu;e lncrenent 

32. ()44 100 
..................................................................................... 

present present proposed proposed 
1:10nthly 11011lhly ll)flthly .,..t hly percent percent 

t he !"'Il bill bill btl! bl11 Inc ruse tncru se doll•r 
uuge w/o fue l with fue l w/o fuel ttllh fuel w/o fuel wtth fuel lncre•se 

---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- -------------------- -------- -
0 15. 00 15. 00 10 00 10 00 (33 33) (33 33) ·S 00 

100 27 .93 59. 97 26 41 S8, 45 ( S. cS) (2 . 54) ·1.52 
zoo <:0,86 104 .94 42.61 106. 90 4. 79 I 87 1.96 
JOO 53 . 78 149.92 59 22 155. 35 10. 11 3.63 5. 44 
400 66 . 71 194 .89 75.&3 203.80 13 36 4 . 57 8 . 92 
500 79 .64 239.86 92. 04 252 . 26 15 56 5. 17 12. 40 
600 92 . 57 284 . 83 108 44 300. 71 11.15 5. 57 IS 87 
100 105.50 329.80 124 .85 349 . 16 rs 34 s 87 19. 35 
800 118. 42 374 .78 141 .26 397 61 19 28 609 22 83 
900 131.35 419 . 75 157 .66 446. 06 20..03 6 27 26 31 

1000 ; 44 . 28 464 . 72 n• 01 494 51 20 65 6 41 29 79 
1100 157.21 509. 69 190. 48 542.96 21 16 6.53 33 27 
I ZOO 170. 14 554 . 66 20688 591 • t Zl 60 6.63 36 75 
1300 !83 06 599 .64 213 29 6J!J 86 21 97 6.71 co 23 
1400 :95.99 644 . 61 239 70 688 31 zz 30 6. 18 43 71 
1500 208. 92 689. S8 256 II 136. 11 ll 59 684 47 19 
1600 221 85 734 55 272 . 51 78S.Z2 zz 8• 6 90 ~ 66 
1100 234 . 78 179 .52 288 92 833 67 23 06 6 95 54 . 14 
1800 Z47 70 824. 50 lOS 33 882 IZ 23 l6 6 99 57 62 
1900 Z60 63 869. 47 321 73 930 S7 23 .. 103 61 10 



ORDER NO . PSC-92-02 27-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO. 910778-GU 
PAGE 76 

COST OF SERVICE S~J4ARY 

-

COMPANY : VEST FLORIDA 
DOCKET HO. 910778-GU 

- - ATTAOOtEHT 6 

PRESEH I RATES 

Custor:er Charge 
15 00 

Bog1nn1n9 Ending 
thenns therms 

--------- ---------
0 0 
0 H/A 

RATE CGKPARISOII 

RATE SCHEDULE: COHKEliCIAL lARGE VOLUHE 

c:cnts 
per t t.ora --------

0 
12 .928 

PROPOSED RATES / -----------·-- _.,..,., 
CustOI!\Or Cl>arge 

100.00 

Beg1nn•nv (ndlng cents 
tMms thei"JJIll per lllCina 

--·-·--·- ---.-.---
0 0 0 
0 _!II. 13 994 

........................................................... ................ k •••• ••••• 

Gu Co' t Cents/The,. lhel"'ll uS4ge tncrt"..ltllt 
32.044 10.000 ............................................................. ....... , ................ 

prnont present propos~ proposed 
monthly .anthly li!Onthly IIIO!Ithly percent perc:ent 

t hem btll bill bdl bill tncrease lnere•5e dol t.r 
useqe "'lo fuel "'lth fue l ..,fo fuel .. lth fuel wt/ o filel ,., t h fuel lneru'e 

--··------ ---------- ---------- ---------- ---------- ------------··-·-··- ···--··---
0 15.00 15.00 100.00 100.00 S66. 67 566.67 8S. oo 

10000 I. 307.80 4.512. 20 I.C99 . 40 ~ . 703 80 14. 65 4 25 191.60 
20000 2.600. 60 9.009. 40 2.898 80 9.307 60 11 . 47 3 31 298. 20 
30000 3.893 40 13.506. 60 4.298. 20 13.911.40 10. 40 3.00 404 80 
40000 5. 186. 20 18,003.80 5.697 60 18. 515.20 9.86 2 .8~ 511 co 
50000 6. 479. 00 22.501 . 00 7.097 00 23.119 00 9 . ~ 2. 75 618 00 
60000 7. 771.80 26,998.20 8,496 40 21.122 eo 9,32 2.68 72C 60 
10000 9.064 . 60 31.495.40 9,895 80 32.326. 60 "9 . 17 2. 64 831.20 
80000 10.357. 40 35,99Z 60 11 .295. 20 36.930 40 9.05 Z. 61 937 80 
90000 11.650.20 40.489.80 IZ.69C 60 41.534 20 8 96 2 58 1044 40 

100000 12.9~3.00 44,987 00 14. 094 00 46.138 DO 8.89 2.56 1151.00 
110000 1~ .235 . 80 49, 484 .20 15, 493. 40 50.141.80 8 83 2. 54 1257 60 
120000 15.528. 60 53.931.40 16.892 80 55,345. 60 8 . 79 2. 53 1364 20 
130000 16.82! . 40 58.478 60 18.292 .20 S9.9C9. 40 8.74 2. 52 1470 80 
'40000 18.114. 20 62.975.80 19.691 .60 64.553. 20 8. 71 2. 50 1577. 40 
1~0000 19. 407 00 67 ,473 .00 21.091 00 69.157. 00 861 2. 50 1684 00 
160000 20. 699 80 71,970. 20 U. •so 40 73.760.40 . 65 2 49 1790 &0 
!70DOO 21.992 60 76. 467 40 23.889 80 78.364 60 8 63 2 48 1897 .20 
180000 23 . 285 40 80.964.60 25.289 20 82. 968 40 f.61 2 47 2D03 eo 
190000 2t .578. 20 85,461 .80 26.688.60 81, S7Z 20 a.ss 2 47 2110 40 

,. -



ORDER NO. PSC-92-0 227-PCO-GU 
DOCKET NO . 910778-GU 
PAGE 77 

COST OF SERVICE S~Y 
CGHPANY: ~EST fLORIDA 
DOCKET KO . 910778-GU 

ATT~£HT 6 

PRESENT RATES 

Cus tomer Owrge 
so 00 

8egtMinq Ending 
thenr.s thei'IIS 

~-------- ---------
0 0 
0 H/A 

RATE COHPAAISO'f 

RATE SO!EOU\.E: J,;DUSTRIAL 

een·~ 

per ther:a ------·-
0 

4 99 

PRCPOS(O RAT[ S 

Custcr.r Owrge 
100 00 

!eglMift9 (nd1n9 cents 
the"" lhef"II"S per thtrw --------- ------- --------

0 0 0 
0 H/A • 856 

..................................................................................... 
Gas Cost Cenu/Them Thena usac;e lncre.-.ent 

32.044 10.000 
.................................................................................... 

pruent present propo1ed oropostd -ronthly IIIOI'Ith ''/ .,thly "''O''thly oercent percent 
tl>eM bt II bill bill bill tncrl'ue lncruu dollu 
usage w/o fuel vtth fuel w/o fuel , lth fuel w/o (uel " lth fuel Inc ruse 

---------- ---------- ---------- -·-----·-- ---------- -----·---- ................. ·---------
0 50.00 50.00 100 00 100.00 100 00 100 00 ~0 00 

ICOOO 5C9 00 3. 75J .l 0 5&5 60 3.190. 00 6 67 0.98 36 60 
20000 1.048.00 7, 456.80 1.071 20 7, 480. 00 2.21 0. 31 23 20 
300CO 1.547 .00 11.160. 20 1.556 ao 11.170 .00 0.63 009 9.80 
40000 2.0l6. 00 14,863 .60 z.o•2 •o I• .860. 00 (0 18) (0 02) ·3 60 
50000 2.545.00 18.567.00 2.5211 00 18.550. 00 (0 .67) (0 09) · 11 .00 
60000 3.044 . 00 22.270 co 3.013 60 22.2( 0 00 (1.00) (0 14) - 30 lO 
70000 3.543 .00 25.973 50 3. 499 20 25,930.00 (I i4) (0 111 -•3 50 
80000 .:.042 .00 29.677 20 3.98l 80 29.620. 00 (I 42) co 19) -57 20 
90000 J .S-41 00 33.380. £0 , , , 70 co 33.310.00 (I ~~I (0 21) · 70 60 

100000 ~.040 . 00 37,084 00 • .956 00 37 .0<'0. 00 ( 1 67) (0 2J) ·84 00 
110000 s. 539 00 •o. 787 •o 5,lA1.60 40,690.~ (I 76) (0.24) -97 40 
120000 6.038 00 4C . C90 80 5. 921 20 44 .380 00 (I Ill) (0 ZS) -110 80 
130000 6. 537 00 l 8.194 20 6, , 12 80 •8.070 00 (I 90) (0 26) · 124 zo 
140000 7.036. 00 51.891 60 6.898 40 51.160 00 (1 . 961 (0 27) · 137 110 
150000 1.535.00 55.601 00 7,384 00 SS.•SO 00 (2.00) (0 21) · lSI 00 
160000 8.034 00 59.304. 40 7.869 60 59.140 00 (l . OS) (O 28) · Hl4 40 
17000(! 8.533 00 63.007 80 11.355 20 62.830 00 (2 011) (0 28) - 171 80 
18000, 9,032 00 66.711 20 8,840 80 66.520 00 (2 12) (0 l9) ·191 20 
190000 9.531.00 70. 414 60 9.326 •o 70.210 00 (2 IS) (0 l9 ) -204 60 
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COST or S£RVIC£ S~~RY 
COHPA:IY . WEST FLORIDA 
OOCKET NO. 910778-GU 

ATTACHMENT 6 

PRnEIIT RATES 

C..estomer Cllarqe 
50.00 

Beginning Endlog 
the1111S t hel"lll$ 

----------
____ ,.. ____ 

0 0 
0 N/ A 

AATt CWAAISOH 

RATE SCHEDULE: riRH TRAIISPORTATION 

cents 
per the,. ----·---

0 
4 99 

PROPOSED RAT£5 -" 

CustOI"Cr Ch4rge 
500. 00 

Beginning 
thenllt 

(ndlng 
tlw!rm 

................. --· ------0 - 0 
0 H/A 

cenu 
c:er therw ---·----

0 
' · 777 

.......... ................................................... . ••.•..•.••......•..... 
Gu Cost Cenu/Thera Them us•ge Increment 

3Z.04' 50.000 ..................................................................................... 

present present p,.oposed proposed 
ClOnthly r.lOflt hl y IIOnthly 1:10nthly peTCC!nt percent 

them bill bill bill btll Increase Inc rene doll•r 
usage .,fo fuel wl th fuel v/o fuel with fuel w/ o fuol wi t h fuel lncreue 

---------- -------·-- -------·-· ·--------- · ·-------- --------- --- ------ ----------
0 50. 00 50. 00 500.00 500.00 900 00 900.00 • so. oo 

50000 2.545. 00 18. 567 .00 z.w so 18. 910. SO 13. 50 1.85 343 so 
100000 5.040.00 37.084 .00 5.217. 00 37 . 321 00 ' 70 064 237. 00 
150000 7.535.00 55.601.00 7.665. 50 55 , 731 50 1.73 0 .23 130. SO 
200000 10.030.00 7( ,118.00 10,05.: 00 74. 1(200 o 2• 0 OJ 24. 00 
250000 12.525.00 92.635.00 12.4:2 so 92.552 so (0 .66) (0 09) -az so 
300000 15.020.00 111 .152 .00 14,831 . 00 110.963 00 n . z6) (0. 17) ·189 .00 
350000 17. 515 .00 129.669 .00 17.Z19. SO 129. 373 so (1 69) (0 .23) ·295. 50 
400000 20.010. 00 }(8.186. 00 19.608. 00 IH,784 00 {Z 01) (0 Z1) -402. 00 
4Soooo z2.so~ . oo 166.703.00 21.996. 50 166.194 . 50 (2 .26) (0. 31) -508. 50 
500000 25.000. 00 185,220. 00 24.385 00 184,c05. 00 (2. -46) (0. 33) · 615 .00 
550000 27. 495.00 203. 737.00 26.713 so Z03.01S. SO (2 6Z) (0.35) · 721. 50 
600000 29.990 00 222.254 00 29.162 00 2ZI.426 00 (2 76) (0. 37) -828 .00 
6SOOOO 32. 485. 00 240. 771.00 31.550 so 239.836 50 (2 88) (0 39) ·93' . so 
700000 34.980.00 259.Z88 00 33,939 00 258.247 00 (2. 98) (0 . ' 0) - 1041 .00 
750000 J7.475 .00 277 ,80S 00 36.327 so 216. 6S7 SO (3 . 06) (0 ., ) · 1147 . 50 
800000 39,970. 00 296.3ZZ. OO 38.716 00 l95.06a 00 (3 . 14) (0. 42) - IZ54 00 
850000 42. 465 00 314.839 00 41,104 50 313,«78 50 (J.,.ZQ) (0, , 3) · 1360. SO 
900000 44 ,960.00 333,356 00 43. 493 00 331.!89 00 (3 . l6) (O U) - 1461 00 
950000 47.455. 00 351.873 00 45 .881. so 350, ZS'l . 50 (3 32) (0 ., 5) -1573.50 
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COST Of SERYIC£ SIJIHAAY 
COHPAHY: VEST FLOR104 
DOCKET HO. 910778-GU ATTACitiEkT 6 

PR('OEHT RAT£S 

Customer C1'14rge 
612.00 

Beginning (ndlf19 
thenr.s thei"IIIS 

--------- --------· 0 0 
0 II/A 

RATE COM!' Alii SOli 

RATE SCH£DULE: IIITDI.tUPT ISlE 

eenu 
per the,.. --------

0 
2.551 

~PO~EO RATES 

Cust~r tnarv• 
soo 00 

Sec;tnnl"9 (ndl/19 cents 
the~ tfw.-.s ~r the1'11 

--------- --------- -------· 
0 0 0 
0 H/A Z.3J6 

..................................................................................... 
Gu Cost Cents/The.-. The,.. uuge lncr nt 

32 .~• 50.000 
..................................................................................... 

;~resent present propoHCI propo)ed 
::onthly IIIOnt hly ..,thly IIIOnthl'f percer~t percent 

then~ bill bill bill bill lncre•a• tncreue dollar 
uu;e ,.fo f11el with fuel w/ o fuel with fuel w/o f~oel .. . th fuel tncre• se 

---------- ---------- ---------- --- ------ ---------- --------------·--·-- ----------
0 512. 00 612.00 !lOO 00 soo 00 (IS 30) (IS JO) -112.00 

50000 1.887 .50 17,909.SO 1.668 00 17.690.00 (ll.lil) (I . Z3) -219 . !10 
100000 3.163.00 35.207.00 Z.SJ&. OO l4.580 00 (10 34) (0 .93) ·327 00 
ISOOOO 4 • • 38.50 S2.504.50 •.oo..oo 5Z.070.00 (9 . 79) (0 .83) ·.&34 so 
200000 S.71C.00 69.SOZ.OO 5. 172 00 69.260. 00 It 491 (0 78) - s.z . oo 
250000 6.989.50 87.099.50 6.340 00 86,450.00 (9 29) (O. lS) -649 so 
300000 6.265. 00 t a..J97 . 00 7.508.00 103.640 00 (II 16) (0. 73) -157 00 
350000 9.540.50 121.694. 50 8,676 00 120.830 00 (9 06) (0 71) ·!6C SO 
400000 10.!16.00 133.992.00 9.144 00 138.020 00 (a 991 (0 10) ·912 00 
450000 12.091.SO 1S6. 289.50 II.OIZ 00 ISs.z ·o. oo (8 . 93) (0 ~) · 1079 50 
500000 1!.!67 00 173,581 .00 12.180 00 11Z.COO,t:o (8 .a5) (0 68) · 1181 00 
550000 J.! . S42. so 190.834 so 13.3•8 00 189.590. 00 (8 .84) (0 68) ·12'14 so 
6&000~ :~.918. 00 208.182.00 IC,SI6 00 206.780.00 (8 .81) (0 67) .,&02 00 
650000 li.l9J.50 225 •• 79 . 50 IS.G&4 00 223.970. 00 (8 78) (0 67) ·1509 so 
70000:3 1!, .!69 00 2C2 ,777 . \)(J 16,852 00 241 , 160.00 f8J8) (0 67) ·1617 00 
750000 !S.744.50 260.074 so 18.010 00 258.350 00 a 731 (0 66) ·!7Z4 so 
8ooooo z: . ~2o . oo 211.372 00 19. 188 00 Z7S.S40. 00 (8 12) (0.66) • !832 00 
850000 zz 295 so 29C.&69 SO lO.JS6 00 292.130 00 (8 70) co 66) ·1939 so 
90000~ 2'.571 00 311.967 00 ll.SlC.OO l09 .?ZO 00 (8 68) (0 66) ·1041 , 00 
95000~ :: 3C6 SO J29.26C 50 22.69Z.OO 327 . 110 00 (8.67) (0 .65) ·ZISC. SO 



COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY ATTACHMENT 6 

PROPOSED RATE DESIGN ~00 

>O~ COMPANY NAME: WEST FLORIDA (;') () 
t'll~t'll 

DOCKET NO. 910n8-GU COMMERCIAl ARM SPECIAl CD~~ 
TOTAL RESIOENTlAl COMMERCIAL LARGE VOL INDUSTRIAL TRANSPORT INTERRUPT CONTRACT 0 z zo 

0• 

~ PRESENT RATES (pfo,ected lnl ~) \Otn 
1-'0 

GAS SALES (diHIIO QlowVl) 6825.216 3164,765 1,601,CN C71,le3 107,12' 213.1118 75,011 uc.w 01 
-..l\0 

OTHER OPERATING RE\IENUE 1n.112 106,808 71 ,113 0 0 0 0 0 -..lN 
CDI 

TOTAL 8.103061 31171,Cle 1,672 5112 C71.363 107,12C 213.1118 75,011 28C,SS2 10 
0N 
C:N 

-..l 
I 

RATE OF RETURN 710~ '"~ 6 C7 1120~ l283 .. 15~~ 34~ 71178" "0 
() 

INDEX 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
I 

G) 
c 

PROPOSED RATES 

CAS SALES 7 SOl 122 c .c~ ICO 1.111.3$3 515.010 107 12C 213 t16 7$011 214,5.52 

OTHEROPERAT ~G REVENUE 201 180 120 71C 10,470 0 0 0 0 0 

TOTAL 7.710 012 4 814.1SC 1,&N.Itlll 515010 107,124 2121110 7$,0&1 21CSS2 

TOTAL RE\IEHVE INCREASE 806.11CC 643.4~0 220.271 37.248 0 0 0 0 

~(NT INCREAS€ lljl~~ 18~ • l3 63 77~ 000 lj(l~ 0~ 0~ 

RA TC OF REnJRN 1060 IN~ IIC~ II Get.~~ t8~ I~ 5!. :0 "~ 6357~ 

I NO EX 2 3 0 



COST OF SERVICE SUMMARY ATTACHMENT t1 

COMPANY NAME: WEST FLORIDA CALCULATION OF PROPOSED RATES 

DOCKET UO. 910778-GU COMMERCIAL FIRM SPECIAL 

TOTAL RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL LARGE VOL INDUSTRIAL TRANSPORT INTERRUPT CCNTRACT 
"dOO 
)'O::tl 

PROPOSED TOTAL TARGET REVEN 7,710.012 4,614,854 1,898,869 515,tl10 107, 124 213,81tl 75,088 284,5S2 Cl()O 
ttl~~ 

LESS OTHER OPERATING REVENUE 201,180 120,714 80,478 0 0 0 0 0 co~ 
..... :z: 

LESS CUSTOMER CHARGE REVEtiUES 

:z:o 
0• 

PROPOSED CUSTOMER CHARGES $700 $10.00 $10000 $10000 $50000 $500 00 $23,712 00 "d 
TIMES NUMBER OF BILLS 315.204 2il0.304 24,732 1M! 24 12 24 12 

\0(1) 
1-'() 

EOUALS CUSTOMER CHARGE RE : Sil,QQ2 2.032, 128 247,320 uoo 2.400 8,000 12,000 284,544 01 
-.J\0 
-.JI\.l 

LESS'OTMER NON-THERM·RA TE REVENUES COl 
10 
ClN 

EOUALS PEA·THERM TARGET REV 4,814 1.30 2,482,012 1,571,073 SGe,OIO 104,724 207,8 18 63,088 8 ON 
..,J 

I 

DIVIDED 8Y.NUf,lBER OF THEI'I'AS 41,012.87$ 7,087,383 8 .575.5U 3 815.843 2,158,418 • .352 Ill 2.700,381 10,8«,8&7 "d 
() 
0 

EQUALS PER-TKEAM RATES(UNRNDED) 0308011 0 IIW071 O.l»>lll 0041584 o04m3 0023.3Q 0000001 I 
C) 
c 

PER-THERM RATES(RNOEO) OX'gc)l 0 18407 Ol)gQ4 0 04858 o04m 002338 000000 

PER- THER.\l~FV.TE REVEHUES(RNO 4 914,7&3 2..48.2.001 1,571,087 SGe,OIS 104,718 207,804 63.081 0 

SUMMARY PROPOSED TARIFF f\A TES 

CUSTO MER CHARGES $7 00 $1000 SIOOOO SIOO 00 ssoooo ssoooo $23,712.00 

ENERGY CHARGES 

NON-GAS (CENTS PER THER..l,() 30801 18 407 13984 4 ISS • m 2l38 0000 

PURCHASED GAS AtpUSTMENT \ 32 044 32GU 32 Of• 32044 ' 32 044 32044 32044 

TOTAL (INCLUDING PGA) 82 845 41451 48 038 38900 38121 34 380 32044 

SUMMARY PRESENT TARIFF RATES 

CUSTOMER C HARGES $8 00 $1500 $1500 ssooo $5000 $812.00 $23.100 00 

CNEAGY CHARGES 

NOH-GAS (CENTS I>ER THERM) :e•a 12 03 u~ 4IKI 400 2SS 100 

PURCHASED G4S AOJUSTIIENT 32044 32 044 32044 320 .. 4 3: 0 44 32044 32044 

TOTAL (INCLUDING PGA) sa 528 44 872 44 872 37 034 37 G34 34 505 33044 

SU ... VAAY'OTHER OPERATIIIG REVENUE PRESENT PROPOSED 

CHARGE REVENUE CHARGE REVENUE 

INITIAL CONI~ECTION AESIOEN IAL S20 00 $124 lU S20 00 Sl38,11e0 

INITI.t.l CONNECTION COMMERCIAL $20 00 SS. IIO S2500 S7 225 

RECONNECTION RESIDENTIAL $2000 $23,780 S2S OO S33 260 

RECONNECTION CO'-lMEACIAL $2000 $400 $30 00 SI?'O 

CH.t.NGE OF ACCOUNT uooo $15.000 SI S 00 $11,700 



total 1213255 707651 358155 122693 13160 3672 4253 3672 

A~T. Of CA~ PLAHT : 

Capacity 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
"000 
:X:.OO f5 

AMORT. Of PROPERTY LOSS: 
G)() 
ttlXtrl 

Capaei ty 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (X)~:o 
tv z 

~~~ Of LI"I TEO IER" INV£$1. zo 
Copoc • ty 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

O · . 
"0 

\0(/) 

AHORT. OF ACOUISITIOII ADJ.: ..... () 
Cust-r 12624 9930 25l8 79 20 14 29 14 01 

-.J\0 

C•peefty 18437 M29 6704 3136 324 81 81 81 -..ltv 

Tout 31061 17959 9242 3215 344 95 110 95 00 1 
1 0 
G)N 
Ctv 

Al T. 0~ al!IVUSIOH ~T$: -..I \ 
CCJ'I"'d It y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I .., 

() 
0 
I 

G) 
c 

\ \ 
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