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DATE: September 3, 1997 
TO: John Haswell, BsqWn: 

Mark Logan, Elquln: &;iK 
FROM: Onw:e A. Jaye, Staff Counsel, Division of Legal SeMeet}'f!) 
RE: Docket No. ~-BU - Petidon to resolve tetritorial dispute with Clay Electric 

Cooperative, lnc. in Baker County b) Florida Power &. Light Comp(llly 

Via Facsimile 

An Issue Identification Meeting in the above referenced docket 
will be held at the following time and place: 

9:30a.m., Thursday, September 11, 1997 
Gerald L. Gunter Building, Room 362 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 

The purpose of this meeting will include, but is no t limited 
to, the discussion of the following proposed issues generated by 
PSC staff. Parties are encouraged to suggest additional issues not 
addressed in the following list and to fax ~eir proposed issues to 
Todd Dohrmann at (850) 413·6446 at their earliest convenience: 

ISSUE 1: What is the geographic description of the disputed area? 

ISSUB 2: 

-

What is the nature of the disputed area, including 
population, the type of utilities seeking to serve it, 
degree of urbanization of t he area, the area's proximity 
to other urban areas, and the area's present and 
reasonably foreseeable future requirements for other 
utilities? 

.lSSUB 3: Which utility has historically served the disputed area? 

ISSUE 4: What is the expected customer load and energy growth in 
the disputed area? 

lSSUB 5: Ha8 unne.eesi8ary and uneconomic duplication of e.1.ectric 
facilities taken place in the vicinity of the disputed 
area or in other areas of potential dispute between the 
utilities? 

~r I ISSUB 6: Is eacb utility capable of providing adequate and 
reli able electric service to the di~~t~MBER·OATE 
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ISSUE 7: What is the location, pw:pose, type., and cap«city of each 
utility's facilities existing a.a of the filing of the 
petition to resolve the territorial dispute? 

ISSUE 8: What &Qditional facilities would each party have to 
construct in order to provide service to the disputed 
area? 

ISSOE 9: What would be the cost to each utility to provide 
oleotrio ••rviae to the disputed ar~a? 

ISSOB 10; How long would it take for each utility to provide 
service to the disputed area? 

ISSUE 11: What would be tho cost to each utility if it were not 
perm.itted to serve the area in dispute? 

ISSUE 12: What would be the effect on each utility's ratepayers if 
it were not permitted to serve the disputed area? 

ISSUE 13s If all other factors are equal, what is the customer 
preference in the disputed area? 

ISSUE 14: Are the utilities bound by a territorial agreement? 

ISSUE 15: Which utility should be awarded the service area in 
dispute? 

The Issue Identification Meeting will be informal in nature. 
PleaJJe call Todd Bohrma.nn at (850) 413 -6445 if there are any 
questions concerning this meeting. 

At the Issue Identification Meeting, Staff will diseuse with 
the parties who the most appropriate deponents would be a.nd set 
convenient times for their depositions. 
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