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RE : DOCKET NO. 97017 1~EU - Determination of appropr iate cos t alloca t ion 
and regulatory treatment of t otal revenues associated wiLh who l esale sa l es 
t o florida Municipal Power Agency and City of Lakeland by Tampa £lect r ic 
Con.;:.any. 

Issue 1: Should the Commission grant OPC and fiPUG's a nd TECO' s requests 
for oral argument? 
Recommendation: No . OPC and FIPUG's request for oral argume nt is an 
attempt to reargue matters fully considered and decided by the Commi ssion 
and is not necessary. Therefore, OPC and FIPUG's request should be de nied . 
TECO's request is contingent on OPC and FIPUG' s, and should ther e for~ also 
be denied. 

APPROVED 

C~SSIOHERS ASSIGHKD: Full Ca.aiaaion 
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VOT~ SHEET 
, DECEMBER 16, 1997 

DOCKET NO. 970171-LU -
reg ulatory treatment of 
Flo r i da Municipal Power 
Company. 

Determination of app ropri at e co~ t a lloc a t1 o n and 
total revenues associated with wholesale sales t o 
Agency and Ci ty of Lakeland by Tampa Elect r i c 

(Continued from previous page) 

I ssue 2: Should the Office of Public Counsel and fl orida Industrial Puwer 
Users Gr oup's Joint Motion For Recons i deration be granted ? 
Recommendation : No. The O!!ice of Publ ic Counsel and the Flo r i da 
Industrial Power Users Group's Joint Motion f o r Reconsideratio n does not 
i dentify a mistake of f act or l aw o r any matte r which the Comm1 s s ion t olled 
t o consider in rendering its Order. Instead, the Joint Motio n demonstrates 
the parties' disagreement with a portion of the Order and at t empts t o 
reargue the case. There f o re, the Joint Motion should be denied. 

APPROVED 
Issue 3: Should the Commission grant Tampa Electric Compdny's Motion fo r 
Expedited Clarification o r Reconsideration o f Order No. PSC-97-1 273-fOF-EU? 
Recommendation: No. Tampa Electric Company's Motion fail s to identify a 
basis for r econsideration and clarification is not necessary . The refore, 
the Motion should be denied. 

APPROVED 
I s s ue 4 : Should Lhi s docket be closed? 
~?rnroendation: Yes. 

APPROVED 
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