
BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re : Purchased Gas Adjustment 
(PGA) true- up . 

DOCKET NO . 970003 - GU 
ORDER NO. PSC-97-1191-CF O- GU 
ISSUED : October 2 , 1997 

ORDER GRANTIN~ PEOPLES GAS SYSTEM , INC . ' S REQUEST FOR 
CONFIDENTIAL TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PORTIONS OF ITS 

JUNE, 1997 PGA FILINGS (DOCUMENT NO. 07296-97) 

On July 21 , 1997 , Peoples Gas System, Inc . ("Peoples" or 
"Company") filed a request for confidential classification of 
certain portions of its purchased gas adjustment ( "PGA") filings 
for the month of June , 1997 . Peoples asserts that the information 
for which confidential classification is sought is intended to be 
and is treated by Peoples and its affiliates as private and has noL 
been disclosed . The confidential information is located in 
Document No . 07296-97 . 

Florida law presumes that documents submitted to governmental 
agencies shall be public records . The only e xceptions to this 
presumption are the specific statutory exemptions provided in the 
law and exemptions granted by governmental agencies pursuant to the 
specific terms of a statuto ry provision . This presumption is based 
on the concept that government should operate in the " sunshine . " 
It is the Company ' s burden to demonstrate that the documents fall 
into one of the statutory examples set out in Section 366 . 093 , 
Florida Statutes , or to demonstrate that the information is 
proprietary confidential information , the disclosure of whi~h wil l 
cause the Company or its ratepayers harm . 

To establish that material is proprietary confidential 
business information under Section 366. 093 ( 3) (d) , Florida Stat u::es , 
a utility must demonstrate (1) that the information is contractual 

data , and (2) that d i s closure of the data would impair the efforts 
of the uti l ity to contract for goods or services on favorable 
t erms . The Commissi on has previously recognized that this latter 
requirement does not necessitate the showing of actual impairment , 
or the mor e demanding standard of actual adverse results ; instead , 
i t must s i mply be s h own that disclosure is " reasonably likely" to 
impair the Company ' s contracting for goods or services on favorable 
ter ms . 

In its monthly PGA filing , Peoples must show the quantity and 
cost of gas purchased from Florida Gas Transmission Company (FGT) 
d uring the month and period shown . The purchased gas adjustment, 
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which is subj~ct to FERC review , can have a significant e f fect on 
the price charged by FGT . 

Peoples seeks confidential classification for the informatior. 
at lines 9 and 13- 20 , column L of Schedule A- 3 . Peoples a rgues 
that this information is contractual data , the disclosure of wh ich 
would impair the efforts of Peoples o contract for goods or 
services on favorable terms . This information shows the rates 
Peoples paid to its suppliers for gas during June , 1997 . Peoples 
argues that disclosure of these prices would give other competing 
suppliers information which could be used to control gas pricing ; 
these suppliers could all quote a particular price (equal to or 
exceeding the price paid by Peoples) , or could adhere to the price 
offered by a particular supplier . Peoples asserts that suppliers 
would likely refuse to sell gas at prices lower than this average 
rate . Peoples argues that disclosure is reasonably likely to lead 
to increased gas prices , which would result in increased rates t o 
Peoples ' ratepayers . 

Peoples also seeks confidential treatment for the info rma i o n 
at lines 9 and 13- 20 , columns E-K of Schedule A-3. These data are 
algebraic functions of the price per therm paid by Peoples as shown 
on lines 9 and 13- 20 , of column L . Peoples argues that disc losure 
of the information in these columns would allow suppliers to derive 
the prices Peoples paid to its suppliers during the month . Peoples 
asserts that disclosure of this information would enable a supplier 
to derive contractual information which would impair the effo rts of 
the Company to contract for goods or services on favorab l e terms . 

Peoples further seeks confidential treatment for the 
information at lines 9 - 20 , column B of Schedule A-3 . Peoples 
argues that disclosing the names of its supp l iers would be 
detrimental to the interests of Peoples and its ratepayers since it 
would provide competitors with a list of prospective suppliers . 
Peoples also argues that a third party could use such info rmation 
to interject itself as a middleman between Peo~les and the 
supplier . In either case, Peoples argues, the end result is 
rea sonably likely to be increased gas prices and , therefore, an 
increased cost of gas which Peoples must recover from its 
ratepayers . 

Peoples seeks confidential treatment for th€ information at 
1 ines 1-13 and 19 , columns G and H in Schedule A-4 . Peoples 
asserts that this information is contractual information wh ich , if 
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made public , would impair the effo rts o f the Company to cont r act 
f or goods or services on favorable t e r ms . The infor matio n 1:-: 

column G consis t s of the invo ice price pe r MMBt u pa i d fo r gas by 
Peoples. The info rma tion in column H c o nsists o f the del ive r ed 
price per MMBtu paid by Peoples for such gas , which is the i nvoice 
price plus charges for transportation . Peoples claims tha t 
disclosure of the prices paid to its gas suppliers d u r i ng t h is 
month would give competing suppliers information wi th which to 
potentially or actually co~trol the pricing o f gas , e ither by all 
quoting a particular price which c o uld equal o r excee d the p r ice 
Peoples paid, or by adhering t o a pri ce o ff e r e d b y a particula r 
supplier. Peoples contends that a supplier who might have been 
will ing to sell gas at a lower r a te wo u l d be less li ke l y t o ma ke 
any price concessions . The end resu l t , Peop les asserts , is 
reasonably likely to be incre ased ga s pr ices and , therefore , a" 
increased cost of gas whi c h Peo p les must recove r f r om i ts 
ratepayers . 

Peoples also seeks c onfidential cla ssi f icat i o n of the 
information at lines 1- 13 and 19 , columns C-F of Schedule A- 4 . 
Peoples maintains t hat sinc e i t is the specific r ates (or p rices ) 
at whic h the purchases were ma d e whic h Peoples seeks to p rotect 
from disclosure , it is also necessary t o protect the volumes o r 
amounts of the pu r c hases in order to preve n t the use of such 
information to calculate the r a tes or pr ices . 

In addition , Peoples requests confidential classificatio n of 
the information at lines 1-13, c o lumns A and B o f Sche~ule A-4 . 
Peoples indicates that publ i sh i ng the names o f s upp l ie r s and t he 
r espective rec eipt points at which the purcha s ed gas is delivered 
to the Company would be detrimental to the inte r ests o f Peoples and 
its ratepayers, since it would provide a compl e te illust r a Lion of 
Peoples ' supply infrastructure . Specifically , Peop l es a sserts that 
if the names in column A are made pub l ic , a t hird party might 
interj e ct itself as a middleman between the supplier a nd Peoples. 
Peoples further assert s that disc losure of the receipt points in 
column B would give competitors informa t i on tha t wo uld allow t hem 
to buy or sell capacity at those points . Peop l es argues t ha t t he 
resulting loss of available capacity fo r a l r e ady- sec ured s uppl y 
would increase gas transportation costs . Peoples conclude s that , 
in either c a se, the end result is reaso nabl y likely t o be i nc r e ase d 
gas prices and , therefore, an inc reased cos t o f gas which Peop les 
must recover from its ratepayers. 
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Peoples seeks confident ial treatment for lines 8 , 22 through 
32 , and 35 througt. 36 columns C and E of its Open Access Report . 
Peoples argues that this information is contractual data which , if 
made public , would impair the efforts of the Company to contract 
for goo ds o r services on favorable terms . The info rmation in 
column C shows the therms purchased from each supplier f o r the 
month , and column E shows the total cost of the volumes purchased . 
Peoples states that this information could be used to calculate the 
actual prices Peoples paid to each of its suppl iers f o r gas in May 
1997 . Peoples argues that disclosure of the prices Peoples paid to 
its gas suppliers during the month would give competing suppliers 
information with which to potentially or actually control gas 
pricing. Peoples asserts that a supplier who might have bE:~n 

willing to sell gas at a lower price would be less likely to make 
any price concessions . Peoples argues the. t the end r esult is 
reasonably likely to be increased gas pr:ces and , therefore , an 
increased cost of gas whi ch Peoples must reco ver fr om its 
ratepayers. 

Peoples also seeks confidential treatment for lines 8 through 
10 and 23 through 38, column A of its Open Access Repo rt . The 
information in column A includes the names of Peoples ' gas 
suppliers . Peopl es ma i n tains t hat disclosure of the suppliers ' 
names would be detrimental to the interests of Peoples and its 
ratepaye r s since it would provide a list of prospective suppliers 
to Peoples ' competitors . Peoples asserts that if the names were 
made public, a third par ty might try to interject. itself as a 
middleman between the supplier and Peoples . Peoples argues that. 
the end r esult is reasonably likely to be increased gas pri ces and , 
therefore , an increased cost of gas which Peoples must recover trom 
its ratepayers . 

Peoples requests confidential treatment of information 
revealing its suppliers ' names in its Invoices for June , 1997 . 
This information is found on invoice page 4 of 9 , lines 1 and 6 . 
Peoples also requests confidential treatment for informatio n in 
these invoices that would tend to indicate the identity of its 
suppliers . This information is found on invoice page 4 of 9 , lines 
2 through 5 and 7 through 9. Peoples argues that disclosure of the 
supplier ' s name or facts that could lead to its identification 
would be detrimental to the interests of Peoples and its ratepayers 
since it wo uld provide competitors with a list of prospect ive 
suppliers . Peoples asserts that if the supplier ' s name wa s made 
public , a third party might try to interject itself as a middleman 
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between the supplier and Peoples . Peoples argues that the en 
result is reasonably likely to be increased gas prices a~d , 

therefore , an increased cost of gas which Peoples must recover from 
its ratepayers. 

Also regardi ng its June , 1997 Invoices , Peoples requests 
confidential classification f o r the "Rate" information on invoice 
page 4 of 9, lines 10 and 11 . These rates are the prices at which 
Peo ples purchased gas from it s suppliers. Peoples asserts that 
this information is contractual information which , if made public , 
would impair the efforts of the Company to contract for goods or 
services on favorable terms . Peoples argues that disclosure of the 
prices Peoples paid to its gas suppliers during the month would 
give competing suppliers information with which to potentially o r 
actually control gas pricing; a supplier '..Jhich might have been 
willing to sell gas at a price less than tne price reflected in any 
individual invoice would li kely refuse to do so . Peoples argues 
that the end result is reasonably likely to be increased gas prices 
and , therefore , a n increase d cost of gas which Peoples must recover 
from its ratepayers. 

Peoples also requests confi dential classification for the 
" Therms" and "Amount" information on page 4 of 9 , lines 10 , 11 , and 
23 , o f i ts June, 1997 Invoices . These lines contain the volumes 
and total costs o f Peoples gas purchases. Peoples argues that this 
information could be used to calculate the rates for which it has 
also requested confidentia lity . 

Peoples~seeks confidential treatment for certain information 
contained in its Accruals Fo r Gas Purchased Report for June . 1997 , 
pages 1 thro ugh 8 . Specifically, Peoples seeks confidential 
treatment of the rat~ information in column C at line 1 on page 1 ; 
a nd lin es 1 and 9 o n page 2 ; line 1 on page 3 ; line 1 on page 4 ; 
line 1 on page 5 ; line 1 on page 6 ; line 1 on page 7 ; and , line 1 
o n page 8 . Pe o ples also seek s confident ial treatment of the 
therm/amount i n fo r mation in columns 8 and D at lines 1 and 15 on 
page 1; lines 1 , 8 , 9 and 16 on page t wo ; lines 1 and 15 on page 3 ; 
lines 1 and 15 o n page 4 ; lines 1 and 15 on page 5 ; lines 1 and 15 
on page 6 ; lines 1 and 15 on page 7 ; a nd lines 1 and 15 on page 8 . 
Peoples argues that disclosure of t hi s information would impair its 
effort s to contract for goods or s erv ices on favorable terms . The 
information consists of rates and volumes purchased , as well as the 
total cost of the purchase accrued . Peoples mainta ins that 
disclosure of the rates at which Peoples purchased gas from its 
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suppliers would giJe c ompeting suppliers information with which t o 

potentially or actually control the pricing of gas either by 2:1 

quoting a particular pric e (equal to o r exceeding the rates Peoples 

paid) or by adhering t o a rate offered by a particular supplie r. 

Peoples claims that a supplier which might have b e en wi lling to 

sell gas at a lower rate would be less likely to make any prioe 

concessions. Peoples argues that the end result is reasonably 

likely to be increased gas prices which Peoples must recover from 

its ratepayers. Since it i s the rates at wh ich purc ha ses we r e ma de 

whic h it seeks to protect from disclosure , Peoples claims that it 

is also necessary to protect data showing the volumes and total 

costs of its purchases in ord er to prevent the use of such 

i nformatio n t o calculate r ates . 

Further , Peoples seeks confidential treatment for the names of 

s~ppliers which appear on its Accrua ls For Gas Purchased Report for 

June , 1997. Speci fically, Peo ple ' s seeks confidential treatment of 

the i nformation in column A at line 1 o n page l ; lines 1 and 9 on 

page 2 ; l ine 1 on page 3 ; line 1 on pa ge 4 ; line 1 on page 5 ; line 

1 on page 6; line 1 on page 7; and , line 1 on page 8 . Disclosure 

of these supplier names would be detrimental t o the interests of 

Peoples and its ratepa yers since it would pro vide co~petitors with 

a list of prospective suppliers and would facil1tat e the 

intervention of u middleman . The end r esult , Peoples argues , is 

reaso nably likel y to be inc reased gas prices and , therefo re , an 

increased cost of ga s which Peoples must recover fr om its 

ra tepayers . 

Peoples reques ts confident ial classification for certain 

information on its Actual/Accrual Reconci liation o f Gas Purchased 

Report fo r May , 1997 , pages 1-6 . Specifically , People~ r equests 

conf i dentia l treatment of the information in columns C and E 

("Therm/Dollar") at lines 1- 14 and 93- 95 , and in co lumn D (" Rate" ) 

at lines 1-14. Peoples a rgues t hat disclosure o f this informa tion 

would impair its efforts to contract for goods or services on 

favo rable terms . The information consists of r ates and volumes 

purchased, a s well as the total cost of the purc ha se accrued . 

Peoples maintains that disclosure of the rates at which Peoples 

purchased gas from its s uppl iers wou ld give competing suppliers 

information with which to potentially or actua lly control the 

pricing of gas either by all quoting a particular price (equal to 

or exceeding the rates Peoples paid) or by adhering to a rate 

offer ed by a particular supplier . Peop les states that a supplier 

which might have been willing to sell gas at a l owe r r ate would b e 
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less likely to mak~ any price concessions . Peoples argues t hat the 
end result is reasonably likely t o be increased gas prices which 
Peoples must recover from its ratepayers . Since it is the rates at 
which purchases were made which it seeks to protect fr om 
disclosure , Peoples claims that it is also necessary t o protect 
data showi ng the volumes and total costs of its purchases in o rder 
to preven t t h e use of such information to calcul a t e ra tes . 

Peoples further requests confident ial treatment o f supplier 
names prov ided on its Actual/Accrual Reconciliatio n of Gas 
Purchased Report for May , 1997 , pages 1-6 . Specifically , Peoples 
requests confidential treatment of the info rmation in column A 
("Supplier" ) at lines 1, 3, 5 , 7 , 9 , 11 , and 13 . Peoples maintains 
that disclosure of its suppliers ' names would be detrimental to the 
interests of Peoples and its ratepayers since it would provide 
competitors with a list of prospective gas suppliers and would 
f acilitate the intervention of a mi ddleman . The end ;:esul t , 
Peoples a r gues , is reaso nably likely t o be increased gas prices 

a nd, t herefore , an increased cost o f gas which Peoples must recover 
from its ratepayers . 

Peoples requests confidential treatment for its Invoices for 
May , 1997 , pages 1-7 , in their entirety . The i nfo rmat ion o n these 

pages includes the rates a t which purc hases covered by the invoices 
were made (except for the rates of FGT whi c h are p ublic) , the 

volumes purchased , and the total cost of the purchase . Since it is 
the rates at which the purchases were made which Peoples see Y.s to 

p rotect from disclosure , Peo ples argues tha t it is also necessary 
t o protect the volumes and costs of the purc hases in orde r to 

prevent t h e use of such information to calcula te the rates . 
Peoples argues that thi s information is contractual data which , if 
made pub lic , would impair the effo rts of Peoples to contract for 
g oods or s e rvices on favorable terms. 

The info rmation in Peoples ' Ma y , 1997 Invo1ces also i nclud es 
the names of its suppliers . Peoples maintains that di sclosure of 
supplier names would be detrimental t o the interests of Peoples and 
its ratepayers since it would provide competitors with a list of 
p rospecti ve suppliers and would facil itate the intervention o f a 
middleman . In either case , Peoples argues , the e nd resul t is 
r easonably likely to be increased gas prices and , therefore , an 
increased cost of gas which Peoples must r ecover from its 
ratepayers . 
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Peoples ' May 1997 Invoices also include information that tends 

to indicate the identity of each gas supplier. Such information 

includes supplier addresses , phone and fax numbers, contact 

persons , logos , and miscellaneous numerical references such as 

invoice numbers , account numbers, wire instructions , contract 

n1miliers , and tax I . D. information . Peoples asserts that the format 

of the i nvoices alone might indicate with whom Peoples is dealing. 

Since this information may indicate to persons knowledgeable in the 

industry the identity of the otherwise undisclosed gas supplier , 

Peoples has requested confidential treatment of it . 

Peoples seeks confidential treatment for two types of 

information in its Prior Month Adjustment Invoices . First , Peoples 

requests confidential classification for supplier names and 

information that tends to reveal the identity of those suppliers . 

This information is foun d at lines 1 and 3 of page 1 of 3 , the 

entirety of page 2 and li~es 1 through 5 and 6 through 9 of F~ge 3 

of 3 . Second, Peoples requests confide~tial classification for the 

rates at which purchases covered by the invoice were made, the 

volumes purchased , and the total cost of the purchase . This 

information is found at lines 5 through 7 on page 1 of 3 , the 

entirety of page 2 and lines 10 through 11 and 23 through 25 of 

page 3 of 3 . Peoples ' argument for confidential clas sification is 

based on the rationale , stated above , used to support its request 

for confidential treatment of its May , 1997 Invoices . 

Peoples seeks confidential treatment for portions of its 

Invoices relating to Cash-outs/Book- outs for June 1997 . 

Specifically, People ' s seeks confidential treatment of line 5 on 

page 3 of 4 and line 5 on page 4 of 4 . These lines disclose the 

trading price per therm for specific book-out transactions . Since 

November , 1993 , FGT ' s tariff has required the assessment o: charges 

to those customers which are not in balance on a monthly basis (a n 

"imbalance chargeu) . This practice has encouraged FGT customers 

like Peoples to trade ("book- out u ) imbalances with other FGT 

customers in an effort to avoid less favorable FGT imbalance 

charges . Peoples argues that the trading price for its imbalances 

with other FGT customers is contractual information , wh ich , if ."""~de 

public , "would impair the efforts of [Peoples] to cont ract for 

goods or services on favorable terms .u Section 366 . 093(3)(d) , 

Florida Statutes . The disclosure of the trading price woul d 

disclose the book- out price per therm and would give othe r FGT 

customers information with which to potentially or actually control 

the pricing of booked-out imbalances either by all quoting a 
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particular price , or by adhering to a price offe red to a particular 

FGT customer in the past . As a result , an FGT customer wh ich might 

have been willing to trade imbalances at a Price PER Therm more 

favorable to Peoples than the price reflected in these lines would 

likely refuse to do so . The end result is reasonably likely to be 

higher book- out transaction costs and/or FGT imbalance charges , and 

therefore an increased cost of gas which People ' s must recover fr om 

its ratepayers . 

Peoples also seeks confidential treatment of June , 1997 

Invoices relating to Cash- outs and Book-outs showing amounts due . 

Specifically Peoples seeks confidential treatment of the 

information on lines 5 through 6 of page 3 of 4 and lines 5 th- ough 

6 of page 4 of 4 . Peoples argues that this information consists of 

the volumes booked-out and the total cost of each trade. These 

lines contain contractual information , which , were it to be 

disclosed , "would impair the efforts of [Peoples] to contract for 

goods or services on favorable term::;." Sect ion 366 . 093 ( 3 ) (d) , 

Florida Statutes . Disclosure of the Amounts Due wo uld allow other 

FGT customers to discover People ' s book-out price per therm. The 

other FGT customers would then have information w1 th which to 

potentially or actually control the pricing of booked-out 

imbalances wither by all quoting a particular price , or by adhering 

to a price offered to a partic ular FGT custower int he past . As a 

result, an FGT customer which might have been wi 11 i ng to trade 

imbalances at a Price Per Therm more favorable to Pee p les than the 

price reflected in these lines would likely refuse to do so . The 

end result is reasonably likely to be higher book-out transaction 

costs/or FGT imbalance charges , and therefore an increased cost of 

gas wh ich Peoples must recover from its ratepayers . 

Peoples also seeks confidential treatment of two kinds of 

Trading Partner information contained in its June 1997 Invoices for 

Cash- outs and Book- outs. First , Peoples seeks to keep confidential 

the names of specific FGT partners with whom it traded imbalances 

d uring June , 1997 . Specifically , Peoples seeks confidential 

treatment for the information on page 3 of 4 at line 1 and on page 

4 of 4 at line one revealing the names of People ' s trading 

partners . The second type of Trading Partner information for which 

Peoples seeks confidential treatment is info rmation containing 

Trading Partner Facts . Specifically, Peoples seeks con fidential 

treatment for lines 2 through 4 of page 3 of 4 and lines 2 through 

4 of page 4 of 4. Peoples argues that the information contained in 

these lines would tend to indicate the identity of the FGT 
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customers that traded irr~alances wi th Peoples . Peoples argues that 
the disclosure of either t ype of Trading Partner information 
concerning FGT customers that t raded imbalances with Peoples would 
be detrimental to the interests of Peoples and its ratepayers since 
it would provide other FGT customer s with a list of prospective 
imbalance traders. Moreover , a third pa rty could use such 
information to interject itself as middl eman between Peoples and 
the FGT customer . In ei ther case , the end r esult is reasonably 
likely to be higher book- out transaction costs and/or FGT imbalance 
charges, and therefore an increased cost of gas which Peoples must 
recover from its ratepayers . 

Moreover , publishing the name s or identifying information of 
other pipel ine customers with wh ich Peoples traded imbalances would 
be detrimen t al t o the interests of Peoples and its ratepayers 
because it would reveal elements of Peoples ' capacity strategy 
(frequency, amount , and vicinity) and help i llust rate Peoples ' 
supply and t ransportation infrastructure . Disclosing the amount of 
available pipeline capacity at a specific point could encourage the 
intervention of competing shippers , suppliers , industria l end 
users , or capacity bro kers , not to mention affect a potential 
customer ' s decisio ns regardi ng the type of service it desires . In 
either case , the end resu l t is reasonably li kely to be an increased 
cost of transpo rtation, which would lead in turn t o an increased 
cost of gas which Peoples must rec over from its ratepayers . 

Upon review, it appea rs that the info rmation discus~ed above 
is proprietary confidential bus iness info rmation and should be 
given confidential treatment to avoid harm to Peoples and its 
ratepayers . Peoples has requested that the proprietary information 
discussed above not be declassified f or a period of 18 months , as 
provided in Sectio n 366 . 093 (4) , Flo rida Statutes . According to 
Peoples , the period requested is nec essary to allow Peoples and its 
affiliates to negotiate future gas purchase contracts . Peoples 
argues that if this info rma tion were declassified at an earlier 
date, suppliers and competito rs would have access to information 
which could adversely affect the ability of Pe oples and its 
aff iliates to negotia te future cont racts on favorable terms . It is 
no~ed that this time period of confidential classification will 
ultimate l y protect Peoples and its ratepayers . The request for a 
confidential classification period of 18 months shall , therefo re , 
be granted . 
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date, suppliers and competitors would have access to information 
which could adversely affect the ability of Peoples and its 
affiliates to negotiate future cont racts on favorable terms. It is 
noted that this time period of confidential classification will 
ultimately protect Peoples and its ratepayers. The r equest for a 
confidential classification period o f 18 months shall, therefore , 
be granted . 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is therefore, 

ORDERED by Commissioner Susan F. Clark, as Prehearing Officer, 
that the requested information in Document No . 07296-97 shall be 
treated as proprietary confidential business information to the 
extent discussed above . It is furt her 

ORDERED that the information discussed above shall be afforded 
confidential treatment f or a period of 18 months from the issuance 
date of this Order. I t is further 

ORDERED that this Order will be the only notification by the 
Commission t o the parties concerning the expiration of the 
confidentiality time period . 

By ORDER of 
Officer, this 2nd 

( S E A L ) 

GAJ 

Commissioner Susan 
day of Oc tobe r 

F . Clark, 
1997 

as Prehearing 

SUSAN F. CLARK, Commissioner and 
Prehearing Officer 

NOTICE OF FURTHER PROCEEDINGS OR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

The Florida Public Service Commission is required by Section 
120.569(1 ) , Florida Statutes, to notify parties of any 
administrative hearing or judicial review of Commission orders that 
is available unde r Sections 120.57 o r 120. 68, Florida Statutes, as 
well as the procedures and time limits that apply. This notice 
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should not be cons true d to mean all r e quests f or an admin is t r a t ive 
hearing or judicial r eview will be granted o r r esult i n t he r elief 

sought . 

Mediatio n may b e a vaila ble o n a 
medi ation is c onduct e d , i t d oes not 
i n terested person ' s right to a hearing . 

c a se- by- case basi s . I f 
a ffect a substantial l y 

Any party adve r sely affect ed by th is o rder , wh i c h is 

preliminary, procedural o r 1ntermedia te i n nature , may request : ( 1 ) 

reconsideration wi thi n 10 da ys pur suant t o Rule 25- 22 . 0376 , Flor i da 
Administrative Code, if issue d by a Preh e aring Offi ce r ; (2) 
reconsideration with i n 15 days p ursuant to Ru l e 25 - 22 . 060 , Florida 
Admi n istrative Code, if issued by the Commi ssion ; o r (3) j ud icial 
review by the Flor i d a Supreme Court , in the case o f an e lect r ic , 
gas o r telepho ne utility, or t he First District Court o f Ap peal , in 
the case of a water o r wastewater utility . A motion f or 
rec o nsideratio n shall be filed with t he Di r ector , Divisio n o f 
Reco rds and Repo rting , in the form prescribed b y Rul e 25 - 22 . 060 , 
Florida Administ rat i ve Code . Judicial r eview o f a p relimina r y , 
proc edural or intermedi ate ruling or ord e r i s a vai l able if review 
of the final a ction will not pro vide an adequa te remedy . Such 

review may b e r e ques t ed from the a p p r o priate cour t , as d e s c ribe d 
abo ve , pursua nt to Rule 9 . 100 , Flo r ida Rules of Appe llate 

Procedure . 
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