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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISS I ON 

Cap ital Circle Office Center • 254 0 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-085 0 

TO : 

FROM: 

RE : 

AGENDA: 

June 13, 1996 

DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF RECORDS AND REPORTING 
~ _,, ... d.L 

DIVISION OF ELECTRIC & GAS ( GOAD, ~L~ON) 
DIVISION OF LEGAL SERVICES (JOHNSON)V~ \ 

(BAYO) 

DOCKET NO. 960566-EI · PETITION POR APPROVAL OF A NEW 
CUSTOMER CHARGE FOR QUALIFYING FACILITIES NOT DIRECTLY 
INTERCONNECTED WITH Tk~FA ELECTRI C COMPANY . 

JUNE 2 S , 19 9 6 REGULAR AGENDA 
INTERESTED PERSONS MAY PARTICIPATE 

TARIFF PILING 

CRITICAL DATES: 60· DAY SUSPENSI ON DATE: July 5, 1996 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS : S : \PSC\EAG\WP\ 960566BI.RCH 

DISCUSSION OF I S SUES 

ISSUE 1 : Should the Commission approve Tampa !:: 1 ect r 1 c Company • s 
ITECO) petition t:o rev ise Sheet Nos. 8 030 , 8.050. B 061 . 8.070 and 
8.07i, creating a new custome:· chargt• for Qu.,.llfr·tng Faclllttr· n 
(QF) not in t erconnected w1th its system? 

RECOMMENDATION: Yes . TECO uhould 1 PCOvel CUIH.!I tncu r rt•d frnm 
serving Qualifying Fac1l1ties not int~~-Qnn~cted w1th ILS system 
Th•· p l·opotH'!d rev 1 sicms reasonably add: es!l the Sf' ront s. 

STAFF 1\NA[.YSIS : ouallfy1ng F'acllltleH {QF) selllng hrm ot as 
ava1lable energy co a utt li ty pay a customer charge to the 
pu • c hafn nq uti J 1 Ly. QFs ma'/ b<: lntf'rconne<'ted Ot non 
tnL•~rconnuctcd. lnletronnecled QF11 ·•re Joc-ar .. d within Llw 
ULllicy's service t:ern.tory and generally Lak•· some t.ype o! sc:vl •· 
from the uLility such as standby powe:. Non -in~e rconnected QFs at~ 
lc)('<ltPrl outs1de the serv1cr> te: riLory c;,f the ut 1liLy to whom lt HI 

Sf·lillliJ pnwet clllO, therr•fOI", rlo nnt taKe poweJ frOm the Utility. 
Both types of QFs puy o c:uaL, <?r ··h,•rge 1nt .. n•ir•·l t •· rt•cnver r ),.. 
co:JLS associated with metering. IHllulg , syslf·m ope tations . and 
cc~ ; H<~l cos te 1ncurred by tlw purch.:unng utlllLi' 
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iJOCKET NO. '!60~66 -El 
DI\Tf.: , . lunt: 1 !, 1996 

• 
TECO current:ly applies the Urm sL<1ndby (SBF" } customer 

cha r·g"' to interconnected OF"s who do noL take po wet and non 
Interconnected QFs. TECO contends that th1a charg" d o es no t fully 
1ecovet the costs incurred to provtde the necessary servt c es f o r 
non-Interconnected OFs. 

Ustng an itemized calculataon o l the c osts to prov1d~ 
n·~cessury scrv:~.ces to non-interconnec ted QFo, TECO e,;timatr•s the 
total monthly cos t to be $582.15. Th1s amount is consl.stent w1th 
rhe unit cost [or the SBF customer charge of $587.98 found 1n the 
1993 Compliance Cost of Service Study. Although th~ un1t customer· 
c harg•· f o r th., combtned General Service Larg•• Demand fGSLDl and SBF 
- lasses was f o und to be 5587.98, the b1ll1ng rate was set aL 528 0 
Th1s reptesent~d a SO\ increase 1n Lhe u xi sLlng customer charge and 
was d~emed the maximum increase feasible to avoid undue CUI'tomet 
rate shock. The shortfall in revenue is recovered an var1ous other 
c harges for Interconnected OF"s, 1nclud1ng the non - fuel energy 
c harg.• and rcscrvatlon chargee. Wh lle a OF" on the SBF rate may noL 
la ke po wt· r often , occe;1aiona c Xl.St where 1 L w i lJ nct•d to purcha a<.! 
power. On these occasions , the QF" wil l pay the c usto me1 rtlated 
costs no t recovered by the customer charge. However, non 
lnterconnect.ed facl111:ies cannot take reLdll s"'rvice from t:ht! 
t.llllJiy <&nd thuu there .lS no opportu n lty to c ollect t.he bd!.tnce of 
lhe custornel· charge through ot her charges. Si.nce the cuatornet· 
c harge for the GSLD/SBF class is not set. at unit cost, staff agrees 
that lt .lS appropr iate to develop a separat~ cust.omer chatge that 
will t•·cover all costs for no a - int.erconnP(" t•·d QF"s. 

The Fifth Revised ShePt No. 8 .0 ~ 0 also h<1B been revised 
:..o dt:! uae the delivery voltage adJustment that w1ll be u s ed for 
no n 1nterconnected facilitles. Tht· del1very voltage arl J uBtment. 
wtll h<? detenntned by the Company's c urrent annual oyst.em average 
ttanumawt o n loos fdcLor. Stafl h•·licv•·" lhla 111 .:appropriat•· 
U<!t:ctu::~~· TECO t't!Ceives energy fr om a no n - int • ' connected fa c i 1 it.y at 
t.ransmi>Jsion volcage a" opposed t o p11mary r r secondary vo ltage. 
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• 
D0CKE1 NO. 9605b6-El 
DATE: June l J, l ~96 

• 
ISSUE 2 : 
changes'! 

What is the eff<·Ctl ''" lat•· I •· I •h•· ptoput;t•d t .a:l!! 

RECOMMENDATION: Tt:CO' s pr oposcd c hanges uhould }J .. r run•• • t t t't'l t vt• 
June 25. 1996 . 

. STAFF ANALYSIS: 1 f I BBUe 1 is appt ClV'ld, U1• • t rll"l !1. may gu 1 nt" 
<>f f t-c;t upon Comm1ssion approval. 

ISSUE 3: Should this docket be ~J,.,sed7 

RECOMMENDATION: Yes . if Issue 1 is approved l { ..1 protcHL 1 s 
f1led w1thin 21 days from the 1ssuance o ( t.h~> Order. th<> ldrd! 
should remain 1n cffecL with any :.ncre..JS<' hel<.J ~mbjecL t n r··fund 
p<.:nding resolution of the prOL~'>Sl . If nr Lim··ly pl'Ot••st II' I tl •·d. 
Lhls docket should be closPd 

~Ef__A.NALYSIS: 
f • 1·• A C' IH l '- f l J cd , 

i\t 1 h·· con e 1 us t on of t h•· p: "' t •·IH 
thiu docket should be rloserl. 
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