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1 INTRODUCTION 

Titles I and III of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 (PURPA) establish retail regulatory policies for electric and 
natural gas utilities, respectively, aimed at achieving three 
purposes: 

• Conservation of energy supplied by electric and gas utilities 

.• E~ficiency in the use of facilities and resources by these 
u~iliticc 

• Equitable rates to electricity and natural gas consumers 

PURPA also continues the pilot utility implementation program, 
authorized under Title II of the Energy Conservation and Production 
Act (ECPA), to encourage adoption of cost-based rates and efficient 
energy management practices. 

This report was prepared in compliance with the reporting require­
ments established under Sections 1"16 and 309 of PURPA and Section 206 
of ECPA. More specifically, the purpose of this report is twofold: 
(1) to summarize and analyze the progress that state regulatory 
authorities and certain nonregulated utilities have made in their 
consideration of the PURPA standards; and (2) to summarize the 
Department of Energy (DOE) activities relating to PURPA and ECPA. 
The report provides a broad overview and assessment of the status of 
electric and gas regulation nationwide, and thus helps provide the 
basis for congr~ssional and DOE actions targeted on the utility 
industry to· ad~ess pressing national energy problems. 

1.1 BACKGROUND AND OVERVIEW 

To promote the achievement of the three purposes of PURPA, Titles I 
and III establish federal standards concerning ratemaking and regula­
tory initiatives that must be undertaken by state agencies respons­
ible for regulating the retail operations of electric and gas 
utilities, and by certain nonregulated utilities. Specifically, 
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Title I sets forth six ratemaking and five regulatory standards. The 
ratemaking standards cover cost-of-service, declining-block rates, 
seasonal rates, time-of-day rates, interruptible rates, and load 
management techniques. The five regulatory standards deal with 
master metering, automatic adjustment clauses, information to 
consumers, termination of service, and advertising. Title III 
establishes two regulatory standards dealing with termination of 
service and advertising for gas utilities. 

State regulatory authorities and covered nonregulated utilities are 
required to hold hearings and determine, by November 1981, whether or 
not to implement each of the six ratemaking standards; the state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities must also complete 
proceedings and determine, by November 1980, whether or not to adopt 
the regulatory standards.* 'l'hese determinations must be made for 
each electric and gas utility covered under PURPA: 321 electric 
utilities (256 regulated and 65 nonregulated) with annual retail 
sales exceeding 500 million kilowatt hours; and 217 gas utilities 
(202 regulated and 15 nonregulated) with annual retail sales exceed­
ing 10 billion cubic feet.** Over 90 percent of the electricity and 
gas consumers nationwide are served by these utilities. 

As a means of overseeing nationwide progress in considering the PURPA 
ratemaking and regulatory standards, Congress required DOE to estab­
lish reporting requirements. State regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities are required to complete and submit progress 
reports to DOE annually beginning in November 1979. Congress also 
required DOE to review these reports and to submit a report to 
Congress on overall progress by May 1980, and then annually for each 
of the next 10 years. This report is the first of these required 
reports to Congress. 

To comply with this congressional mandate, DOE developed Form ERA-166 
(see Appendix A). This reporting format was offered for public 
review and comment, revised, and then distributed to the state 
regulatory authorities with jurisdiction over the regulated electric 
and gas utilities covered by PURPA as well as to the nonregulated 
electric and gas utilLties covered by PURPA. 

* Determine means either to implement the ratemaking standards or 
adopt the regulatory standards as those terms are used in Sections 
111 and and 113 respectively. 

** For the purposes of this report only, each regulatory jurisdic­
tion in which a multistate utility operates is considered a separate -
covered utility. 
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1. 2 FORMS ANALYSIS AND APPROACH 

DOE' collected information from the state regulatory authorities and 
covered nonregulated utilities, validated it, and then performed 
several analyses. 

1.2.1 Data Collection 

Sixty-nine of the nonregulated electric and 12 of the nonregulated 
gas utilities submitted their status reports to DOE by the November 9, 
1979, deadline. Three nonregulated electric utilities (in California, 
Louisiana, and North Carolina) and 2 nonregulated gas utilities (in 
Nebraska) did not submit reports. DOE also received 55 status 
reports from all but one (Mississippi) of the state regulatory 
authorities required to submit reports.* Thus, DOE received status 
reports on consideration of the ratemaking and regulatory standards 
for 98 percent of all electric and 97 percent of all gas utilities 
subject to the requirements of PURPA. 

1.2.2 Data Validation 

After receiving these reports, DOE initiated a comprehensive review 
and analysis of the data and information indicating the progress that 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities have made in 
their consideration of the standards. First, DOE manually inspected 
every report submitted by the state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities. When the reports were inconsistent or 
incomplete, the appropriate state regulatory authority or nonregul­
ated utility was called, and any changes submitted were confirmed in 
a follow-up letter. Spot checks of the reports were then performed 
against other in-house sources to verify the consistency of reported 
status~ Through this approach, DOE was able to establish a reliable 
data base for subsequent analysis. 

* Of the 7 regulated utilities for which DOE did not receive status 
reports, 2 electric and 2 gas utilities are regulated by the Missis­
sippi Public Service Commission (PSC). The remaining 3 utilities for 
which data were not submitted are electric utilities· regulated by 
the Louisiana Public Service Commission (PSC) and the Arizona Public 
Utility Commission (PUC) and a gas utility regulated by the Texas 
Railroad Commission. 
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1.2.3 Data Analysis 

DOE's analysis of information received focused primarily on deter­
mining the status of the consideration process for each standard for 
each covered utility. To perform this as well as other analyses, we 
first extracted data manually from the reports. For the status 
analysis, we then calculated the percentage of covered utilities for 
which different levels of progress had been achieved. Recognizing 
that it is primarily through execution of the PURPA standards by the 
utilities that the purposes of PURPA can be achieved, we focused on 
identifying the percentage of utilities that had put each standard 
into effect and the corresponding percentage of customers·affected. 
We then reviewed the characteristics of the standards for which 
decisions to implement or adopt had been made, to assess the1r 
degree of conformance with the purposes of PURPA. 

We also evaluated the extent to which the state regulatory authori­
ties and nonregulated utilities had met the procedural requirements 
established by PURPA for consideration of each standard. Most 
importantly, we identified whether the cost/benefit determinations 
required for the master metering, time-of-day rates, and load manage­
ment techniques standards had been performed, and attempted to ascer­
tain whether certain basic issues had been addressed in these studies. 

In addition, we requested and evaluated information on the state 
regulatory authorities' and covered utilities' plans for monitoring 
the effects of putting the standards into effect. Monitoring is 
necessary to determine whether a standard is in fact contributing to 
the purposes of PURPA; effective monitoring requires the establish­
ment of a baseline data base against which changes can be measured. 

1.3 REPORT ORJANIZATION 

This volume of the first annual report is organized into four 
remaining chapters and two appendixes: 

• Chapter 2 reports progress on the six ratemaking standards. 
Specifically, we describe the standards; provide an overyiew of 
nationwide progress in considering, making determinations on, and 
putting into effect these standards; discuss the interrelationships 
among them; and provide a detailed assessment of the state regula­
tory authorities' and covered nonregulated utilities' progress. 

• Chapter 3 reports progress on the five regulatory standards. 
Again, we describe the standards; discuss how they differ from the 
ratemaking standards in terms of their interrelationships (and 
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implications for the consideration process); provide an overview of 
nationwide progress in considering, making determinations on, 
and putting into effect these standards; and conclude with a 
detailed discussion of the status of the consideration process for 
each standard. 

• Chapter 4 presents the status of the PURPA consideration process 
being conducted by state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities on a state-by-state basis. It includes an overview of 
those states in which a determination to implement or adopt at 
least one standard had been made. 

• Chapter 5 provides a description of the organization and program 
missions of DOE's Office of Utility Systems and then describes the 
assistance that this office is providing the state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated util~ties in meeting their responsi­
bilities under Titles I and III of PURPA and Title II of ECPA. 

• Appendix A describes the development of the reporting form 
(Form ERA-166) for PURPA .standards. A copy of the form is included. 

• Appendix B contains a listing of workshops, conferences, and 
publications sponsored by the National Regulatory Research 
Institute. 



2 PROGRESS ON 
PURPA RATEMAKING 
STANDARDS 

PURPA requires state regulatory authorities and covered nonregulated 
utilities to consider six ratemaking standards and to make a determi­
nation whether or not it is appropriate to implement each to carry · 
out the purposes of PURPA. The six ratemaking standards relate to: 
( 1 ) cost-of-s.ervice; ( 2) declining-block rates; ( 3) time-of-day 
rates; (4) seasonal rates; (5) interruptible rates; and (6) load 
management techniques. In the following sections, we: 

2.1 Describe the six ratemaking standards 

2.2 ~rovide an overview of nationwide progress in considering and 
implementing the standards 

2.3 Discuss critical interrelationships among the standards 

2.4 Provide a detailed assessment of the consideration process for 
each standard (including status, characteristics of the standards 
implemented, compliance with PURPA procedural requirements, number of 
customers covered, .and monitoring methods) as reported to DOE by the 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities in Form 
ERA-166 and supplementary material 

2.5 Present conclusions and concerns regarding progress on considera­
tion of the PURPA ratemaking standards. 

2.1 DESCRIPTION OF STANDARDS 

PURPA sets forth six ratemaking standards that state regulatory 
authorities and covered nonregulated utilities are required to 
consider and make determinations whether or not to implement. These 
standards are described briefly in the following sections. 

2.1.1 Description:, Cost-of-Service Standard 

The cost-of-service standard set forth in Section 111(d) of PURPA 
requires that electric rates for each ?lass of consumers be designed 
to reflect, to th~ maximum extent practicable, the costs of providing 
electric service to that class.· Section 115(a) of PURPA requires 



RATEMAKING STANDARDS 7 

that co.nsideration of the cost of service standard include (through 
methods presribed by the state regulatory authority or nonregulated 
utility) identification of any differences in cost incurrence attri­
butable to (1) daily and seasonal time of use, and (2) customer, 
demand, and energy cost components for each customer class. PURPA 
further requires that such methods take luLu ct~..:cou11t the effec-eo 
on the utility's costs of (1) adding capacity to meet peak demands 
relative to base demand; and (2) generating addit~onal kilowatt-hours 
(kWh). Embedded costing methods, by definition, do not meet this 
latter requirement. 

The cost-of-service standard is the most fundamental of the.six rate­
making stant'larc:!s. By e~:;ta.blishing the basic precept that electric 
rates should accurately reflect the underlying costs of providing 
electric service, this standard directly promotes the purposes or 
PURPA. Specifically, by providing correct price signals to consumers, 
and thereby fostering efficient. pr.oduction and consumption of 
electricity, cost-based rates will contribute to the achievement of 
both the conservation and the efficiency purposes set forth in PURPA. 
In addition, cost-based rates are generally considered to be equit­
able because each customer class bears the share of costs actually · 
incurred by the utility to serve that class. 

2.1.2 Description: Declining-Block Rates Standard 

The declining-block rates standard set forth in PURPA prohibits the 
use of declining-block rates unless the utility can show, for the 
energy component of its rate, that its energy-related costs actually 
decrease as a customer's consumption increases. A declining-block 
rate is one under which the price per kWh declines as a consumer's 
consumption increases during a specitied billing period. De~..:l.i.u.i.nSJ­

b~ock rates may promote electricity consumption, especially if 
they are not cost-based (i.e., if the lower kWh prices in the high 
consumption blocks understate the utility's actual costs). 

2.1.3 Description: Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

The time-of-day rates standard set forth in PURPA requires state • 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities to identify the 
costs and benefits of time-of-day rates for each class of customers 
served as a basis for determining the cost-effectiveness of such 
rates. Time-of-day rates are considered to be cost-effective [as 
defined in Section 115(b)] if the benefits to the utility and the 
customer group to which the rates are applicable exceed the addi­
tional cost of metering and other (unspecified) costs associated with 
the use of such rates. 



RATEMAKING STANDARDS 8 

2.2 OVERVIEW OF NATIONWIDE PROGRESS 

Overall, progress by both regulated and nonregulated utilities in the 
consideration process for the ratemaking standards has been limited 
(see Exhibit 2.a). Each of the first four standards had been put 
into effect for about 10 percent of the utilities, and the final 
two for only about half that number. The cost-of-service, declining­
block, and seasonal rates standards had each been put into effect by 
utilities serving about 16 percent of the total number of customers 
covered by PURPA; customers covered under the other standards put 
into effect represented only a fraction of this number.· 

For each of the ratemaking standards, consideration of the standard 
had been initiated but a determination whether or not to implement 
the standard had not yet been made for about 20 percent of the 
utilities, and the consideration process had not even started for 
more than 60 percent of.the utilities. 

State regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities reported 
reasonable compliance with all but two of the PURPA procedural 
requirements. First, opportunity for intervenor compensation was not 
provided in most cases~ Second, some state regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated utilities indicated that they had not made a determi­
nation on whether or not it is appropriate to implement a particular 
standard to carry out the three purposes of PURPA. Many of the 
determinations to implement one or more ratemaking standards, as 
reported by these s~ate regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities, represented actions taken prior to the enactment of PURPA. 
Nevertheless, they feel that these standards substantially conform 
with PURPA requirements. 

DOE is concerned that many state regulatory authorities and non­
regulated utilities will not be able to complete the consideration 
process for all the ratemaking standards by the November 1981 
deadline established by PURPA. Furthermore, DOE is concerned that 
the quality and effectiveness of the consideration process may be 
inadequate in some cases. These concerns arise not only from the 
lack of progress to date, but also from the need to make substantive 
progress on the cost-of-service standard as a prerequisite to proper 
consideration of the other five ratemaking standards. DOE is 
concerned that some state regulatory authorities may not fully 
appreciate these interrelationships as demonstrated by the fact that 
they had not begun the consideration process for the cost-of-service 
standard for 14 utilities that had put into effect other ratemaking 
standards. The critical nature of the interrelationships between the 
cost-of-service standard and the other five ratemaking standards is 
described more fully below. 

' I 



Exhibit 2.a 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR SIX RATEMAKING STANDARDS 

Status 

Pre-cess Started Determination Standard 
Process But No Deter- Made to ImJ;le- Put into Standard Total 

Ratemaking Standard Not Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejected Utilities 

Cost-of-Service 206 59 21 30 0 316 

Declining-Block Rates 196 58 23 38 316 

Time-of-bay Rates 1"97 71 21 25 2 316 

Seasonal Rates 208 52 20 29 7 316 

Interruptible Rates 213 70 15 17 316 

Load Management 
Techniques 221 58 27 10 0 316 
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2.3 INTERRELATIONSHIPS AMONG RATEMAKING STANDARDS 

The cost-of-service standard --'in itself a fundamental concept --­
lays the groundwork for consideration of the other five ratemaking 
standards. Essentially, the remaining five ratemaking standards are 
subsets of the cost-of-service standard. Four represent specific 
ratemaking approaches aimed at ensuring that the costs of providing 
service are reflected in electric rates, and the fifth -- load 
management techniques -- can be effective only if a utility's rates 
reflect both the cost saving~ and the extra expenditures involved in 
plJtting thcoc tcehnique:s iutu effect. 

2.3.1 Interrelationships: Cost-of-Service Standard 

The data, costing methodologies, and analytical tools that must be 
developed to consider the cost-of-service standard properly are all 
essential to the consideration of the other ratemaking standards. 
The costing and ratemaking approaches used by a specific state 
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility will directly influence 
its determination of the costs and benefits associated with the other 
standards, and hence the applicability of those standards to each 
utility's system and customers. 

Thus, to consider and make a determination on nny of the other five 
ratemaking standards is, at best; suboptimal (and, at worst, imprac­
tical) if a state regulatory authority or nonregulated utility is not 
at least in the process of considering and making a determination on 
the cost-of-service standard. Ideally, a determination on the 
cost-of-service standard should be made, recommended costing methodol­
ogies pr-escribed, .and supporting data assembled before a state 
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility makes its final deter­
mination with respect to any of the other ratemaking standards. 

To prescribe a cost-of-service methodology, a state regulatory 
authority or nonregulated utility must address a number of common 
issues. Specifically, a state regulatory authority or nonregulated 
utility faces a fundamental question regarding which basic philo­
sophical approach to costing and ratemaking to follow: embedded 
(accounting) costs or marginal costs.* The two approaches can be 

* It should be emphasized that section 115(a) requires, to the 
extent practicable, the identification of "cost consequences" -- an 
analytical requirement that is, by definition, not met by an embedded 

-- cost -method. 
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used separately or together to develop basic costing and ratemaking 
parameters. Moreover, many specific methodologies can be adopted 
under each of the two basic approaches; within each of these method­
ologies, numerous other issues (e.g., definitions of customer classes 
and subclasses, identification of seasonal and daily costing periods) 
must .be resolved. 

To be able to select which of these basic costing approaches and 
methodologies to follow, the state regulatory authorities and non­
regulated utilities must have detailed demand and energy consumption 
data by customer class, season, and time of day. The capability to 
simulate a utility's current and projected costs by season and time 
of day is also important, Without such data and tools, the state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities will be forced to: 
(1) compromise on the qui:ill.ty of the data they use (e.g., by making 
assu~ptions using load data transferred from another utility); 
(2) make determinations on the basis of incomplete and perhaps inade ... 
quate data and analysis; or (3) undertake necessary but time-consuming 
and expensive programs (e.g., conducting load research, developing 
simulation models) to ensure the availability of the needed data and 
tools at some future date. In view of these factors and considering 
that determinations on the cost-of-service standard may significantly 
influence a utility's allocation of revenue burdens among customer 
classes or affect the predictapility of customer usage ·and utility 
revenue, DOE recognizes that the decision-making process for a state 
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility to consider and determine 
the appropriate cost-of-service standard may be lengthy and complex. 
As described below, however, proper consideration of the other stan­
dards is substantially dependent on n:!::;ulvin.g the iocues associ ;=rt.en 
with the cost-of-service standard. 

2.3.2 Interrelationships: Declining-Block Rates Standard 

The second PURPA ratemaking standard -- declinluy-block rnt:co 
prohibits a utility from using declining-block rates for the energy 
component of its charges unless the utility can demonstrate that its 
energy costs in fact decline as a customer's consumption increases. 
To make such a determination, a utility should define costs by the 
major functions of cost of service (i.e., generation, transmission, 
and distribution); identify the customer-, energy-, and demand­
related components of each functional cost; and allocate these costs 
to customer groups served. 'rhe determination of cost of service 
should reflect both time-related and intragroup cost differences 
(i.e., differences for customers in the same group with different 
demands and load factors). The effects of customer electricity 
consumption patterns on the utility's need for expanded peaking, 
baseload, transmission, and distribution system capacity, as well 
as the associated costs, should also be identified. 
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In effect, a state regulatory authority or nonregulated utility must 
substantially complete the cost-of-service standard consideration 
process in order to evaluate the declining-block rates standard 
effectively. 

2.3.3 Interrelationships: Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

The third PURPA ratemaking standard -- time-of-day rates requires 
that, where cost-effective, the rates established for each customer 
class reflect the utility's costs of providing service by time of day. 
PURPA specifies that time-of-day rates are to be considered cost­
effective when the' long-run benefits to the utility and its customers 
exceed meter~ng and other costs. The design of time-of-day rates 
that· accurately reflect costs also must be based ·on the detailed cost 
estimates developed through cost-of-service analyses. Thus, while 
consideration of the time-of-day standard can proceed in parallel 
with a state regulatory authority's or nonregulated utility's cost­
of-service consideration, it should not precede it. 

2.3.4 Interrelationships: Seasonal Rates Standard 

The fourth PURPA ratemaking standard -- seasonal rates requires 
that rates reflect seasonal differences in the cost of providing 
service. Determination of these seasonal cost differences is one 
of the analytical results of a rigorous cost-of-service methodology. 
Seasonal rates cannot be designed properly, nor can their costs and 
benefits be determined, without the load and cost data developed 
through cost-of-service analysis. 

2.3.5 Interrelationships: Interruptible Rates Standard 

The fifth PURPA standard -- interruptible rates -- requires that 
utilities offer their industrial and commercial customers rates that 
reflect the cost of providing interruptible service. A utility can 
determine the costs of interruptible service by estimating.the 
short- and long-run costs that can be avoided by shedding load; these 
costs savings should then be reflected in the utility's interruptible 
rates to customers. The cost savings can be determined using the 
load and operating data a utility develops in performing a rigorous 
cost-of-service study and, ideally, simulating the utility's costs 
over a relevant ratemaking and planning horizon. In effect, deter­
mining the costs of interruptible service is a matter of extending 
the analyses required to consider the cost-of-service standard. 
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2.3.6 Interrelationships: Load 
Management Techniques Standard 

The final PURPA ratemaking standard requires that a utility offer 
its customers load management techniques that are practical, co~t­
effective, reliable, and useful to the utility in managing energy 
and capacity requirements. Proper evaluation of the costs and 
benefits of load management techniques requires detailed cost­
of-service information. For example, to determine the costs and 
benefits of directly controlling air-conditioning loads, a utility 
must: (1) estimate the ettects ot such load control on its load 
patterns by time of day; (2) identify the associated changes 
in its current operating costs and future capacity requirements; 
and (3) translate these cost effects into proper rates for those 
customers whose air-conditioning loads are being controlled. 
More generally, evaluating load management techniques extends the 
cost analysis associated with consideration of the cost-of-service 
standard. 

2.4 STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS 

In the following sections, we discuss the status of the consider­
ation process (as of June 30, 1979) for each ratemaking standard, 
as reported by the state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities. 

2.4.1 Status of Consideration Process: 
Cost-of-Service Standard 

Although its consideration is key to the consideration of the other 
ratemaking standards, the cost-of-service standard had been put into 
effect by only 27 regulated and 3 nonregulated electric utilities 
covered by PURPA; a determination to implement the standard had been 
made for another 21 regulated utilities (see Exhibit 2.b). The 
consideration process had not yet begun for almost two-thirds of the 
covered utilities. Those state regulatory authorities and non­
regulated utilities that had made a determination on the standard (to 
implement or reject) and reported they had not fulfilled the PURPA 
procedural requirements are identified in Exhibit 2.c. 

Nationwide, this standard had been put into effect for 12 million 
customers (see Exhibit 2.d). Customers covered represented about 
one-seventh of all customers served by regulated utilities and about 
22 percent of all customers served by nonregulated utilities. The 
percentage of customers covered was larger than the percentage of 
utilities which had put the standard into effect because the 8 state 



Exhibit 2.b 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE COST-OF-SERVICE STANDARD 

Status 

Process Started Determination Standard 
Process But No Determin- Made to Imple- Put into Standard 

Type of Utility Not Started ation Made ment Standard Effect Rejected ·Total 

Regulated Electric 152 54 21 27 0 254 

NonreguGted Electric 54 5 0 3 0 62 

Total 206 59 21 30 0 316 
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Exhibit 2.q 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY-THE COST-OF-SERVICE STANDARD 

CUstomers Covered as a Per-
customers Covered centage of Customers Served 

CUstomer CUstomers Covered - as a Percentage by Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All CUstomers the Standard into Effect 

Regulated Electric Residential 9,541.9 15.4 98.9 

Commercial & 1,224.7 13.5 98.9 
Industrial 

Other 5.6 1. 1 35.0 

Non regulated Residential 1,138.5 22.3 100.0 
Electric 

Commercial & 168.1 26.8 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 8.3 100.0 

Total Residential 10,680.4 15.9 99.0 . 
Commercial & 1,392.8 14.3 99.1 
Industrial 

Other 11.3 2.0 52.1 
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authorities regulating these utilities and the 3 nonregulated utili­
ties were among the nation's largest.* 

As noted, most state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utili­
ties had not yet started the consideration process. The process had 
b~~n R~arted but no determination made for 21 percent of regulated 
utilities and by 8 percent of nonregulated utili~ies. Nu state 
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility had considered and 
reje'cted the cost-of-service standard. 

The state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities reported 
that they had complied reasonably well with PURPA requirements in 
prescribing recommended costing methodologies and identifying speci7 
[ic types of cost&. SpP.r.ifically, an analysis of the adequacy of the 
cost-determination process indicates that only one PSC (Utah) failed 
to prescribe some costing methodology u.s required by Section 115(a) 
of PURPA (see Exhibit 2.e). Accounting methodologies were prescribed 
most often. In all but one case in which a marginal-cost methodology 
was prescribed, the marginal-cost methodology supplemented an 
accounting-cost methodology (the methodology traditionally used in 
performing cost-of-service studies). The only exception was the 
state regulatory authority 'in Oregon, which prescribed a methodology 
based solely on future and marginal costs. 

Regarding the more specific requirements of Section 115(a): 

* 

• Each of the entities making a determination to implement the 
standard required the allocation of costs to major customer groups. 

• A methodology to identify marginal costs was prescribed for 
about half the utilities that had put the standard into effect or 
for which a determination had been made to implement the standard. 

• All utilities covered by the standard (except the regulated 
utilities in California and Utah) were required to identify major 
cost components (demand, energy, and customer). 

• Time-related cost differentials were required eo be lu~uLified 
for about one-third of the 51 utilities covered by the standard.** 

The state regulatory authorities are those in Minnesota, New York, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and 
Vermont. The nonregulated utilities are the Anaheim Electric Divi­
sion, Los Angeles Department of Water & Power, and Lansing Board of 
Water and Light. 

** No response was provided in the California PUC's report to DOE 
concerning the identification of time-related cost differentials• 
Using follow-up telephone interviews, DOE found that time-related 
cost differenti'als had not been estimated for the utilities under 
its jurisdiction. 



Exhibit 2.e 

CIIARACTERIS'rJCS OF COST-OF-SERVIC:£ S'rANUAROS* 

PSC C4lifor.nia 6 
Colorado 3 
Minnesota 4 
New York 7 
North Carolina 3 
Ohio 8 
Oregon 4 
Pennsylvania 8 
South Carolina 3 
South Dakota 6 
Utah 3 
Vennont 2 
Wisconsin 6 
SUBTOTAL 6J 

Non~:egulateti Utility 

Anaheim Elec-
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Los Angeles 
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of Water 
& Power 

Lansing Board 
of Water 
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1QTIIL 
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Load Research 
Data Required 

0 
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0 
0 
0 
0 
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2 
6 
4 
6 
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32 
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3 
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0 0 
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Includes standards that utiU.ties put into effect ano'l standards for which a determination l:o i!~pl.ement has been made by the state regulat()ry authori.ty 
or nonre~ulated utility. 
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• Own-system load research data were required for all customer 
classes for about 27 percent of the 51 utilities, and for some 

19 

or all customer classes for about 90 percent of these utilities. 
Load research data compiled by and transferred from other utilities 
or obtained at least in part from another jurisdiction served by 
the same utility were used at least in part for two-thirds of the 
utilities and used exclusively for one utility.* 

Own-system load research data developed from statistically reliable 
sampling procedures are usually considered to be more indicative 
of the loads and usage patterns of a utility's customers than data 
transferred or borrowed from another utility. Data transferred 
from another utility's load research program have to be norrnaliz~d 
to the borrowing utility's time-of-use load profiles and to the 
demand contributions of each customer group. Thus, in reviewing the 
types of load research data required for the 51 utilities, it seems 
reasonable to assume that the 27 percent of these utilities using 
only own-system data have more reliable load research data for use 
in developing cost-of-service allocation factors than the 65 percent 
of these utilities using a mixture of own-system and transferred 
load research data. 

However, the information provided in Form ERA-166 is insufficient to 
determine precisely what a state regulatory authority or nonregulated 
utility meant when it indicated the use of both own-system and trans­
ferred data. Specifically, mixed data can take two forms. First, 
a utility may have own-system load research data for only some of 
its customer groups. For example, a utility may have own-system 
data for its larger-usage customer groups (e.g., industrial customers), 
whose usage is measured by time-of-use metering equipment, but not 
for its smaller-usage customer groups (e.g., residential), whose 
usage is typically measured by kWh meters. Data for these smaller­
usage customer groups may be transferred from another utility that 
has customers with similar load patterns and usage characteristics. 
Second, a multistate or multijurisdictional utility may have own­
system data for each of its major customer groups, but the data for 
specific customer groups may be collected jointly from customers 
served in more than one regulatory jurisdiction. In such cases, · 
the data are essentially own-system data, but may be identified 
as own-system plus transferred because they include data collected 
from customers located outside the state regulatory authority's 

• jurisdiction. 

* Anaheim (CA) Electric Division (nonregulated). 

( 
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Although the state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
that have made a determination to implement the cost-of-service 
standard reported that they had met PURPA requirements, other data· 
submitted with ERA Form-166 indicated that the consideration process 
and subsequent rulings on the standard may have been inadequate in 
some cases. Specifically, under PURPA Section 111(a), each state 
regulatory authority and nonregulated utility is required to deter­
mine whether it is appropriate to implement the cost-of-service 
standard to achieve the conservation, efficiency, and equity purposes 
of PURPA. This determination had been made for only two-thirds of 
the 51 utilities for which a determination to implement the standard 
had been made. DOE's analysis of the supplementary information filed 
with the PURPA reports also indicates tha.t none of the etatc regu­
latory authorities and nonregulated utilities empirically estimated 
the conservation, efficiency, and equi~y impacts of this or any other 
standard. Consideration of these impacts generally took the form of 
theoretical discussions rather than quantitative analysis. 

2.4.2 ·Status of Consideration Process: 
Declining-Block Rates Standard 

The declining-block rates standard had been put into effect by 
12 percent of the nation's utilities subject to the requirements of 
PURPA (Exhibit 2.f): 36 regulated and 2 nonregulated utilitieS• 
Only one nonregulated utility had considered and rejected the stan­
dard.* State regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities had 
started the consideration process but not yet made a determination 
for 21 percent of regulated utilities and 8 percent of nonregulated 
utilities. More importantly, consideration had not been started for 
almost 62 percent of the utilities (including 87 percent of the 
nonregulated utilities). 

Despite the fact that a determination on the cost-of-service standard 
is essentially a prerequisite to a proper determination on the other 
ratemaking standards, a determination on the declining-block rates 
standard had been made for 17 utilities for which a determination 
had yet ·to be made on the cost-of-service standard. Specifically, 
before deciding to implement the PURPA declining-block rates stan­
dard, a state regulatory authority or nonregulated utility should 
identify the customer-, energy-, and demand-related components of 
each functional cost and allocate these costs by customer class; 
that is, substantially complete the process of considering and imple­
menting the cost-of-service standard. 'l'hus, although the standard 

* Lansing (MI) Board of Water and Light (nonregulated). 



Exhibit 2.f 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STA..~DARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Total 

Status 

Process 
Started 

142 

54 

196 

Process Started 
Not But No Deter-

mination Made 

53 

5 

58 

Determinaticn Standard 
Made to' Imple- Put into 
ment Standa.z:d Effect 

23 36 

0 2 

23 33 

Standard 
Rejected Total 

0 254 

62 

1 316 
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implemented may prohibit or restrict declining-block energy rates, 
if the major cost components have not been adequately identified, 
prohibition or restriction may not result in rates that reflect 
actual cost of service. 

The characteristics of the declining-block rates standards that state 
regulatory authorities have decided to implement or that utilities 
had put into effect (delineated in Exhibit 2.g) show considerable 
variation in the approaches taken to rate design and cost allocation 
under the standard. Most of the standards implemented require the 
recovery of both capacity and energy costs through the energy compo­
nent of declining-block rates. For example, the standards for 55 of 
the 61 utilities do not require separate demand and customer charges 
in residential rates; the standards fo.r· 42 of the Utilities do not 
require an energy rate (i.e., kWh rate) based solely on energy costs 
for residential customers. 

Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities that 
had made a· determination on the standard but reported not fulfilling 
all the PURPA procedural requirements are highlighted in Exhibit 2.h. 

Nationwide, about 17 percent of all customers were covered by utili­
ties that had put the standard into effect (see Exhibit 2.i). 
Because the standard had been put into effect by two of the largest 
nonregulated utilities (Anaheim Electric Division and Los Angeles 
Department of Water and Power), the percentage of customers covered 
vis-a-vis customers served is substantially higher for nonregulated 
utilities, despite the overall lack of progress by nonregulated 
utilities in beginning their consideration of this standard. Appli­
cation of the standard to different customer groups is fairly uniform. 

To monitor the impacts of putting this standard into effect, state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities chose primarily to 
focus on the impacts on revenue levels (see Exhibit 2.j). The choice 
of this monitoring method reflects their awareness that such rate 
design changes (from declining-block to flat rates) can significantly 
affect the levels of revenue collected from different customer groups 
as well as from different types of customers within a particular group. 

2.4.3 Status of Consideration Process: 
Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

The time-of-day rates stan'dard had been put into effect by 22 
regulated and 3 nonregulated utilities (see Exhibit 2.k). However, 
5 state regulatory authorities (Connecticut, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and Washington, D.C.) had made a determination to 
implement the time-of-day rates standard for 8 utilities without 
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Exhibit 2.g ·-----~lnued) 

CIIARACTEHISTICS Of' DECLINING-IJLOCK RATES STANDARDS• 
Scheolule 3. Quest lon II: Does your dec lin\ n•J-block rates standard requir<: the following: 

State Utility (type) 
..... 

OR CP National (REI) 
Idaho Power (REI) 
Pacific Power Light (REI) 
PortlRnd General Electric (REI) 

PA Do•1uesne Light Co. (REI) 

MetropolitMt Edison (REI) 
Pennsylvania Electric (REI) 
Pennsylvania Power (REI)· 
Penn. Power & Liqht (REI) 
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) 
UGI-Luzerne Elec. Div. (REI) 
West Penn~ Power (REI) 

SC Carolina Power & Light (REI) 
Duke Power Co. (REI) 
South Carolina E&G (REI) 

SO Northwestern PS (REI) 
(continued next page) 

N: no 
Y: yes 
na: no answer 

REI: 
REP: 
REC: 

II. I l!ccovery of the following costs 
throuqh the enerqy component of the 
declininq-block rate: 
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11.3 An energy rate 
which is h;o:;P.•t on 

changes in energy 
cOSts alone for: 

Ill ., .. Ill 

"' "' "' .... "' "' 0 .... .... 
0 0 .... 

"' .... .... ... "' "' ... .... .... 
c u .. 
Q) .. .. .., <II 1.0 .. .... ~ :s Q) 
Ill .., ..c 
Q) 0 r:: .. n: u ... 0 

- "' 
.., .,. ... ... M ... . . . - - - -- - - -

N Y Y na 
N Y Y na 
N Y Y na 
N Y Y na 

Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
Y Y Y na 
'N N N na 
N N N na 
N N N na 
N N Y N 

Non.requlated electric, .inv-.s•:·,·-.,.,.,ed 
Nonregulated electric, publicly owned 
Nonrequlated electric, cooperative 

-

' 

Includes stanrlards that utilities have put into effect and stan<tards for which a determination tr, I.••Pl.ement has been made by the state requlatory 
authority or nonrequlated utility. 
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ll:<hibit 2.g (contino.~ed) 

CHIIHI\~l'ERIST ICS OF I>ECLINING-Of.OCK RaTES STIINDIIRDS • 
Schedule J. Question 11: Does your ileclinlng-block rates standar•l ~equlre the follow.tng: 

State Utility (type) 

TX Central Power~ Light (REI) 
Cnmr•unlty Publi Service (REI )• 
Oa llas P&L (REI ) 

El Paso Electric Co. (REI) 
Gulf States Utilities (REI) 
llouston f,&P (REI) 
Southwestern Elec. Service (REI) 
Southwest<!rn Public Service (llEI) 
Texas ElectcJc Service (REI) 
Texas I'&L ·( RF.I) 

VT 

Lnwer Colorado River Authority (REP) 
Central Vt. PS (REI) 

WI 

'fOTIIL 

Green Mountain Power (RE[) 
Lake Superior Oist •. Pwr. (RF.I l 
~1dison Gas & Electric (REI) 

Northern States Power (REI) 
Wisconsin Electric po...-er (REI) 
Wisconsin Power & Light (REI) 
Wisconsin Puhlic Service (REI) 

61 Utilities 

N: no 
Y: yes 
na: no answer 

YES: 
NO: 

na: 

REI: 
REP: 
REC: 

11.1 Recovery of the following costs r-;·.-.-2 Sepante dern.:tnd ancl 1l:-3- .. An energy rate 
through th" energy component of the customer clr.arges used for: which is baser! on 
declining-block rate: changes in energy 
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Includes sta11•lard,; that utilities have put into effect and standards for wlr ich a <letenninati<•n to imp~·•ment has been ina<lc hy the state regulatory 
authority or nonregulated utility. 
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El t. 2.h 
Nt.n.~~-,PLIANCE WITII PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: DECLINING-BLOCK RIITES STI\NDAJID* 
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Exhibit 2.i 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE DECLINING-BLOCK RP.TES STANDARD 

CUstomers Covered as a Per-
CUstomers Covered centage of Customers Served 

CUstomer CUstomers Covered as a Percent:s.ge UJ Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All C\:.sto·ners the Standard into Effect 

Regulated Electric R~sidential 10,493.2 16.9 99.9 

Commercial & 1,192.4 15.3 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 5.9 1. 2 30.2 

Nonregulated Residential 1,0.73.5 21.0 100.0 
Electric 

Commercial & 158.7 25.3 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 8.3 100.0 

Total Residential 11,566.7 17.2 99.9 

Commercial & 1,551.1 15.9 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 11.6 2.0 46.0 



Exhibit 2.j 
METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR EFFECTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Monitoring Methods* 

Consumer 
Questionnaire 

o.o 

50.0 

Follow-Uf· Public 
Hearings 

22.0 

50.0 

Changes in System 
Characteristi::s 

25.4 

100.0 

Revenue 
Levels 

49.2 

100.0 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to implement standard had been made. 

Other 

18.6 

o.o 

N 
(X) 



Exhibit 2. k 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE TIME-OF-DAY RATES STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regula.ted Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Total 

Status 

Process Not 
Started 

143 
,, 

54 

197 . 

Process Started Determination 
But No'Deter- Made to Imple-
mination ~ade ment· Standard · 

'61 21 
,. 

-4 0 

:: --
71 21 

·!.. 

. . . .. . . .. 

Standard 
Fut into Standard 
Effect ~ejected Total 

22 1 . 254 

3 
:- 1 .. 62 . ... 

- .. .. 
25 2 316 

IV 
,1.0 



RATEMAKING STANDARDS 30 

making a determination regarding the cost-of-service standard for 
them. Similarly, the nonregulated utility in Ohio (Cleveland, 
Division of Light and Power) that had put the .. time-of-day rates 
standard into effect had not yet,made a determination on the cost­
of-service standard. 

Most state regulatory authorities and nonregulated.utilities had not 
started the consideration process for this standard. The considera­
tion process had been started but no determination.on:the standard 
had been made for 67 regulated utilities and 4 nonregulated utilities. 
The standard had been considered and rejected for one regulated 
utility (Minnesota Power and Light) and one nonregulated utility 
(Anaheim Electric Division). 

The characteristics of the time-of-day rate standard~ p~t into effect 
or to be put into effect (delineated in Exhibit 2.1) show a diversity 
of approaches to rate design. For example, there is no consistent 
pattern in the number of time periods to which time-differentiated 
demand and energy charges are applicable. Those state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities that had made a determina­
tion on the standard but whose reports to DOE indi~ated they had not 
fully complied with the PURPA procedural requirements are identified 
in Exhibit 2.m. · ' 

As of J1,me 30. 1979, about 4 mi lolion cuiltomara were covered by the 
time-of-day rates standard (see Exhibit 2.n). Many state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities reported'the number of 
customers actually covered (i.e., billed) under time\..of~day rates,. 
whether on a mandatory or voluntary basis, while others appear to. 
have reported the number of cust~mers eligible for voluntary time-of­
day rates. For this reason, the number of customers.covered by the 
standard cannot be accurately estimated. 'As ~hown in Exhibit 2. o, 
time-of-day rates are currently provided almost three times as often 
on a voluntary basis as on a mandatory basis, whether to the commer­
cial and industrial customer groups or to the residential customer 
group. (Under a voluntary plan, the customer may choose to be billed 
under either the time-of-day rate or the rate that is normally 
applicable to the appropriate customer group). This result is 
somewhat surprising, because commercial and industrial customers have 
much lower time-of-day metering costs relative to total electricity 
costs than residential customers, and thus time-of-day rates are more 
likely to be cost-effective when applied to all customers in these 
classes (i.e., on a mandatory basis). 

The costs and benefits of implementing time-of-day rates had been 
determined for fewer than 40 percent of the utilities for which 
a determination to implement the standard had been.made (see 
Exhibit 2.p). These results indicate that time-of-day rates put 

·~ ' 
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• ExhihH 2.1 
.CIIIIRIIC1'ERJ ST ICS OF 'l'IHE-Qt'-DIIY Rll'fES STAtiDIIRJIS• 
Sdoeolule 4, Question 11: Does your time-of-~ay ·rates st:andanl ~equire ·t.he following: 

State 

CA 

co 
C'r 
IJC 
HI 
HH 

NY 

011 

Oil 

PA 

VT 

WI 

U t:i U t .l...J.!n>e I 

Generic 16 REI) 
Los Angeles OPGW 
Generic 12 REI, 1 REP)). 
Generic I 3 IIF.l I 
Potomac Electric Power I REI I 
Litnsing Board of W&L INEP) 
Northern States Power IRF.I) 
Otter Tail Power Co. IREI) 
Central lludson I;&E IREI) 

Consolidated Erlison of NY I REI I 
Long Island I.ighting I REI I 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric IRE!) 
Cleveland Elec. Illuminating IREII 
Columbus G So. Ohio Electric IREIJ 
Dayton P&L .I REI) 
Monongahela Power (RF.l) 
Ohio Edison (REI) 
Ohio Power Co. (REI l 
Tole.to Edison Co. ( RF.I l 
Cleveland, Oiv. of L&P (NEP) 

Generic 12 REI) 
Pacific Power & Light (RF.I) 
Portland qeneral Electric IREl) 
ou.,uesne Light Co. (REI I 
Metropolitan Edison IREI) 
Pennsylvania Electric (REI) 
Pennsylvania Power (REI) 
Philadelphia Elec. I REI) 
u:>I-I.uzerne Elec. •Oiv. (REI I 
West Penn. Power (REI) 
Central Ve nnont PS (REI I 
GrP.en Hnuntain PowP.r (REI) 
Lake Superior Dist. Pwr. (REI) 
Madison Gas & Electric (REII 
Northern States Power (RF.I) 
Wisconsin Electric Power (REI) 
Wisconsin Power & Light (REI l 
Wisconsin Public Serv~ce (REI I 

11.1 II demand charge for: 11.2 An ene~gy charge for: 
11.11 11.12 11.13 11. 21 11. 2Z 11. 23 
One Two Three periods One Two Three periorls 
period periods or mine period periods or more 
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1'0TIII. 46 Uti ll ties n:s: 
. NO: 

14. 

32 

22' 

24 
12 
34 

20 

·26 

B 
27 

13 
33 

36 
10 

N: no 
Y: yes 

REI: 
REP: 
REC: 

negulaterl electric, investor-owned 
Reg11lated electric·; publicly owned 
Regulated electric·, cooperative 

NEl :· Non regulated ele.ctr:i·c, investor-owned 
NEP: .'Nonregulate<l electr .c, publicly owned 
NEC: Nonreguiated electn.c·, cooperative 

I nclurles stan<Ja r<ls that utilitl es have put i'nto effect an<J standards for which a determina.tion to implement has been 
ma•le by the state regulatory authorlty or nonrcgulated utili.ty. 
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E> t 2.m 
NONCOMPLIANCE Wl'fll PliRPA PROCEU!Jili\L IIEQUIREMEtl'fS: 'tiME-OF-DAY RATES STANDARD* 
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c: ., c: " .. 0 
... c: -~ c: .. ~ 
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r: ... 
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e~ .. .,. 

1\ 
.. 0. 

" 2l 0 

" 
St~te Regulatory N ,., .. "' .... "' Q) 

0 .,_ 
Authority or Utility .J ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..... ' ..; 

\ 
Cll cal.lfornia POC 6 6 

1\nahelm Elec:tric 
Division 
L.A. Dept. of. 
Water & Power ./ 

/ 
CT Connecticut PUC ) 

oc District of 
Columbia ( 

111 Lansino,~ Board 
of Water & Light 

HN Minnesota 2 

\ 
NY New York ) 

011 Cleveland Div. 
of Light & Power 

OR Oregon PU 2 
Crnnmissioner 

PI\ Pennsy 1 vania 7 
PUC 

V'f Vermont PSC 2 

TO'fl\1. 2 2) 1-5 0 0 0 

Indicates number of utilities for which eicmentA of the consideration process were reported to be not in 
compl iancc with PUI!PII pro•:e•lural re•1u irements or inconsistent with the status reported. includes only 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulate<l utilities which had made a dutermination on the standard. 

., 
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Exhibit 2.n 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE TIME-OF-DAY RATES STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Total 

CUstomer 
Group 

Residential 
.. 

Commercial 
Industrial 

Other 

Residential 

Gommercial 
Industrial 
.. 

Other 

' Residential 
.. 

Commercial 
Industrial 

Other 

& 

& 

& 

CUst·omers Covered 
Nationwide (000) 

2,E04.1 

641.8 

5.3 

1,004.3 

:5o.6 

5.2 

3,608.4 

792.4. 

10.5 

;~ 

CUstomers Co•ered 
as a Percentage 
of All Custooers 

4.2 

7.1 

1. 1 

19.6 

24.0 ' . 

7.5 

r 
5.4 

8.2 
'i' 

1. 8 

CUstomers Covered as a Per­
centage of Customers Served 
by Utilities ~hich Had Put 
the Standard into Effect 

33.5 

70.8 

35.8 

90.6 

91.3 

100.0 

40.6 

13.9 

52.5 

w 
w 



Exhibit 2.o 
TYPE OF COVERAGE UNDER TIME-OF-DAY RATES 

Voluntary Coverage Mandatory Coverage Total 

Customer Number Number 
Type of Utiity Group (000) Percent (000) Percent Number Percent 

1,559.5 
, 

Regulated Electric Residential 59.9 1,044.6 40. 1 2,604.1 100.0 

Commercial & 524~7 81.7 117. 1 18.3 641.8 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 5.3 100.0 0 0 0 0 5.3· 100.0 
! .:... , f\ •• , ... 

Nonregulated Residential 1,004.3 100.0 o.o o.o 1,004.3 100.0 
Electric 

Commercial & 20.4 13.6 130.2 86.4 •. 
<. 

150.6 100.0 
Industrial 

-. 
Other 5.2 100.0 o.o 5.2 100.0 

':I'::> tal Residential 2,563.8 71. 1 1,044.6 28.9 3,608.4 100.0 

Commercial & 545.1 68.8 247.3 31.2 ,. 792.4 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 10.5 100.0 o.o o.o 10.5 100.0 

TOTAL 3,249.3 73.7 1,161.6" 26.3 4,410.9 100.0 



Exhibit 2.p 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES FOR WHICH THE COSTS 
AND BENEFITS OF IMPLEMENTING THE TIME­
OF-DAY RATES STANDARD HAD BEEN DETERMINED 

Type of Utiity - Costs and Benefits Determined 

Regulated Electric Yes 40.9\* 

No 59.1\ 

Nonregulated Electric Yes 0.0\ 

NO 'i 0 (J • 0 I& 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to 
implement the standard had been made. 

' 

35 
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into effect by about 60 percent of the covered utilities may not 
meet the cost-effectiveness test set forth in Section 115(b) of PURPA. 

As discussed in more detail .in Chapter 5, one of DOE-'s major ra~e­
related activities in recent years has been the funding of time-of­
day rate experiments conducted by 16 state .regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated utilities.* Of these, 7 had made determinations 
to implement the time-of-day rates standard. The remaining state 
regulatory authoriti-es ·and nonregulated utilities had delayed hear­
ings on the standard until ·relevant statistical tests using data from 
the rate experiments·have· been performed-and· the results of the tests 
published. DOE plans to_complete these analyses ~nd publish the 
expe:r.tment.r~l :res1.1lt.s by m:i.d-1980. 

2.4.4 Status of Consideration Process:· 
Seasonal Rates Standard 

The seasonal rates standard had been put into effect by only 27 of 
the 254 regulated utilities.and by only 2 of-the 62 nonregulated 
utilities (see Exhibit 2.q). The consideration process had not yet· 
been started ·for .153-re"<julated ai1d-55 noniegulated utiliti"es. The 
standard has been-considered and.r~jected for M~~nesota Power and 
Light, Pennsylvania Electric Company, Pennsylvania Power Company, 
Lake Superior District Power (Wisconsin), Northern States Power 
Company (Wisconsin), Wisconsin Power & Light, and Anaheim Electric 
Division. Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities that had ~de a determination on the standard but reported 
not fully complying with the PURPA procedural requirements are 
identified in Exhibit 2.r. 

The standard had been put into effect for about 17 percent of regu­
lated utilities' customers but fewer than 1 percent of nonregulated 
utilities' customers (see Exhibit 2.s). The principal method chosen 
to monitor the impacts of putting the standard into effect has been a 
review of the standard's impacts on system operating characteristics 
(see Exhibit 2.t). 

This choice indicates widespread awareness, by state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities that had made a determination 
to implement the standard, of the standard's potential impacts on 
the efficient utilization of existing plant and equipment and on a 

* One of the nonregulated utilities receiving funding for time-of­
day rate experiments is not covered by PURPA. Thus, only 15 of the 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities funded by 
DOE are required to consider the time-of-day rates standard. 



Exhibit 2.q 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE SEASONAL RATES STANDARD 

Status 

Process Started Determination Standard 
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Imple- Put into Standard 

Type of Utility Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejected Total 

Regulated Electric 153 43 20 27 6 254 

Nonregulated 55 4 0 2 62 
Electric 

Total 208 5.2 20 29 7 316 



·Exhibit 2.r 
NONCOMPLIANCE WI'rll PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUinF.HENTSs SEASONAL RA'rES STANDARD~ 

State Regulatory 
Authority or Utility 

CA Califor.nia PSC 
Anaheim Electric 
Division 

DC District of 
Co lmnbia 

HI L.lnsin•J R<>ard of 
'Water G I.i9ht 

rrn Minnesota OPS 

HO Inclependcnce 

NY 

NC 

Power ~ Li9ht • • 

New York 

No. <:arolina 

Pennsy 1 vania 
PUC 

.. -"' t: ... 
"' "' 41 
.J: ... 
0 

41 
·u .... .. 

0 c: 
u .... ... 
.Q 

R. 
"' 0 .... 
"' ,.. 
-..; 

sc So. <:arolina PSC 

SD So. Dakota PUC 

Tl! Texas PUC 

VT Vennont PSC 

TOTAL 

u ... ... 
.Q , 
0. 
41 

S1 ... 
0 .. 
c 
t 
0 
~ ... -Q\ 
c .... ... 

' "' .., 
:z: 

.,. 

..; 

;. ., ... u 
0 0 c: 
t: t: 41 
41 

t 
., '0 

i: . ... 
> 

41 ., 41 .. .. 
t: c ... ... ... ., 

.<:· 

"' ... ... 
0 ... c 0 0 ... 

0 c: ... >. .... ..... >.0 0 ... ... ... ., 
~~ 

... .. >. c ., c , ., 0 

t!!l 
8.t! 
&a 

.. r:: ~ t: "'& &a .. IJ 
111,1( 

8'8 ~:J 

M ~ II\ .... 
..; ..; ..; ..; 

6 6 

l 

7 

l 2 

l 2 

2 2 

8 

35 14 2 

.. ..... 
-" ., ... .... 
"' c > 0 ., ... ... IJ 

"' '0 c 2 e c: .. 0 ... .... ., .. 
'0 ., u 

C-oi c 
e~ .. ... .. 41 Oo .... .. ... &Z ~ 

0 -Ill Cl\- -. 
~~ • ..; 

In•Hcates number of utilities for whl•;h elements of the consideration process were reported to be not ln 
c<>mpliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inc<>nsistent with the status reported. Inchtdes only 
state regu Vtl:ory author 1 ties Jlnd non regulated utilities which had made a deteronination on the stanclar•l. 

•• Instituted seasonal rates policy in 1963. 
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Exhibit·2.s 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE SEASONAL RAT.ES STANDARD 

Customer Customers Covered 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) 

Regulated Electric Residential 10,818.7 

Commercial & 1,108.9 
Industrial 

Other 5.5 

Nonregulated Residential 43.2 
Electric 

Commercial & 0.5 
Industrial 

Other 0.2 

Total Residential 10,861.9 

/ Commercial & 1,109.4 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 

Customers Covered 
as a Percentage 
of All C~stomers 

17.4 

.12. 2 

1. 1 

0.8 

0.1 

0.3 

16·. 2 

11.4 

1. 0 

Customers Covered as a Per-
centage of Customers Served 
by Utilities Which Had Put 
the Standard into Effect 

98.4 

78.3 

23.0 

40.9 

4.0 

95.2 

97.8 

77.7 

23.6 

w 
ID 



Exhibit 2.t 
METHODS SELECTED 'rO MONITOR EFFECTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE SEASONAL RATES STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electri·c 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Monitoring Methods* 

Consumer Follow-up 
Questionnaire Hearings 

I o.o 20.8 

o.o so.o 

Public Changes in System· Revenue 
Characteristics Levels 

47.9 37.5 

100.0 100.0 

Other 

18.8 

o.o 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to implement the standard had been made. 
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utility's current and future seasonal demands (which partially define 
the utility's need for new generating capacity). However, there had 
been no determination to implement the cost-of-service standard for 
14 of the 49 utilities for which a determination to implement the 
seasonal rates standard had been made. Seasonal rates should reflect 
seasonal differences in a utility's cost of service. If a utility 
has not identified these differences by performing adequate cost-of­
service studies, the seasonal rates offered to customers may not be 
cost-based and thus may not promote the purposes of PURPA. 

2.4.5 Status of Conside.ration Process: 
Interruptible Rates Standard 

consideration of the interruptible rates standard has·been progress­
ing slowly. Specifically, consideration of the-standard had not 
even begun for 213 of the 316 electric utilities (see .Exhibit 2.u). 
The standard had been put into ~ffect by only 17 of the_254 regulated 
utilities and by none of the 62 nonregulated utilities covered by 
PURPA. One nonregulated utility (Anaheim Electric Division) had 
considered and rejected the standard. Analysis· of the character­
istics of the interruptible rates standards for which a determination 
to implement was made for 32 utilities (delineated in Exhibit 2.v) 
indicates that criteria for initiating interruption were not specified 
for 11 of the 32. Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities that had made a determination on the standard but reported 
not fully complying with the PURPA procedural' requirements are 
identified in Exhibit 2.w. 

No determination to implement the cost-of-service standard had been 
made for 4 of the 32 utilities for which a determination to implement 
the interruptible rates standard had been made. Since the cost-of­
service standard had not been ca·rried out for these utilities, the 
rates offered may not reflect the actual cost of providing interrupt­
ible service to the customer classes involved. 

Just over 3 million customers were reported to be covered by the 
utilities that had put the interruptible rates standard into effect 
(see Exhibit 2.x). However, the number of customers actually covered 
(i.e., billed) under interruptible rates was probably much lower, 
because some of these were covered under voluntary schedules, i.e., 
the customers could choose whether to be billed under this rate or 
not. Therefore, 3 ~llion should be considered an upper limit on 
the number of customers covered. 

In addition, although interruptible rates are generally associated 
with commercial and industrial customers, only about 7 percent of 
the 3.2 million customers cbvered by the standard are commercial 
and industrial customers; the remaining 93 percent are residential. 



Exhibit 2.u 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE INTERRUPTIBLE RATES STANDARD 

Status 

Process Started Determil)ation. Standard 
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Imple- Put into Standard 

Type of Utility Started mination Ma::ie ment Stimdard Effect Rejected Total 

Regulated Electric 158 64 15· 17 0 254 

~onregulated 55 6 0 .o 1 62 
Electric 

Total 213 70 15 17 1 316 



Exhibit 2.v 
CHARACTERISTICS Of' IN'fERRUPTIBLE RATES STANDARDS• 
Schedule 6, Question· 11: Does youl· internaptible rates standard require the following: 

State Utility (typal 

CA Generic (6 REI) 
CO Generic (2 REI, 1 REP)) 
HN Northern States Power (REI) 

Otter Tail Power Co. (REI) 
Minnesota P'-1• (REI) 

NC Generic (l REI) 

Status 

011 Cleveland Elec. Illu•inating (REI) 
Columbus & ,So. Ohio Electric (REI) 
Ohio Power Co. (REI) 

PA Duquesne Light Co. (REI) 
Metropolitan F.dison [REI) 
Pennsylvania Electric (REI) 
Pennsylvania ·power (REI) 
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) 
UGI-Luzerne F.lec. Div. (REI I 
West Penn. Power (REI) 

SC nuke Pow~r Co. (REI I 
South Carolina E&G (REI) 

IFf Utah Power & Light (RE.l) 
WI ~ladison Gas &- Electric (REI)' 

Nocthern States Power (REI I 
Wiscons ln Electric Power (REI) . 
Wisconsin Power'- Light (REI) 

TO'fAL 

REI: 
REP: 

REC: 

32 Util!ties 

11e9ulate<l electric, investor-owned 
Regulated electric, puhlio:ly owned 
Regulated electric, cooperative 

Yes: 
No: 

11.1 Criteria for initiating interruption 
~hich take into account the following• 

11.11 System peak 11.12 Reserve margin 
exceediag falling below 
critical level predeter~ined level 

N 
y 

N 
y 

~ 

'f 

N 
N 
N 

"i 

t 
r 

N 
H 

y 

y 

y 
y 

II 
y 
·y 

y 

y 

19 
13 

NEii 
NEP: 
tn:c: 

N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

y 
N 
N 
H 

H 
y 

N 
y 

y 

H 

N 
H 

N 
H' 

y 

y 

y 

y 

10 
22 

Noaregulat-erl electrlc,. investor-owned 
Nonregulat-ed electric, pubHcly owned 
Nonregulated electric, cooperative 

11.13 Peaking energy 
which. is 
constrained 

N 
111 

It 
y 

N 
y 

N 
N 
N 

y 
y 

y 

H 

H 
y 

y 

N 
N 

N 

H 

N 
N 
N 

,9 
23 

• Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determinatio" to implement has been 
made by the st.,te regulatory authority or -~on~:eguiat.ed· u::ility. 



Exhibit 2 ... 
NOilCOMPLIIINCE WI'rll PURPI\ PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: INTERRUPTIBLE RA'fES STAIIOARO* 
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State R~gulatory ~ 

I "' ... oq til "' ..... a> m~ 

Authority or Utllit 
..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; ..; qooq I ..; 

CA Californla PSC 6 6 
An'lheim F.lectrlc 
Division 

MN Mi'lnesota DPS 2 

NC No. Carolina 3 3 

P/1 Pennsylvania 1 
PUC 

sc So. Carolina 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
PSC 

lYJ' Utah PSC 

'fO'l'IIL ) 3. ) 15 ) Ill 0 3 

rnrlicates numher •>f uti 11 t i~s for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not 
.in compliance with l'URPII proc:erlural requirements or ln•:onsisterit "ith the status reported. Inclllfles only 
state re9ulatory authorities and nonrequl'lted utilities which had made a deter.mination on the standar<l. 
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Exhibit 2.x 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE INTERRUPTIBLE RATES STANDARD 

CUstomers Covered as a Per-
CUstorr.ers Covered centage of Customers Served 

CUstomer Customers Covered as a Fercentage by Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of Al] Customers the-Standard into Effect 

Regulated Electric Residential 3,011.1 4.8 51.3 

Commercial & 219.7 2.4 31.8 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 1. ,. 57.6 

Nonreguiated Residential o.o o.o o.o 
Elect·ric 

Commercial & o.o o.o o.o 
Industrial 

Other o.o o.o o.o 

Total Residential 3,011.0 4.5 51.3 

commercial &" 219.·7 2.2 31.8 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 1. 0 57.6 
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In general, the variable loads and electricity usage patterns and 
the geographical dispersion of residential customers make utility­
controlled interruption of service quite expensive and cost­
ineffective. However, the automatic interruption of some residential 
load can often be accomplished in a cost-effective manner. For 
example, most interruptible rates applicable to residential customers 
are rate schedules applicable to specific customer end-uses such as 
water heating and storage space heating systems. 

2.4.6 Status-of Consideration Process: 
Load Management Techniques Standard 

The load management techniques standard had been put into effect by 
only 8 of the 254 regulated utilities and 2 of the 62 nonregulated 
utilities (see Exhibit 2.y). The techniques used by these utilities 
have generally been low-cost, low-technology approaches, such as 
providing information to customers, promoting the use of insulation 
in buildings, or introducing load control rates. Limited progress 
has· bee~ made on capital-intensive, more technical, data-intensive 
approaches, especially those involving direct utility c_ontrol of 
customer loads, although these techniques offer significant potential 
for achieving the efficiency and conservation purposes of PURPA. 

The consideration process had.not been started for 166 of the 254 
regulated utilities and 55 of the 62 nonregulated utilities. The 
process had been started but no determination had been made for 
another 53 regulated and 5 nonregulated utilities •. No utilities 
had considered and rejected the standard. The characteristics of 
load management techniques standards implemented (delineated in 
Exhibit 2.z) show"that the most widely used load management tech­
niques are time switches and appliance load limiters. Energy storage 
systems are the least prevalent. All of the utilities covered by the 
standard had put into effect or were expected to put into effect some 
form of load management rates. Those state regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated utilities that had made a determination on the 
standard but reported not fully complying with the PURPA procedural 
requirements are identified in Exhibit 2.aa. 

As of June 30, 1979, the standard had been put into effect for less 
than 4 percerit of regulated utilities' customers (see Exhibit 2.bb). 

A determination to implement the standard had been made for only 4 
utilities* for which no determination to implement the cost-of-service 

* Otter Tail Power Company ~n Minnesota, Cleveland Electric 
Illuminating Company and Ohio Power Company, and West Pennsylvania 
Power (all regulated utilities). 



Exhibit 2.y 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PRJCESS FOR THE LOAD MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES ST.IillDARD 

Status 

Process Started Determination Standard 
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Imple- Put into Standard 

Type of Utility Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejected Total 

Regulated Electric 166 53 27 B 0 254 

Nonregulated 55 5 0 2 0 62 
Electric 

Total 221 58 27 1{) 0 316 
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t;xhibi_t 2.z 
CIIJ\RACTERISTICS OF LOAD HJ\NJ\GEHENT TECIINIQUES STA"NDARD* 
Schedule 7, Question 11r Does your load management techniques standard require the following: 

State Utility (type) 

CA 

co 
HI 
HN 

NC 
011 

PA 

UT 

WI 

Generic (6 REI) 
Anaheim Electric Division (NBP) 
Generic (2 REI, 1 REP) 
Lansing Board of W&L (NEPI 
Otter ·rail Power Co. (REI I 
Generic ( 3 REI I 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric (REI) 
ClevelanoJ Elec. Illuminating (REI) 
Columbus & So. Ohio Electric (REI) 
Dayton P&L (REI) 
Monongahela Power (REI) 
Ohio Edison (REI) 
Ohio Power Co. (REI) 
Toledo Edison Co. (REI) 
Duguesne Light Co. (REI) 
HetrovoU tan Ellison (REI 1 
Pennsylvania Electric (REI) 
Pennsylvania Power (REI) 
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) 
UG.(-I.o.r>:erne Elec. Oiv. (REI I 
West Penn. Power (KEl) 
Utah Power & Light (REI) 
Generic (S REI) 
Wisconsin Electric Power (REI) 

TO"fAL 37 Utilities 

REI: 
REP: 
JlEC: 

Regulate•! electric, investor-owned 
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Exhibit 2.bb 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE LOAD MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES ST.ANDARD 

Customers Covered 
Customer Customers Covered as a Percentage 

Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All Customers 

Regulated Electric Residential 2,085.0 3.4 

Commercial. & 348.8 3.8 
Industrial 

Other 0.3 o. 1 

~ 

N<:mregula ted Residential -7.3 . 0~ 1 
Electric 

cbnuriercial & 3.0 0.5 
Industrial 

Other 0.04 . o. 05 
-

Total Residential 2,092.3, . 3::1. 

Commercial & 351.8 3 •.. 6 
Industrial 

Other 0.34 o. 1 
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standard had been made. Only 10 of the 35 regulated utilities and 
1 of the 2 nonregnlated utilities for which a determination to 
implement the standard had been made performed the required cost/ 
benefit analysis (see Exhibit 2.cc). Specifically, in most cases 
where a determination to implement load management techniques had 
been made, the resulting cost-displacement and implementation costs 
for the utility had not been systematically determined. In fact, 
since most of the techniques put into effect are indirect rather 
than direct, their likely effects may not even.have been estimated. 
Unless cost displacement is accurately determined and reflected in 
rates, load management techniques will not achieve maximum.market 
penetration (i.e., customer coverage) nor significantly contribute 
to the purposes of PURPA. 

2.5 CONCLUSIONS 

The fundamental importance of the cost-of-service standard to the 
achievement of the purposes of PURPA, and its relationship to the 
other five ratemaking standards, raises two central concerns. First, 
DOE is concerned that many, if not most, of the state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities may find it difficult to 
consider properly and to make a determination regarding the cost­
of-service standard by the deadline established by PURPA (November 
1981). Prescribing ~ffective, detailed costing methodologies and 
developing the data required to apply these methodologies by the 
deadline will certainly be impractical in some cases. Furthermore, 
based on a review of the PURPA reports submitted by the state regula­
tory authorities and nonregulated utilities that have made a deter­
mination to implement the standard, DOE has concluded thae the 
consideration process may not have been as in-depth as possible 
in some ~a~es. DOE's second concern is th~~ failure to consider 
adequately and to make a determination regarding the cost-of-service 
standard will adversely affect both the quality and timing of the 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities' considera­
tion of the other five ratemaking standards. 

The possibility that many state regulatory authorities and nonregu­
lated utilities may be able to consider the cost-of-service standard 
adequately within the time frame established by PURPA seems even less 
likely when DOE considers that the consideration process for this 
standard had not even been started for 60 percent of the regulated 
and 87 percent of the nonregulated utilities. Of those few state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities that had made 
determinations to implement the standard, most had done so prior to 
the enactment of PURPA, November 9, 1978. Virtually all these state 



Exhibit 2.cc 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES FOR W"ICH THE COSTS AND 
BENEFITS OF IMPLEMENTING 'i'HE LOAD MANAGEMENT 
TECHNIQUES STANDARD HAD BEEN DETERMINED .\ 
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------~------------........ --------· ' ' .... ,. 

Type of Utiity Costs and Bene£ its Dete·rmined · . 
-------------------------....... -- • ~ ~ ~ • \) ~; 11 'f' 

Regulated Ele.ctric Yes 28.6%* 

No 71.4\ 

Nonregulated.Electric Yes 50.0\ 

No 50.0\ 

-----------...-----------------· ..... 
* Percentage of utilities for which a determination :to·· ·· 
implement the s.tandard had been made. · .. · .•.: 
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regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities reported they had 
met PURPA requirements related to prescribing recommended costing 
methodologies. and identifying specific types of costs. However, 
information submitted on Form ERA-166 alone is not sufficient for 
DOE to fully assess the quality of their consideration process. 

Without the necessary load research data and prescribed costing 
·methodologies used in or resulting from a state regulatory authority's 
or nonregulated utility's consideration of or determination made to 
implement the cost-of-service standard, the state regulatory author­
ities and nonregulated utilities will be unable to evaluate the other 
ratemaking standards properly. Not only will.this tim~ 1~~ hamper 
thG state regulatory authorities' and nonregulated utilities' ability 

·to meet the PURPA deadlines for these standards, but· it may compel 
the state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities to 
expedite their consideration processes by re~ching decisions that are 
not based on thorough, detailed determinations of underlying costs 
and benefits. DOE's review of the state regulatory authorities' and 
nonregulated utilities' reports justifies this concern: some state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities have considered 
the other ratemaking standards before considering the cost-of-service 
standard. Specifically, 21 percent of the determinations to imple­
ment another ratemaking standard besides cost-of-service have been 
reached without completion of the consideration process for the cost­
of-service standard. Because consideration of the cost-of-service 
standard has not yet been completed in these cases, DOE is concerned 
about the adequacy of the consideration of these other ratemaking 
standards. 



3 PROGRESS ON 
PURPA REGULATORY 
STANDARDS 

Section 113(b) of PURPA establishes five regulatory standards that 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated electric utilities must 
consider and make a determination whether or not to adopt by November 
1980. These standards deal witb: (1) master metering; (2) automatic 
adjustment clauses; (3) information to consumers; (4) termination of 
service; and (5) advertising. Section 303(b) establishes two of 
these standards -- termination of service and advertising -- for 
natural gas utilities as well. 

In this chapter, we: 

3.1 Describe the five regulatory standards 

3.2 Describe how the regulatory standards differ from the ratemaking 
standards in terms of interrelationships and discuss implications for 
the considerat.ion process 

3.3 Provide an overview of nationwide progress in considering and 
determining to adopt the regulatory standards (including the~r 
status, characteristics of the standards adopted, compliance with 
PURPA procedural requirements, number of customers covered, and 
monitoring methods) 

3.4 Discuss in detail the status of the consideration process for 
each standard 

3.5 Present overall conclusions. 

3.1 DESCRIPTION OF STANDARDS 

In this section, we describe the principal features of the five 
regulatory standards, as delineated in Sections 113(b) and 115 of 
PURPA. 

3.1.1 Description: Master Metering 

Section 113(b) of PURPA establishes a regulatory standard prohibiting 
or restricting the use of master metering (i.e., using a single meter 
to record electricity consumption in more than one dwelling unit) 
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in new buildings unless certain provisions of Section 115(d) are 
met. This prohibition is based on the concern that master metering 
provides occupants of multi-unit buildings incorrect price signals 
(or no price signals at all) regarding the variation of electricity 
costs with changes in electricity consumption. That is, because the 
monthly bills do not reflect the cost o~ providing the electricity 
used by each consumer, master metering of consumers living in master­
metered dwelling units negates any real (i.e., economic) incentive to 
reduce consumption. 

Master metering can result in inefficient uses of electricity by 
failing to assign costs to the customers who are actually creating 
them; in effect, low-usage customers subsidize high-usage customers. 
Thus, ·master metering may not promote the PURPA purposes ?f conser­
vation of resources and equity in ratemaking. 

There are, .however, some situations where master metering may be 
cost-effective. For example, in an apartment building where electric 
lighting accounts for the main load, master metering minimizes overall 
billing and metering costs. Although accurate price signals are not 
directed to the consumer, prohibition of master metering in this case 
could result in total costs exceeding total benefits. Therefore; the 
standard has been defined to provide for exceptions or exemptions in 
cases where the costs of implementing the standard exceed the benefits. 

3.1.2 Description: Automatic, 
Adjustment Clauses Standard 

Section 113(b) (2) of PURPA establishes a regulatory standard regarding 
automatic adjustment clauses. As defined in Section 115(e), an 
electric utility's automatic adjustment clause is a provision in its 
rate schedules that allows the utility to adjust its rates auto­
matically (i.e., without prior hearing by the state regulatory 
authority) to recover increases or decreases (or both) in variable 
costs incurred by the utility. According to Section 115(e), an 
automatic adjustment clause meets the requirements of this standard 
if the responsible state regulatory authority or nonregulated utility 
determines in public, evidentiary hearings at least every 4 years 
that the clause provides a utility incentives to use resources 
efficiently. Furthermore~ the state regulatory authority or non­
regulated utility must review the clause at least every 2 years to 
ensure that the utility is making every effort to minimize the 
operating costs that are being recovered. 

The most widely used type of automatic adjustment clause is a 
special rate schedule provision to account for fluctuations in a 
utility's major energy-related cost of service (i.e., fuel and 
purchased-power expenses). 
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This type of clause -- commonly called a fuel adjustment clause -­
became widespread in 1973 when the oil embargo sent prices soaring. 
The increase in fuel prices was so rapid and dramatic that utilities· 
with a large percentage of oil units in· their generation mix unex­
pectedly encountered serious cash flow difficulties because their 
base rates recovered only a fraction of their total fuel costs. 
To alleviate these cash flow problems, many state regulatory a~thor­
ities allowed utilities to put fuel adjustment clauses into effect. 

3.1.3 Description: Information 
To Consumers Standard 

Section 113(b)(3) of PURPA establishes a regulatory standard 
requiring that information on rate schedules be provided to con­
sumers. The utilities for which the standard is adopted are to 
provide two types of information to each customer: (1) an explan­
ation of existing and proposed rate schedules applicable to that 
customer, and (2) a summary of the rate schedules applicable to 
all major customer groups. The information provided must be clear 
and concise. The explanation of rates must be provided within 60 
days after a customer begins to receive service or within 90 days 
after the state regulatory authority or nonregulated utility adopts 
this standard, and a summary statement ~st then be distributed 
unnuully. A consumer must all!!lo receive notice of any pendiny o:t: 
proposed rate changes within 30 days of application by the utility 
(60 days if the utility uses a bimonthly billing system). 

Under Section 115(f) of PURPA, utilities are also required to 
respond to consumer-initiated requests for information about elec­
tricity consumption in the previous year. They must provide the 
customer -with a clear and concise statement of actual consumption or 
degree-day adjusted consumption, unless such consumption data are not 
reasonably ascertainable by the utility. 

Electric rate schedules are often confusing and thus prevent a 
utility's customers from using electricity in ways that promote 
efficient use of the utility's resources. By providing customers 
with understandable information on services and rates, and thereby 
enabling them to make informed decisions on electricity consumption, 
this standard will promo.te the PURPA purposes of efficiency and 
conservation. By providing customers with actual consumption 
information, the utility will enable customers to evaluate the 
effectiveness of conservation measures on electricity use. 
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3.1.4 Description: Termination 
of Service Standard 

57 

Sections 113(b)(4) and 303(b)(1) of PURPA establish a standard 
outlining procedures for terminating service to electric and gas 
consumers, respectively, and specifying the circumstances under which 
service cannot be terminated. The purpose of this standard is to 
safeguard consumer rights and to protect the elderly and handicapped. 
Thus, this standard contributes significantly' to the equity objective 
of PURPA. 

Sections 115(g) and 304(a).of PURPA also define the requirements that 
utilities putting this standard into effect must consider before 
terminating service. Basically, they must provide the consumer with 
reasonable notice and an opportunity to dispute the termination. 
During the time period when termination of service would be espe­
cially dangerous to health (as determined by the state regulatory 
authority or nonregulated utility), a utility may not terminate 
service to an individual who is unable to.i'l\eee ehe U't.ility's lJlllluy 
requirements or who is able to pay, but only in installments. 

3.1.5 Description: Advertising Standard 

Sections 113(b)(5) and 303(b)(2) of PURPA define a regulatory 
standard prohibiting an electric or gas utility from recove~ing 
expenditures for political and promotional advertising from anyone 
other than the shareholders ov other owners. Specifically, the 
shareholders (or owners) of the utility -- not the customers -- are 
to pay the costs of political or promotional advertising. Other 
types of public communications, such as informational/explanatory 
material or employment notices, are not subject to advertising 
restrictions. 

Sections 115(h) and 304(b) of PURPA distinguish between political 
and promotional advertising. Political advertising is defined as 
advertising that attempts to influence public opinion on controver­
sial issues of public importance. Promotional advertising is defined 
as advertising that involves use of the media to encourage an 
individual to use ·a service or equipment provided by the utility. 

3.2 INTERRELATIONSHIPS AMONG STANDARDS AND 
IMPLICATIONS FOR THE CONSIDERATION PROCESS 

Unlike the six ratemaking standards, the five regulatory stanuards 
are not connected by any strong interrelationship. Consequently, 
proper consideration of a particular regulatory standard can gener­
ally be accomplished without pn.or or concurrent consld~L·aLluu uf a11y 
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other standard. The regulatory standards promote the three PURPA 
purposes, but in a ~ess measurable (i.e., quantifiable) manner 
than the ratemaking standards. Furthermore, there are significant 
differences in the focus of ce~ain regulatory standards on partic­
ular PURPA purposes. 

Specifically, the master metering and automatic adjustment clauses 
standards promote efficiency by providing customers with cost-based 
price signals. The quantitative impacts on equity and conservation 
are harder to measure. In contrast, the standards on information 
to consumers and advertising clearly focus on promoting equity. In 
these cases, the quantitative impacts on conservation and efficient 
use of a utility's plant and equipment are harder to measure. TI1e 
three PURPA purposes are explicitly excluded from the consideration 
process for the termination of service standard. 

Two additional differences between the regulatory and ratemaking 
standards are important. First, although there is a great deal of 
controversy about whether each of the ratemaking standards should be 
implemented, it is generally accepted.that several of the regulatory 
standards should be adopted. Specifically, participants in hearings 
to consider these standards rarely object in principle to providing 
adequate rate information to consumers, establishing guidelines for 
terminating electric or gas serv~ce, or preventing customers from 
paying for a utility's expenses for political or promotional 
advertising. 

The second major difference is that fewer data and less complex 
analyses are required to consider three of the regulatory standards 
than are required to consider the ratemaking standards. For example, 
performing cost-of-service studies and designing cost-based rates 
require collect.ion and analysis of significant quantities of load 
research and customer billing data. In contrast, the information to 
consumers, termination of service, and advertising standards can be 
considered properly using fewer data that may be collected relatively 
quickly and inexpensively. The automatic adjustment clauses and 
master metering standards are more closely comparable to the rate­
making standards in terms of their data and analytical requirements. 

3.3. OVERVIEW OF NATIONWIDE PROGRESS 

In view of the differences between the ratemaking and regulatory 
standards, it is reasonable to expect that consideration of the 
regulatory standards would be .proce.eding. much more rapidly than 
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consideration of the ratemaking standards. However, DOE's exami­
nation of the Form ERA-166 reports filed by state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities indicates that qonsideration 
of the regulatory standards was not proceeding faster than consider­
ation of the ratemaking standards. This is of particular concern in 
view of the 2-year time-limit on considering and making determina­
tions on the PURPA ratemaking standards. 

Determinations to adopt the termination of service and advertising 
standards had been made for 25-30 percent of the electric _and gas 
utilities covered by PURPA; determinations to adopt the maste~ 
metering, automatic adjustment clauses, and info~ation to c'onsmners 
standards had been made for just 11-16 percent of the electric 
utilities covered by PURPA (see Exhibit 3.a). More importantly, con­
sideration of the termination of service and advertising standards 
had not begun for about 40 percent of covered utilities, and the 
consideration process for the master metering, automatic adjustment 
clauses, and information to consumers standards had not begun for 
about 60 percent. 

In general, state regulatory authorities had made significantly 
more progress than nonregulated utilities. For each of the regula­
tory •standards, the consideration process had been started or 
completed for at least 44 percent of the regulated utilities. On 
the other hand, for each of the regulatory standards, no more than 
27 percent of the nonregulated utilities had started or completed the 
consideration process. 

The state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities that had 
considered the regulatory standards reported reasonable compliance 
with the procedural requirements set forth in PURPA. The exceptions 
are the same as for the ratemaking standards; that is, many did not 
provide for intervenor funding, and many did not make.a determination 
that adoption of the standard was appropriate to carry out the three 
PURPA purposes. Again, most of the state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities reporting determinations to adopt standards 
were reflecting actions taken prior to the enactment of PURPA. 
Nevertheless, they felt that the standards they had adopted substan­
tially conformed with PURPA requirements. 

3.4 STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS 

In the following sections, we describe the status of the 
consideration process (as of June 30, 1979) for each regulatory 
standard, as reported by the state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities. 



Exhibit 3.a 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION 

Regulatory 
~tandard 

·-
Master t-1etering 

Automatic Adjustment 
Clauses 

Information to 
Consumers 

Termination of 
Service 

Electric 
Gas 

Advertising 

Electric 
Gas 

PROCESS FOR FIVE REGULATORY STANDARDS 

Status 

Process Started Determination 
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt 
Started mination Made Standard 

194 84 0 

173 88. 8 

195 76 10 

141 101 12 
79 67 7 

135 86 15 
90 56 9 

Standard 
I Put into 

Effect' 

34 

44 

35 

62 
57 

79 
55 

Standard 
Rejected 

4 

3 

0 

Total 

316 

316 

316 

316 
210 

316 
210 

0'1 
0 
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3.4.1 Status of Consideration Process: 
Master Metering Standard 

This standard had been put into effect by 27 regulated and 7 non­
regulated utilities, or approximately 11 percent of the utilities 
covered by PURPA. The consideration process had been initiated for 
another 44 percent of the regulated and about 20 percent of the 
nonrequlated utilities, and a determination had been made for 

61 

13 .percent of the regulated and 10 percent of the nonregulated 
utilities (see Exhibit 3.b). The characteristics of the master 
metering standards for which determinations to adopt were reported 
(delineated in Exhibit 3.c) indicate that for almost all of the 34 
utilities, the provisions of PURPA Sections 113(b) and 115(d) had 
been met in all but one area (i.e., the standards adopted for half 
the utilities did not require that the long-run benefits. to electric 
consumers exceed the cost of purchasing and installing separate 
meters). Twenty-three of the 34 standards required that costs other 
than those of purchasing and installing separate meters be determined 
in deciding on the applicability of the standard. This requirement 
exceeds the provisions of PURPA. 

Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
that reported not fully complying with PURPA procedural requirements 
are identified in Exhibit 3.d. 

As a result of adoption of the standard by 27 regulated and 7 non­
regulated utilities, almost 14 million customers nationally were 
covered by the master metering standard (see Exhibit 3.e). Although 
the prohibition established by PURPA applies to all classes of 
customers (residential, commercial, and industrial), coverage by the 
utilities was not uniform: more than 99 percent of residential 
customers of utilities for which the standard had been put into 
effect were. covered, compared with less than half of the commercial 
and industrial customers. One explanation for this situation is the 
prevalen~ use of master metering in apartment buildings. 

Only 7 of the 27 regulated utilities and none of the nonregulated 
utilities putting the standard into effect had performed a cost/ 
benefit analysis, as specified in Section 115(d).(3) of PURPA; while 
none of the regulated utilities for which the standard had been 
rejected had performed the cost/benefit analysis (see Exhibit 3.f). 
All the state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
adopting the standard planned to. undertake some form of monitoring, 
but there does not appear t.o be a consistent pattern or approach in 
their plans (see Exhibit 3.g). For example, a primary monitoring 
method selected by nonregulated utilities is conducting follow-up 
public hearings. However, state regulatory authorities selected this 
method for only about 15 percent of the utilities for which they had 



Exhibit 3.b 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE MASTER METERING STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Total 

Status 

Process Not 
Started 

139 

55 

194 

Pro~ess Started Determination 
But No Deter- .Made to Adopt 
mination Made Standard 

77 0 

7 0 

84 0 

Standard 
Put· into Standard 
Effect Rejected Total 

27 4 247 

7 0 69 

34 4 316 



Exhibit 3.c 
CIIIIRI\C'l'ERIS'riCS Of MI\S'l'ER METERING STANDARDS• 
Sche<~le 9, Question 10: Does your master metering standard re~uire the following: 

State Utility (type) 
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Si ng.l ng IIi ver EPA (NECI 
Generic (7 HEI I 
Generic (.4 REI I 
Duquesne Light Co. ([lEI I 
Metropolitan Edison (REI I 
Pennsy 1 vania Electric ( HEI I 
Seattle City Light (NEP) 
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N: no 
Y: 'j~S 

H~: I: 

n~:P: 

HEC: 

HequlatP.tl elet.::tr:-i.r:, lnvestor-owned 
Regulated electric, puiJlicly owne•l 
Regulated electric, cooperative 

NEI: 
NEI': 

rn:c:" 

Nonrey-ulatect elcct.r:lc, invc~stor.-rJwn~.J 

"Nonregulated electric, publ.lcly owne·1 
ll•>nregulated electric, cooperat~ve 

•·=lud<H sLandards that utilities have put into effect And st.tndards for which a <letermir~atlon to 
t has been tnade by the state regulatory authority or nonre•Jlolated utility. 
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t:xnibit J.d 
NONCOMPLIANCE WI'fll PUI{PA PROCEUURAL REQUIREMENTS: ~lASTER ME1'ER(N<; STANO.~RD 
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CA Anaheim Electric 
Division 
L.A. Dept. of 
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IA Iowa Commerce 7 
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~uscatine 

Power & Llqht 

LA Louisiana rsc 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
SW Louisiana 
Electric 
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of Water & Light 

HS Sin•Ji.ng River 
Electric Power 

OR Oregon Puh llc 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 
IJtil. Comm. 

PA Pennsylvania PUC 2 

WA Seattle City 
Light Dept. 

WY wyoming PSC 4 

IIY New York 7 0\ 
A 

TO'rAL 9 9 9 JS 9 7 0 9 5 4 

indicates number of U!'iliti.P.S for which el(,ments of the consideration process were reported to be not 
in compliance with PliRPA procedural requirontcnts or inconsistent with the statu" r .. ported. Includes •mlr 
state regulatory authorlties and nnnre<JUlated utilities which ha•l made a determinati•ll\ on the standard 



Exhibit 3.e 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE MASTER METERING STANDARD 

Customer Cust-omers Covered 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) 

Regulated Electric Residential 11,757.3 

Commercial & 499.3 
Industrial 

Other 8.o 

Nonregulated Residential 1,412.9 
Electric 

Commercial & 173.8 
Industrial 

Other 5.7 

Total Residential 13,170.2 

Commercial & 673.1 
Industrial 

Other 13.7 

Customers Covered 
as a Percentage 
of All Customers 

19. 1 

s.s 

1. 7 

25.2 

25.5 

6.1 

19.6 

6.9 

2.4 

Customers Covered as a Per-
centage of Customers Served 
by Utilities Which Had Put 
the Standard into Effect 

100.0 

35.3 

20.0 

95.6 

84.3 

63.3 

99.5 

41.5 

( 

28.1 

(j) 
U1 



Exhibit 3.f 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES FOR WHICH THE COSTS 
AND BENEFITS OF PUTTING INTO EFFECT THE 
MASTER METERING STANDARD HAD BEEN DETERMINED 

Type of Utiity Costs and Benefits Determined 

Regulated Electric Yes - 22.6%* 

No - 77.4% 

Nonregulated Electric Yes - 0.0% 

No - 100.0% 

' * Percentage of utilities for which a determination to 
adopt the standard hnn heen made. 

66 



Exhibit 3.g 
METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR EFFECTS ·::>F PIJI'TING THE MASTER METERING STANDARD INTO EFFEC•r 

Type of Utility 

Monitoring M2thods* 

Consumer 
Questionnaire 

Follow-up Public 
Hearings 

--------------------------------------------

Regulate~ Electric 

No~regt.:.lated 

Electric 

o.o 14.8 

14.3 42.9 

Changes in System 
Characte:!'istics 

48.1 

28.6 

Revenue 
Levels 

40.7 

42.9 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made. 

Other 

40.7 

28.6 
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adopted the standard; the primary monitoring methods being used for 
these utilities were examination of the standard's impacts on utility 
system characteristics and customer group revenue levels. Although 
monitoring methods were noted, no utility identified assessment 
criteria for measuring their impacts. 

More state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities than the 
number reporting adoption of this standard may actually have been in 
partial compliance with the purposes of PURPA. PURPA prohibits or 
restricts the use of master metering in all new buildings -­
~e~idential, commercial, and industrial -- under certain conditions. 
Through legislation or regulation, several states have already 
applied such a prohibition or restriction to multi-unit residential 
dwellings. This action has preempted state regulatory authorities 
or nonregulated utilities from consideFing the standard and reporting 
such consideration. No information was reported regarding the states' 
activities resulting in the legislation or regulation; therefore, no 
assessment can be made regarding the procedures followed. At least 
some of these procedures may conform to PURPA requirements. 

3.4.2 Status of Consideration Process: 
Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard 

Despite the fact that many utilities have used automatic adjustment 
clauses at one time or another since 1973, formal consideration of 
this standard has been slow. State regulatory authorities and non­
regulated utilities had not yet made a determination on the standard 
for more than 80 percent of the utilities, i.e., 261 of the 316 utili­
ties covered by PURPA (see Exhibit 3.h). The standard had been put 
in effect by only 39 regulated and 5 ~onregulated utilities; and had 
been rejected for 3 regulated utilities. As with most of the 
other standards, nonregulated utilities had not progressed as far as 
state regulatory authorities in the consideration process. The 
reported characteristics of the automatic adjustment clauses stan­
dards adopted (delineated in Exhibit 3.i), show that, for about 
60 percent of the utilities, the standard conforms with the PURPA 
requirement that evidentiary hearings be held every 2 years to ensure 
maximum economies in purchasing and operations. However, evidentiary 
hearings are to be. held every 4 years on efficiency incentives for 
only about 40 percent of the utilities. Those state regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated utilities whose reports to DOE indicated 
that they had not fully complied with the PURPA procedural require­
ment.s are Jdentif :i.en in Exhibit 3. j. 

The automatic adjustment clauses -tandard had been put into effect 
for about 22 percent (16.7 million) of all utility customers, 
including almost 15 million residential customers (see Exhibit 3.k). 



Exhibit 3.h 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE AUTOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Total 

Status 

Process 
Started 

116 

57 

173 

Process Started 
Not But No Deter-

mination Nade 

81 

7 

88 

Determination Standard 
Made to Adopt J?ut int:> 
Standard Effect 

8 39 

0 5 

8 44 

Standard 
Rejected Total 

3 247 

0 69 

3 316 



.... hJ.blt ).i 
CIII\RI\C'fERI STICS OF AUTOKATIC ADJUS'fMEN1' CJ,AUSES STANDARDS* 
Schedule 9, Question 10: Doe" your automatic adjustment clauses standard require or permit the follow1.nq: 

10,1 Provisions 
which permit auto­
matic adjustments 
f.oc the following 
types of costs: 
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VT 
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l':xhibit 3.j 
NOIICOHPLIIINCE WITH PURPA PIIOCEUURJIL REQUIREMENTS: 1\U'I'OMA'riC ADJUSTMEN'f CLAUSES Sfi\NDARD* 
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Exhibit 3.k 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE AUTOMA'fiC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD 

CUstomers Covered as a Per-
CUstomers Covered centa~e of Customers Served 

Customer Customers Covered as a Percentage by Utilities Which Had Put . 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All Customers the Standard into Effect 

• 
Regulated Electric Residential 13,768.4 22.4 97.7 

Commercial & 1,537.7 -17.0 96.2 
Industrial 

Other 45.1 9.4 91.3 

Nonregulated Residential 1,189.8 21.2 100.0 
Electric 

Commercial & 176.0 25.8 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 6.3 6.7 100.0 

Total Residential 14,958.2 22.3 97.8 

Commercial & 1,713.7 17.6 96.5 
Industrial 

Other 51.4 8.9 92.3 
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The standard covered almost 100 percent of the customers served by 
utilities that had put the standard into effect. 

Under PURPA,. state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
are required to conduct formal audits and hold periodic public hear­
ings to review each automatic adjustment clause put into effect by 
a utility to ensure that the utility efficiently purchases and uses 
the resources whose costs are partially recovered through the clause. 
Consequently, public hearings and monitoring of re~enue levels are 
the primary methods that state regulatory authorities and nonregul­
ated utilities reported selecting to monitor the impacts of putting 
the standard into effect (see Exhibit 3.1). 

3.4.3 Status of Consideration Process: 
Information to Consumers Standard 

This standard had been put into effect by 13 percent of regulated 
utilities and was being considered for another 28 percent (see 
Exhibit 3.m). The consideration process had not yet begun for over 
half the regulated utilities. Nonregulated utilities had made even 
less progress: 4 percent had put the standard in effect; 12 percent 
were considering it; and 83 percent had not yet started the process. 
The reported characteristics of the information to consumers stan­
dards adopted (delineated in Exhibit 3.n) show general conformance 
with PURPA requirements for transmittal .of information following 
adoption of the standard, commencement of service to new consumers, 
and applications for rate changes. However, only mixed conformance 
was reported with requirements for annual transmittal-of summaries of 
rate schedules applicable to all classes and for identification of 
classes whose rate schedules would not be in~luded in. the summaries. 
Provision of prior-year consumption data upon customer requ~st was 
mandated for three-fourths of the utilities for which a determination 
had been made to adopt the standard. ~s shown in the exhibit, each 
of the 41 regulated electric utilities and 4 nonregulated electric 
utilities were required to transmit at least some information to 
consumers regarding rate schedules, and over three-fourths were 
required to transmit information regarding prior consumption upon 
consumer request. Specifically: 

• Thirty-five regulated and two nonregulated utilities were 
required to transmit applicable information on existing rate 
schedules and on any rate schedule applied for within 60 days after 
consumer servic~ starts. 

• Each regulated utility and two of the nonregulated utilities 
were required to transmit applicable information on existing rate 
schedules and any rate schedule appl~ed for within 30 to 60 days 
after application for rate changes. 
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Exhibit 3.1 
METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF P.UTTING"THE 
AUTOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD INTO EFFECT . 

Type of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Monitoring Methods*· 

Consumer 
Questionnaire 

o.o 

20.0 

:Follow-up Public 
'Hearings 

76.6 

40.0 

Changes in System 
Characteristics 

55.3 

40.0 

Revenue 
Levels ·other 

63.8 36.2 

80.0 0. 0 

Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made • 

• 



Exhibit 3.m 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE INmRMATION TO CONSUMEHS s·r~NDF.RD 

Status 

Process Started Determination Standard. 
Regulatory Process L~Ot But No Deter- Made to Adopt Pt:.t into 
Standard Started mination Made Standard Effect 

Regulated Electric 138 68 9 32 

Nonregulated 57 8 3 
Electric 

Total 195 76 10 35 

Standard 
Rejected 

• 
0 

0 

0 

Total 

247 

69 

316 

-....1 
lJl 



E><hibit 3.n 
CIII\RI\CTERISTICS OF INFORMJ\TION TO CONSUMERS S'fi\Nlli\IWS* 
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REGULATORY STANDARDS 

• Sixteen regulated and all four nonregulated utilities were 
required to transmit yearly: (1) a summary of existing rate 
schedules applicable to each of the major customer classes for 
which there is a separate rate; and (2) identification of any 
classes whose rates are not included in the summary. 

• Thirty-one regulated and three nonregulated utilities were 
required to transmit, upon request, a statement of consumption 
for each billing period during the prior year. 

77 

Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated tlt111~1es whose 
reports to DOE indicated.that they h~d not fully compiled with the 
PURPA procedural requirements are identified in Exhibit 3.o. 

This standa.rd had been put into effect by 32 regulated and 3 non­
+egulated utilities (see Exhibit 3.p), and covered over 9 million 
customers (about 12 percent of all utility customers covered by 
PURPA). Standards that had been put into effect by regulated utili­
ti.es did not always cover commercial and industrial customers, but 
did cover all residential customers, whereas nonregulated utilities 
that had put the standard into effect had applied it to all customer 
groups. This nonuniformity of customer coverage may reflect a 
tendency of state regulatory authorities to react fairly rapidly to 
regulatory pressures exerted by residential customers. 

From information presented in Form ERA-166, it is difficult to 
discern a pattern for monitoring and follow-up plans. Each of the 
standard monitoring methods was planned for no more than 28 percent 
of the regulated utilities for which state regulatory authorities had 
made determinations to adopt the standard (see Exhibit 3.q). The 
only monitoring methods selected by nonregulated utilities were 
consumer questionnaires and follow-up public hearings. This general 
lack of aggressive monitoring may be indicative of the problems state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities perceive in devel­
oping quantitative estimates of the impacts associated with putting 
this standard into effect. 

3.4.4 Status of·consideration Process: 
Termination of Service Standard 

Generally, the state regulatory authorities had made more progress 
than the nonregulated utilities in the consideration process for 
the termination of service standard. The standard had been put 
into effect by 24 percent of the regulated utilities (both electric 
and gas), ·compared with 14 percent of the nonregulated utilities 
(see Exhibit 3.r). The consideration process had not begun for about 
35 percent of regulated utilities, compared with about 70 percent of 
nonregulated utilitie~. 



Exhibit J.o 
NONCOMPLIJ\NCE Wl'Ml PURPA PROCEDURAL nEQUIREMF:NTS: INFORMJ\'riON '1'0 COtiSUMERS STANOJ\RO• 
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1\cthority or Utility .,; .; .; .; .; .; .; ..; "7"7 .; 

o. Anaheim Electric 
Division 
L.J\. Dept. of 
Water ~ Power 

Ill. Iowa Cofnmercf! 7 7 

Commi s s lor\ 

LP. sw Louisiana 
Electric 

MN ~H nnesota 4 

MS Sin9in9 River 
Electric Pow'1r 

NM New Mexico 5 
' 

Pr. Pennr;ylvania PUC 8 

so South Uakvta 6 

UT Utah PSC 

lil Wisconsln PSC 6 

Wl" Wyomin9 PSC 4 -..) 

00 

Tot.1l 2 2 2 31 2 2J 0 2 

Inc,icates numbc r of utili t:. ies for which elcm(!nl.::~ ,,f 1:.11~ consi·1era·:ion process were. r.eport .. !•l t•.l be not. 
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state re9tolar:.,.:y ·••otl>or.ities and nonregulated utilities which hacl oM··Ie " •let•!Cmination on the standard. 



Exhibit 3.p 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE INFORMATION TO CONSUMERS STANDARD 

Customers Covered as a Per-
Customer~ Covered centage of Customers Served 

Customer Customers Covered as a Percentage by Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of .Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All C~stomers the Standard into Effect 

Regulated Electric Residential 7,334.9 11.9 100.0 

Commercial & 447.4 5.0 49.8 
Industrial 

OthP.r 12.8 2.7 81.0 

Nonregulated Residential 1,085.2 19.3 100.0 
Electric 

Commercial & 156.8 23.0 100.0 
Industrial 

' Other 5.3 5.7 100.0 

Total Residential 8,420.1 12.5 100.0 

Commercial & 604.2 6.2 57.2 
Industrial • 
Other 18.1 3. 1 85.8 



Exhibit 3.q 

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF PUTTING 
THE INFORMATION TO CUSTOMER STANDARD INTO EFFECT 

Type ,of Utility 

Regulated Electric 

Nonregulated 
Electric 

Monitoring Methods* 

Consumer Follow-up 
Questionnaire Hearings 

o.o 27.9 

25.0 50.0 

Public Changes in System Revenue 
Characteristics Levels 

11.6 25.6 

o.o o.o 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt. the standard had been made. 

Other 

48.8 

o.o 

(X) 

0 



.Exhibit 3. r 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FDR THE TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD 

Status 

Process Started Determination Standard 
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt Put into Standard 

Regulatory Standard Started rnination Made Standard Effect Rejected T::>tal 

Regulated 

Electric 87 94 12 54 0 247 
Gas 74 65 5 54 0 198 

Nonregulated 

Electric 54 7 0 8 0 69 
Gas 5 2 2 3 0 12 

Total 220 168 19 119 0 526 



. REGULATORY STANDARDS 82 

The reported characteristics of the termination of service standards 
adopted are delin~ated in Exhibit 3.s. All of the 138 covered utili­
ties were required to give some form of prior notice of termination, 
including notice of rights and remedies for all but 5 utilities. 
However, only 80 utilities were required-to have special procedures 
for notifying elderly and handicapped consumers. There was a require­
ment for 126 utilities to identify procedures and individuals for 
handling disputes. One hundred twenty-five utilities were required 
to have specifically-defined procedures that must be adhered to for 
considering possible dangers to consumer health before terminating 
service. However, only 89 of the 138 were required not to terminate 
service when a consumer health danger exists and the consumer is 
unable to pay in accordance with the requirements of the utility's 
bill. Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
that reported not tully complying with the PURPA procedural require­
ments are identified in Exhibit 3.t. 

As a result of 108 regulated utilities and 11 nonregulated utilities 
putting this standard into effect, over 27 million customers were 
covered (see Exhibit 3.u). About 94 percent of these were residen­
tial customers. 

Follow-up public hearings and monitoring of revenue level changes 
were the predominant methods chosen by state regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated electric utilities for monitoring the impacts of 
putting the standard into effect (see Exhibit 3.v). However, non­
regulated gas utilities reported no monitoring plans. 

3.4.5 Status of Consideration 
Process: Advertising Standard 

Progress by state regulatory authorities regarding the advertising 
standard was significantly more advanced than progress by nonregu­
lated utilities. For example, the standard had been put into 
effect by 28 percent of the regulated and only 12 percent of the 
nonregulated utilities. The consideration process had been initiated 
but no determination had been made for 30 percent of the regulated 
and 10 percent of the nonregulated utilities. The process had not 
yet started for 36 percent of the regulated and 77 percent of the 
nonregulated utilities (see Exhibit 3.w). 

The reported characteristics of the advertising standards adopted 
(delineated in Exhibit 3.x) indicate excellent conformance with 
all PURPA requirements. Specifically, 137 of the 158 utilities 
(80 electric and 57 gas) were prohibited from recovering political 
and promotional advertising expenses from ratepayers. Only two of 
those 137 were not required to recover these expenses from share­
holders or other owners. Those state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities that reported not fully complying with the 
PURPA procedural requirements are identified in Exhibit 3.y. 



t:xhihit l.s 
CIII\RI\CTERISTICS OF TERMINA'riON Ot' SERVICF. STI\NDI\RL>S* 
Schec1ule 11, Question 10: Oo>ee your termination of service standard require the followin<J: 
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Exhibit 3.s (continnedl 
CIII\RACTERISTICS o~· TERtHNA'riON I.W >;~;R\'ICE STANDARDS* 
Schedule 11, Questi•Jn 10: Does your. ter.onln-1l:i.•>n ·~f service standard re•1uire the following: 
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Exhibit l.t 
NONCOMPT.IANCE WlTII PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: TERMINATION OF S~;I(V(C~ S'fANDARD* 

State Regulatory 
Authority or Utility 

CA Anaheim Electric 
OivJsion 

DC 

L.A. Dept. of 
W<>ter 5 Power 

District of 
Columbia 

FL Jac~sonvilie 

lA 

Elec. Auth. 

Iowa Commerce 
Commission 
Muscatine 
Power 5 Li<Jht 

LA sw Louisiana 
Ele•:t.rlc 

ME 

HA 

Maine PUC 

Mass. Dept. 
of Pub. Util. 

111 I.anslng ooard 

of Water & Lt<Jht 

H5 Singin~ River 

Eie.::tric 

(continued next l""'Je) 

~ .. 
~ 

"' c u .... ... 
N .... 
"' ~ Ql 
.c a. .. .. 
0 !i 
Gl 
u 0 ... ... ... 
0 0:: 
0:: 8. 
u 0 .... .... ~ 

~ .. 
0. a. c 

N ... 
0 N ... 01 
N ., ,. 

"' - N 

..; ..; 

N N 
0 0 c . c 
Gl Ql 

~ ~ 
Ql Gl ... ... c c .... .... 

• N • N • 0 0 . ..... o: ... 
0 c 

>o ... >o 0· ...... ... . .... 
.... "' ........ 
~!t 

c .,, 
::1 ... 

... 0 ... 0:: 
N ·ri N g 
8.t! 8. e: s-a 8'8 
... <I 

..; .; 

2 

7 

. 1 

l 

7 

.. 
I .... I 
N .c N 
::1 ., ::1 .. .. a. " a. .... -~ ...... 

Gl .CM 0:M 
u ...... ... Ql 
c ... Gl ... e .., 
Gl &J.C ... ~-5 '0 ., 0:: ... ... 01 Ql .:! ~ ... > .c s ... 
Ql ... 01 ::1 ...... ::1 

..... 0 0 
N ., a. .. 0 ., 

';i!l~ '0 ... ~ !i a ... G N N 
0 0 01<( 0 01 <( 

0:: ... u~ c c 0~ N 0 0 
0 ... Q) 0::> ... Gl 0'::> ... ... ...,. .&J4JaJ(l. 
>o 

"' 01 ~-="0•4 c c: ·rt "0 .... 

~ c 
eN N 0 e w N 0 0.01 0.01 

0'0 .. 0'0 ., 
... 01 Ql N C Ql Cl N C ., 
=~ 

... a. ., .. ... a. ., "' 8 a. ... 8. 2l a. ... 8. (< ... 01 .. "' .. 
"' OJ) .... 
.; ..; ..; 

'0 c 
0:: I ... 
;;! ~ ~ 

& e: 
Ql .... 

.. Ql .Q 
::1 ... ., 01 

Ql 0:: .... 
'O'OQI ... 
Ql .. .. 
.. .c Ql c > 
01 U N 0 01 
.Q ::1 a. ... ... ... Gl 
'0 Gl ,.; '0 
., 0:: u 0:: "' .... ,... c .... e 
Gl Ql e '0'0'0 c 
CGI ... Gl 0 
Ql '0 > ... ... 
N ::1 Ql Ql ... .... '0 

"' 0 c 0 '0 0:: .... 
0 c c ~ 

c; ....... 
...... 01 01 e.g .. ... ... 
.... U) c ~ ... Gl a. 
0 11' 0 " .... ... 2l 0:: ... p N 8 0 ........ .= 3: ... 

0 -Cl) ao- -.; <I .. ..; 

.. 

Indicates numbtH" of. util i.t f.,~$ for which elem.ent·s of the CQOS i.•l•!F:'•lt:.l•ln :,.>r•>·~~:-~~1 were repart~·i t•l ht! not 
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Exhibit ).t (continucoil 

NONCOMPLIANCE Wl'J'II PURPA PROCEHUJlJ\1. KEQUIREHF.NTS: TERMINATION OF SEK'IICE STANDARD" 
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Authority or Utility ..; .; ..; ..; .; . .; .; •• ..; ... 

ND NW Pub. Serv lee 

tilt New llampshire 2 

NY New York 7 

011 Cleveland Div. 
of Llght & Power 

PI\ Pennsyl.vilnla PUC 19 

su so. Dakota PSC 6 

vr Vermont PSC 2 2 

VA City uf Richmond 

WI wisconsin PSC 1) 

WY Wyominq PSC 4 

'l'O'rALS ·l 4 2** 4!1*" 4 38 0 4 ) ) 

lu•li.cates numher of uti li.t:les for which elements of the conslder'ttlon pl:'ocess were reporl:,..•l bJ he not 
in compliance with PUilPA proce<lural re<]uir:ements or inconsistent wit;l the Strtf.:ll:; ,..,~ported. lnclu•les only 
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Exhibit 3'. u 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE TERMINATION OF SERVICE S'rANDARD 

customers Covered as a Per-
CUstorrers Covered centage of Customers Served 

Customer Customers Covered as a Percentage by Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All Cu:stomers the Standard Into Effect 

Regulated 

Electric Residential 15,058.6 24.4 100.0 

Commercial & 1,059.2 11.7 56.8 
Industrial 

Other 40.8 8.5 89.3 

Gas Residential 8,980.3 22.9 94.7 

Commercial & 408.7 12.8 60.7 
Industrial 

Other 8.0 16.0 94.1 

Nonregulated 

Elect:.r ical Residenti.:~.l 1,462.6 26.1 100.0 

Commercial & 194.0 28.5 79.3 
Industriail. 

Other 6.1 6.5 67.0 

Gas Residential 93.1 11. 0 100.0 

CommerciaL & 12. 1 13.0 100.0 
(X) 
...... 

Industria !I.. 

Other 0 •. 1 59.0 100.0 
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Exhibit 3.v 
METHODS S~LECTED TO MONITOR IMI:lACTS OF Pt1rTING 
THE TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD INTO EJo'FECT 

Monitoring Methods* 

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System· Revenue 
Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics T .. evels 

Regulated 

Electric 2.0 35.0 22.0 33.0 
Gas 2.0 39.0 19.0 31.0 

Nonregulated 

Electric 12. 5· 37.5 25.0 50.0 

Gas o.o o.o o.o o.o 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been.made. 

Other 

50.0 
56.0 

o.o 

o.o 

CD 
CD 



Exhibit.1.w 
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR T3E ADVERTISING STANDARD 

Status 

Process Started 
Regulatory Process But No Deterrnin-
Standard Not Started ation Made 

Regulated 

Electric 79 79 
Gas 84 55 

Nonregulated 

Electric 56 7 
Gas 6 1 

Total 225 142 

Determination 
Made to Adopt Standard Put 
Standard Into Effect 

15 74 
9 50 

0 5 
0 5 

24 134 

Stan•lard 
Rejected 

0 
0 

0 

Total 

247 
198 

69 
12 

526 

00 
1.0 



-E: · ·· ·" J.x 
CJ rERIS'I'ICS OF P.DVER'riSING STANDAitOS* 

SL .. ___ le 12, Questt•·.,, 10, Does your ailvertisinq standard require the f·:>llowinq• 

State Utility (type) 

CA 

co 

cr 

t'L 

IA 
l.A 

Generic (6 REI, 5 RG[) 
Anaheim Elec. Div. (NEP) 
Los Anqeles OW&P INEP) 

Public Service Co. of CO (REI) 
Colorado .Sprinqs OPU (REP) 
Greeley Gas Co. (RGI) 
Iowa Electric J,,;p (ltl';x) 

Northern Natural Gas (RGI) 
Puhlic Service Co. of CO (RGI) 
Colot·ado Springs OPIJ 
Cot~necticut l..&P (REI) 
llarl'.f.o1··1 <:Ject.ric l.iqht (REI) 
Un.lted Illumlnat.inq (REI) 
Connecticut ~P (RGI) 
Connecticut Natural Gas (RGI) 
Southern Conn. l;-'\$ (Jtl";t) 

Generic (4 RP.I, l I~GI) 

Generic (7 RE.l, 9 RGI) 
Central Louls.lan.l Elec. (REI) 
!.ouislana Power & Liqht (REI) 
Southwestern Elec. Power (REI) 

Gulf State Utilities Co. (REI) 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (RGI) 
Louisiana Gas Servl~e Co. (RGI) 
Entex, Inc. (RGI) · 

Sout.hw.,st r • ., •. ol,.l·l•>·> F.MC (NEC) 
(continued uex t (Mt.Je) 

N• no llF.I• llegulated electric, 
Y: yes ltEP: Re')Ul.:tt~·l ·~1.•!•::: ri.·~, 

11·:1: ll•l ·.t•lSWCl" llEC: ReyuJat~l ~L~ctrlc, 
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----i,,· .. ,r.~·J·Jl.,ted electric, invest•>r-owlied 
llc•nre•Julateil electric, publicl~· owo:•,•.l 
Nc·nc~':J'.al.lb!!·; ·~IJH:t:·~l•:, cooperat.iv·.~ 

JIF;l : 

NEP: 

NEC: 

Includes stan<tanJs that utllit.i•'s h.>vc put l.nto eff<'ct and :;tilll•l«c•ls for which 11 <leter.min<'lt.l.on t•> iolor:t 
hrts been mclrl~ hv t:l•·~ st.ilt-c rcqtllatnry autltiJrity r,r. u•>nrl~9ulate<l •.tl'.llity. 
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Exhibit l.x (continued) 
CIIARACTERISTICS OF AOVF.RrJ.!HNG S'fANI>AROS• 

State Ut il.tty (type) 

ME Generic (3 REI) 
MN Northern Stitl:es Power (REI) 

Interst.~te Power Co. (REI) 
Otter Tail Power (REI) 
Minnesota P&L (REI) 
Minnesota c-.as Co. (RGI) 

HS 
1·10 
NB 

NH 
NY 
011 
011 

sc 

su 
TX 
l.fr 
VT 

VA 
WI 

Singing Hlver EPA (NEC) 
In<lependence P&L (IH:P) 

Iowa P"bl.l•: Service (NGJ) 
·Kansas-Nebraska NG (NGI) 
Minnesota C'.as Co. (NGl) 
Northwestern Puhli•: :;vc. (tJGI} 
Generic (~ REI, I RGLI 
G"neric (1 REI, 9 R•;t·) 
Gf"!n<>ric ( 8 REI, 6 RGI) 
Generic ( 4 REI, ) RGO 
Carolina Power & Llght (RF.I) 
O..ke .Power Co. (RF.II 
South Carolina E&G (REI) 
Generic (li llF.I, 4 RGII ' 
Generic ( 14 REI) 
Utah Power & Liyht (HEI) 
Generic (2 RF.I) 
City of Richmonll, OPU (NGP) 
G•~neric (6 REI, 7 Rr.I) 

'I'OTAL l~S Utill.ties YES: 
NO: 

na: 

II: no llEI: Re~ilit".;'d"-elect.r ic, 
Y: yes RF.P: Reyulate<l el<>ctri•;, 
na: no ct.nswer llEC: Regulated ele•~l:r lc, 
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investQr-owned 
P'•blicl.y n·..,nt!d 
CO'>pe rat lve 
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As a result of 74 regulated and 5 nonregulated electric utilities 
putting this standard into effect, over 28 million customers 
nationally were covered by the advertising standard (see Exhibit 3.z). 
Only 21 percent of customers served by nonregulated electric utili­
ties were covered by the standard compared to 38 percent of customers 
served by regulated electric utilities. 

Only 50 of the 198 regulated gas utilities had put this standard 
into effect (see Exhibit 3.w), covering over 16 million gas customers 
(see Exhibit 3.z). The standard had been put into effect by rela­
tively more nonregulated gas utilities than regulated gas utilities 
(5 out of 12 vs 50 out of 198); however, the standard covered a 
greater percentage of the customers served by regulated gas utilities 
than of the customers served by nonregulated gas utilities (39 vs 
3 3 percent) • 

Although the utilities planned some follow-up monitoring activities, 
a consistent pattern or plan is not apparent ·(see Exhibit 3.aa). 
Both regulated and nonregulated utilities planned to hold public 
hearings to monitor impacts of putting the standard into effect. 
Some regulated utilities also planned to monitor changes in revenue 
levels. The nonregulated utilities' plans focused on questionnaires 
and examinations of system changes, in addition to public hearings. 

3.5 CONCLUSIONS 

Although progress has been relatively slow, DOE believes that the 
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities will be 
able to meet the November 1980 deadline for considering and making 
determinations regarding the five regulatory standards for three 
reasons. First, most state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities that had not begun their consideration of the regulatory 
standards by June 30, 1979 had developed an adequate schedule for 
meeting the 1980 deadline. Second, none of the analyses or data 
requirements associated with the regulatory standards require long 
lead times (such as required by the collection of load research data 
needed for consideration of the cost-of-service standard). Third, as 
previously noted, most of the regulatory standards are not as 
controversial as the ratemaking standards. Thus, DOE expects 
consideration of the regulatory standards to proceed more rapidly 
once the process has been initiated. 



Exhibit 3.z 
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE ADVERTISING STANDARD 

Customers Customers Customers Covered as a Per-
Covered Covered as a cent age of Cust.:om~cs Served 

Customer Nationwide Percentage of by Utilities Which Had Put 
Type of Utility Group (OOC) All Customers the Standard Into Effect 

Regulated 

Electric Residential 23,798.0 38.6 89.3 

Commercial & 3,069.0 34.0 90.1 
Industrial 

Other ' 2.04.1 42.4 87.8 

Gas Residential 15,275.6 38.9 100.0 

Commercial & 1., 089.9 34.1 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 7.5 15.0 100.0 

Nonregulated 

Electric Residential 1,~94.7 21.3 99.9 

Commercial & 168.5 24.7 100.0 
Industrial 

Other 6.0 .. 6.4 100.0 

Gas Residential 256.1 31.4 100.0 

Commercial &· 47.0 51.2 100.0 
Indu!;itrial 

Other 0.1 58.8 100.0 
\0 
U1 



Exhibit J.aa 
METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF PUTTING 
THE ADVERTISING STANDAIU> IN'l'O EFFECT 

Type of Utility 

Regulated 

Electric 

Gas 

Nonregulated 

Electric 

Gas 

Monitoring Methods* 

Consumer 
Questionnaire 

o.o 

o.o 

40.0 

o.o 

Follow-up Public 
Hearings 

25.7 

36.0 

40.0 

o.o 

Changes in System 
Characteristi~s 

10.8 

8.0 

20.0 

o.o 

Revenue 
r~evels 

27.0 

38.0 

o.o 

o.o. 

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made. 

... t!, .... 't.•• 

Other 

39.2 

50.0 

o.o 

o.o 



4 STATE-BY-STATE 
CONSIDERATION OF 
PURPA STANDARDS 

In this chapter, we present the status of the PURPA consideration 
process for each state as of June 30, 1979. We first present 
an overview of those state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities that had made a determination to implement or adopt at 
least one standard by June 30, 1979. We then summarize the status of 
the consideration process on a state-by-state basis, and reproduce 
comments received from state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities in response to their review of draft copies of the state­
by-state summaries. 

4. 1 OVERVIE.W 

Exhibit ~.a identifies each utility for which, at a minimum, a 
determination had been made to implement or adopt· at least one 
standard as of June 30, 1979. For each standard for which a deter­
mination had been made the exhibit also indicates whether the action 
was taken before or after November 9, 1978, the date PURPA was 
enacted.* As indicated, a substantial proportion of the state 
regulatory authorities and utilities that reported they had made a 
determination for one or more of the standards as of June 1979 had 
actually done so prior to the enactment of PURPA. Specifically, 
for the cost-of-service, interruptible rates, and load management 
techniques standards, about 70 percent of the determinations reported 
by state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities represent 
actions taken prior to November 1978; this figure is about 85 percent 
for the declining-block, time-of-day, ·and seasonal rates standards. 
A large percentage of. the determinations reported for the five 
regulatory standards also represent actions taken prior to November 
1978: approximately 60 percent for the termination of service 

* In addition, the exhibit identifies each standard that had been 
rejected, either as a result of consideration proceedings or sub­
sequent to putting the standard into effect. 
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Exhibit 4.a 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

CA CP National Corp. 

Pacific Gas & Electric 

Pacific Power & Light 

San Diego Gas & Electric Co. 

Sierra Pacific Power Co. 

Southern California Edison 

CP National C6ro. 

Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 

San Diego Gas & Electric 

Southern California Edison 

Southwest Gas Corp. 

Anaheim Public Utility 

Los Angeles Dept. of Water & Power 

CO Central Telephone & Utility Co. 

Public Service Co. of Colorado 

Colorado Springs Dept. of Public Utilities 

Greely Gas Co. 

Iowa Electric ~ight & Power Co. 

Peoples Natural Gas Div. of 
Northiirn 1\lotur•l GoE 

Public Service Co. of Colorado 

C:olorado Srrings Qept. of PL•blic Utilities 

CT Connecticut Li~ht & Power Co. 

llartford [lectric Light Co. 

United Illuminating Co. 

Connecticut Light & Power Co. 

Adopted. implemented. or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 

Q Adopted. implemented. or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently mjected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued) 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

CT Connecticut Natural Gas Corp. 

Southern Connecticut Gas Co. 

DC Potomac Electric Power Co. 

Washington Gas Light 

FL Florida Power Corp. 

Gulf Powe.- Co. 

Tampa Electric Co. 

City Gas c;o. 

Florida Gas Co. 

Peoples Gas System 

Jacksonville Electric Authority 

City of Tallahassee 

lA Iowa Electric 

Key 

Iowa Public Service Co. 

Iowa Power & Light 

Interstate Power 

Iowa-Illinois 

Iowa Southern 

Union Electric 

Iowa Electric 

Iowa Public Servic.e 

Iowa Power & Light 

lmerstate rower 

Iowa-Illinois 

Iowa Southern 

Peoples Natural Gas Oiv. of 
Northern Natural Gas 

i ""1 L ... J Adopted. implemented, or rejected standard .as of June 30. 1979. 

b 

0 Adopted. implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Proqressed from adoPtion to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 

0 
0 

0 

)Uill'illlo" 
~ 

/. 

000 0 ooa··--······ .. o 
------000 0 

000 0 
000 0 
000 0 
000 0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued I 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

lA North Central 

Minnesota Gas Co. 

Muscatine Power & Water 

KY Green River RECC 

Henderson Union RECC 

Kentucky Power 

Kentucky Utilities 

LouisviiiP. G~s & EIP.c.tric. 

Union Light, Heat & Power 

Louisville Gas & Light 

Union Light, Heat & Power 

Columbia Gas 

Eq~itable Gas 

Inland Gas 

Western Kentucky Gas 

LA Ccntrol Louisiana Electric 

Gulf States Utilities Co. 

Louisiana Power & Light 

Southwestern Electric Power Co. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas 

Entex Inc. 

Louisiana Gas Service 

Southwest Louisiana Electric 
Membership Corp. 

ME Bangor Hydro Electric Co. 

Central Maine Power Co. 

Public Service Co. of New Hampshire 

Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 

Q Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued) 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

MA Boston Edison Co. 

Brockton Edison Co. 

Cambridge Electric Light Co. 

Fall River Electric Light Co. 

Massachusetts Electric Co. 

New Bedford G~s ~ Ec;lison LiRht 

Western MassachusettS Electric Co. 

Ml Consumers Power Co. 

Detroit Edison Co. 

Indiana & Michigan Electric Co. 

Lansing Board of Water & Light 

MN Northern States Power Co. 

Interstate Power Co. 

Otter Tail Power Co. 

Minnesota Power & Light 

Minnesota Gas Co. 

MS Singing River Electric Power Association 

MO City of Independence Power & Light Dept. 

NB Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas Co. 

Minnesota Gas Co. 

Iowa Public Service Co. 

Northwestern Public Service Co. 

NH Public Service Co. of New Hampshire 

Bay State Gas 

NM New Mexico Electric Service Co. 

Community Public Service Co. 

El Paso Electric Co. 

Key 

IIJ Adopted. implemented. or rejected standard as of June 30. 1979. 

Q Adopted. implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 197B. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued) 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

NM Public Service Co. of New Mexico 

Southwestern Public Service Co. 

Goo Co. of New Mexico 

NY Central Hudson Gas & Electric 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York 

Long Island Lighting Co. 

New York State Electric & Gas 

Niagra Mohawk Power Corp. 

Orange & Rocklanu Utilities Inc. · 

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp. 

Brooklyn Union Gas Co. 

Columbia Gas Co. of New York 

Consolidated Edison Co. of New York 

Long Island Lighting Co. 

National Fuel Gas Distribution Corp. 

New Ynrk Stete F.lectric & Gas Corp. 

N iagra Mohawk Power Corp. 

01 ""Y" & Rockland Utllltloo I~C. 

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp. 

NC: 

Duke Power Co. 

OH Cincinotti Ca3 & Elecuic 

Clcvclond Electric llluminatiny 

Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric 

Dayton Power & Light 

Monongahela Power Co. 

Ohio Edison Co. 

Key 

0 00 
0 

0 00 

0 

00 0· 
00 
()0 0·· 

()'C>(:> ·e 
oooo·o 
OOOO,Q 

000 0 
·ooo o 

[] Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 

Q Adopted. implemented. or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued I 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

OH Ohio Power Co. 

Toledo Edison Co. 

Cincinatti Gas & Electric 

Columbia Gas of Ohio 

Dayton Power & Light Co. 

Ei!St Ohio Ga! Co. 

National Gas & Oil Co. 

West Ohio Gas Co. 

Cleveland Division of Light & Power 

OR CP National Corp. 

Idaho Power 

Pacific Power & Light 

Portland General Electric 

Cascade Natural Gas Corp. 

CP National Corp. ,.. .. 
Northwest Natural Gas 

PA Duquesne Light Co. 

Metropolitan Edison Co. 

Pennsylvania Electric Co. 

Pennsylvania Power & Light 

Pennsylvania Power Co. 

Philadelphia Electric co: 

UGI-Luzune Electric Div. 

West Pennsylvania Power Co. 

C~rnegiP. Natural Gas Co. 

Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 

Q Adopted. implemented. or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued) 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

PA Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania 

Equitable Gas Co. 

National Fuel Gas Distribution Corp. 

North Pennsylvania Gas & Water 

Peoples Natural Gas Co. 

Pennsylvania Fuel Gas Inc. 

Philadelphia l:;lectric Co. 

T.W. PhiliJ)s G~s & Oil C:n. 

UGI Corp. 

SC Carolina Power & Light 

Duke Power Co. 

South Carolina Electric & Gas 

SO Black Hills Power & Light 

Iowa Public Service Co. 

Montana-Dakota Utility Co. 

Northern States Power 

Northwestern Public Service Co. 

Otter Tail Power Co. 

low~ Public Son•ice Co. 

Minnesota Gas Co. 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. 

Northwestern Pub I ic Service 

TX Central Power & Light 

Community Public Service 

Dallas Power & Light 

Adopted, implemented. or rejected standard as of June 30. 1979. 

Q Adoptet.l. ifltiJI!lfltented, or rejected standard as ot November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implementerl h11t s11bseq'.1ently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a (continued) 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

TX El Paso Electric Co. 

Gulf States Utilities Co. 

Houston Lighting & Power 

Southwestern Electric Power 

Southwestern Electric Service 

Southwestern Public Service 

Texas Electri~ Se111ice 

Texas Power & Lignt 

West Texas Utilities Co. 

Pedernales Electric Coop. 

Lower Colorado River Authority 

UT Utah Power & Light 

Moon Lake Electric Association 

CP National Corp. 

Mountain Fuel Supply 

VT Green Mountain Power Corp. 

Central Vermont Public Service Co. 

VA City of Richmond 

WA Seattle City Light Department 

WI Lake Superior Uistrict Power Co. 

Madison-Gas & Electric 

Northern States PnwP.r Co. 

Wisconsin Electric Power Co. 

Wisconsin Power & Light Co. 
--+-------------

Wisconsin Public Service Corp. 

-~fb 

t 
~c; 

,0 

I 
(j 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 

000 
0000 

0 

0 

f 
l 

o"' 
(j 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

000 
0 0 
0 ·0 

0 
00 

0 00 
00 

oc ® 0 000 
OC:OO®O 000 
00®®0.0 000 
0000®0 OOOo 
o®o®oo oo·o 
0®00 0 0.:00 

--'---~---···· .•...• _______ l......,;;;;.._L...-;:;:.._L..,.:;:,_L...,.;;;::_'---1....,;;~'--__,J'------''--"::;_;'-=:::.....JI.....-':....J 

Key 

r"~·:·l Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 
LJ 
0 Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected. 
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Exhibit 4.a 

States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards 

State Utility 

WI Madison Gas & Electric 

Nofthern States Power Co. 

Wisconsin Fuel & Light Co. 

Wisconsin Gas Co. 

Wisconsin Natural Gas 

Wisconsin Power & Light Co. 

Wisconsin Pub I ic Service Corp. 

WY Black Hills Power & Light 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co, 

Pacific Power & Light 

Utah Power & Light 

Cheyenne Light Fuel & Power 

Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas 

Montana Dakota Utilities Co. 

Mountain Fuel Supply 

Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of June 30, 1979. 

Q Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978. 

8 Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978. 

5 Standard rejected. 

9 Standard implemented but subsequently rejected . 

• 
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STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 107 

standard; more than 70 percent for the master metering and informa­
tion to consumers standards; and about 85 percent for the automatic 
adjustment clauses and advertising standards. Even though most 
determinations reported for the PURPA standards represent actions 
taken prior to the enactment of PURPA, state regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated utilities reported general compliance with almost 
all of the procedural requirements of PURPA, which may indicate 
that the requirements established by PURPA represent a widespread 
procedural norm for the late 1970s. 

There were two notable exceptions, however. First, only a small 
number of state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities 
reported that they had complied with the PURPA requirement that they 
provide the opporLw1ity for ineervenor compensation. And second, 
because so many determinations on these standards had been made prior 
to November 1978, many state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utilities reported that they had made no determination whether it was 
appropriate to implement a standard to carry out the three purposes 
of PURPA. The conservation, efficiency and equity purposes of PURPA, 
however, are not new·concepts. 

Those state.regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities that 
reported making a determination to implement or adopt a standard 
prior to November 1978 may determine that their consideration process 
meets the requirements of substantial conformance as specified in 
Sections ·124 and 310 of PURPA. However, such a determination was 
reported for only two utilities, both located.in Missouri. 

4.2 STATE-BY-STATE PROGRESS 

In the remainder of this section, we summarize progress in each state 
.as of June 30, 1979 in considering the PURPA standards, making 
determinations on them, and putting them into effect. A utility-by­
utility compilation of the status of the consideration process as of 
June 30, 1979, as reported by state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities, is shown in Exhibit 4.b. 

In the state-by-state narrative summaries which follow, please note 
the following points: 

• All data, such as the status of the consideration process for 
each utility or the numbers of customers covered by each standard 
put into effect by utilities, represent the status as of June 30, 
1979 as reported on·Form ERA-166 by state regulatory authorities 
and nonregulated uiilities. 
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• No independent verification of data on these forms has been made 
by DOE. The discussion assumes that the procedure for considering 
the standard did, in fact, substa~tially conform to PURPA require­
ments -- this assumption has been made for reporting purposes only, 
and in no way reflects a judgment by DOE concerning substantial 
conformance. 

• The term "covered by" refers to customers who were subject to a 
standard actually put into effect by a utility, as contrasted with 
a standard merely implemented (adopted) by a state regulatory. 
authority as a matter of policy. 

• RefPrenr.P.R t.o the total n~bers of electric and gas customers in 
each state pertain only to customers served by utilitli:!S Lhat are 
covered by PU.l-U'A. The total number of electric and gas customers 
in the entire state will be larger if the state has additional 
electric or gas utilities not covered by PURPA. 

• Similarly, references to the numbers of electric and gas utili­
t.ies regulated by a .!?tate regulatory authority include only those 
utilities covered by PURPA. Several state regulatory authorities 
regulate other utilities that are not covered by PURPA. 

DOE distributed draft copies of the state-by-state summaries to each 
state regulatory authority and covered nonregulated utility for 
review and response. Their responses and comments are presented 
verbatim in Section 4.3 of this report. The following state-by-state 
summaries reflect corrections of any transcription errors noted in 
these comments. 

Only the information originally reported on Form ERA-166 is reflected 
in the exhibits and in analytical descriptions based upon these 
exhibits (e.g., the status of the consideration process, the numbers 
of customers covered by standards put into effect, or the charat.:b::ris­
tics of standards for which determinations had_ been made to implement 
or adopt). Time did not ~ermit the submission and analysis of 
amended or revised reports. 

Alabama 

The Alabama PSC, which regulates one electric and two gas utilities, 
had not begun formal consideration of any of the PURPA standards. 
However, Alabama Power Company offered seasonal and interruptible 
rates to its customers. According to the Alabama PSC, all three 
utilities met the requirements of the termination of service stan­
dard. The Alabama PSC did not consider the advertising standard, 
citing the Alabama Supreme Court ruling that "reasonable advertising 
expenses are a valid part of operating expenses." 
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Formal hearings on the regulatory standards were scheduled for 
January 1980 with a draft decision targeted for spring 1980. Rate 
design hearings were scheduled to begin in March 1980. The PSC 
planned to begin evaluating the evidence presented in the course of 
that hearing by September 1980. 

The City of Dothan, a nonregulated, publicly owned electric utility, 
had made no progress in considering the PURPA standards, and presented 
no plans in this report. However, Dothan did plan to implement a 
load management program by the end of FY1980. 

In conclusion, none of Alabama's 980, ooo· electric customers or its 
430,000 gas customers were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

Alaska 

PURPA covers only one electric cooperative and one gas utility in 
Ala~ka. Both are regulated by the Alaska PUC, which had not begun 
consideration of any of the PURPA standards.· The PUC reported that 
it had developed a plan to begin consideration, but did not provide 
details of the plan. 

As a result, none of Alaska's 45,000 electric customers or its 35,000 
gas customers were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

Arizona 

The Arizona Corporation Commission regulates three electric and three 
gas utilities, all of which are investor-owned. The commission 
reported beginning consideration of all the standards except inter­
ruptible rates and information to consumers. The commission planned 
to hold generic hearings and make a determination on the regulatory 
standards by the end of 1980 and on the ratemaking standards by 
October 1981. 

The Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District 
(SRP), a nonregul~ted, publicly owned electric utility, had not yet 
begun the PURPA consideration process. It planned, however, to 
render a decision regarding the regulatory standards by October 1980 
and the ratemaking standards by September 1981. 

In conclusion, PURPA standards had not been considered for Arizona's 
utilities which serve 840,000 electric customers and 400,000 gas 
customers. 



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 
110 

Arkansas 

The Arkansas PSC re~ulates five electric and three gas utilities. 
The PSC reported plans to hold generic hearings for each PURPA 
standard. It had initiated the consideration process for the 
cost-of-service, load manag·ement, and information to consmners 
standards. A hearing was scheduled to be held on the termination of 
service standard in December 1979. 

The PSC planned to reach a determination on all the regulatory standards 
by September 1980 and on the ratemaking standards by September 1981. 

None of Arkansas' 660,000 electric customers or its 790,000 gas 
cul5t.nmP.rR were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

California 

All of the determinations on PURPA standards reported by the 
California PUC represented actions taken before November 1978. 
The Californi-a PUC had made determinations to implement all six 
ratemaking standards through generic proceedings, but none of the 
six electric utilities it regulates had put these standards into 
effect. The advertising standard had been put into effect by all 
five gas utilities and six electric utilities under the CPUC's 
jurisdiction. 

In 1978, the CPUC prohibited master metering in new multi-unit 
residential buildings. It was reconsidering some evidence and 
planned to consider a similar rule for other customer classes. 'l'he 
other regulato~y standards (with the exception cf the automatic 
adjustment clauses standard*) were to be considered through generic 
hearings to be held during 1980. 

The cost-of-service, declining-block rates, and seasonal rates 
standards which the CPUC had made a determination to implement were 
planned to cover almost all electric customers in all classes when 
put into effect. The time-of-day and interruptible rates standards 
would cover less than 1 percent of commercial, industrial, and other 
customers and none of the residential customers, while the load 
management standard would cover no customers. Examination of the 
PUC's responses indicated that there may be some confusion between 

* The California PUC does not have automatic adjustment clauses, but 
it permits energy costs to be recovered through other types of clauses. 
The level of revenues to be collected through these clauses is deter­
mined through semiformal proceedings. 
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the number of customers served by the utility and the number actually 
to be covered under a resulting rate. The advertising standard 
covered all electric and gas customers. 

For the cost-of-service standard, the California PUC reported pre­
scribing the use of accounting cost, future cost, and marginal cost 
methodologies~ the allocation of costs to major customer groups; 
and the use of own-system load research data. However, it did not 
report requiring identification of customer, demand, and energy cost 
components or identification of time-related cost differentials. 

Two nonregulated utilities had made considerable progress regarding 
the PURPA standards. The Anaheim Electric Division had put all the 
ratemaking and regulatory standards into effect, with the exception 
of the time-of-day, seasonal rates, and interruptible rates 
standards, which it had considered and rejected, and the information 
to consumers standard, which it had made a determ.ination to adopt 
but had not yet put into effect. The Los Angeles Department of Water 
and Power had not yet considered the seasonal rates, interruptible 
rates, and load management standards, but it planned to make a final 
determination on these standards by June 1980. Otherwise, it had put 
all the remaining ratemaking and regulatory standards into effect. 

All customers in all classes were covered by the standards put 
into effect by these two utilities, with the exception of the load 
management techniques standard of Anaheim which covered only about 
one-third of the commercial and industrial customers and one-tenth 
of the residential customers. 

In making a determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, 
both utilities allocated costs to major customer groups, identified 
cost components, and specified an accounting cost methodology. In 
addition, Anaheim specified a future cost methodology, while Los 
Angeles specified a marginal cost methodology. Only Los Angeles 
identified time-related cost differentials and used own-system load 
research data. 

The other 12 nonregulated utilities in the state had made minimal 
progress regarding the PURPA standards. Most planned to hold hearings 
between May 1980 and October 1981; however, specific hearing dates 
had not yet been set. 

In summary, the advertising standard had been put into effect for 
9.0 million electric customers and 6.7 million gas customers. About 
13-14 percent of California's customers were covered by each of the 
following: the cost-of-service; declining-block rates; master 
metering; automatic adjustment clauses; information to consumers; and 
termination of service standards. The load management techniques 
standard had been put into effect for 10,000 customers; the seasonal 
rates standard for -4,000 customers; and the in-terruptible- rates 
standard for none. 

l " 
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Col6rado 

In a generic hearing after November 1978, the Colorado PUC had made a 
determination to implement all the ratemaking standards for the three 
electric utilities it regulates. A determination to implement the 
cost-of-service standard had already been made for Central Telephone 
and Utility prior to November 1978. In addition, before November 
1978, a determination to implement the advertising standard had been 
made for all the gas and electric utilities except Central Telephone 
and Utility and Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas; and a determination to 
implement the automatic adjustment clauses standard had been made for 
Public Service Company of Colorado. 

Hearings had been scheduled on the master metering standard and had 
been completed on the termination of service standard. No hearings 
had yet been scheduled for the information to consumers standard· 
Consideration of the automatic adjustment clauses standard for 
Central Telephone and Utility was on the agenda for open meetings. 

On the cost-of-service standard, the Colorado PUC required allocation 
of costs to major customer groups; identification of customer, 
demand, and energy cost components; and the collection of own-system 
load research data. The only prescribed costing methodology was 
accounting cost. The identification of time-related cost differen­
tials was not required. In these determinations, the Colorado PUC 
had reported compliance with all PURPA procedural requirements. 

The Western Area Power Administration (WAPA), a federal agency, 
has rate-setting responsibility for power marketed and/or transmitted 
by 11 federal projects, each with its own rates. For those projects 
where PURPA standards apply, WAPA had not yet begun the PURPA consid­
eration process, but it planned to do so at its next rate proceedings. 

Although determinations had been made for several of the PURPA 
standards, none had been put into effect by the utilities for 
any of Colorado's 840,000 electric and 750,000 gas customers. 

Connecticut 

The three electric utilities regulated by the Connecticut Division of 
Public Utility Control (DPUC) had put into effect the time-of-day 
rates, automatic adjustment clauses, and advertising standards prior 
to November 1978~ The three regulated gas utilities had put the 
advertising standard into effect prior to November 1978. The master 
metering standard was not considered by the DPUC because legislative 
action had made it part of the state building code. 



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 
. 113 

The consideration process had begun for all the other ratemaking 
standards as well as the termination of service standard. Generic 
hearings were scheduled, and a final determination was expected 
before January 1981. Hearings had not yet been scheduled on the 
information to consumers standard. 

Putting the time-of-day rates standard into effect without making a 
determination to implement the cost-of-service standard did not 
permit the DPUC to employ optimum methodologies to identify time­
related cost differentials and to determine the costs and benefits of 
time-of-day rates for each class of service. 

In conclusion, all of Connecticut's 1.1 million electric customers 
were .covered by the time-of-day rates, automatic adjustment clauses, 
and advertising standards. All of its 350,000 gas customers were 
also covered by the advertising standard. No customers were covered 
by any of the remaining five ratemaking standards or three regulatory 
standards. 

Delaware 

The Delaware PSC regulates only one utility, which serves both gas 
and electric customers. On October 29, 1979, generic hearings were 
started on all the ratemaking standards; a decision was expected 
by March 1980. Hearings on the regulatory standards for electric 
customers were scheduled for January 1900; no decision date was pro 
jected. The PSC had not yet scheduled hearings for the gas customers. 

As a result, none of Delaware's 170,000 electric and 70,000 gas 
customers were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

District of Columbia 

Since November 1978 the PSC of,the District of Columbia had made a 
determination to implement the termination of service standard for 
the one electric utility and one gas utility under its jurisdiction; 
each had put the standard into effect. The PSC had made a determina­
tion regarding the time-of-day rates standard, but it was still under 
review and had not beeri implemented. In action taken before November 
1978, the Potomac Electric Power Company had put the seasonal rates 
standard into effect. 

Hearings were in progress on the cost-of-service, declining-block 
rates, and advertising standards. The PSC had not projected a final 
decision date for any of these standards, nor had hearings been 
scheduled for the remaining standards. 
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Because the cost-of-service standard had not yet been implemented, 
questions may be raised about the methodology employed by the PSC to 
determine seasonal and time-of-day cost differentials and the costs 
and benefits of time-of-day rates for each customer class. 

The seasonal rates standard covered all of the District's 190,000 
electric customers in all classes, while the termination of service 
standard covered all 160,000 residential electric customers and 
130,000 residential gas customers. 

Florida 

The Florida PSC regulates four electric and three gas utilities 
covered by PURI'A; and has limited jursiuit:tlun ...... with respect to 
rate structure only -- over five municipal and two cooperative 
electric utilities covered by PURPA. These seven municipal or 
cooperative electric utilities are repartee'! r.n have agreed to become 
party to the consideration and determination prnr.e~~ of the Florida 
PSC with regard to the ratemaking standards. 

The PSC reported that the advertising standard had been put into 
effect by its covered electric and gas utilities. However, the 
230,000 customers that the Florida PSC reported as covered represented 
only the approximate number of customers of regulated gas utilities 
in Florida; as a result, it is not clear whether electric customers 
were covered as well.* 

None of the investor-owned utilities use automatic adjustment clauses; 
fuel adjustments are made only after formal hearings. The P.SC had 
opened dockets to facilitate study of the ratemaking standards for 
all Florida utilities. Practices related to master metering, 
information to consumers, and termination of service standards were 
to be reviewed through rulemaking proceedings; hearings were to be 
held after proposed rule changes had been formulated. 

In brief, none of the 3.7 million customers of the 11 electric utili­
ties were covered by any of the ratemaking standards. Moreover, 
none of 3.1 million customers of the four electric utilities regu­
lated by the PSC for the purposes of the regulatory standards are 
covered by any of those standards, with the possible exception of the 
advertising standard (as noted earlier). 

* Included with the PSC's comments on this section, received April 10, 
1980, was a correction to its report indicating the 3.1 million, 
electric customers were also covered by the advertising standard. 
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The five municipal and two cooperative electric utilities are auton­
omous with respect to the regulatory standards. Lakeland Department 
of Electricity planned to consider and reach a dete~ination on all 
the standards by November 1980, with the exception of the automatic 
adjustment clauses. It had not planned to consider this standard, 
since no automatic adjustment clause was currently in effect. The 
Gainesville/Alachua Board, which had not taken any action by June 30, 
1979, subsequently reported to DOE that it had put into effect all 
the regulatory standards, except the automatic adjustment clauses 
standard, in Sept'ember 1979. The utility had decided to hold further 
public hearings on the automatic adjustment clauses by November 9, 
1980. As of November 1978, the City of Tallahassee had put the 
automatic adjustment clauses standard into effect, but no specific 
hearing or determination dates had been set for the remaining regu­
latory standards. The city planned to hire a consultant in 1980 to 
help consider its response to PURPA. 

Jacksonville Electric Authority had already put the termination of 
service standard into effect as of November 1978, but it had not 
established a schedule for consideration of the other regulatory 
standards. Clay Electric Cooperative planned to consider the 
standards in the second quarter of 1980 and reach determinations 
during the third quarter. No hearings had been scheduled for the Lee 
County Electric Cooperative; however, it expected to reach a decision 
on all the standards by November 1980. 

As of June 30, 1979, 210,000 of the 580,000 customers covered by 
these seven electric utilities were covered by the termination of 
service standard put into effect by Jacksonville; 55,000 by the 
automatic adjustment clauses standard put into effect by Tallahassee; 
and none by the master metering, information to consumers, or adver­
tising standards. 

Georgia 

The Georgia PSC, which regulates two electric and four ·gas utili ties, . 
had not yet considered any of the standards. Hearings on four 
regulatory standards were planned for spring and summer 1980; a 
determination was expected in late summer. The Georgia legislature 
in 1979 abolished the use of automatic adjustment clauses. The PSC 
had not made plans for considering the ratemaking standards. 

There are three nonregulated electric utilities in Georgia that are 
covered by PURPA. The Flint Electric Membership Corporation (EMC) 
had scheduled hearings planned for completion by June 30, 1980. 
Jackson EMC planned to complete the consideration process by the 
third quarter of. 1980. Albany Water, Gas & Light Commission had not 



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 
116 

begun consideration nor had it formulated any plan for reviewing and 
reaching determinations on the standards. 

None of the 1.3 miilion electric or 800,000 gas customers in Georgia 
were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

Hawaii 

Generic hearings for the ratemaking standards had been completed in 
Hawaii. The Hawaii PSC furnished no information regarding a decision 
on those standards for the one electric.utility it regulates. 
Proceedings on the regulatory standards were scheduled for early 1980. 
Hawaii has no gas utilities covered by PURPA. 

In summary, none of the 210,000 electric customers in Hawaii were 
covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

Idaho 

Hearings were under way on the termination of service and advertising 
standards for the four regulated electric and two regulated gas 
utilities in Idaho that are covered by PURPA, and on the information 
to consumers standard for the four electric utilities. No action had 
been taken on the remaining standards, but the Idaho PSC planned to 
begin proceedings on the regulatory standards by spring 1980 and on 
the ratemaking standards by September 1980. 

None of the 330,000 electric customers or 110,000 gas customers in 
Idaho were covered by any of the PURPA standards as of June 30, 1979. 

Illinois 

The Illinois Commerce Commission had not yet begun consideration 
of any of the PURPA standards for the seven electric and nine gas 
utilities that it regulates. The commission intended to complete 
its investigation of the ratemaking standards within the required 
reporting period; it planned to base its decision largely on the 
findings of a generic rate case opened in 1976. It planned to hold 
generic hearings on the master metering and advertising standards and 
to reopen a docket dealing with the termination of service and infor­
mation to consumers standards. The commission had also initiated 
a proceeding to consider the automatic adjustment clauses standard. 

The one nonregulated municipal electric authority in the state, 
Springfield Water, Light, & Power, planned to begin consideration 
of all the standards in the first quarter of 1980. 

In summary, none of the 4.0 million electric or 3.1 million gas 
customers in Illinois were covered by any of the· PURPA standards. 



117 
STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 

Indiana. 

The Indiana PSC had held hearings on the information to consumers, 
termination of service, and ~dvertising standards for the six electric 
and six gas utilities it regulates. The automatic adjustment clauses 
and ratemaking standards were to be considered in early 1980. Promul­
gation of rules to prohibit master metering and an order to determine 
hearing format, costing methodology, and sequence of consideration 
for the ratemaking standards were pending before the PSC. 

As of June 30, 1979, none of Indiana's 1.7 million electric customers 
or its 1.3 million gas customers were covered by any of the PURPA 
standards. 

Iowa 

The Iowa State Commerce Commission planned to begin consideration 
of the ratemaking standards by November 9, 1980, and to make a 
determination by November 1981. Prior to November 9, 1978, the 
Commission had made a determination to adopt all the regulatory 
standards for the seven electric and nine gas utilities under its 
jurisdiction. These utilities had also put all but two of these 
standards into effect. Between November 9, 1978, and June 30, 1979, 
these same utilities put the termination of service standard into 
effect, which left only the automatic adjustment clauses standard to 
be acted upon. The automatic adjustment clauses standard was adopted 
prior to November 1978 by the Commission and all regulated utilities 
ordered to effect compliance by January 1, 1980. The Commission 
reported compliance with procedural requirements of PURPA. 

The termination of service and master metering standards, which were 
already part of the Muscatine Power & Water Tariff as of November 
1978, were the only standards that had been considered by Iowa's 
single covered nonregulated utility. The City of Muscatine planned 
to complete consideration of the PURPA standards and make determin­
ations by the first quarter of FY1981. 

Iowa has 880,000 electric and 680,000 gas customers who were covered 
by PURPA. As of June 30, 1979, almost all of these customers were 
covered by the PURPA standards on master metering, information to 
consumers, termination of service, and advertising, while none were 
covered by the automatic adjustment clauses standard or by any of the 
six ratemaking standards. 

Kansas 

The Kansas State Corporation Commission had begun the consideration 
process for all the standards for the six electric utili ties under 
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its authority. During 1978 the commission initiated a "general 
investigation to examine pricing of electric utility services ••• "; 
however, a detailed schedule of completion dates for each standard 
had not yet been developed. The commission also reported that, 
over the following year, they would formulate a specific plan for 
considering and making determinations regarding the standards affect­
ing gas utilities. 

The Kansas City Board of Public Utilities, the only covered municipal 
utility in Kansas, had not begun consideration of any of the PURPA 
standards. The board hoped to begin procedures on the standards by 
January 1980. 

As of June 30, 1979, none of the 720,000 electric and 650,000 gas 
customers in Kansas were covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

Kentucky 

The Kentucky Energy Regulatory Commission (ERC) had begun considera­
tion of the ratemaking standards for the four investor-owned and two 
cooperative electric utilities under its jurisdiction. The utilities 
had put the automatic adjustment clauses standard into effect prior 
to November 1978. Since then, the utilities had put the termination 
of service standard into effect, following an ERC determination with 
procedures that were reported to comply with PURPA requirements. 
Hearings had been completed for the advertising standard. 

Consideration of the master metering and information to consumers 
standards was scheduled to begin by January 1980 and be completed by 
May 1980. A determination on the ratemaking standards was expected 
by November 1981. The ERC planned to hold generic hearings as parL 
of these consideration processes. 

As of June 30, 1979, Kentucky's 870,000 electric customers were 
covered by the automatic adjustment clauses and termination of 
service standards. Its 730,000 residential gas customers and a small 
number of its other 60,000 gas customers were also covered by the 
termination of service standard. No electric or gas customers were 
covered by any of the remaining PURPA standards. 

Louisiana 

The Louisiana PSC submitted reports for four of the five electric 
utilities and all three gas utilities under its jurisdiction. As 
of November 1978, these four electric utilities had put the master 
metering standard into effect, and the Louisiana PSC had made a 
determination to adopt the advertising standard for the electric and 
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gas utilities. Automatic adjustment clauses, as defined by PURPA, 
were not allowed by the PSC; instead, monthly hearings must be held 
to determine fuel cost adjustments. The PSC had begun generic 
hearings on the information to consumers and termination of service 
standards and planned to reach a decision in February 1980. Hearings 
on the ratemaking standards were tentatively scheduled to begin by 
November 9, 1980. 

The City of New Orleans regulates one gas and two electric utilities 
that operate within the city. The city planned to reach a decision 
on all the regulatory standards by November 1980. It planned to 
begin consideration of the ratemaking standards by November 1980 and 
to make final determinationR hy November 1981. 

Southwest Louisiana Electric Membership Corporation (SLEMC) is a 
nonregulated utility in Louisiana that is subject to the PURPA 
requirements.* As of November 1978, this cooperative had put into 
effect all the regulatory standards except the automatic adjustment 
clauses standard. The cooperative has no control over fuel costs 
because it does not generate any of its power. After April 1980, 
it planned to initiate consideration of the ratemaking standards 
beginning with the cost-of-service standard • 

. As of June 30, 1979,· the master metering standard covered 887,000 
electric customero in Louisiana. The 50,000 ~l~ctric customers of 
SLEMC were ·covered by the· information to consumers and termination 
of service standards. None of Louisiana's 1.2 million electric 
customers were covered by any of the ratemaking standards or by 
the automatic adjustment clauses standard, and none of Louisiana's 
650,000 gas customers were covered by either applicable standard. 

Maine 

The Maine PUC regulates three investor-owned electric companies 
and no gas companies. In generic hearings that were reported to be 
in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements, the PUC had made 
a determination to adopt but no utility had yet put into effect 
the termination of service and advertising standards. ~1e PUC had 
decided not to adopt the automatic adjustment clauses standard. 
The PUC had made a determination to adopt the declining-block rates 
standard for residential customers of Central Maine Power Company. 
The PUC had also begun hearings for this utility on time-of-day rates. 

* The City of Lafayette is also a nonregulated utility in Louisiana 
that is subject to PURPA requirements. Their report was received 
March ·3, 1980, too late to be included in this report. See Lafayette's 
comments in Section 4·. 3. 
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Generic hearings were scheduled to begin in April 1980 on the 
cost-of-service standard and in the second half of 1980 on the 
master metering and information to consumers standards. The other 
ratemaking standards would be considered as applicable in upcoming 
rate cases. 

The determination to implement the declining-block rates standard 
without any determination to implement the cost-of-service standard. 
raises questions about the methodology that the PUC planned to use 
to determine energy and other costs for rate-setting purposes. 

As of June 30, 1979, none of Maine's 470,000 electric customers were 
covered by any PURPA standard. 

Maryland 

The Maryland PSC planned to consider the PURPA standards on a case­
by-case basis. Hearings had begun on the first five ratemaking 
standards for four of Maryland's five electric utilities, and the 
PSC planned to render a decision sometime in 1981. The PSC believed 
that it was already in compliance with the intent of the PURPA 
regulatory standards but nevertheless planned to proceed with the 
formal consideration process for each standard. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, none of Maryland's 2.1 million 
electric customers or 1.0 million gas customers were covered by 
any of the PURPA standards. 

Massachusetts 

Consideration of the five ratemaking standards had begun for three 
of the electric utilities regulated by the Massachusetts Department 
of Public Utilities (DPU). Hearings for the remaining utilities wer~ 
to begin in February 1980, and by May 1981 the DPU is expected to 
make a decision for all the utilities. A generic hearing on the load 
management standard was scheduled to be completed by August 1981; a 
decision was expected by October 1981. 

All the electric and gas utilities under the DPU's jurisdiction 
had put the termination of service standard into effect through a 
1976 regulation that the DPU reported substantially conforms to 
PURPA •. Following completion of a study by independent consultants, 
it planned to hold generic hearings to consider the advertising, 
information to consumers, and automatic adjustment clauses standards. 
A schedule had not yet been established for consideration of the 
master metering standard. 
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As of June 30, 1979, all of the 1.9 million electric and 890,000 gas 
customers in Massachusetts were covered by the termination of service 
standard, but none were covered by any of the other PURPA standards. 

Michigan 

The Michigan PSC regulates seven electric and six gas utilities. 
Prior to November 1978, two electric utilities had put the master 
metering standard into effect and three had put the automatic adjust­
ment clauses standard into effect. The PSC planned to conduct 
generic hearings on the information to consumers, termination of 
service, and advertising standards and to reach final decisions in 
November 1980. 

Hearings on the ratemaking standards.and remaining regulatory 
standards would be incorporated in future ratemaking proceedings. 
These hearings were projected to be completed by fall 1981. 

As of November 1978, the Lansing Board of Water and Light had put 
into effect four of the six ratemaking standards: cost-of-service, 
time-of-day rates, seasonal rates, and load management techniques. 
The cost-of-service standard covered all of Lansing's 7.5,000 electric 
customers, while the other three ratemaking standards covered fewer 
than 4,000 customers, most of whom were in the residential class. 
It had also put into effect the termination of service standard for 
all customers and had consider.ed and rejected a declining-block rates 
standard. Since November 1978, it had put into effect the master 
metering standard, with procedures reported to be in compliance 
with PURPA requirements. However, the standard did not cover any of 
Lansing's 65,000 residential customers. 

Formal hearing dates had not been set for the remaining standards, 
but the Board expected to reach a decision on them within the time 
frame established by PURPA. 

The cost-of-service standard put into effect by Lansing specified 
accounting and future cost methodologies and provided for costs to be 
allocated to major customer groups and for identification of customer, 
demand, and energy cost components. Time-related cost differentials 
were not identified, however, and a mixture of own-system and trans­
ferred load research data was used. 

As of June 30, 1979, 3.0 million of Michigan's 3.9 million electric 
customers were covered by the mas~er metering and automatic adjust­
ment clauses standards; 75,000 by the cost-of-service and termination 
of service s~andards; and none or relatively few by the remaining 
standards.. None of. Michigan's 2. 4 million gas customers were covered 
by either applicable PURPA standard. 
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Minnesota 

The Minnesota Department of Public Service (DPS) regulate's four 
electric and nine gas utilities. Several of the electric utili­
ties had put a number of the ratemaking standards into effect prior 
to November 1978. Northern States Power Company had put all the 
ratemaking standards into effect except load management techniques. 
Minnesota Power & Light had put the cost-of-service, declining-block 
rates, and interruptible rates standards into effect, while the DPS 
had rejected the time-of-day and seasonal rates standards for this 
utility. 

All the ratemaking standards except cost-of-service had been put 
into effect by _the Otter Tail Power Company, which raises questions 
about the methodologies used to determine costs both for rate design 
purposes as required by all five ratemaking standards put into effect 
and also for the cost/benefit analyses as required by the time-of-day 
rates and load management techniques standards. 

Finally, none of the ratemaking standards had been considered for the 
Interstate Power Company; accordingly, the department planned to 
consider all the ratemaking standards in its next rate hearing. 

Before November 1978, the automatic adjustment clauses and informa­
tion to consumers standards had been put into effect, and a state 
statute that prohibited the recovery of advertising costs from 
consumers had been enacted for all the electric utilities and for 
one of the gas utilities, Minnesota Gas. After November 1978, 
rulemaking procedures had begun for the termination of service 
standard for both gas and electric utilities. In addition, the 
department planned to review the automatic adjustment clauses and 
information to consumers standards in generic hearings, which would 
also deal with the master metering standard.* 

In implementing the cost-of-service standard for two utilities, the 
DPS prescribed both accounting cost and marginal cost methodologies 
and required allocation of costs to major customer groups and iden­
tification of customer, demand, and energy cost components. A 
mixture of own-system and transferred load research data was used by 
the two utilities. The DPS did not require identification of time­
related cost differentials, which raises questions about the 
methodologies used to identify costs for the time-of-day and seasonal 
rates standards put into effect by Northern States Power. 

* In its comments on the draft summary (see Section 4.3), the DPS 
reported another statute under which the state's energy agency 
has put into effect rules prohibiting master metering in multiple 
dwelling units. · · · 
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Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas, which was 
included in the DPS report, also reported as a nonregulated gas 
utility because a portion of its Minnesota operations is nonregulated. 
Peoples reported planning to adopt the same standards for its 
nonregulated operations as those established for its regulated 
operations by the DPS. 

In conclusion, the automatic adjustment clauses, information to 
consumers, and advertising standards covered all of Minnesota's 
1.0 million electric customers; the advertising standard also covered 
about 52 percent of Minnesota's 710,000 gas customers. The first 
five PURPA ratemaking standards covered between 87 and 96 percent of 
the electric customers, while the load management techniques standard 
covered about 5 percent. No customers were covered by the termina­
tion of service standard. 

Mississippi 

The Mississippi PSC had filed suit in federal court to test the 
constitutionality of PURPA; consequently, it did not file a report. 

The Southern Pine Electric Power Association expected to begin its 
review of the ratemaking standards in April 1980; it had already 
be9un consideration of the regulatory standards. The Singing River 
Electric Power Association had put into effect the five regulatory 
standards and planned to study the ratemaking standards during 
FY1980; a schedule had not yet been established. 

The regulatory standards put into effect by Singing River covered 
49 percent of the 70,000 customers of the two nonregulated electric 
utilities in Mississippi. 

Missouri 

For seven of the nine electric utilities covered by PURPA, the 
Missouri PSC had docketed utility-specific cases to consider all 
the ratemaking standards except load management techniques. The PSC 
indicated in its annual PURPA report to DOE that it had entertained 
a motion from the other two electric utilities for exemption from the 
PURPA requirements (excluding the load management techniques standard) 
based on the provisions of Section 124 of PURPA. A generic hearing 
for all nine electric utilities was planned to consider the load 
management techniques standard. 

The PSC had scheduled generic hearings in 1980 for the nine electric 
utilities to consider four of the five regulatory standards. 
Automatic adjus~ent.clauses had bee~ banned by the Missouri State 
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Supreme Court for all residential and small commercial customers 
since 1979. The PUC planned to hold generic· hearings for the gas 
companies on the advertising and termination of service standards 
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in 1980. It planned to complete hearings on the regulatory standards 
during 1980 and on the ratemaking standards by 1981. 

The Independence Power & Light Department had instituted a seasonal 
rates policy in 1963 covering residential customers only; it had also 
put into effect the advertising standard prior to November 1978 cover­
in9 all customers. The Department and Missouri's other nonregulated 
utility, Sprin9field City Utilities, planned to complete considera­
tion of the five regulatory standards ·in late 1980. Both reported 
that they would begin consideration of the ratemaking standards in 
1981. 

In conclusion, about 3 percent of Missouri's 1.5 million electric 
customers were covered by the seasonal rates and advertising stan­
dards, while none were covered by the remaining nine standards.as of 
June 30, 1979. None of Missouri's 580,000 gas customers were covered 
by either applicable standard. 

Montana 

The Montana PSC had not yet begun consideration of any of th~ ~URPA 
standards for the five electric utilities and two gas utilities 
under its jurisdiction. The PSC planned to consider the ratemaking 
standards in the course of reviewing specific utility rate cases. 
The first utility-specific rate case was scheduled to begin in 
January 1980. Hearings for the other covered electric utilities were 
planned for the second and third quarters of 1980. A generic hearing 
on the regulatory standards was scheduled to begin in May 1980. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of Montana's 260,000 electric 
customers or its 160,000 gas customers were covered by any of the 
PURPA standards. 

No state commission regulates the utilities operating in Nebraska. 
Three publicly owned electric utilities and six gas utilities filed 
PURPA reports. 

All three electric utilities planned to reach a decision on implemen­
tation of the PURPA standards during 1980. The Nebraska Public Power 
District had already held hearings on all the standards, while the 
Lincoln Electric System and Omaha Public Power District planned to 
hold hearings in 1980 and to reach a decision shortly thereafter. 
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Four of the gas utilities operating in Nebraska had put the advertis­
ing standard into effect. The Nebraska legislature had mandated 
policies regarding termination of service, which it believed to be 
essentially in compliance with PURPA, and all the reporting gas 
companies in Nebraska indicated that they were complying with the 
statute. However, two reported that they had put this standard into 
effect, two others reported having made a determination to adopt the 
standard, and another two reported that the consideration process 
had been started but not·yet completed. The two gas utilities that 
had not yet made a determination on the advertising standard planned 
to do so in early 1980. 

In conclusion, as of June 30, 1979, the termination of service 
standard had been put into effect for 43,000 of Nebraska's 390,000 
gas customers and the advertising standard for 235,000. None of 
Nebraska's 390,000 electric customers were covered by any PURPA 
standard. 

Nevada 

The Nevada PSC had not begun consideration of any of the PURPA 
standards for the four electric utilities and one gas utility under 
its authority. The PSC intended to consider the five regulatory 
standards during summer 1980 and to begin consideration of the six 
ratemakin~ standards in August 1980. Generic hearings were planned. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of Nevada's 280,000 electric 
customers or its 95,000 gas customers were covered by any of the 
PURPA standards. 

New Hampshire 

The New Hampshire PUC has regulatory jurisdiction over one electric 
and one gas utility. The termination of service standard had been 
put into effect by both utilities, following consideration procedures 
reported to meet PURPA requirements. The PUC planned to begin 
consideration of all the other standards in fall 1979. All discovery 
processes and data collections were to be completed by April 1980. 
The PUC planned to close hearings by August 1980 and deliver opinions 
on all the standards by the end of October 1980. 

In conclusion, as of June 30, 1979, all of New Hampshire's 280,000 
electric customers and 9,000 gas customers were covered by the 
termination of service standard. None were covered by.any of the 
other PURPA standards. 
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New Jersey 

The Board of Public Utilities of the New Jersey Department of Energy 
had not started consideration of any of the PURPA standards. It 
planned to establish a_generic procedure for consideration of the 
standards for the four electric and four gas utilities under its 
jurisdiction. In successive rate cases, the Board then planned to 
determine whether it would be appropriate to implement or adopt each 
standard. No specific time frame had been established. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of New Jersey's 2.7 million 
electric customers or its 1.8 million gas customers were covered 
by any PURPA standard. 

New Mexico 

The New Mexico PSC had made a determination to adopt the termination 
of service, and advertising standards for the six electric and one 
gas utility under its jurisdiction, and to adopt the information 
to consumers standard for the electric utilities. None of the 
utilities had put these standards into effect. The consideration 
procedures were reported to meet PURPA requirements. The other eight 
standards were being considered in generic hearings. The PSC had 
not established a time frame for completion of the hearings nor set 
a decision date. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of New Mexico's 460,000 electric 
customers or its 280,000 gas customers were covered by any PURPA 
standards. 

New York 

The New York PSC regulates .seven electric utilities and nine gas 
utilities, all investor~owned. The PSC reported that it would 
consider new rate designs for each company on a case-by-case basis 
and render decisions accordingly. 

In its only PURPA determinations since November 1978, the New York 
PSC had made determinations to implement the cost-of-service and time­
of-day rates standards for Consolidated Edison, and the utility had 
put the cost-of-service standard into effect. Prior to November 1978, 
two other utilities regulated by the PSC had put the cost-of-service 
and time-of-day rates standards into effect and four had put the 
seasonal rates standard into effect. The time-of-day rates standard 
put into effect, however, covered only commercial and industrial 
customers. 
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In addition, in actions taken prior to November 1978, the PSC 
reported that the master metering standard had been put into effect 
by all the electric utilities and the termination of service and 
advertising standards had been put into effect by all the electric 
and gas utilities, in accordance with PURPA requirements. However, 
the master metering standard put into effect covered only residential 
customers. The advertising standard had been put into effect with 
respect to political advertising only; but promotional advertising 
expenditures had been prohibited since 1973 for electric companies 
and since 1971 for gas companies. The PSC was reviewing the auto­
matic adjustment clauses standard and planned to initiate a rulemaking 
proceeding on the information to consumers standard in late 1979 or 
early 1980. 

In implementing the cost-of-service standard for three electric 
utilities, the PSC prescribed accounting cost and marginal cost 
methodologies for all three and a future cost methodology for two of 
the three. It required allocation of costs to major customer groups, 
identification of customer, demand, and energy cost components for 
all three, and identification of time-related cost differentials for 
two of the three. All three of the utilities used own-system load 
research data exclusively. 

Implementation of the seasonal rates standard for Orange and Rockland 
Utilities without implementation of the cost-of-service standard for 
the same utility raises question~:; aLout the quality of the mPt.hnnoloqy 
used to determine seasonal differentials in the costs of service.* 

The Power Authority of the State of New York, a nonregulated electric 
utility covered by PURPA, had not begun consideration of any of the 
standards, nor had it finalized a plan. 

In conclusion, as of June. 30, 1979, all of New York's 6.2 million 
electric customers and 4.0 million gas customers were covered by 
the termination of service and advertising standards. The master 
metering standard covered 89 percent of the electric customers; 
cost-of-service, 61 percent; seasonal rates, 60 percent; and 
time-of-day rates,. 2 percent. None were covered by the remaining 

. three standards. 

* See New York PSC.'.s .comments. in Section 4.3. 

~-·· 
/"' 
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North Carolina 

The North Carolina Utilities Commission (NCUC) had made a determina­
tion to implement all the ratemaking standards except time-of-day for 
the three electric utilities under its jurisdiction. These standards 
had not yet been put into effect. A generic hearing on the time-of­
day standard was scheduled for May 1980. 

The NCUC's determinations to implement the cost-of-service, declining 
block rates, and seasonal rates standards were made prior to November 
1978, and determinations to implement the i ntprrl)ptible r,atco and 
load management techniques standards were made after this period and 
before June 30, 1979. The consideration processes for the latter 
two standards were reported to have been ln compliance wit.h PURPA. 
requirements. 

A state statute prohibiting" the maRt.P.r metering of clactric llrHl ya.s 
services for any new residential c~stomers wnR enactQd September 1, 
1~79. In 1975, thP North Carolina legislaLuL~ also banned the use 
of automatic fuel cost adjustment clauses for electric utilities. 
Policy on information to consumers was expected to be reviewed during 
the May 1980 hearing. The NCUC had completed hearings on the termina­
tion of service and advertising standards and planned to issue an 
order in late 1979 or early 1980. 

In implementing the cost-of-service standard, the NCUC prescribed 
accounting and marginal cost methodologies and required: allocation 
of costs to major customer groups; identification of customer, 
demand, and energy cost components; and identification of time­
related cost differentials. One of the utilities used own-system 
load research data exclusively; the other two used a mixture of 
own-system and transferred data.* 

None of the nonregulated municipal utilities in North Carolina had 
begun the consideration process for any of the standards. Greenville 
Utilities Commission and Wilson Utili t.les Department planned to make 
a determination on the regulatory standards by November 1980 and on 
the ratemaking standards by November 1981. The Fayetteville Public 
Works Commission expected to complete consideration of the regulatory 
standards during 1980 and the ratemaking standards by late 1981. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of North Carolina's 1.8 million 
electric customers or 310,000 gas customers were covered by any of 
the PURPA standards. 

* See NCUC' s comments in Section .4.3 and. di.scussion of transferred 
data in Section 2.4.1 (p. 20). 
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North Dakota 

The North Dakota PSC, which regulates three electric and two gas 
utilities, had begun consideration of all the regulatory standards 
and expected to r~ach a decision in March 1980. Consideration of · 
the six ratemaking standards had not yet begun. Separate hearings 
for each of the covered electric utilities were planned for summer 
1981, and a final determination was expected by September 1981. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of North Dakota's 180,000 
electric customers or 80,000 gas customers were covered by any 
of the PURPA standards. 

Ohio 
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Since November 1978, the Ohio PUC had made a determination to 
implement the cost-of-service standard for six of the eight electric 
utilities under its authority. All other determinations on PURPA 
standards reported by the Ohio PUC represented actions taken before 
November 1978. In these actions, the PUC had made determinations 
to implement the declining-block rates, time-of-day rates, and load 
management techniques standards for all the regulated electric 
utilities, and to implement the interruptible rates standard for 
three. It had made determinations to iffiplement the seasonal rates 
standard for five of the eight and to reject it for the other 
three. The PUC reported that it would continue to investigate each 
standard's specific applicability to individual rate cases. 

The automatic adjustment clauses standard had been put into effect by 
all electric utilities and the advertising standard by all electric 
and gas utilities. Hearings were scheduled to begin on the remaining 
regulatory standards in December 1979. 

In making a determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, 
the Ohio PUC required allocation of costs to major customer groups 
and identification of customer, demand, and energy cost components. 
It prescribed only an accounting cost methodology and did not require 
identification of time-related cost differentials. The six utilities 
used a mixture of own-system and transferred load research data. 

Two nonregulated utilities operating in Ohio are subject to PURPA 
requirements. The South Central Power Company had not yet begun 
consideration of any of the standards and had not developed a time­
table for consideration. In actions taken prior to November 1978, 
the. Cleveland Division of Light & Power had put into effect the time­
of-day rates standard for some commercial and industrial customers, 

. the automatic adjustment clauses .standard for all <;::ustomerS!, and the 
termination of service standard for residential customers. It had 
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rejected the advertising standard. Consideration of the other 
standards had not yet begun, but hearings had been scheduled on 
interruptible rates and load management techniques standards. 

the 

The Ohio PUC made determinations to implement several other rate­
making standards for two utilities for which the cost-of-service 
standard had not been implemented, and the Cleveland Division of 
Light & Power put the time-of-day rates standard into effect without 
implementing the cost-of-service standard. Both actions raise 
questions about the quality of the methodologies employed to deter­
mine costs for rate-setting purposes and for cost/benefit analyses 
where required. 

In conclusion, as of June 30, 1979, over 97 percent of Ohio's 3.8 
million electric customers were covered by the automatic adjustment 
clauses and advertising standards, while only about 1 percent were 
covered by the termination of service and time-of-day standards. 
None were covered by the cost-of-service standard or any of the 
remaining six standards. All of Ohio's 2.6 million gas customers 
were covered by the advertising standard and none by the termination 
of service standard. 

Oklahoma 

The Oklahoma Corporation Commission (OCC) planned to review each 
of the ratemaking standards on a utility-by-utility basis as cases 
were filed by the four electric utilities under its authority. 
The Commission also regulates seven gas utilities. The Commission 
believed that it was in substantial compliance with the declining­
block and seasonal rates standards, but it was planning to review 
those standards in terms of the PURPA requirements regarding 
cost/benefit and cost-effectiveness. 

The Commission was updating rules on information to consumers and 
termination of service, and planned to adopt these standards after 
that process. The automatic adjustment clauses and advertising 
standards had been dictated by legislative action; nonetheless, 
the Commission planned to consider these statutes with respect 
to PURPA. CUrrent commission rules on master metering were also 
scheduled for review and possible update. 

Because none of the standards had been put into effect by the 
utilities as of June 30, ·1979, none of Oklahoma's 890,000 electric 
customers or its 720,000 gas customers were covered by any of the 
PURPA standards. 
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Oregon 

The Oregon PUC, which regulates four electric and three gas utili­
ties, had made no PURPA determinations since November· 1978. Prior 
to that time, the cost-of-service, declining-block, master metering, 
and advertising standards had been put into effect by all covered 
utilities and the time-of-day and seasonal rates standards by two 
of Oregon's electric utilities. The time-of-day rates standard, 
however, covered only a small number of commercial and industrial 
customers. The PUC planned to hold hearings on all the remaining 
standards in early 1980. No specific determination date had been set. 

In implementing the cost-of-service standard, the PUC prescribed 
future cost and marginal cost methodologies and did not-prescribe an 
accounting cost methodology. It required allocation of costs to major 
customer groups and identification of customer, demand, and e~ergy 
cost components and of time-related cost differentials. The four 
utilities used both own-system and transferred load research data. 

Nonregulated utilities in Oregon include four municipal utilities, 
one cooperative electric utility, and the Bonneville Power Admin­
istration (a federal agency). None of these utilities had made a 
determination regarding any of the PURPA standards. The Eugene Water 
& Electric Board had held hearings on all the standards but had not 
yet made determinations. Central Lincoln PUD had begun consideration 
and planned to start hearings on the standards in late 1979. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, all of the customers of Oregon's 
regulated electric utilities, or about 89 percent of the total 
1.0 million electric customers, were covered by the cost-of-service, 
declining-block rates, master metering, and advertising standards. 

Approximately the same number were covered by the seasonal rates 
standard, only a fraction of 1 percent by the time-of-day standard, 
and none by any of the five remaining standards. All of the 260,000 
gas customers were covered by the advertising standard, and none by 
the termination of service standard. 

Pennsylvania 

To ensure compliance with the requirements of PURPA, the Pennsylvania 
PUC had decided to review the standards in the course of rate relief 
cases brought by the eight electric utilities under its jurisdiction. 
In view of the frequency of rate reviews, the PUC foresaw no problem 
completing the consideration process within the PURPA time frame, 
especially since most standards had already been implemented for most 
utilities. Dates for generic hearings had not been set. 
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About three-fourths of all the determinations reported by the 
PUC represented actions taken before November 8, 1978. The cost­
of-service standard had been put into effect by six of the eight 
electric utilities and the declining-block rates, automatic adjust­
ment clauses,_information to consumers, and termination of service 
standards.by all eight. The latter two standards cover residential 
customers only. The time-of-day rates, interruptible rates, and load 
management techniques standards had been put into effect by seven of 
the eight, and seasonal rates and master metering by three, with 
varying levels of coverage. In addition, the termination of service 
standard had been put into effect by all 10 gas utilities under the 
PUC's jurisdiction. Only the advertising standard has not been put 
into effect by any utility. 

In implementing the cost-of-service stann~rd for six utilities, th~ 
~Uc prescribed an accounting cost methodology for all six and a 
future cost methodology for two. It required allocation of costs to 
major customer groups and identification of customer, demand, and 
energy cost components, but it did not require identification of 
time-related cost differentials. The six utilities used both own­
system and transferred load research data. 

Four ratemaking standards for one utility and the declining-block 
rates standard for another had been put into effect without a deter­
mination made to implement the cost-of-service standard. These 
actions raise questions about the quality of the methodologies used 
to determine costs for ratemaking purposes and for cost/benefit 
analyses. 

The Philadelphia Gas Commission regulates the Philadelphia Gas Works. 
It planned to complete consideration of the termination of service 
standard by November 30, 1979, and the advertising standard by 
November 1980. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979 the cost-of-service standard had been 
put into effect for 65 percent of Pennsylvania's 4.3 million electric 
customers. All were covered by the declining-block rates and auto­
matic adjustment clauses standards, 89 percent by the information 
to consumers and termination of service standards, about half by . 
seasonal rates and load management techniques, and just over one­
fourth by time-of-day rates and master metering. The termination of 
service standard also covered 71 percent of the 2.3 million gas 
customers. No customerR wP.~~ covered by the adveLLlslng standard. 

Puerto Rico 

There is no commission regulating utilities in Puerto Rico. 
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The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (formerly the Puerto Rico 
Water Resources Authority) a nonregulated utility supplying electric 
power to customers in Puerto Rico, had not begun consideration of any 
of the PURPA standards. Hearings on the ratemaking standards were 
tentatively scheduled to be held in 1981, with a final decision to be 
reached by November 1981. The Authority planned to complete all of 
the activities with respect to the regulatory standards by November 
1980. 

In brief,· as of June 30, 1979, none of Puerto Rico's 950,000 electric 
customers were covered by.any of the PURPA standards. Puerto Rico 
has no gas utilities covered by PURPA. 

Rhode Island 

The Rhode Island PUC regulates two covered electric utilities and 
one covered gas utility in the state. Consideration had not yet 
begun for any of the standards, but the PUC planned to complete the 
process by October 1981. Commission staff had not yet determined 
whether to consider some of the standards in generic hearings as 
opposed to utility-by-utility hearings. 

In short, as of June 3o, 1979 none of Rhode Island's 340,000 electric 
customers or 110,000 gas customers were covered by any of the PURPA 
standards. 

South Carolina 

The South Carolina PSC regulates three electric and four gas utili­
ties. About two-thirds of the PURPA determinations reported by the 
PSC represented actions taken prior to November 1978. Since 1971, 
the PSC has required the utilities to use cost-based rates. Over the 
period from December 1977 through May 1979, the PSC eliminated 
declining-block rates for all regulated electric utilities. Prior to 
1977, two of the three utilities (South Carolina Electric & Gas and 
Carolina Power & Light) were ordered to place seasonal rates in 
effect. South Carolina Electric and Gas Co. and Duke Power Co. were 
ordered in 1978 and 1979, respectively, to offer interruptible rates 
to industrial customers. In 1977, the PSC held a generic hearing to 
consider load management and time-of-day rates. As a result of this 
proceeding, the PSC required electric utilities to file annual load 
management reports. 

In January 1979, the PSC issued an order eliminating the automatic 
feature of the fuel adjustme_nt clause and providing that fuel compo­
nents in the rate base can be adjusted only after a public hearing. 
In January 1975, ··it ordered that ·electric utilities could not recover 
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advertising expenses from consumers. Gas utilities were required to 
show that any promotional advertising expenses recovered are fully 
reasonable and demonstrate a relationship between the expenses and 
benefits that accrue to the company and its customers. 

Although the PSC believed that it was in compliance with most of the 
PURPA standards, it planned to hold hearings to ensure its full 
compliance. Hearings were scheduled to begin on the regulatory 
standards in spring 1980, with a determination to be made by the 
summer. Hearings on the ratemaking standards would begin in early 
1980 and continue into spring 1981. These hearings would be held 
in conjunction with specific company rate cases. 

The PSC reported that its d~t~rminattons to implement the declining­
block rates standard for Duke Power Co. and to adopt the automat:i.r: 
adjustment clauses standard for all three electric utilities followed 
compliance with PURPA procedural requirements, but that its determina­
tion to implement the inter.r.npt-.iblE' rates;; standard for Dulce Power Co. 
omitted many required procedures (see Chapter 2, Exhibit 2.w). 

In its determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, the 
PSC required allocation of costs to major customer groups and identif­
ication of customer, demand, and energy cost components. However, it 
prescribed only the accounting cost methodology and did not require 
identification of time-related cost differentials. The three utili­
ties used both own-system and transferred load research data. 

The South Carolina Public Service Authority is a nqnregulated elec­
tric utility. It completed hearings on the regulatory standards by 
September 26, 1979. The authority expected to make a final determina­
tion by November 1979. Plans were being developed for holding 
hearings on the ratemaking standards. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, 79 percent of South Carolina's 
800,000 electric customers were covered by the cost-of-service 
standard; between 52 and 92 percent by the declining-block rates, 
seasonal rates, interruptible rates, automatic adjustment clauses, 
and advertising standards; and none were covered by any of the 
remaining five standards. None of South Carolina's 210,000 gas 
customers were covered by either applicable PURPA standard. 

South Dakota 

The South Dakota PUC has regulatory control over six electric and 
four gas utilities. All determinations reported for the PURPA 
standards represented actions taken prior to November 1978. The 
cost-of-service, declining-block rates, .and seasonal rates standards 
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had been put into effect by one of the electric utilities, North­
western Public Service. The information to consumers, termination of 
service, and advertising standards had been put into effect by all 
six, and the latter two by the four gas utilities as well. In 
addition, South Dakota state law required that the PUC accept auto­
matic adjustment clauses for gas and electric utilities. 

The first four ratemaking standards were scheduled to be considered 
in utility-specific hearings in 1980. The PUC planned to hold 
generic hearings on the load management and interruptible rates 
standards beginning in July 1980 and expected to complete the consid­
eration process by November 1981. 

Hearings on the master m~tering standard had been completed and a PUC 
determination was expected shortly after the time the report was 
filed. Althoug~ the information to consumers standard had already 
been put into effect, the PUC reported in its response to the draft 
summary that it is considering certain modifications, that hearings 
may be scheduled in early 1981, and a final determination made in 
November 1981 (see Section 4.3). 

Before the cost-of-service standard was put into effect by North­
western Public Service, the PUC prescribed both accounting and 
marginal cost methodologies and required allocation of costs to major 
custome~ g~oups and identification of customer, demand, and enerqy 
cost components •. However, it did not require identification of 
time-related cost differentials. The utility used both own-system 
and transferred load research data. 

In conclusion, as of June 30, 1979, all of South Dakota's · 
160,000 electric customers and 90,000 gas customers were covered by 
the termination of service and advertising standards. All of the 
electric customers were also covered by the information to consumers 
standard, and about one-third by the cost-of-service, declining-block 
rates, and seasonal rates standards put into effect by Northwestern 
Public Service. None were covered by any of the remaining three 
ratemaking standards or by the automatic adjustment clauses standard. 

Tennessee 

There are three regulatory authorities with jurisdiction in Tennessee: 
the Tennessee PSC, the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA), and the City 
Council of t.he Ci t.y of Memphis. 

The PSC, which regulates only one electric utility, had not yet 
begun consideration of any of the PURPA standards. The utility had 

·····proposed a-··rate··increase-; ·and -the PSC· planned to apply ·PURPA stan­
dards during the rate hearing, which was scheduled to begin by March 
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1980. The PSC also regulates two gas utilities covered by PURPA, 
and planned to consider the two applicable standards as these gas 
companies requested rate increases. If either gas utility does not 
seek a rate change, the PSC reported it would order public hearings 
to determine conformity no later than November 1980. 

TVA is a federal agency with regulatory control over 28 publicly and 
cooperatively owned electric utilities. Three operate in Alabama, 
one in Georgia, and the remaining 24 in Kentucky and Tennessee. In 
March 1979, generic hearings on the five regulatory standards were 
held in seven locations throuqhout TVA's jurisdiction. A proposed 
determination was scheduled to be published in the Federal Register 
on July 6, 1979, with a final determinat.ion t.o be made in September 
1979. Consideration of the ratemaking standards had not yet begun 
and dates had not yet been set for hearings; TVA procedures called 
for these dates to be published in the Federa:J. .:R~~gister as soon as 
they were set. 

The City Council of the City of Memphis regulates Memphis Light, Gas 
& Water Division with respect to its gas customers. TVA regulates 
the electric operations. The Council reported, in its response 
to the draft summary, that public hearings on the two applicable gas 
standards are scheduled for June 1980, and the city hopes, to,cqmplete 
and implement the standards by July 31, 1980 (see Section 4.3). 

TVA had also reported as a nonregulated electric utility. The PURPA 
implementation plan was the same as for the regulatory authority 
response. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, none of Tennessee's 1.7 million 
electric customers or its 340,000 gas customers were covered by 
any of the PURPA standards. 

J'e~a.!?. 

Three regulatory authorities have jurisdiction over utilities in the 
state of Texas: the Texas Railroad Commission regulates· 6 gas 
utilities, the Texas PUC regulates 14 electric companies, and the 
City of El Paso regulates 1 electric and 1 gas utility. 

The Texas Railroad Commission reported that it planned to begin 
hearings on a proposed rule regarding terminat'ion of service in May 
1980, and to issue a final decision by July 1980.* If approved, the 
rule would become effective 20 days after adoption. Public hearings 
on the advertising standards were held on July 17, 1979, and the 
Commission expected to announce its decision by December 1979. 

* See comments in response to draft summary in Section 4.3. 
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The Texas PUC planned to consider the PURPA ratemaking standards in 
utility-specific rate cases. All determinations reported for PURPA 
standards represent actions taken before November 1978. The PUC 
reported it believed that the generic rate design study completed in 
1978 complied with the intent of PURPA. Declining-block rates had 
been eliminated for all but three electric utilities (those for 
which a rate hearing had not been completed), and 8 of the state's 
14 electric utilities had instituted seasonal rates for their residen­
tial customers. 

PUC regulations had already prohibited the recovery of political, 
advertising costs, while allowing a utility to recover expenditures 
for advertisi.ng t.hnt. promotes conservation. The Commission felt that 
by this·action the advertising standard had been adopted for all 
14 utilities, and put into effect by them. 

State statute prohibited master metering in apartment houses. 
However, becaus·e the law made no mention of commercial establishments, 
the PUC believed that it was not in complete compliance with the 
standard. Automatic adjustment clauses were studied as part of the 
generic rate design study conducted in 1978; the PUC was continuing 
to study this standard. No hearing da~es had been scheduled for any 
of the regulatory ·standards. 

Because the PUC had not yet made a determination regarding thfil 
cost-of-service standard, the putting into effect of the declining­
block rates standard by 11 utilities and the seasonal rates standard 
by 8 utilities raises questions about the quality of the methodol­
ogies used to determine costs for ratemaking purposes. 

The City of El Paso had not begun consideration of any of the PURPA 
standards, and had made no final decisions on how to consider them. 
Their reported practice was to hold PURPA hearings during rate 
hearings as they are filed. 

Only four of the municipalities in Texas had filed PURPA reports; 
none of them had begun consideration of any of the standards. The 
cities of Aus.tin, Garland, and Lubbock planned to work togethe.r. 
toward complying with the PURPA requirements. Their first step would 
be to develop a manual outlining procedures for satisfying the PURPA 
requirements and clarifying and evaluating certain issues for the · 
utilities. None of the cities planned to begin consideration until 
this manual was completed, which was expected by early 1980. The 
cities expected to reach final decisions on all standards by 1981. 

Dates for hearings on the standards had not been set. The City of 
San Antonio planned to begin hearings on all standards by May 1980 
and to issue its decision on the ratemaking standards by November 
1981 and the regulatory standards by mid-October 1980. 
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In conclusion, as of June 30, 1979, 85 percent of the 4.3 million 
electric customers in Texas were covered by the advertising standard~ 
78 percent by the declining-block rates standard~ and 56 percent, 
mostly in the residential class, by the seasonal rates standard. 
None were covered by the cost-of-service standard or by any of the 
remaining four ratemaking or four regulatory standards. In addition, 
none of the 2.9 million gas customers in Texas were covered by 
either of the applicable standards. 

Utah 

In Utah, the PSC had decided to consider the PURPA standards as part 
of the general rate cases beginning in February 1980 for Utah Power & 
Light, Moon Lake Electric Association, and CP National Corporation. 
Since November 1978, a determination had been made to implement the 
cost-of-service standard for all three electric utilities, but none 
of the three had put it into effect. ~1e interruptibl~ rates stan­
dard had been'put into effect for some commercial and industrial 
customers of Utah Power & Light~ and a determination had been made to 
adopt the advertising standard for the same utility. 4The considera­
tion process for the cost-of-service standard was reported to be in 
compliance with PURPA requirements, but the consideration of the 
interruptible rates standard for Utah Power & Light omitted several 
required procedures (see Chapter 2, Exhibit 2.w). Hearings on the 
other ratemaking standards were expected to begin in late 1980. 

other determinations reported for PURPA standards represented actions 
taken before November 1978. The PSC had instituted a termination of 
service rule for the three electric util.i.t.i.es and the one gas utility 
in 1977. By PSC policy, no automatic adjustment clauses were in 
effect in the state. In addition, the information to consumers 
standard had been put into effect by Utah Power & Light and the PSC 
had made a determination to implement the load management techniq~es 
standard for the same utility. 

In its determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, the 
PSC required allocation of costs to major customer groups, but it did 
not prescribe any costing methodology, did not require identification 
of customer, demand, and energy cost components, and did not require 
identification of time-related cost differentials. The utilities 
were not required to provide any own-system or tranferred load 
research data. 

Although no formal orders had been issued for the information to 
consumers standard for the remaining two utilities, the PSC believed 
that the utilities' practices were in compliance wit~ PURPA require­
.ments. The PSC planned to review all the regulatory standards in 
utility-specific rate cases beginning in February 1980. 
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In summary, as of June 30, 1979, all of Utah's 480,000 electric 
customers were covered by the automatic adjustment clauses and 
termination of service standards, and all 340,000 gas customers were 
covered by the latter standard as well. No customers were covered by 
the cost-of-service standard or any other ratemaking standard except 
interruptible rates, which covered 2 percent. The information to 
consumers standard covered 74 percent of the electric customers. No 
customers were covered by either the master metering standard or the 
advertising standard. 

Vermont 

All implementations of PURPA standards reported by the Vermont Public 
Service Board (PSB) represented actions taken before November 1978. 
Cost-of-service, declining-block rates, and time-of-day rates stan­
dards had been put into effect by both of the electric utilities 
under the PSB's jurisdiction. Seasonal rates and the automatic 
adjustment clauses standards had been put into effect by the Central 
Vermont Public Service Company. Both utilities had put the termina­
tion of service standard into effect for residential customers and 
the advertising standard into effect for all customers -- a state 
statute prohibited the recovery of advertising expenses from 
consumers. The automatic adjustment clauses standard had also 
been put into effect by Central Vermont Public Service. 

In its determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, the 
PSB prescribed both accounting and marginal cost methodologies, and 
required: the allocation of costs to major customer groups; identi­
fication of customer, demand, and energy cost components; and the 
use of both own-system and transferred load research data. However, 
it did not require the identification of time-related cost differen­
tials. The PSB had not decided on a formal timetable for hearings or 
consideration of the remaining standards. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, all of Vermont's 156,000 customers of 
electric utilities covered by PURPA were covered by the cost-of­
service, declining-block rates, and advertising standards; 88 per­
cent by the termination of service standard; and 62 percent by the 
seasonal rates and automatic adjustment clauses standards. Less 
than 1 percent were covered by the time-of-day rates standard, 
(although a voluntary time-of-day rate was offered to all customers)* 
and none by the remaining two ratemaking and two regulatory standards. 
Vermont had no gas utilities covered by PURPA. 

* See the third and fifth comments in Vermont PSB's response to 
draft s~mary, Section 4.3. 



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 140 

Virginia 

The Virginia State _Corporation Commission had begun hearings on the 
ratemaking standards for Virginia Electric Power Co., but had not 
begun consideration of any of the other standards for the other five 
electric utilities under its authority. The Commission planned to 
hold separate hearings for each electric utility on each of the 
raternaking standards and to reach a determination by fall 1981. 

The Commission also regulates three gas utilities. Generic hearings 
for each regulatory standard were scheduled for 1980, and a determina­
tion scheduled to be made by the end of the year. 

The City_of Richmond's Department of Public Utilities, a nonregulated 
gas utility, had put the termination of service ~nd advertising 
standards into effect prior to the enactment of PURPA and believed 
that its consideration process compl1ed with tne requiremen~s ot ~he 
act. 

As of June 30, 1979, none of Virginia's 2.4 million electric 
customers were covered by any of the PURPA standards, while about 
17 percent of the 390,000 gas customers were covered by the term­
ination of service and advertising standards. 

Washington 

As of June 30, 1979, the Washington Utilities & Transportation 
Commission was holding a generic proceeding to consider all the PURPA 
standards for its three electric. utilities. The evidentiary hearing 
was expected to be concluded in early 1980. Standards for the four 
gas utilities were to be considered in an ongoing proceeding expected 
to be concluded in November 1980. 

Twelve nonregulated electric utilities operate in the SEate ot 
Washington. Nine are public utility districts and the remaining 
three are municipal authorities. The Seattle City Light Department 
reported putting the master metering standard into effect for its 
residential customers in an action taken before November 1978. With 
that one exception, none of the nonregulated utilities had begun 
consideration of any of the standards. All the utilities, however, 
expected to be in full compliance by the PURPA deadline. Clark 
County, Benton County, and the City of Tacoma planned hearings for 
the latter part of 1979. The other utilities planned to begin 
hearings sometime in 1980. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, none of Washington's 1.5 million 
electric customers or 540,000 gas customers were covered by any of 
the PURPA standards, except for the customers· ·of ·the Seaftle City·-· 
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Light Department, which had put the master metering standard into 
effect for its residential customers. By this action 17 percent· 
of the all electric customers in the state were covered. 

West Virginia 

The West Virginia PSC had held hearings on the termination of service 
standard for the five electric and four gas utilities under its 
authority. The PSC planned to consider the ratemaking standards on a 
utility-by-utility basis as rate cases were filed. If a particular 
utility had not filed a rate case by July 1, 1980, the PSC planned to 
initiate a proceeding for that utility. 

The PSC planned to consider all the regulatory standards, except the 
automatic adjustment clauses standard, in rulemaking proceedings 
scheduled to begin in early 1980 and conclude in fall 1980. The PSC 
reported that all covered utilities would be subject to these rule­
making procedures. The PSC's comments in response to the draft 
summary note that a state statute prohibits the use of an automatic 
adjustment clause. 

In short, as of June 30, 1979, none of West Virginia's 730,000 elec­
tric customers or its 350,000 gas customers were covered by any of 
the PURPA standards. 

Wisconsin 

The Wisconsin PSC believed that it had substantially complied with 
requirements of PURPA for the six electric and seven gas utilities 
under its jurisdiction through actions taken before November 1978 or, 
in several cases, started before November 1978 and completed since 
then. The cost-of-service, information to consumers, termination of 
service, and advertising standards had been put into effect by the 
six electric utilities and, where applicable, the seven gas utili­
ties. In addition, the PSC had made determinations to implement the 
declining-block rates and time-of-day rates standards for the six 
electric utilities. Four had put the declining-block rates stan­
dard into effect and four had put the time-of-day rates standard 
into effect, although the latter standard covered only about 8,000 
customers. A determination had been made to implement the load 
management techniques standard; the interruptible rates standard had 
been put into effect by four utilities; and the seasonal rates 
standard had been put into effect by three utilities and rejected for 
the other three. A final rule with respect to master metering was 
expected in November 1979. 
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The ratemaking standards and automatic adjustment clauses standard 
were to be reviewed on a utility-specific basis. Dockets were 
pending on interruptible rates for the two utilities that had not put 
the standard into effect. A date for reviewing the automatic adjust­
ment clauses standard had not been set. 

In its determination to implement the cost-of-service standard, the 
Wisconsin PSC prescribed the use of accounting, future, and marginal 
cost methodologies and required: allocation of costs to major 
customer groups; identification of customer, demand, and energy cost 
components; identification of time-related cost differentials; and 
use of both own-system and transferred load research data. 

In conclusion, as of June 30,.1979, all of Wisconsin's 1.5 million 
electric customers were covered by the cost-of-service, information 
to consumers, termination of service, and advertising standards; 
93 percent by the declining-block rates standard; 71 percent by the 
interruptible rates standard, and 0.5 percent by the time-of-day 
rates standard. None were covered by the remaining four standards. 

All of Wisconsin's 920,000 gas customers were covered by the termina­
tion of service and advertising standards. 

Wyoming 

The Wyoming PSC planned to hold PURPA hearings on the ratemaking 
standards concurrent with utility-specific filings for rate increases. 
All of the four covered electric utilities were expected to file in 
1980. The Black Hills Power & Light Company rate case, which was 
filed on October 28 1 1979 was to address the PURPA standards. 
The PSC also regulates four gas utilities. 

Generic rulemaking hearings had been held and final orders and rules 
promulgated on the master metering, information to consumers, and 
termination of service standards. The PSC has made a determination 
to adopt the latter two standards and rejected the master metering 
standard. Generic public hearings on the advertising and automatic 
adjustment clauses standards were scheduled for January 1980. 

In summary, as of June 30, 1979, none of Wyoming's 110,000 electric 
customers or its 100,000 gas customers were covered by any of the 
PURPA standards. 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOO 

AL 

AK 

Alabama PSC 

Tennessee Valley 
Authority 

Nonregulated 

Alaska PUC 

Nonregulated 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Alabama Power Co. (I) 

Alabama Gas Co. ( I) 
Mobile Gas Service (I) 

Decatur Electricity Dept. (P) 
Florence Electricity Dept. (P) 

· Huntsville Utilities (P) 

None 

City of Dothan [P) 

None 

Chugach Electric Assoc. (C) 

Alaska Gas & Se=vice Co. (I) 

None 

None 

Status Codes: 
o. Consideration process not begun. 
1. Hearing scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed. 
3. Hearing completed. 
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard. 
5. Official determination made to not adopt or implement standard. 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

7. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending. 
8. Standard put into effect by utility(ies). 
9. Standard put into effect and subsequently discontinued. 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

I 
p 

c 
F 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 0 0 0 

0 3 3 3 
0 3 3 3 
0 3 3 3 

0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 

Investor-owned 
Publicly owned 
Cooperative 
Federally owned 

0 

0 
0 

3 
3 
3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

3 
3 
3 

0 

0 

0 



Exhibit 4·.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility T:?pe Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT I.MT .MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

AZ Arizona Corporation 
Commission Electric Arizona Public Service Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 0 2 2 

Tuscan Electric Power Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 0 2 2 
CP National Corp. (I) N-:: data submitted 

Gas Arizona Public Service Co. (I) 2 2 
Southern Union Gas eo. (I) 2 2 
Southwest Gas Corp. (I) 2 2 

Nonregulated Electric Salt River Project Agricultura: 
Improvement & Power District (P) 0 0 0 0 0 I) 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas None 

AR Arkansas PSC Electric Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. (II 2 0 0 0· 0 2 0 0 2 0 
Arkansas Power & Light (I) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 
Southwestern Power Co. (I) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 
Ok:::.ahorna Gas & Electric Co. (It 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 
First Electric Cooperative (C) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 '2 0 

Gas Arkansas-Louisiana Gas eo. (I) 0 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co. (I) 0 
Arkansas Western Gas Co. ( I) 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'dl 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility cos DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

CA California PUC Electric CP National Corp. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 
Pacific Gas & E:..ectric Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 
Pacific Power & Light Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 
San Diego Gas & Electric Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 
Sierra Pacific Power Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 
Southern Califo=nia Edison co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8 

Gas CP National Corp. (I) 0 8 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co. (I) 0 8 
San Diego Gas & Electric Co. (I) 0 8 
Southern Califo=nia Gas Co. (I) 0 8 
Southwest Gas Corp. (I) 0 8 

Nonregulated Electric Anaheim Electric Division (P) 8 8 5 5 5 8 8 8 4 8 8 
Burbank Public Service (P) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
Glendale Public Service (P) 0 •) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Imperial Irriga~ion District (P) 3 .3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
L.A. Dept. of Water & Power (P) 8 :3 8 1 8 8 8 8 8 
Modesto Irrigation (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Palo Alto Elect=ic Utility (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pasadena Water & Power (]?) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Riverside Public Utilities (P) 1 1 1 1 1 1 
Sacramento Municipal Utility (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Santa Clara Electric Dept. (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Turlock Irrigation District (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vernon Municipal Light Co. (P) No Report Submitted 

Gas Long Beach Gas Department (P) 0 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for E~ch Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 
• 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility cos DB.R TOO SLR INT' LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

co Colorado PUC Electric Central Telephone & Utilities (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 0 2 0 
Public Service Co. of Colorad:> (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 2 4 
Colorado Springs Dept. of Public 
Utilities ( p) 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 0 2 4 

Gas Greeley Gas Co. ( I) 2 4 
Iowa Electric Light & Power ([) 2 4 
Kans~s-Nebraska Natural Gas ([) 2 0 
Northern Natural Gas ·eo. (I) 2 4 
Public Service Co. of Colorad·:> (I) 2 4 
Colorado Springs Dept. of Pub!l.ic 

"· 
Utilities (P) 2 4 

Nonregulated Electric Western Area Power 
Admir_istration (F) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

? Gas None 

. ,r CT Connecticut Division 
of Public Utility 
Control Electric Connecticut Light & Power Co. (I) 2 2 8 2 2 2 3 8 0 2 8 

Hartford Electric Light Co. (I )• 2 2 8 2 2 2 3 8 0 2 8 
United Illuminated Co. ( I) 0 0 8 2 2 2 3 8 0 2 8 

Gas Connecticut Light & Power Co. (I) 2 8 
Connecticut Natural Gas Corp. (I) 2 8 
Southern Connecticut Gas Co .• •: I) 2 8 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 
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Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility cos DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

DE Delaware PSC Electric Delmarva Power & Light eo. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Delmarva Power & Light eo. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

DC PSC of the District 
of Columbia Electric Potomac Electric Power Co. (I) 2 2 6 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 2 

Gas Washington Gas Light Co. (I) 8 2 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

FL Florida PSC Electric Florida Power Corp. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
Florida Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
Gulf Power Co. ( I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
Tampa Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
Gainesville/Alachua Board (P) 0 0 0 0. 0 .0 
Jacksonville Electric Authority ( p) 0 2 2 0 0 2 
Lakeland Dept. of Electricity (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Orlando Utilities Commission (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
City of Tallahasee. (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Clay Electric Cooperative (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lee County Electric Cooperative (c) 0 0 0 0 0 ·0 

Gas City Gas Co. of Florida (I) 0 8 
Florida Gas Co. (I) 0 8 
People's Gas System (I) 0 8 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (c:mt'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility T}·pe Utility COS DBR TOO SLR Il\T LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

FL Nonregulated Electric Gainesville/Alachua Board (P) 0 0 0 0 0 
Jacksonville Electric Authority (P) 0 0 0 8 0 
Lakeland Dept. of Electricity (P) 0 0 0 0 0 
Orlando Utilities Comm. (P) 0 0 0 0 0 
City of Tallahasee (P) 0 8 0 0 0 
Clay Electric Cooperative (P) 0 0 0 0 0 
Lee County Electric Cooperative (P) 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas !None 

GA Georgia PSC Electric Georgia Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Savannah Electric & Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Atlanta Gas Light Co. (I) 0 0 
Chattanooga Gas Co. (I) 0 0 
Gas Light Co. of Columbus (I) 0 0 

. - l: J ~- .... } ; .... United Cities Gas Co. (I) 0 0 ...... -~, 

Tennessee Valley 
Authority Electric North Georgia Electric 

Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3• 3 3 

:;as None 

Nonregulated Electric Flint Electric Membership 
Corp. {C) 1 1 1 1 
Jackson Electric Membership 
Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Albany Water, Gas & Light 
Commission (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

,:;as None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility CCS DBR TOO SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

HI Hawaii PSC Electric Hawaiian Electric Co. (I) 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas None 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

ID Idaho.PSC. Electric Idaho Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 
Pacific Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 
Utah Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 
Washington Water Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 

Gas Intermountain Gas Co. ( I) 2 2 
Washington Water Power (I) 2 2 

Nonregulated Electric None ,- -·. 't... 1 ~ , i:1 :1,;- T ) •' 
Gas None 

IL Illinois Commerce Electric Central Ill inc-is Light eo. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Commission Central Illincis Public Service (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Commonwealth Edison Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Illinois Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Interstate Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Union Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

, . 



Exhibit 4 .b Status of Consideration P:r:ocess fo·r Each Utility Covered by PURPA (con-=' d) 

S-=andard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type utility CJS DBR TOO SLR IN'I IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

IL Illinois Commerce 
Commission Gas Central Illinois Light eo. (I) 0 0 

Central Illinois Public Service (I) 0 0 
Illinois Power Co. (I) 0 0 
Interstate Power Co. (I) 0 0 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 0 0 
North Shore Gas Co. (I) 0 0 
Horthern Illinois Gas Co. (I: 0 0 
People's Gas, Light & Coke (!) 0 0 
United Cities Gas Co. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated Electri=: Springfield Water Light & PoYer (P) 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas None 
..... ~ r t r ~ ; ~ • . '. 

IN Indiana PSC Electric Indiana & Michigan Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
Indianapolis Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
~orthern Indiana Public SerVice (I) (D 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
.Public Service Co. of Indiana (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric (I) «l 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 
Richmond Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 

Gas Indiana Gas Co. (I) 3 3 
Kokomo Gas & Fuel (I) 3 3 
Northern Indiana Public Service (I} 3 3 
Southern Indiana Gas & Electr~c (I) 3 3 
Terre Haute Gas Corp. (I) 3 3 
Citizens' Gas & Coke Utility ( r:- 3 3 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

~ 
lJl 
0 



Exhibit 4~b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA 

State Regulatory Authurity Utility Type Utility 

IA Iowa State Commerce 
Commission Electric Iowa Electric Light & Power (I) 

Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 
Iowa Power & Light Co. (I) 
Interstate Power Co. (I) 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co. (I) 
Union Electric Co. (I) 

Gas Interstate Power Co. (I) 
Iowa Electric Light & Power (I) 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 
Iowa Power & Light Co. (I) 
Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co. (I) 

.. Minnesota Gas Co. (I) 
North Central Pu~lic Service (I) 
People's Natural gas Division of 
Northern Natural Gas (I) 

Nonregulated Electric Muscatine Power .s, Light (P) 

Gas None 

KS Kansas State Corporation 
Commission Electric Central Telephone & Utilities (I) 

Empire District Electric Co. (I) 
Kansas City Power & Light Co. (I) 
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. (I) 
Kansas Power & Light eo. (I) 
Southwestern Public Service (I) 

(cont'd) 

Standard 

COS DBR TOD 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 

2 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 2 2 

SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 
0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8 

8 8 
8 8 
8 8 
8 8 
8 8 
8 8 
8 8 
8 8 

8 8 

0 0 0 8 0 0 8 0 

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 

1-' 
lJI 
1-' 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Eac::t Utility Covered by p:JF.PA ( cont' d) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility· Type Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

KS Kansas State Corpora-
tion Commission Gas Anadarko Production Co. (I) 2 2 

Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (:) 2 2 
Gas Service Co. (I) 2 2 
Greeley Gas Co. ( I) 2 2 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas U) 2 2 
Kansas Power & Light Co. ( I) 2 2 
Northern Natural Gas (I) 2 2 
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline ( l) 2 2 
Union Gas System (I) 2 2 

Nonregulated Electric :Kansas City Board of 
Public Utilities (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Kone 

KY Kentucky ERC Electric Kentucky Power Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 
Kentucky Utilities Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 
Louisville Gas & Electric (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 
Union Light, Heat & Power (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 
Green River Electric Corp. (C) .2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 
Henderson Union RECC (c) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 8 0 8 3 

Gas ~lurnbia Gas of Kentucky (I) 8 3 
Equitable Gas Co. (I) 8 3 
I:1land Gas Co. (I) 8 3 
L:>Uisville· Gas & Electric (I) 8 3 
U:lion Light, Heat & Power (I) 8 3 
Western Kentucky Gas Co. (I) 8 3 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility 

LA ·Louisiana PSC Electric Central Louisiana Electric (I) 
Louisiana Power & Light (I) 
Southwestern Electric Power (I) 
Gulf State Utilities Co. ( I) 
Arkansas Power & Light (I) 

Gas Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (I) 
Louisiana Gas Service Co. (I) 
Entex, Inc. (I) 

City of New Orleans, 
Deparbment of Public 
Utilities Electric New Orleans·Public Service (I) 

Louisiana Power & Light Co. ( I) 

Gas New Orleans Public Service (I) 

Nonregulated Electric Southwest Louisiana Electric 
Membership Corp. (C) 
Lafayette Utiiities System (P) 

Gas None 

ME lllaine Public Utilities 
Commission Electric Bangor Hydro-Electric Co. (I) 

Central Maine Power Co. (I) 
Public Service co. of New 
Hampshire (I) 

Gas None 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

* Lafayette Utilities System's report was received March 3, 1980. 

(cont'd) 

StC!ndard 

COS DBR TOO SLR !NT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4 
.o 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4 
0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4 
0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4 
No Data Submitted 

2 4 
2 4 
2 4 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 8 8 
Report Submitted too Late to be Included* 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4 
0 4 2 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4 

...... 
U1 
w 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatocy Authority Utility Type Ut.ility COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

MD Maryland PSC Electric Baltimore Gas & Electric (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 
Delmarva Power & Light eo. (I) 2 ·2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 
Potomac Edison Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 2 
Potomac Electric Power (I) 2 2 2 2 2 •2 0 0 0 0 2 
Southern Maryland Electric (C) 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 

Gas Baltimore Gas & Electric (I) 0 2 
Washington .. Gas Light Co. (I) 0 2 

Nonregulated Electric None 

.• Gas None 

MA Massachusetts.Department 
of Public 
Utilities Electric Boston Edison (I) 2 2 2 2 2 '0 0 0 0 8 0 

Brockton Edison (I) 0 (I 0 0 0 '0 0 0 0 8 0 
Cambridge Electric Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 tO 0 0 0 8 0 
Fall River Electric Light Co. (I) 0 (o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 
Massachusetts Electric Co. (I) 2 :2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 8 0 
Ne·.r Bedford Gas & Edison Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 
Western Massachusetts Electric (I) 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 8 0 

Gas Bay State Gas Co. (I) 8 0 
Boston Gas Co. (I) 8 0 
Lowell Gas eo. (I) . 8 0 
New Bedford Gas & Edison (I) 8 0 
Commonwealth Gas co. (I) 8 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type • Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INTLMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

MI Michigan PSC Electric Consumers Power Co. (I) 2 ·2 2 0 2 3 8 8 0 2 2 
Detroit Edison Co. (I) 2 2 2 0 2 3 8 8 0 2 2 
Indiana & Michigan Electric (I) 2 2 2 0 2 3 0 8 0 2 2 
Lake Superior District Power (I) 2 2 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 2 
Upper Penninsula Power (I) 2 2 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 2 
Wisconsin Electric Power (I) 2 2 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 2 
Wisconsin Public Service (I) 2 2 2 0 0 3 0 0 0 2 2 

Gas Consumers.Power Co. ( I) 2 2 
Mi.chigan Consolidated GAs (I) 2 2 
Michigan Gas Utilities (I) 2 2 
Michigan Power Co. (I) 2 2 
Southeast.ern l'lichigan Gas (I) 2 2 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp. (I) 2 2 

\ .. ( _llr ' ! " 
,... 

Nonregulated 
.. ) 

Electric Lansing Board' of Water & Light ( P) 8 5 8 8 2 8 8 0 2 8 0 

Gas None 

MN Minnesota Department 
of Public Service Electric Northern States Power (I) 8 8 8 8 8 0 0 8 8 3 8 

Interstate Po«er Co. (I) 0 0 o. 0 0 0 0 8 8 3 8 
otter Tail P~er Co. (I) 0 8 8 8 8 8 0 8 8 3 8 
Minnesota Power & Light (I) 8 8 5 9 8 0 0 8 8 3 8 

Gas Greeley Gas Co. (I) 3 0 
Inter City Gas Ltd. (I) 3 0 
Interstate Pcwer (I) 3 0 
Iowa Electric Light & Power (I) 3 0 
Minnesota.Gas Co~ (I) 3 8 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 3 0 
North Central Public Service (I) 3 0 
Northern States Power (I) 3 0 

1-' 
Ul 
Ul 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (ccnt'd) 

State 

MN 

MS 

MO 

Regulatory Authority 

Minnesota Department 
of Public Service 

Nonregulated 

Mississippi PSC 

Nonregulated 

Missouri PSC 

Utility Type 

Gas {cont'd) 

Electric 

Gas 

Utility 

Peoples Natural Gas Division of 
Northern Natural Gas (I) 

None 

Peoples Natural Gas Divison of 
::.Torthern Natural Gas (I) 

No Report Submitted 

Electric Southern Pine Electric Power 
Assoc. (C) 

Singing River Electric Power 
Assoc. (C) 

Gas Hone 

Electric Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. (I) 
Empire District Electric (I) 
F~nsas City Power & Light (I) 
Missouri Edison Co. (I) 
l-'".d.ssouri Power & Light (I) 
~.i.ssour i Public Service (I) 
~~ssouri Utilities eo. (I) 
st. Joseph Light & Power (I) 
Union Electric Co. (I) 

Gas Gas Service Co. (I) 
laclede Gas Co. (I) 
Peoples Natural Gas Division 
of Northern Natural Gas (I) 
Missouri Public Service Co.(I) 

Standard 

COS.DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

3 0 

0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 

0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 8 8 8 

a 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
Qi 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0 
3 3 3 3 3 0 0 2 2 2 0 

2 0 
2 0 

2 0 
2 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility· COS DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

. -
Nonregulated Electric Independence Power.& Light (P) 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 

Springfield City Utilities ( P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Springfield City Utilities ( P) 0 0 

MT Montana PSC Electric Black Hills Power & Light.(I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Montana Power co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Pacific Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Washington Water Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 0 
Montana Power Co. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated El~ctric None . 
Gas Non~ 

NB None Electric None 

Gas None 

Nonregulated Electric Lincoln Electric System (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nebraska Publi·::: Power Dist. (P) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 
Qnaha Public Power (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Iowa Public SelrVice Co. (I) 8 8 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas (I) 4 8 
Minnesota Gas Co. (I) 4 8 
Northwestern Public Service (I) 8 8 
Peoples Natural Gas Division of 
Northern Natural Gas (I) 2 0 
Metropolitan utility District 
of Omaha (P) 2 2 
Gas Service Co (I) No Report Submitted ... . . 
Iowa Electric Light & Power (I) No Report Submitted 

...... 
Ul 
-..J 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA ( c·::mt' d) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Tj[pe Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

NV Nevada PSC Electric CP National Corp. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Idaho Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nevada Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Sierra Pacific Power co. ( I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Southwest Gas Corp. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

NH New Hampshire PUC Electric Public Service Co. of New 
Hampshire (I) 2 2 0 0 0 8 2 

Gas Bay State Gas co.· (I) 8 2 

Nonregulated Electric None - r- ·~ - ~ l' J ...... '""'1" ... ~ .. "' .:· ..) li .) ,_ d 

' 
..... 4 . ~ ") 

Gas None 

NJ New Jersey Department 
of Energy·: Board of Electric Atlantic City Electric Co. ( :) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Public Utilities Jersey Central Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Public Service Electric & Gas -(I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Rockland Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Elizabethtown Gas Co. (I) 0 0 
Mew Jersey Natural Gas Co. ( 1) 0 0 
Public Service Electric & Gas (I) 0 0 
South Jersey Gas eo. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated Electric Non~ 

Gas None 

·~' 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd.) 

Standard 

State Regul_ato.~ _}\uthori ty f!tilit~ Type Utility_ cos DBR TOO SLR INT I.MT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

NM New Mexico PSC Electric Community Public Service (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 
El Paso Electric Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 
New Mexico Electric Service (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 
Public Service ·Co. of New 
Mexico (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 
Southwestern Public Service (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 

Gas Gas Co. of New Mexico (I) 4 4 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

NY New York PSC Electric Central Hudson Gas & Electric (I) 8 0 8 8 0 2 8 3 0 8 8 
Consolidated Edison Co. of 
New York (I) 8 0 4 8 0 2 8 3 0 8 8 
Long Island Lighting Co. (I) 8 0 8 8 0 2 8 3 0 8 8 - ':-.,,, __ , r: 

~- ' New York State Electric & Gas (I) 2 1 2 0 2 8 3 0 8 8 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. (I) 2 1 2 2 8 3 0 8 8 
Orange & Rockl3.nd Utilities (I) 2 2 8 1 2 8 3 0 8 8 
Rochester Gas s Electric (I) 2 2 0 2 8 3 0 8 8 

Gas Brooklyn Union. Gas Co. (I) 8 8 
Columbia Gas of New York (I) 8 8 
Consolidated Edison Co. of 
New York (I) 8 8 
Long Is land Lighting Co. (I) 8 8 
National Fuel Gas Distribution 
Corp. (I) 8 8 
New York State Electric & Gas (I) 8 8 
Niagara Mohawk Power (I) 8 8 
orange & Rockland Utilities (I) 8 8 
Rochester Gas & Electric (I) 8 8 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Pro•:::ess for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

NY Nonregulated Electric Power Authority of the State of 
New York ( P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas None 

NC North Carolina Utilities 
Commission Electric Carolina Power & Light Co. (I) 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 0 3 3 

Duke Power .Co. (I) 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 0 3 3 
'lirginia Electric & Power (II 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 0 3 3 

Gas North Carlina Natural Gas (I.' 3 3 
Piedmont Natural Gas Co. (I) 3 3 
Public Service Co., Inc. (I) 3 3 
United Cities Gas Co. (I) 3 3 

Nonregulated Electric Fayetteville Public Works 
, 9::>Inr~ission,, (P)_ • 1 1 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '- 0 
Greenville Utilities Comm. (F) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~ilson Utilities Dept. ( p) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Rocky Mount Public 
utilities (P) No Report Submitted 

Gas None 

NO North Dakota PSC Electric Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 
Northern States Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 
~ter Tail Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 

Gas Montana Dakota Utilities (I) 2 ·2 
Northern States Power Co. (I) 2 2 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

OH Ohio PUC Electric 

Gas 

Nonregulated Elect:dc 

Gas 

OK Oklahoma Corp. 
Commission Electric 

Cincinnati Gas & Electric (I) 4 
Cleveland Electric Illuminating (I) 0 
Columbus & Southern Ohio 
Electric Co. ( I) 4 
Dayton Power & Light Co. (I) 4 
Monongahela Power Co. (I) 4 
Ohio Edison (I) 4 
Ohio Power Co. (I) 0 
Toledo Edison Co. (I) 4 

Cincinnati Gas & Electric (I) 
Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc. (I) 
Dayton Power & Light Co. (I) 
East Ohio Gas Co. (I) 
National Gas & Oil Co. (I) 
West Ohio Gas Cd. (I) 

~: _'t .• : ; ' 
1
'. ~ b ~ 

Cleveland, Division of Light 
& Power (P.) 
South Central Power co. (C) 

None 

Empire District Electric (I) 
Oklahoma Gas & Electric (I) 
Public Service Co. of 
Oklahoma (I) 
Southwestern Pu~lic Service (I) 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

n 

4 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

0 
0 

0 
I) 

0 
0 

4 4 
4 4 

4 4 
4 4 
4* 4 
4* 4 
4* 4 
4 4 

8 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

3 
4 

4 
3 
0 
3 
4 
1 

2 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

4 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 

2 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

8 
8 

1 8 
1 8 
1 8 
1 8 

8 
1 8 

0 8 
0 0 

3 3 
3 3 

3 3 
3 3 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
1 

8 
8 

8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

L B ... 

8 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

5 
0 

3 
3 

3 
3 

* Status should be shown as a 5, but the error was discovered too late for revision of exhibits and analysis. The three 
changes involved would not substantially alter the analysis or conclusions reached in this report. 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Pro·:::ess for Each Utility Covered by PURPA {cont'd) 

State 

OK 

OR 

'' ,. 

Regulatory Authority 

Oklahoma Corp. 
Commission 

'· 

Nonregulated 
.·' 

Public utility 
Commission of 
Oregon 

Nonregulated 

Utility Type 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Electri·:: 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Utility 

Arkansas-Louisiana Gas {I) 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas (I) 
Gas Service Co. {I) 
Lone Star Gas {I) 
~klahoma Natural Gas {I) 
Southern Union Gas co. {I) 
Jnion Gas Systems {I) 

None 

None 

CP National Corp. {I) 
Idaho Power Co. {I) 
Pacific Power Light Co. {I) 
Portland General Electric {I) 

CP National Corp. {I) 
Cascade Natural Gas Corp. {I) 
.~rthwest Natural Gas eo. (I}-

Oentral Lincoln PUD {P) 
Clatskanie POD {P) 
Eugene Water & Electric Board (P) 
Springfield Utilities Board { P] 

umatilla Electric Cooperative CC) 
S.:>nneville Power Administratio:>n (F) 

None 

Standard 

COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

B B 0 0 0 
8 8 0 0 0 
8 8 8 8 0 
8 8 8 8 0 

.2 2 2 2 2 
0 0 0 0 0 
3 3 3 3 3 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
1 1 1 

0 B 0 
0 8 0 
0 8 0 
0 8 0 

2 2 2 
0 0 0 
3 3 3 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

. 1 0 0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 
2 
2 

2 
2 
2 

2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

8 
8 
8 
8 

8 
8 
8 

2 
'0 
3 
0 
0 
0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

State 

PA 

Regulatory Authority 

Pennsylvania PUC 

Philadelphia Gas 
Commission 

Nonregulated 

utility Type 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas 

Utility 

Dusquesne Light Co. Gas (I) 
Metropolitan Edison Co. (I) 
Pennsylvania Electric Co. (I) 
Pennsylvania Power Co. (I) 
Pennsylvania Power & Light (I) 
Philadelphia Electric Co. (I) 
UGI-Luzerne Electric Div. (I) 
West Pennsylvania Power (I) 

Carnegie Natural Gas Co. (I) 
Columbia Gas of Penn., Inc. (I) 
Equitable Gas Co. (I) 
National Fuel Gas Distribution 
North Pennsylvania Gas Co. (I) 
Pennsylvania Fuel Gas Inc. (I) 
Pennsylvania Gas & Water (I) 
People's Natural Gas Co. (I) 
Philadelphia Electric Co. (I) 
T.W. Phillips Gas & Oil (I) 
UGI Corp. (I) 

None. 

Philadelphia Gas Works (P) 

None 

None 

Standard 

COS DBR TOO SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 
8 8 8 5 8 8 8 8 8 8 
8 8 8 5 8 8 0 8 8 8 
0 8 0 0 0 0 3 8 8 8 1 
8: 8 8 8 8 8 2 8 8 8 1 
8 8 8 0 8 8 2 8 8 8 1 
l 8 8 3 8 8 3 8 8 8 

8 1 
8 
8 

(I) 8 
8 
8 
8 1 
8 
8 
8 1 
8 1 

3 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration P=ocess for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT I.MT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

PR None Electric };one 

Gas None 

Nonregulated Electric Fuerto Rico Water Resources 
lruthority ( p) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas None 

RI Rhode Island PUC Electric Blackstone Valley Electric (I) J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Narragansett Electric (I) ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Providence Gas Co. (I) 0 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

sc South Carolina PSC Electric Carolina Power & Light Co. (I) 8 8 0 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 8 
Duke Power Co. (I) 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 8 0 0 8 
South Carolina Electric & Gas en 8 8 0 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 8 

Gas Carolina Pipeline Co. (I) 0 0 
Piedmont Natural Gas Co. ( I) 0 0 
South carolina Electric & Gas (I) 0 0 
United Cities Gas Co. (I) 0 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

sc Nonregulated Electric South Carolina Public Service 
Authority (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2 

Gas None 

so South Dakota PUC Electric Black. Hills Pcwer & Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 8 8 8 
Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 8 8 8 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 2 2 0 0 0 3 0 8 8 8 
Northern States Power Co. (I) 3 3 2 3 3 3 3 0 8 8 8 
Northwestern Public Service (I) 8 8 2 8 0 0 3 0 8 8 8 
Otter Tail Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 8 8 8 

Gas Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 8 8 
Minnesota Gas Co. (I) 8 8 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 8 8 
Northwestern Public Service (I) 8 8 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

'I'N Tennessee PSC Electric Kingsport Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Chattanooga Gas Co. (I) 0 0 
Nashville Gas Co. (I) 0 0 
United Cities Gas Oo· (I) 0 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration. Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority· Utility ?ype Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT I.MT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

TN 'Tennessee Valley 
Authority Electric Bristol Electric Co. ( p) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 

Chattanooga Electric Power (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Clarksville Dept of Energy (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Cleveland Utilities (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Greenville Light & Power (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Jackson Utility Division (P) () 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Johnson City Power Board (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Knoxville utilities Board (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Memphis Light, Gas & Water (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Nashville Electric Service (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Applachian Electric Coop. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Cumberland Electric Membership (c) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Duck River Electric Membership (c) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Four County Elec·tric Power Assc. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Gibson County Electric 
.Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Meriwether Lewis Electric (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Middle Tennessee Electric 
Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Pennyrile Rural Electric 
Cooperative (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Southwest Tennessee Electric 
Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Tri-County Electric Membership {c) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Upper Cumberland Electric (c) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
'lolunteer Electric Coop. (c) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
Warren Rural Electric Coop. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 
West Kentucky Rural Electric 
Cooperative (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA {cont'd) 

State Regulatory Authority 

City Council of the 
City of Memphis 

Nonregulated 

TX Texas Railroad 
Commission 

Utility Type 

Electric 

Gas 

Electric 

Gas· 

Electric 
Gas 

Utility 

None 

Memphis Light, Gas & Water {P) 

Tennessee Valley Authority {F) 

None 

None 
Arkansas Louisi~na Gas Co. {I) 
Entex, Inc. (I) 
Lone Star Gas Co. {I) 
People's Natural Gas Division of 
Northern Natural Gas {I) 
Pioneer Natural Gas {I) 
Southern Union Gas Co. {I) 
Anadarko Gas Co. {I) 

Standard 

COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

No data submitted 

3 3 3 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

3 

3 
3 
3 

3 
3 
3 

3 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOO SLR INT I.MT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

Texas PUC Electric Central Power & Light Co. (I) 0 8 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Community Public Service Co. (I:· 0 8 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Dallas Power & Light Co. (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
E~ Paso Electric Co. (I) 0 8 2 8 2 {) 0 2 0 0 8 
Gulf States Utilities (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Houston Lighting & Power (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Scuthwestern Elec.tric Power (I) 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Southwestern Electric Service (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Southwestern Public Service (I) . 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Texas Electric Service Co. ( I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Texas Power & Light Co. (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
West Texas Utilities Co. ( I) 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Lower Colorado River Authority ·( p) q 8 2 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 
Pedernales Electric Coop. (C) (o 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8 

Gas None 

City of El Paso Electric El Paso Electric Co. 
(in E~ Paso) (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas S·:>uthern Union Gas Co. ( I) 0 0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by. PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utiiity cos DBR TOO SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

TX Nonregulated Electric Austin Electric Dr pt. (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Lubbock Power & Light (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
San Antonio Public Service 
Board (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Garland Electric Dept. ( P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Texas Power & Light 
(in Garland) (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Gas Lone Star Gas 
(in Garland) (I) 0 0 
San Antonio Public Service 
Board (P) 0 0 

UT Utah PSC Electric CP National Corp. (I) 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 0 
utah Power & Light Co. (I) 4 0 2 2 8 4 2 8 8 8 4 
Moon Lake Electric Assoc. (C) 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 8 0. 

Gas Mountain Fuel Supply Co. (I) 8 0 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 

VT Vermont PSB Electric Central V~rmont P~blic Service (I) 8 8 8 8 0 0 0 8 0 8 8·. 
Green Mountain Power Corp. (I) 8 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 

Gas None 

Nonregulated Electric None 

Gas None 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility 

VA Virginia State Corpora- -
tion Commission Electric Virginia. Electric & Power (I) 

Appalachian Power eo. (I) 
Potomac Edison (I) 
01 d Dominion Power Co. (I) 
Delmarva Power & Light ( I ) 
Potomac Electric-Power (I) 

f.'J - .~ 

Gas Columbia Gas of V~rginia (I) 
Virginia Electric· & Power (I) 
Washington Gas Light Co. (I) 

Nonregulated Electric None 
' ' Gas Ci -:y of Richmond, Department 

of Public Utilities (P) 

WA Washington Utilities & 

Transportation Electric Pa•:::ific Power & Light Co. (I) 
Commission Puget Sou!td Power-~& Light (I) 

Wa:;hington' Water"':Power Co. (I) 

Gas ca :;cade Na-tural ~s Corp. (I) 
Northwest :~a tural, Gas Co. (I) 
Wa:;hingto~ Natura~ Gas eo. (I) 
washington Water Power co. (I) 

(cont'd) 

Standard 

COS DBR TOO 

1 1 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

2 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 2 2 

SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 
2 2 2 2 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

2 z 
2 2 
2 2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

8 

2 
2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

8 

2 
2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

...... 
-..J 
0 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility 

WA Nonregulated Electric Port Angeles Light & Water 
Department (P) 
PUD #1 of Benton County (P) 
PUD #1 of Chelan County (P) 
PUD #1 of Clark County (P) 
PUD #1 of Cowlitz C()unty .(p). 
PUD #1 of Franklin County (P) 
PUD #1 of Grant County (P) 
PUD #1 of Grays Harbor County (P) 
PUD #1 of Lewis County ( P) 
PUD #1 of Snohomish County ( P) 
Seattle City Lignt Dept. ( p) 
Tacoma Public Utilities (P) 

Gas None 

wv West Virginia PSC Electric Appalachian Power co. (I>:.: 
Mononghela Power Co. (I) 
Potomac Edison C.:>. (I) 
Virginia Electric & Power (I) 
Wheeling Electric Co. (I) 

Gas cabot Corp. Utility Div. (I) 
Columbia Gas of West Virginia (I) 
Consolidated Gas Supply CO 
Equitable Gas eo·. c I> 

Nonregulated Electric None 
-

Gas None 

(cont'd) 

Standard 

COS DBR TOO 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

1 1 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

2 2 2 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS 

0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
1 1 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

·0 0 0 ·0 
0 0 0 8 
0 0 0 0 

2 2 2 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
1 1 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
·o 

3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

3 
3 
3 
3 

0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

...... ....., 

...... 



Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process fer Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd) 

Standard 

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility C::>S DBR TOO 

WI Wisconsin PSC Electric Lake Superior District Power (I) 9 8 4 
Madison Gas & Electric (I) 9 4 8 
Northern States Power Co. (I) 9 4 8 
~sconsin Electric Power (I) 3 8 8 
Wisconsin Power & Light Co. < r:• a 8 8 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp._(!) :3 8 4 

Gas M:idison Gas· & Electric (I) 
Nbrthern States Power Co. (I) 
Wisconsin Fuel & Light Co. (I) 
Wisconsin Gas Co. (I) 
Wisconsin Natural Gas Co. ( I) 
Wisconsin Power & Light (I) 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp. (I) 

Nonregulated Eil..ectric N•:>ne 

Gas N·:>ne 

WY Wyoming PSC Electric Black Hills Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) ID 0 0 
Pacific Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 
U~ah Power & Light ·co. ( I) 0 0 0 

Gas Cheyenne Light, Fuel & Power ( l) 

Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas (I) 
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 
Mountain Fuel Supply (I) 

Nonregulated E:.ectric None 

Gas None 

SLR IN'.£' I.MT MM AAC ITC TOS 

5 2 .4 2 0 8 8 
8 8 4 2 0 8 8 
5 8 4 2 0 8 8 
8 8 4 2 0 8 8 
5 8 4 2 0 8 8 
8 2 4 .2 0 8 8 

8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

0 0 0 5 0 4 4 
0 0 0 5 0 4 4 
0 0 0 5 0 4 4 
0 0 0 5 0 4 4 

4 
4 
4 
4 

ADS 

8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 
8 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

...... 
-...1 
N 



173 
STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 

4.3 RESPONSES TO DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE SUMMARIES 

To verify the state-by-state summaries of progress made as of June 
30, 1979, DOE mailed draft copies of these summaries to each of the 
appropriate state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities. 
As of April 23, 1980, responses had been received from 41 of 55 state 
regulatory authorities and 56 of 81 nonregulated utilities (see 
Exhibit 4.c). As indicated in this exhibit, 59 responses included 
comments on the state-by-state summaries. These comments are 
reproduced verbatim in the remainder of this section. 

As noted previously, the state-by-state summaries in Section 4.2 
reflect corrections of any transcription _errors noted in these 
comments. Only the information originally reported on Form ERA-166 
is reflected in the exhibits and in analytical descriptions based . 
upon these exhibits (e.g., the status of the consideration process, 
the numbers of customers covered by standards put into effect, or the 
characteristics of standards for which determinations had been made 
to implement or adopt). Time did not permit the submission and 
analysis of amended or revised reports. 



Exhibit 4.c 
j 

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES 
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE 
SUMMARIES 

Responded 

174 

With Without 
State 

Alabama 

Arkansas 

Arizona 

California 

Colorado 

Connecticut 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 

Comments Comments 

Alabama Public Service Commission 

Arkansas Public Service Commission 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Salt River Project 

california Public Utilities 
Commission 

Burbank Public Service Dept. 
Glendale Public Service Dept. 
Imperial Irrigation District 
Los Angeles Dept. of Water and 

Power 
Modesto Irrigation District 
Pasadena Water & Power Dept. 
Riverside Public Utilities Dept. 
Sacramento Municipal Utility 

Di.strict 

Western Area Power Administration 

Connecticut Division of Public 
Utility Control 

Delaware Public Service Commission 

Florida Public Service Commission 
Gainesville Regional Utilities 
City of Lakeland 
Lee County Electri.c Cooperative 
Orlando Utilities Commission 
City of Tallahassee 

i 
Albany Water, Gas & Light Commission 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

Flint Electric Membership Corp. X 
Jackson Electric Membership Corp. 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 



Exhibit 4.c 
175 

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES 
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE 
SUMMARIES 

State 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Montana 

Responded 
With Without 

Hawaii Public Utilities Commission 

Idaho Public Utilities Commission 

Illinois Commerce Commission 

Public Service Commission of 
Indiana 

Kansas City Board of Public 
Utilities 

Kentucky Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

LOUisiana Public Sez:vict! Commission 
City of Lafayette 
City of New Orleans 
Southwest Louisiana Electric 

Membership Corp. 

Maine Public Utilities Commission 

Massachusetts Dept. of Public 
Utilities 

Lansing Board of Water and Light 

Minnesota Dept. of Public Service 
Peoples Natural Gas Div. of 

Northern Natural Gas 

Singing River Electric Power Assoc. 
Southern Pine Electr.ic Power Assoc. 

Missotiri Public Service Commission 
City Utilities of Springfield 

Montana Public Service Commission 

Comments Comments 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

·X 

X 

··x 
X 



Exhibit 4.c 

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES 
PROVIDING RESPONSES· TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE 
SUMMARIES 

Responded 

176 

With Without 
State 

Nebraska 

New Mexico 

New York 

North Carolina 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Okl i'lhnmi'l 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Puerto Rico 

Comments Comments 

Iowa Public Service Company 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. 
Lincoln Electric System 
Nebraska Public Power District 
Northwestern Public Service Co. 
Omaha Public Power District 
Peoples Natural Gas Div. of 

Northern Natural Gas 

New Mexico Public Service 
Commission 

New York Public Service Commission 
Power Authority of the State.o~ 

New York , 

Fayetteville Public Works Commission 
Greenville Utilities Commission 

North Dakota PUblic Service 
Commission 

Ohio Public Utilities Commission 

Oklahom~ Corporation Commi&&ion 

Eugene Water & Electric Board 
Springfield utility Board 
Central LincolnPeoples Utility 

District 
Clatskanie. Peoples Utility District 

Pennsylvania Public Utility 
Commission 

Puerto Rico Electric Power 
Authority 

X 
X 
X 

X 
X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
X 

X 

X 



Exhibit 4.c 

STATE REX;ULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES 
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE 
SUMMARIES 

Responded 

177 

With Without 
State 

Rhode Island 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Rhode Island Public Utilities 
Commission 

South Carolina P\,lbl,ic Servfce 
Commission 

South Carolina Public Service 
Authority 

South Dakota Public Utilities 
Commission 

City Council of the City of 
Memphis 

Tennessee Valley Authority 
(as State Regulatory Authority) 

Tennessee Valley Authority 
(as Nonregulated utility) 

Public Utility Commission of 
Texas 

Railroad Commission of Texas 
City of Garland 
Lubbock Power & Light 
City Public Service Board, 
San Antonio 

Vermont Public Service Board 

Virginia State Corporation 
Commission 

City of Richmond, Dept. of 
Public Utili ties 

Comments Comments 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
X 

X 
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STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES 
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE 
SUMMARIES 

Responded 
With Without 

State Comments Comments 

Washington Public Utility District of 
Chelan County X 

Public Utility District of· 
Benton County X 

Public Utility District of 
Clark County X 

Public Utility District of 
Franklin county X 

Public Utility District of 
Grant County X 

City of Tacoma, Dept. of 
Public Utilities X 

West Virginia West Virginia Public Service 
Commission X 

Wisconsin Wisconsin Public Service 
Commission X 

Wyoming Wyoming Public Service Commission X 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

AL Alabama Public Servi.ce Commission; 

In accordanqe with your ·letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following conunents incorporated verb.atim into the·: 
final report subm~tted~to Congress. : . . ,.-. 

.. 
The Al~barpa Public·· Service Commission has completed consideration 

of the certain standards in section 113 and 303. The proposed rules 

have been cir_culated, and COfiliilents received. The final rule will 

likely be published and placed into effect. by June, 1980. 

The Commission has completed the first phase of the section Jll. 
"''.''• 

They are being considered in conjunction with a major rate case o± 

Alabama Power Co~pany. Considerable attention is being given the 

standards, witq several intervenors, plus the Commission staff, taking 

an active part. A determination respecting these standards is 

expected in July, 1980. 

Hearings for lifeline rates will commence in August or September, 

We have no comments at this time. ~ 

Submitted b.y: Luther L. Hall~ 
Title: Executive Director 

Organizatiop: Alabama Public Service Commission 

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

AR Arizona Corporation Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the )980 Annual PURPA Report to C9ngres~. 

I'""Y:Xl We would like the' following comments incuq.Jur'dL~u v~dJatin1 into the 
final rep~rt submitted to Congress. 

--------------------
R£: Page 4.16, paragraph 1~ The Arizona Curpotatiou Corr~ission regulates a total of 18 
electric utilities and 11 gas utilities. Of these, 4 electric utilities and 3 gas utilities 
are covered by PURPA. They are listed as follows: ELEt:'l'lUt:--Atizona .Public. Service Company; 
Tucson Electric Power Company; Citizens Utilities Company; CP National Corporation. GAS-­
Arizona Public Service Company; Southwest Gas Company; Southern Union Gas Company. 

RE: Page 4.16, paragraph 3: The statement is misleading. It should read: "In conclusion, PURPA 
standards have not yet been considered for Arizona's utilities which serve 840,000' electric 
customers and 400,000 gas customers." The statement could be interpreted to mean that PURPA 
does not apply to any of these customers, which is clearly not the case. 

RE: Exhibit 4.b "Status of Consideration Process ... by State": We must reiterate that the 
entry of "2" was intended to save any possible grandfathering options for Arizona. 

The entry of "No data submitted" for CP National Corporation was due to the uncertain status 
of CP in terms of inclusion on the list of covered utilities. Citizens Utilities Company 
was added on December 21, 1979 so that they were not included on the November 9, 1979 annual 
report form. 

F.Nn OF -Cm1MENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: James J. Apperson 

Title: -

Date: __ A.pri:L~t . .ll.~_Q. _________ . _____ ---------------



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear: Mr. Perry: 

AR Salt River Project 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section or the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I x/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District is a political 
subdivision of the State of Arizona and, although not regulated by the Arizona 
Corpor~tion Commission, is governed by a publicly elected Board of Directors. 
People Who own land, which is entitled to receive water from the Salt River 
Project, by virtue of that ownership are shareholders and electors of the 
Salt River Project. There are no shareholders as that tenn is generally 

· used. · · 

,, 

· END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Dale L. Pohlman 

Tit 1 e: !:f?nager, System Plamring 

Organization: --- Salt River Project 

Date: April 8, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

CA California Public Service Commission 

In ·accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

1 X 1 We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congr~ss. 

])Je to the 1Dadequacy of the reporting mechanism and failure to consider the written 
description included in our Annual PURPA Report to DOE, the many innovative programs 
of the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) are not reflected in this report. 
Our maJor programs are SUJIIDISrized below·: 

1. Lifeline- !be CPUC Jurisdictional utilities provide inverted seasonal rates for 
aJ..l of their residential customers. 

2. Seasonal and '1'1me-of-Day Rates- All CPUC. Jurisdictional customers over 1,000 kW 
were on seasonal time-of-day rates by the end of the reporting perfod. These 
customers represent ~of kWh sales. In addition, by June l9BO·al.l custa~~ers 
over 500 kW v1ll be on these rates and the Comm.iss·ion is overseeing experiments 
to determine whether such rates are cost effective for em.aller usage customers. 

3· Interruptible Rates- All the major utilities offer interruptible rates •. line 
eustaners with a potential for 1,250 mW of load reduction are under contract. 

4. Load Management- lumerous experiments are under way to test the effectiveness 
and custaner acceptance of various load control equipment. 

5. Cost of Service- SiQ:e 1976, the CPUC has required the filing of marginal cost 
data in electric utility rate proceedings. Such data, which are used extensively 
in rate design, distinguish among customer, energ aDd deiii&Dd cCIIIlponents and are 
ditf'erentiated by time of use. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Jackalyne Pfannenstiel (Smith) 
----~--~~-------~-=~~~~-~-----

Title: Senior Economist 

Organization=----~~ifor~~a PUblic Utilities C~ssion 

Date: April 8, 12§Q 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Ut111ty Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

CA Burbank Public Service Department 

. .., ."'1 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annuat PURPA Report to Congress. 

t:iSJ We would like the following conments incorporated vertat1m into the 
final report submitted to Congress. . 

The City of Burbank Public Service Department provided DOE on Noved>er 5, 1979· 
its PURPA liiPlementation Plans as required by Question 4.0 of Schedule I of 
ERA Fona 166. In our response we provided the scheduled hearing dates for 
consideration of all the PURPA.~tandards and the estimated personnel hours 
and cost requ1redTor each. To date we have coq>leted hearings and 1111Pleatented 
the Cost of Service Standard, the Master Metering Standard, the Information to 
Cons~rs Standard, the Adverttstng Standard, and the Procedures for Tera1nat1on 
of E1ectr1c Service Standard. 

IND OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this ti~e. 

Subm1 t ted by : __ Xa_Y_i_er_&_. _a;_· l_dwi_n ___ ..;.__ ____ _ 

Title: Senior Electr1ca1 Engineer ., 

Organ iza t 1 on: __ B_u_rt>a_»Jc_9_ut>_1_1_c _Se_rv_t_ce_Da .... p_a_r_tme_nt ___ _ 

Date : 4-9-80 



CA Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

/X I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The information on the Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power (LADWP) on pages 4.19-4.21 and on Exhibit 4.b was correct as 
of June 30, 197·9. During February and March 1980, LADWP held public·,, 
hearings on the 11 PURPA Standards and Lifeline rates. Opening · 
Briefs from intervenors were submitted on April 7, and we expect ;· 
our Board to adopt all eleven standards before June 30, 1980. 

END OF COMMENT·SECTJON 

I I We have no comments at this time . 
• 

Submit ted by·. · Wh · --~D~e~n~n~~~s~B~-~~1~t~n~e~yL_ ____________________ ___ 

Title: Rate Manager 

Organization: Los Angeles Cepartment of Water & Power 

Date: April 8, 1980 

cc: Judith Davison 



CA Sacramento Municipal Utility District 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have· reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I XXI We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congre~s. 

Public hearings were held on October 9 and 11, 1979, and on November 1, 1979. 
Advertising providing notification of the hearings and standards being considered 
was placed in local newspapers, and ratepayers received bill enclosures. Three com-. 
mittees were established to ensure independent consumer input: one to represent the 
interests of residential ratepayers; another to represent the-interests of commercial9, 
industrial, and agricultural ratepayers; and one to represent envi'ronmental and con­
servation concerns. The League of Women Voters, Sacramento .Metropolitan Chamber of 
Commerce, and the Environment~l Council of Sacramento. respectively, were asked to 
assist in the formulation and coordination of the three committees. Each committee 
was funded at District expense and received District staff assistance upon request. 

Prior to the hearings; a District staff statement, which described how the 
PURPA standards would apply to the SMUD system and evaluated the standards in light 
of available data, was prepared and made available to the committees and the public. 

Each committee prepared a written report and presented oral testimony at the 
hearings. In addition, several individuals made presentations. Copies of verbatim 
transcripts of the public hearings and written materials submitted were available for 
public inspection. 

The Board of Directors of the Sacramento Municipal Utility District has con­
sidered for adoption each of the PURPA standards and lifeline rates. The Board has 
determined that its consideration of the standards is in accord with the provisions 
of the Municipal Utility District Act and the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act 
of 1978. The standards and lifeline rates have been considered in light of the 
record developed during the proceedings on the standards. The Board recognizes the 
-the importance of and concurs in the purposes of PURPA. 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Donald G. Salow 
--~~~~~~~---------------------------

Title: Rate Economist 

Organization: Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
,·I 

Date: Apri 1 8 , 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Requlatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

co Western Area Power Authority 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual ?URPA Report to Congress. 

1-x-7 We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Page 4.22 First Sentence - Insert after the word 11 hearing 11 the words 11 commenced 
on July 13, 1976 and continuing 11 so it will read 11 ln a generic hearing commenced 
on July 13, 1976 and continuing after November 1978 the Colorado -------- -

Page 4.23 The first two complete sentences should be deleted and the following 
inserted 11 Accounting costs were prescribed for rate design purposes, but margi­
nal costs were to be used to determine the implementation of time-of-use pricing 
for certain classes of customers. Declining block rates were eliminated and 
two or three part rates were prescribed where the energy component would be 
uniform for all customer classes. 11 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 
----------------------------------------

We have no cornmen~hi eJirrt:l. . ~ j, 
Submitted by: ~f;yt. Ga~~. 
Title: Executive SecretarY. _______________ _ 

Organization: Colorado Public Utilities Commission 

Date: ~pril 17, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director .of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street. N.W .• (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 204~1 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

CO Western Area Power Administration 

In accordance with your letter of March 28. 1980. we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The paragraph regarding the Western Area. Power Administration on page 4.23 should 
be replaced by the following: 

The Western Area Power Administration (Western), a Federal agency, has rate-
setting responsibility for power marketed and/or transmitted by 11 Federal projects, 
each with its own rates. For those two or three projects for which PURPA standards 
apply (one is marginal), the consideration process will begin with the next rat~ 
adjustment proceedings. The customers, even as ultimate consumers, are primarily 
State, Federal, or incorporated public entities. (municipalities and cooperatives)· 
purchasing at.wholesale rates, Also, Western's rate adjustment procedures for the 
projects provide for extensive customer and public participation. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION· 

I I We have no comments at this time. ~ 

Submitted by: Thomas l. Weav~d~ .~;k~ 
Title: Assistant Administrator for Power Manageme~t and O&M 

Organization: ____ w_e_s_t~er_n~A~r_e_a_P_o_w_e_r __ Ad_m_i_n_i_s_tr_a_t_i_o_n ________ ___ 

¢#o Date: 



Mr. Howard Perry . 
Director of Regulatory- Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C .. 20461 

' 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

CT Connecticut Division of Pu~ic Utility 
Control 

In accordance wit'h your letter of March 28., 1980, we have revie\o'Jed the relevant 
draft·section of the 1980 Annual_ P.~~RPA Report to Congre-ss. 

I xl We would like the following co~ments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Page 
4.24 

Paragraph 
1 

Line 
2 Delete the word 11effecti vely. 11 

(Coment: word "effectively" is not consistent with concerns expressed in 
paragraph 3 page 4.24) 

Page 
4.24 

Page 
4.24 

Paragraph 
3 

Paragraph 
3 

Line 
2,3 

Line 
4 

Delete " ... raises questions about the 
methodolCXJY employed by the DPUC to identify ... " 
Replace ·this phrase with " •.. does not pennit 
optiinum .•.• " 

insert ... better •.• between word "to" and the 
VX>rd "determine. 11 Phrase should read ... and to 
better detennine the ..• 

(Comment: DPUC could not respond to cost of service standard so soon after Legislation 
was eriacted but we felt it linportant to implement Time of Day Standard based on pre­
National Energy Act studies and considerations). 

END OF CO~U1ENT SECTION 

I I We have no .. corrunents at .tbi s t irne. 

Submitte.d by:' Charles T Capri..n,g_...,..,.;;<~~,-·;!._: ~~ 
Tit 1 e: Director, Rate Analysis & Research -

Organization: n; vision of Pnhl; c uti 1; ty .l..C.s....nUJniLtLJroulJ.,.. ____ _ 

Date: Apri 1 1 ~ 1980 ·-



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

DE Delaware Public Service Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I X I We wuulu like the following comments incorporated v~rh~tim into the 
final report submit~ed to Congress. 

By prior actions of the General Assembly, Delaware Public 
Service Commission's 170,000 electric and 70,000 gas customers 
were covered by many of the PURPA Standards long before PURPA 
was enacted. 

As of April 1, 1980, hearings on ratemaking standards are 
in progress and hearings on regulatory standar~s, both gas and 
electric, have been concluded. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted-by: Robert J. Kennedy, III 
----~~~------~~~~-------------------

Title: Executive Dir~ctor 

Organization: Delaware Public Service Commission 
~~~~~~-=~~~~~~~~~~~~~-----

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

FL Florida Public Service Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

/xx I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The PSC has implemented the advert1s1ng standard for 1ts· covered electric 
and gas utilities. The PSC Report, dtlP. to a reporting error on page 137 (Form 166) 
which failed to include the electric customP.rs effected, did noL show the total 
customers subject to the standard. The advertising standard effects 3.1 million 
electric and 230,000 gas customers (3.3 total). The summary of this report, 
pa·ges 4. 28 and 4. 29, should be changed to note the corrected customer totals. 
In addition for clarity, page 4.29, paragraph 1, should conclude "with the 
exception of.Autornatic Adjustment Clauses and Advertising Standards." 

On Exhibit 4.b, Jacksonvill~ Electric Authority shows consideration has started 
for OBR, TOO, and LMT Standards. This is incorrect and as the PSC reported, no 
consideration has begun, as of June 30, 1979. 

The Florida PSC has considered and adopted the OBR standard in March 1980 and the 
TOO standard in April 1980. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments·at this time. 

Submitted by: Michael E. Horne 
------~~~~~~~----------------------

Title: Rate ~!lalyst 
--~--------------~----------------

Org~nization: FPSC, Tallahassee, Florida 32301 

Date: April 9, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

FL Gainesville Regional Utilities 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I X I We would like the followin'g comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The statement which appears as paragraph 1 of the 1980 Annual Report to Congress, 

State of Florida, page 4.28 is inaccurate for the reason that section .366.04(2)(b), 

Florida Statutes, gives to the Florida PSC the power to "prescribe a rate structure" 

for municipal or cooperative electric utilities. It does not give the 

Commission the power to regulate other ratemaking policies of such utilities. 

Thus, the Florida Public Service Commission is the regulatory body for these 

utilities only to the extent that rate structure matters are involved. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

Date: Apri 1 9, 1980 

. _..,·_ 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

FL Orlando Utilities Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. · 

I xl We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
·final report submitted to Congress. 

The first paragraph on page 4.28 should be modified to explain 
the Florida PSC jurisdiction. A Rnggested new paragraph is attached 
as Item 1. 

The first sentence of the first paragraph on page 4.29 should 
be changed for the same reason. A suggested new sentence is 
attached as Item 2. 

The first sentence of the second paragraph on page 4.29 
should also be changed. The suggested changes are attached as 
Item 3. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: ________ ~G~e~r~a-lwd~F~-~E~r~i~c~k~suoanL-____________ _ 

Title: --------~~ Director. System Planning Division 

Organization: ________ ~o~r~l.aanud~o~u~t~i~l~i~t~i~e~s~c~oamm~1~·s~s~1~·o~n~---

Date: 4/2/80 -



Item 1 

In Florida, PURPA covers four investor owned electric util­

ities, three investor owned gas utilities, fiv~ muniq;ipal electric 

utilities, and two cooperative electric utilities. The Florida 

PSC has complete jurisdiction over the investor owned utilities, but 

has 'urisdiction over the municipal and cooperative electric util­

ities with respect to rate structure only. The municipal and 
' 

cooperative electric utilities covered by PURPA have /agreed to 

become a party to the consideration and determination-process to be 

carried out by the Florida PSC with regard to the ratemaking standards 
;,.,: 

covered in Sectionslll(d). and 11~~ 

Item 2 

In brief, at the time of this report, none of the 3.7 million 

customers of the 11 electric utilities were covered by any of the 

proposed ratemaking standards. 

Item 3 

Five municipal and two cooperative electric utilities in the 

state are autonomous with respect to the policy standards identified 

in Section 113(b). 

~92;ao 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

FL City of Tallahassee 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 19AO, wP h~ve .reviewed the relevant 
dratt section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

/X I We would like the fo'llowing conunents incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

5 1,"' c Q +t-o. e. 

Pvc ~v~ H 
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END .OF COMMENT S'ECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

--- t~~-o.·.s 

Submitted by: . A • K.. # (BE.N) $~AAA 
--~~--------~--~--~-------------------

Title: 

Organization: ______ c:_·_·~~t _____ o_Jf _____ -r __ G_,,_·~---~-~_s_s_~-~-----------

Date: Af>.,.;l 3 , •G so 



GA Flint Electric Membership Corporation 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington~ D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congre~s. 

I I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The Flint Electric Membership Corporation has held the hearings on all 
standards. The revised standards have been approved by the Board of 
Directors and are now ready for submission to DOE. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Harold B. Smith -------------------------------------------
Title: . . . . ' .. "' ···-· 

General Manager 

Organization: Flint Electric M·embership Corporation 
--------------------------------~--~-----

Date:· April Z, 1980 



FOR RECORD PURPOSES ONLY 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

HI Hawaii Public Utilities Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have revie~ed·the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA __ Report to C_ongress. 

I x_/ We would like the following comments incorpora~ed verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

As indicated in our telecon with your office, Hawaii's report 
will be too late for submission to Congress. However, Hawaii does 
concur with the portion relating to Hawaii. 

We should point out as a progress report that a decision 
and order (No. 6034) in Docket No. 2793 (Generic Rate structure) 
was issued on January 11, 1980. Utilities are now responding to 
proposed changes in their rate schedules and further hearings on 
each individual utility's proposal will be held in the future. 

Commission also opened dockets on Lifeline (Docket No. 3874) 
and PURPA Standards (Docket No. 3875) with further hearings 
scheduled on the. subjects. Commission will also open docket in 
near future (hopefully by end of April 1980) on Co-generation 
and Small Power Production Rules {Section 210). 

A copy of the Commission's Decision and Order No. 6034, Docket 
2793 (Generic Rate structure) was furnished to the Department of 
Energy inasmuch as the DOE was a party to the proceeding. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Melvin S. Ishihara 

Title: Administrative Director 

Organization: Hawaii Public Utilities Commission 

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

ID Idaho Public Utilities Co,nmission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

lxxlf We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Change 4.33 as submitted'to read: 

Hearings are underway on the termination of service, and , 

advertising standards for the five regulated investor-owned electric 

and gas utilities in Idaho and on the information to consumers stan-

dard for the state's three regulated investor-owned electric utilities. 

The Idaho PUC has issued an Order scheduling proceedings on the re­

maining regulatory standards for the spring of 1980 and on the rate-

making standards for the summer of 1980. 

To. date, none of the 330,000 electric customers or 110;000 

gas customers in Idaho are covered by any of the PURPA standards. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: ----~W~l~·~l~l~i~a~m~F.~.~w~i~n~l~·g~e~r-------------------

Title: Executive Assistant 

Organization: ____ ~I~d~a~h~o~P~u~b~l~i~c~U~t~i~l~i~t~i~e~s~C~o~m~m~i~s~s~i·~o~n~ 

Date: April 4, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

IL Illinois Commerce Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

COMMENTS ATTACHED 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Charles E. Teclaw 
--~-,A'-c~t~i~n-g~M~a~n~a~g~e-r~--------------------

Title: Policy A~alysis and Research Division 

Organization: Illinois Commerce Commission 

Date: April 8, 1980 ____________________ __ 

·~ ' 



f 
Over the last decade the Illinois Commerce Commission, on 

its own initiative, has considered all of the Section 111 and 

Section 113 standards of PURPA although these were not specifically 

identified as PURPA considerations. As of June, 1979 the 

Illinois Commerce Commission had not only considered but 

implemented standards covering the elimination of declining 

block rates, load management techniques, termination of service, 

information to consumers, advertising, master metering and 

automatic adjustment clauses. 

The implementation of PURPA as mandated by Congress ;was 

viewed by the Commission as an opportunity to continue to 

improve the regulatory system and to review ·the suitability 

of the many standards implemented in Illinois since 1972. 

Although the Commission believed that in most aspects Illinois 

was already meeting the objectives of PURPA, it determined 

that it was in the public interest to hold further hearings 

on the specific PURPA standards to obtain new data and to 

solicit public comment. 

Although, as of June 30, 1979, the Illinois Commerce 

Commission had not formally considered the PURPA standards 

as PURPA Standards, each of the Section 111 and Section 113 

standards had been implemented in full or in part in Illinois. 

L 



\ 

~r. Howard Perry 
Dire~tor of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington. D.C. 20461 

!fear Mr. Perry: 

IN Public Service Commission of Indiana 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

dwe w.ould like the following comments incorporated verbatim .into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Because the Commission•s. existing rules on termination of 
service, customer information, and advertising were subsequently 
found in substantial compliance with their PURPA counterparts, 
it can be said, retrospectively, that Indiana ratepayers were 
covered before June 30, 1979. 

Consideration of electric utility rate-design standards 
will begin in June, 1980. 

Indiana has approximately 1.3 million gas customers. 

END .OF COMMENT SECT.ION 

We have no corrments 
1 
,t thi ~ time. . 

Submitted by: IJ<·~ 0.. /:I_ £ 
Title: Administrative Assistan;? 

Organization: Public Service Commission of Indiana 

Date: April 7,1980. 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washingtor,_D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

IA Iowa State Commerce Commission 

In acco.rdance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the re.levant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress~ · · 

I X I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

4.36 Change - See Attached Sheet 

• r.•• • <' ~ 
• .: o.f 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: John E. Hensel 

Title: Executive Secretary· 

Organization: Iowa State Commerce Commission 

Date: April 8, 1980 



4.36. 

Paragraph #1 should be corrected to: 

The Iowa State Commerce Commission plans tn hegin con$ideration of 
the ratemak1ng standards by November 9, l9RO, And to make a dctcnminution 
by November 1981. The Commission has implemented or.adopted all the 
regulatory standards for the seven electric and nine gas utilities under 
its jurisdiction. As of November 1978, the Commission had effectively 
implemented the master metering, information to consumer, and advertising 
standards. ~he automatic adjustment clause standard was adopted on 
October 4, 1978 by the Commission and all utilities ordered to modify 
tariffs by January 1, 1980, if necessary, to effect such compl1ance!_j 
Since November 1978, it has implemented the remaining regulatory 
standard,· termination of service. The Commission reports compliance 
with procedural requirements of PURPA. 

Paragraph #2, no corrections. 

Paragraph #3 should be. corrected to: 

Iowa has 1,226,476 electric customers, of which 882~375 are covered 
by PURPA,. and·720,974 gas customers, of which 683,169·are covered by 
PURPA .. All of Iowa's customers covered by PURPA will be covered by all 
the standards. Currently, these customers are covered by the PURPA 
standards on master metering, information tn customers, termination of 
serv1ce, and advertising standards. The automatic adjustment clause 
standard effective date is January 1, 1980. 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

IA Muscatine Power and Wat·er 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I xI We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Muscatine Power and Water has determined that its series 
of PURPA hearings cannot be completed as. previously esti.mated. 
It is anticipated that Muscatine Power ·~md Water wil'l '··· - --
commence its hearing on ratemaking standards after the 
first of October, 1980 and have determinations made in time 
to comply with Section 112 (b) (2) •Of· PURPA.; ,.~ .. ,. .. .. 

. ·' 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Steven J. Pershing 

Tit 1 e: Rate Engineer 

Organization: Muscatine Power and Water 

Date: April 7, 19 80 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of [nergy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

LA City of New Orleans 

In accorda~ce with ~~ur letter of March 2~. 1980, we have ~eviewed the relevant 
draft sect1on of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. : ·; 

1~1 We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the· 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The City of New Orleans regulates one gas and two electric 

utilities that operate within the city. The city plans .to reach 
a decision on all the regulatory standards and lifeline rates by 

November 9, 1980. It will begin consideration and analysis of 
the ratemaking standards by November 9, 1980 and make a final 

determination by November 9, 1981. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: :JOs c:/4- 6 /1/ot{l$t6 
. Title: Vft1eq1J;t 

Organization: __,~~::::lo~=..L=:.::~~-~--, _CJ_f&_· __ t/iZ_I_W_~_Gr __ _ 

Date: 3'~ ~--=> 



LA City of Lafayette 

Nr. Howard Perry . 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28~ 1980, we have re~iewed.the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. ' 

I xxl We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

·--·-·-- .. ---·· ·- ---·--···-···· 

The City of Lafayette is preparing to hold its 

first public hearing to serve as an evidential 

hearing as called for under the provisions of 

16 USCA § 2601 et. seq. during the month of 

April, 1980 or May, 1980. 

. 
The City of Lafayette is alsq a non~regulated 

utility in lDuisiana that is subject to PURPA 

requirements. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: 
--------------·,sr.~J~.~Ri~Ch~ar-a~------------

Title: Director of Utilities ------------------------
Organization: City of Lafayette, .lDuisiana 

Date: April 9, 1980 
------- -----· ·--



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

ME Maine Public Utilities Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
dratt section ot the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Maine has implemented the termination of service and advertising 
standards as of June 29, 1979 and July 16, 1979 respectively. 

As indicated to D.O.E. staff, Maine does not have an 11 automatic 11 

fuel adjustment clause. A new fuel adjustment clause regulation has 
recently been promulgated which requires a hearing process before 
any fuel charge can be changed. 

·The Maine P.U.C. h!!S since 1972required Cost of Service Studies 
to be submitted with rate requests. However in connection with PURPA 
it has decided to reevaluate Cost of Service methodologies in hopes to 
standardize them to some extent. Since CMP. Co. and Bangor Hydro have 
submitted rate cases since the PURPA report was filed, the Cost of Service 
and other ratemaking standards will be considered in those dockets. 

In Nov. of 1978, the Commission prohibited declining block rates 
for 331,000 of CMP Co. residential customers. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

~--; We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: John G. Peters 
------~~~~~~~~----------------------

Title: · Director of Finance 

Organization: ______ ~M~a~i~n~e~P~ub~l~i~c~U~t~ilLi~t~i~e~s_C~o~mm~i~s~s~io~n~-----

Date: 4/7/80 



Mr. Howard Perry . 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

MN Minnesota Department of Public Service 

In accordanc~ with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I X I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Item 1: Page 4.47 indicates that the Minnesota Department of Public Service regulates ten 
gas utilities which meet the minimum size requirements of PURPA. This is incorrect. 
The number should be nine not ten. 

Item 2: Page 4.48 implies that Minnesota has not yet adopted or implemented the master 
metering standard. This is incorrect. Minnesota Statute 116H.l29, Subd. 8, directs 
the Commissioner of Admin'istration in consultation with the Director of the Energy 
Agency to promulgate rules which prohibit master ~etering in multiple dwelling units. 
Such rules have been promulgated and implemented. Therefore, the Department of Pub~ 
lie Service does not have authority concerningma~r metering but other Minnesota 
agencies do and have effectively implemented the standard. The language .on page 4.49 
should also be revised to reflect this fact. 

[tern 3: Page 4.49 indicates that Peoples Natural Gas is .a nonregulated utility in Minnesota. 
This is incorrect. The Minnesota Department of Public Service does·have regulatory 
authority over Peoples• retail operations. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Phillip J. Zins 
~--~--~-------------------------------

Title: Public Utility Rates Analyst 

Organization: Department of Public Service -----------------------------------------
Date: April 3, 1980 



Mr. HOI'Iard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

MN Peoples Natural Gas Division of 
Northern Natural Gas 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Ann~al PURPA Report to Congress. 

I X I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

~ t/. ~q - /1, ~~ ~J<)/-C-

Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company 
reports that a portion of _its Minnesota operations are non­
regulated. Peoples plans to adopt the same standards'for 
its nonregulated operations as the Minnesota PSC establiihes 
for Peoples regulated operations. 

Note: Include Peoples on 11 Exhibit 4.b- MN- Gas 11 in the 
regulated section. Delete from nonregulated section. 

END .OF COMMENT SECT~ON 
------------------

I 1. We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: G. L. Stanun 

Title: Vice President Administration 

Organization: __ Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company 

Date: April 3. 1980 ________ _ 



Mr. Howard Perry . 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., {Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

MO Missouri Public Service Commission 

In accordance vli_th your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980·Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I xl We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

In Union Electric's rate design Case No. E0-78-163, it was stipulated 
and agreed to by various parties that the rates established are in conformance 
with the first five ratemaking standards established in ·section 111(d) of 
FuRPA, to the extent that such standards are at the present time considered 
appropriate to carry out·the purposes of the Act; and the proceedings herein 
comply with and satisfy the requirements of sections 111 and 112 of PURPA 
with respect to such standards. In the subsequent Order, the Missouri Public 
Service Commission states its opinion that the rates prescribed in the 
stipulation are in conformance with the first five {5) ratemaking standards 
established in section 111(d) of PURPA and the proceedings in this case 
satisfy the requirements of sections 111 and 112 of PURPA in respect to 
such standards. As a result, about 682,000 more of Missouri's electric 
customers will be covered by the first five ratemaking standards established 
in sections 111(d) of PURPA. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 
------------------

We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by:~·fjl ~ 
Title: .Director of Utilities 

Organization: Missouri Public Service Comm1ss1on 

Date: April 7, 1980 -----------------



---

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 

·Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry:_ 

MO City Utilities of Springfield 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewe& the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I v/1 We would like the following comments incorpora~ed verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

~e 4.52, L1ne. 9, dele~ -H,e Wor"d ''by • a.nd ·Jnsert ~e Word 

"iV\''. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Ca-thleen t Meyet ........... -.............. _ 
·rrtl e·=--- · ...... ------ -Su~Vi~---or·· .Rak~------------

·.organization: Gly Ul\t.tAes of ·~~\d- 1 Mo. 
Date: April 3

1 
1980 



MT Montana Public ServicP. r.ommission 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Wash~ngton, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft sec:tiun of the 1980 Annual PURPA Repot't to Congt·ess. 

I X/ We would like the following conunents incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

According to your list and our count, there are five, not 
seven, electric utilities under Public Service Commiss~on juris­
diction. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

/~ We have no conments at this time. 

Submitted by: Judy Curtis ..,. 
Title: Chief, Rate Design Bureau 

Org,~nization: Montana Public Service Commis·sion ,: 

Date: April 1, 1980 



NB Nebraska Public Power District 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Re~u1atory Assistance 
Office of Util1ty Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with. March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of · e PURPA Re crt to Con ress. 

--~~~--------~-------------

incorporated verbatim into the 
to Congress. 

The Nebraska Public Power District has the following comments regarding _ 
:' 

Exhibit 4.b: 

Under "cost of service" change the "2" to "3". 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

1---r We have no comments at this time. 

Submi t_te~~ by :___.H...:e:..~o~nu.to¥-lt....JRILiu.r..a::e~---------------­

Title: 

Organ1zatlon: Nebraska ~ublic. Power District 

Date: 

·. 



NB Northwestern Public Service Company 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance-with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA~Report to·Con~ress~ 

I xI We would like ·the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The summary appears to be inconsistent with regard to the advertising 
standard. Iri one. sentence it state.s that four gas utilities in Nebrask'a have 
implemented the standard, while later in the summary it states that the standard 
has been implemented for none of Nebraska's 390,000 gas customers. As reported 
on the chart attached to the summary, Northwestern Public Service Company has 
implemented the advertising standard for all of its. 33,500 Nebraska gas customers 
(8.6% of the 390,000). ' 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 
--------------

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by~ Alan D. Dietrich 
~~ . . 1 . /' . ; .... .. i.f&~.,.LJ~ 

Tit 1 e: Corporate Attorney 

Organization: .Northwestern Public Service Company 
, .. 

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Syst~ms 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

NB Omaha Public Power District 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I X I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congr~ss. 

4.2 State-By-State Progress - Nebraska 

. Omaha Public Power District 
Omaha, Nebraska 

All corporate powers of the District are vested in a seven member Board of Directors 
elected by the ratepayers of the District. The Board of Directors is the rate­
setting authority. 

The District•s rates and po·l icies are established in accordance with State law. 
State law requires the District•s rates to be fair, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory. 
The District is complying .with the State law regarding termination of service. 
The District has various studies in progress concerning the PURPA standards and 
the District•s hearings on the standards are presently scheduled for July 24th 
and 25th 1980. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

We have no comments at this time. ~ 

Submitted by: Allen R. Spangler CJP.L~ 
Title: Manager, Cost of Service and Rate Design 

Organization: Omaha Publ lc Power District 

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Officr. of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

NB Peoples Natural Gas Division 
of No~thern Natural Gas 

In accordance with your letter.of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the re~evant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA_Report to Congress. 

changes 
I x I We wou 1 d 1 ike the fo 11 owing ~_,. ·incorporated ~"boi1"tt 'into the 

final report submitted to Congress. 

--------------------~---------------------------------------------------------

Exhibit 4.b- NB Section- Gas 
Delete "Northern Natural Gas (I) No report submHted•• 

Northern does not supply gas at retail in Nebraska. 
Retail sales are handled through Peoples Natural 
Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company which 
is already I isted. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

-------·-----
I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: G. L. S.tamm 

Title: Vice President, Administration 
--~--~--------------

Otganization: Peoples Nat~ral Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company 

Date: Apr i 1 3.,._19 . ..,.8 ..... 0 __ ---------------------



~k. Howard Pet-ry 
Director of Regulaidry Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. P~rry: 

NM New Mexico Public Service Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have revi~wed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress . 

. I >7 t.Je would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final re~ort submitted to Congress. 

~ . ·J 

END OF COMMENT SECTIO~ ------·-- ---·---------- -----.-----7. --·. --·---·------ -----------· 
I I We have no corrunents ;Yhts ~// /'~ 

Submitted by: __ ~'L/-V--~~~ -·-----
[' ·- l:':' . ;-..__ 

Title: -----~--"~ ...... -C0---t __ d~-1:~-<:_.::--~l·-~--------- -·--·-

Organization:_ .,LJL:d1__/.':.__:_L_ (-_. _________ _ 

Date: --~h:;:.b'(L_ _____ . ___ _ 



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 4.59 

New Mexico 
~---~ ~. 

The New Mexico PSC has adopted but-not implemented the 

information to consumers (electric only), termination of 

service, and advertising standards for the six electric 

and one gas utility under its ju~isdiction. The consider~ 

ation procedures met PURPA requirements. The other eight 

standards are being considered in generic hearings. The 

PSC has not established a time frame for completion of 

the hearings or set a decision date • 

. ..._ 

In ··short, none of New Me ·co's 460,000 elec 

or i t~-Zs.O.., 000 gas customers a , covered by 

mentation ~;=---~'"o·y ··PpRPA standards.~ .... 

customers 

\~ 
·~ 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

NY New York Public Service Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

;x I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final ~eport submitted to Congress. 

By requ1r1ng absolute answers where qualification and subtlety are needed, DOE's 
procrustean bed of a questionnaire made it difficult to convey accurately New York's 
extensive progress in carrying out the purposes of PURPA. For example, we have already 
eliminated many declining block rates. But because our criteria for justifying declining 
block rates differ from those detailed in PURPA, our response showed little progress here 
even though we had gone far in implementing what we consider to be·a better version of 
this standard. In fact, nearly 64% of New York's residential customers were on flat rates 
by last June. 

Our strict construction of the standards also seems to be responsible for DOE's 
questioning our development of the O&R seasonal differential. We developed that differential 
using accepted embedded cost methods. But because we interpreted the cost-of-service 
standard as requiring marginal cost analysis as well, we had to report our consideration 
of the cost of service standard for O&R to be at status "2." Using this response to impugn 
our methodology for deriving the seasonal differential exemplifies the mischief that can 
result from the use of a simplistic questionnaire to deal with complex subjects. And 
misconceptions may be compounded by variations among the states in construing the standards. 

Finally, we have, of course, made considerable progress since last June in explicitly 
CQnsidering the PURPA standards in their own terms. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

I - -1 We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Joel A. Linsider 
-------~~~----~~~----~~------------------

Title: Executive Assistant to Chairman 

Organization: Public Service Commission, New York State 

Date: April 10, 1980 



NY Power Authority of the State of New York 

Mr'. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems· 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W .• (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I xI We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

" 1. 

The following sentence should be added to the paragraph 
that discusses the Power Authority on page 4E2: 

'' "However~ since filing its report tit~. AudlUri ty has 
hired a consultant who has drafted a PURPA implementation 
plan w.-li,cr ,is tc;> be final~zed. shortly.". 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 
----·---·------------·-----·-----·----------

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Edward J. Brown ·----

Title: _Erincipal._~~Q.n_Q..mili_ 

Organization: POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK -- ... -- .. --·----- -------- ·- _ ... --- .. -··-- -·---- ·- -·-----

Date: -~..E~!). __ ~ _ _l_J_~Q-·----··--·-- ---------·---



NO North Dakota P,S.C, 

M1·. I Iowa 1·d Pe I" I"Y 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, ]980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section 6f 'the J.980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I CJ·-7 WP would like the tollowinq comments incorporated verbdLilll into the 
final report submitted to Congress. ~ 

4. 63 Line 18 should read: The Commission has completed hearings Q'rt' 
the termination-of-service and advertis'{'ng 

. y~· . 
standards. On November 14, 1979, the ... · 
Commission adopted the termination-of- ~~:l • 

service PURPA standard in an Order issujf,a 
in Docket M-100, Subs 28 and 61, and .ar,\;~; 
Order of Clarification dated November 2.Q,, 

• .., ~ '•. ¥ 

1979. An Order regarding the advertlS}.~ 
standard will be issued later this yea;-;:,) 

4.64 Line. 6 should state that three utilities rather than one use 
own-system load research data. The .. g;, 

~ language following the semicolon· shoul~~ 
be deleted. 1:.1 

In Exhibit 4.b under North Carolina Nonregulated Electric : li· 
Utilities, Rocky Mountain should read Rocky Mount Public. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

SubmHted .. by·:- · ·-· :~- /( ~~--'--~~---
Title.: Chairman 

Organization: North Carolina Utilities Commission ---------

Date: April 3, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Depart~ent of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., {Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

ND North Dakota Public Service Commis.sion 

In accordance with yOL!r let.t.Pr nf March 28. 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

lxxxl We would like .the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

It is incorrect and untrue to sta·te that "In short, none of North Dakota's 180,000 electric 
customers or its 80,000 gas customers are covered by any of the_PURPA standards." 

The North Dakota Public Service Commission began internal consid~ration of the Section 113 
policy standards shortly after PURPA was enacted. Formal consideration of the Section 113 PURPA 
s~andards was initiated in August, 1979, with hearings on each of the policy standards for each 
utility·being completed February 4- 7, 1980. The North Dakota Public Service Commission 
intends to adopt, based on the record of the February 4- 7, 1980 heaYing record, nearly all of 
the elements of the Section 113 policy standards prior to November 9, 1980. Furthermore, it 
should b¢ pointed out that the North Dakota Public Service Commission, before PURPA was even 
enacted, had in place advertising, termination of service, information to consumer and automatic 
adJustment clause standards that governed each of the North Dakota utilities. Many of the 
concepts from our earlier policies were as stringent as those contained in the Secion 113 
standards. 

Similarly, internal consideration of the Section 111 rate reform standards began shortly after 
PURPA was enacted. Specifically, cost of service studies for each of the covered electric 
utilities are underway and will be completed prior to separate hearings which are planned for 
summer of 1981. Final consideration and adoption of the appropriate elements of the Section 
111 rate reform standards will be completed by November 9, 1981, as directed by PURPA. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

1 1 We have no comments at this time. 

Submit ted by :_--'lR.J.i5,;Jchwa:u:r~d~A6... . .......cE..J.l..l!..k~1 "L------------

Title: President 

Organization: _____ N_o_r~th __ D __ a_k_o_t_a __ Pu_b __ l~i~c--~S~e~rv~i~c~e_C~o~m~m~i~~s~s~io~n~---

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with 
draft section o 

' 

OH Ohio Public Utilities Commission 

March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
PURPA Re ort to Con ress. 

incorporated verbatim into the 

The Ohio PUC has the follow'ing convnents rgarding the matrix: 

Under .. seasonal rates•~;, for Monongahela, Ohio ·Edison and Ohio Power, 
change 11 411 to 11 511

• 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

L:::7 We have no comments at this time. 

Submi t_ted by =-..... "':.:..,~~~R~Pa~. Y.P:!"4l.GI------------~---
Title: 

Organ hat 1 on : __ o_h_i_o_P_u_c __ ~-----------­

Date: 

i / 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, NW (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

OR Eugene Water & Electric 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the 
relevant draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

On April 7, 1980, a final determination was issued by the Eugene Water ~ 
Electric Board. Based on testimony entered during fi~e qays of evidentiary 
hearings and on recommendations offered by the presiding officer-of the 
hearings, the following PURPA ratemaking standards were adopted in total: 
Cost of Service, Declining B~ock Rates, Interruptible Rates, Load Management 
Techniques, and Master Metering. Portions of the standards dealing with 
information to Consumers and Termination of Electric Service were adopted, 
with more appropriate alternative approaches adopted in some cases. Time of 
Day Rates, Seasonal Rates, Automatic Adjustment Clauses, Adverising, and 
Lifeline Rates were not adopted by EWEB. 

Expenditures for PURPA ratemaking considerations through December, 1979 in 
terms of staff time, legal fees and court costs is in excess of $200,000 to 
EWEB ratepayers. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

r=J We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: __ ~G~a~r~r~y~R~·~K~u=n~k~e~l~------------------------

Title=~---------M~a~n~a~g~e~r~o~f~~R=a~t~e~s~---------------------'-·--

Organization: __ ~E~u~g~e=n~e~W~a~t~e~r~&~E~l~e~c~t=r~i~c~B~o~a~r~d __________ _ 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Off1ce of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

OR Springfield Utility Board 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress .. 

1 X/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the· 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The Springfield Utility Board will conduct PURPA hearings on sections lll(d) 
and 113(d) beginning May~5, '1980. The hearing on lifeline rates (section 114) 
will begin after the November 9, 1980 date. 

·,., 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submit ted. by : ___ G_a_l_e_H_._Ba_n_r_:y:__ ___________ _ 

Title: Assistant General Manager 

Organ i za t i on : ___ s__!p!.-r::.....i..::.n~g:.::..f.=i.:::.e=-ld=--U:....:t:..:i:..::l:..::i...:.t~y_B~o;...;a--=r;...;d _______ _ 

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. · 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

PA Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I xI We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

D.O.E.'s questioning of quality of costing methodology for ratemaking 
purposes is myopic regarding the standards whi~h ~re of a recent 
nature and rates which have existed for over 30 years. Declining 
block rates do not decline in energy component .costs, pnly in costs 
related to demand and customer components. A declining block standard 
of levelized energy components has been implemented since 1970 
for all electric utilities in order to permit the operation of an 
automatic adjustment clause. Our lone utility whose most recent 
cost of service study was under PURPA review at the time of the 
annual report preparation has offered time of day rates, interrup­
tible rates and load management rates to its consumers for over 30 
years. The shortcoming of D.O.E. annual reporting and review is self­
evident in relation to the historic practices of the Pennsylvania 
electric utilities. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: __ ~C~·~A~·~Sm~e~ta~k~·~D~i_v~i~s~i~o~n~·~Ch~i~e_f ________ ~-------

Title: Pennsylvania Public Utili.ty Commission 

Organization: ___ P~·~o~·~B~o~x~3~2~6~5~·~H~a~r~r~i~s~b~u~r~g~~~P=a~·~l~7~1~2~0~-----

Date: April 2, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

PR Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority 

In accordance with your letter .of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980_Annual PURPA R.eport to Congress. 

I x 1 We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

--------------------------~~------·----=·····"-

See attached corrected copy. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Elras Orta ~~ UZ::: 
~~~-=~~-------------~~,~-----

Title: Head.· P!anning & Research Division 

Organ·i iati on: Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority 

Date: April 9, 1980 



STATE-BY•STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 4.75 

Puerto Rico 

There is no commission requlating utilities in Puerto 

Rico. 

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (formerly the 

Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority) • nonregulated 

utility supplying electric power to eusto.ers in Puerto 

Rico, has not begun consideration of any of the PURPA 

standards. Hearings on the ratemaking standards are 

tentatively scheduled to be held in 1981, with a final 

decision to be reached by November 1981. The Authority ---· 
plans to complete all of the activities with respect to 

the regulatory standards by November 1980. 

In brief, none of Puerto Rico's 2~0,0p0 electric customers 

;:;~,;:~~~~-6j~!:~~-~-.!{~~i.rP«:d~·x standards. Puerto Rico 

has no gas utilities covered by PURPA. 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with 
draft section o 

RI Rhode Island Public Utilties Commiss 

I 
I 

I 

March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relev~nt 
PURPA Re ort to Con ress. 

incorporated verbatim into the 

The Rhode Island PUC regulates two covered electric utilities and one covered gas utilit) 
in the state. Consideration has not begun for any of the standards, but the PUC 
plans to complete the process by October 1981. Commission staff have not yet 
determined which,if any, generic hearings will be held. 

Since consideration has not yet begun, it is difficult to determine to what degree 
state laws and PUC Rules and Regulations comport with PURPA standards. In short, it 
1s difficult to determine how many of Rhode Island's 340,000 electric customers 
or 110,000 gas customers are covered by specific PURPA revisions. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION . 

L:::7 We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by:_· ·_T....;.om........_;C:..:..h.....,m~ur ...... a~-------------­

Title: 

Organization: Rhode Island PUC 

Date: 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

SC South Carolina Public Service 
Conunission 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. · 

~ W~ would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
f1nal report submitted to Congress. 

The South Carolina Public Service Authority's Board of Directors made a 
final determination on all the regulatory standards on December 17, 1979. 
Preliminary Staff Opinions on the ratemaking standards are presently being 
reviewed by appropriate staff. Hearings on the ratemaking standards· are 
expected to begin in the summer of 1980. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no commen~t this time: ~~-
. ·)1(?~/r/?~ 

Submit ted by: _R~on!..!.!a!!....!l~dL.T..!...!........!.lN~o...!..l t~e~------------

Title: Manager. Corporate Forecasting, Rates & Statistics 

Organization: South Carolina Public Service Authority 

Date: April 3, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

.Dear Mr. Perry: 

SD South Dakota Public Utilities Commissjnn 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the r.elevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

Submitted by: 
~~-4~~L-.=~~~-~--e~~=---~~~----------~~--

Title: se.c.vthtv'1 __ _ 

Organization: s~~ ''!>c.'-..k. p...,~f·:t V-kl ,h'u c(11.V&k:!t/~ 

Date: _._q+-/ 1,--4/--=~=--D-------------



TN City Council of the City of Memphis 

Attention of Ms. Katherine Van Sickle 
Office Room # 4306 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

~ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
fin~l repo~t subm~tted to Cong~es~ . .Ad.ded.it~;Q_t'Iected,jteyts hayP ll!lf!L 
encJrCled Jn red_Jn the verba!Jm Jnse~_]e!J~-

COMMENT 1: 
The third full line on page 4.82 is in error as to the name of the Memphis 
Regulatory Authority. This line should be corrected to read verbatim as follows: 

"Authority (TVA), and the(City Council of the)City of Memphis." 

COMMENT 2: 
The first full paragraph on page 4.83 is in error as to the name of the Mem~his. 
Regulatory Authority, and as to the dates of the Sec. 303 Public Hearings. This 
entire paragraph should be amended to read verbatim as follows: 

"~he City Council of)the City of Memphis regulates Memphis Light, Gas & Water 

Division with respect to its gas customers. TVA regulates the electric oper­

ations. Public hearings on the two applicable gas standards{are)scheduled 

for June6980l and the City Council(hopes)to complete and implement the 

standards by July 31, (1980)" 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 
........... _______________________ _ 

We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by:~ ~ 
. . ~Eyrard 

T1tle. Director of Rates & Statistics 

Organization: Memphis I ight,Gas & Water Division {Reporting for Memphis City 
Council) 

Date: Aprj] 3, l 980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

TX Public Utility Commission of Texas 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 19BU, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I xx/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The lll(d) standards are under consideration in the Texas Power and Light 
rate hearing currently before the Commission. A consultant has been hired 
to develop guidelines for the cost-benefit analyses required for standards 
lll(d) 3 and 6. The guidelines will conform to the requirements for the 
cost of service standard. The methodology is scheduled for completion 
prior to the November 1, 1980 deadline for filing of the cost of service 
data required under sect.ion 133. The Commission has not yet made a final 
determination regarding the appropriateness of any of the lll(d) standards. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Paul N. Smolen 
----~~~~~~~-------------------------

Title: Assistant Director, Economic Research Division 

Organization: __ P_U_BL_I_C_U_T_I_L_IT_Y_CO_MM_I S_S_I_ON_O_F_T_E_XA_S ___ __ 

Date: April 9, 1980 . 



TX Railroad Commission of Texas 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D. C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter.of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section .of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to ConQress. 

~ I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

A public hearing on a proposed rule regarding termination of 
service was held in February, 1979. A rule regarding advertising 
expenses was adopted in: December, 1979. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTIQN 

~---------------- --·--------------~---------------------------------------

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Jim B. Cloudt 
----~~--~-------------------------------

Title: Legal Examiner, Gas Utilities Division 

Organization: Railroad Commission of Texas 
----~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~~~-------

Date: April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry· 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
De~artment of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

TX City Public Service Board, 
San Antonio 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA.Report to Congress. 

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

The City of San Antonio, in its annual report filed in November 1979 
stated that hearings were to be held from May 1980 to July 1980. Subsequently, 
scheduling changes resulted such that their hearings are to be held in July 1980. 
Issuance of determinations on ~h~ regqlatqry;standards are;du~ by mid-October 
1980 and the rate-making standards by November 1981. 

~ ' .. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 
..,...--..,...---------·----- ---

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submit ted by: Donald s. lb0mas 

Title: --~~~n~a~a~e~~------------------------------------
Organization: City Public Service Board 

Date:· P.O. Box 1771 San Antonio, Texas 78296 
------



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street. N.W .• (Room 4014} 
Washington. D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

VT Vermont Public Service Board 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed _the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Ann~al PURPA Report to Congress. 

I')( I We would like the following comments incorporated ver.batim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

END OF COMMENT SECTION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submit ted by :_-.-3!£.-::=..!..., ...;;.c.. __ %.::;_::_-e_,r,_._ _________ ... _· ' __ _ 

Title: 1(~~ 

Organization: _·_'R~~~Lk:..' --=· c..;._·__;-... Su=v~-"=U=-..., _ _.~~~=--=~=-=----· ~-
Date: Y(:t/1r2 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Rtgu1ator,y Assistance 
Off1 ee of Uti 1 i ty Sys t.e. 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Roc. 4014) 
washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

VA Virginia State Corporation Commission 

. Jn accordance w1th your letter of March 28, 1980, we hive reviewed tht rel•vant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. . . 

.IZ! We would like the following coaments t~orporated ve~at1a 1nto the 
final report su~itted to Congress. 

Vldle tbe PUIPA l'ltemrk1aa a4 re,W..tory auradarde bad DOt beea foB&ll)' 

coulclered prior to Juaa 30, 1979, tbe Vir,UU. State Co~rat1oD CO.U.ioa 

bad couUered ac1 S...l ... •atecl prior to that ute, poiut..., procedur .. aad 

ratu, vbere ·cJetend.Ded to be appropdau, vhic.h .clclr .. a tbe lanu af 

•••aoa•l ad de~l.iaiAa block rat .. , load aaaaeaent .... ter Mteriq, auto-

.. cs.c adju.tMat ~l..a.u.ea, teraiaat10D of aarYica aDd actvertlaiD&. lt i.e 

kllwed that UDder the proeec!u"..l requirei*IU ••UbU . .ebed ill PUIPA, it vill 

be cleter.iDed that ui•tt.q aUt• poUd.ea aDd aUDdarda perUilliq to aaay of 

theM 1••oe• wbetaot1&.11)', ancl ill ~ ~ COIIpletel)' co.ply with I'UIPA 

ataDclaNa. 

END .OF COHM£NT SECTION 

1:=1 WI have no cannents at this t hne. 

Subll1tted by: JfM! J.. Vittiu 

Ttt1e: . pirector, Dlvid011 of,loerlf J.el!!!tloD 

Organization: Vlr&inia State Corporation eo-.t.aaioa 

Dt•· ... r111 ... ,.. 1tao hi"! :l Nd 0 __..:r;=:~-~-~-;.&.= ...::=..:::;.;.._------~---

., 

., 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

WA City of Tacoma, Department of 
Public Utilities 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

I x I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Replace the third and fourth sentences of the second paragraph, page 4.94, with 
the following: 

"The Seattle City Light Department and the Light Division of the 
Tacoma Department of Public Utilities report implementation of the master 
metering standard for their residential customers in separate actions taken 
before November 1978. With those two exceptions, none of the nonregulated 
utilities have begun consideration of any of the standards." 

I I We have no 

Submitted 

Tit 1 e: 

Organ i za t i 

Date: 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

this time.~ 

City of Tacoma, Dept of Public Utilities, Light Division 

April 7, 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Utf'ice of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

WA Public Utility District of Clark County 

!n accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

lxx I We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
final report submitted to Congress. 

Public Utility District No. l of Clark County held hearings 
on all eleven PURPA Standards plus lifeline on November 27 
and 28, 1979. Formal action not to adopt the lifeline rate 
standard was taken by the Boa~of Commissioners on February 19, 
1980. Formal action to consider all remaining eleven Standards 
will be taken in April of 1980 . 

• 

END .OF· COMMENT SECT ION 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: Dale R. Merrell 
----------------------------------------------

Title: General Manager 

Organization: Public Utility ~;strict No. 1 of Clark County 
-------------------

Date: 4 April 1980 



Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance • 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., {Room 4014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

WA Cowlitz County 

In accordarice with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

~/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the 
fi na 1 r port submitted to Congre.ss. 

The annual report to Congress states "In summary, none of Washington's 1. 5 
million electric customers ..... are covered by any of the PURPA standards ..... " 

Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County, Washington submits that the 
majority of these customers are served by publicly-owned utilities, and benefit 
from long-standing utility practice which incorporates the concepts contained in 
the PURPA standards where appropriate even though the standard has not yet been 
adopted as a part of official PURPA compliance. 

The Board of Commissioners of Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County, 
Washin~ton gave Legal Notice of Hearing pursuant to the Public Utility Regulatory 
Policies Act on March 31, 1980. 

Hearings will be held pursuant to Sections 111 and 113 of the Regulatory Act 
on May 15, 1980. 

Hearings will be held pursuant to Section 114 of the Regulatory Act on May 
16, 1980. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

I l ~Je have no comments at this time. 

Submitted by: __ ~R~o~b~e~r~t-=L~·-~~l~c~K~in~n~e~y~----------------------­

Title: General Manager 

Organization: Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County 

Date: April 1, 1980 



PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT OF GRANT COUNT-
P.O. BOX878 e EPHRATA. WASHINGTON98823 e 5091754-3541 

April 9, 1980 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
U. S. Department of Energy 
2000 M Street Northwest, Room 4014 
Washington, D. C. 20461 

Attention: Ms. Tina Van Sickle 

Re: Public Utility District No. 2 of Grant County, Washington 
Comment on DOE Report to Congress 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

We appreciate the courtesy extended and the opportunity to comment on the 
Department of Energy Report to Congress on PURPA progress of utilities in 
Washington State. 

The first two paragraphs of this report do not elicit comment. However, 
in my opinion the summary paragraph does not fairly state the ongoing 
attempts by the non-regulated utilities in the State of Washington to 
achieve compliance with PURPA. Perhaps a positive approach would be 
better, such as: 11 Steps have been taken and progress is being made by both 
regulat~d and non-regulated utilities to achieve compliance with PURPA. 
Public hearings on the rate standards, utility practices and lifeline 
rates have been held or are scheduled that will be applicable to 1.5 mil­
lion electric customers and .5 million gas customers ..... 

Grant County'PUD has scheduled hearings on PURPA standards for May 1980 and 
believe that it is in substantial compliance with the spirit of Section 133, 
dealing with gathering information on costs of service, from which it has 
requested exemption due to the high costs to achieve marginal benefits 
therefrom. 

In view of reporting deadline requirements, we would appreciate more 
lead time to. meet our obligations. 

]d:):Po~ 
Douglas F. Burk 
Supervisor, Rates and Statistics 

DFB:ml 

Telex to 202-254-6461 1:45 p.m. 



WV West Virginia Public Service Commission 

Mr. Howard Perry 
Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 
Department of Energy 
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4.014) 
Washington, D.C. 20461 

Dear Mr. Perry: 

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant 
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. 

/~We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the· 
-- final report submitted to Congress. 

Re: \-l. Va. consideration of PURPA standards. The third paragraph is inaccurate 
1 two respects : 

1. The statement 'none of West Virginia's 730,000 electric custooers or 
its 250,000 gas custooers are covered by any of the PURPA standards." is misleading 
and incorrect. PURPA standardS dO not cover anyone. Under PURPA, state ccmnissions 
are to consider the applicability of those standards to custaners in W.Va. At the 
present time, the W.Va. P.S.C. is considering the tenn:ination standard and will 
tmdertake considerations of other regulatory standards and §111 ratemaking 
standards. 

2. By statutory mandate §24-2-15, this Ccmnission is prohibited fran permitting 
utilities to use an autcmatic adjust::nelt clause. Therefore, at least one regula­
tory standard tmder PURPA is applicable presently to all electric custcmers in 
W.Va. 

END .OF COMMENT SECTION 

'· 

I I We have no comments at this time. 

Submit ted by : __ -'Ro~ber~_j.t_.R~.~Rodl!o,o!l.,l!e!;Oicke...D.I::.A-r_· ________ -:---_ 

Title: General Crnmsel 

Organization: ____ Wa-~Vua~B~mwlui~c~Sceon~·~c~e~Ocrmm~w·~s~s~juan~--------

Date: Apri 1 1 ' 1 980 



THE STATE 
ED HERSCHI 

GOVERNOR 

CAPITOL HILL BUILDING 

320 W. 26TH STREET CHEYENNE. WYOMING 82002 

FRANK L. RAUCHFUSS C.E. "NED" JOHNSON 
'CHAIRMAN DIRECTOR. UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

JOHN R. SMYTH 
DEPUTY CHAIRMAN 

DELBERT L. BOYER 
CHIEF ENGINEER 

WILLIAM M. ROONEY G. KEITH OSBORN 
COMMISSIONER DIRECTOR. MOTOR TRANSPORTATION 

ALEX J. ELIOPULOS WILLIAM L. JOHNSON 
DIRECTOR. RATE AND lAHIH CHIEF COUNSEL AND 

ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY April 3, 1980 

\., 

Department of Energy 
washington, D.C. 20461 

ATTENTION: Howard Perry 

Dear Sir: 

Director of Regulatory Assistance 
Office of Utility Systems 

Re: Department of Energy 
Annual Report to Congress 

The Wyoming Public Service Commission respectfully 
represent& that the summary on page 4.99 of the subject re­
port is not accurate since the report actually comments 
through January, 1980. Immediately upon the September 4, 
1979 effective date of the Wyoming PSC rules, all utilities 
subject thereto were governed thereby, and any utility rules 
in conflict therewith were void. 

In place of the summary paragraph on page 4.99 we 
recommend the following: 

"In summary, the Wyoming PSC issued rules 
effective September 4, 1979 which immediately 
implemented generic· PURPA standards as follpws: 

(1) Information to customers standard gov~rn­
ing the four covered electric utilities wi~~ 
105,074 customers: 

,\o, 

. 1.• 



Page 2 
Department of Energy April 3, 1980 

(2) Termination of service standard govern­
ing the four covered electric utilities with 105,074 
customers and the four covered gas utilities with 
59,052 customers~ and 

(3) Master metering standard only applicable 
to new mobile horne parks (not existing at the rule 
date)~ the public hearing evidence not supporting 
broader application under PURPA and Wyoming law." 

We thank you for permitting our Commission to 
comment •. 

Yours very truly, 

AJE:lb 



5 DOE ACTIVITIES 
IN SUPPORT 
OF PURPA 

Under Sections 116(b)(3) and 309(p)(3) of PURPA, DOE is required to 
list and briefly describe the various financial, regulatory assis­
tance, and i~tervention ace1v1t1es that lt l~ ~arrying out to fur~hcr 
the purposes of Titles I and III of PURPA.* In this chapter, we 
outline the mission and organization of the DOE office that has been 
delegated responsibility for providing this PURPA-related assistance. 
We then discuss the types of assistance being provided (as of 
February 1980) in three areas: 

• Financial 

• Regulatory Support and Analysis 

• Intervention. 

* Section 206 of ECPA establishes a requirement similar to the PURPA 
requirement for this annual report (i.e., to report to Congress 
annually on DOE's activities Wlder Title II of ECPA). The applicable 
provisions of PURPA and ECPA are generically similar, in that they 
both relate to federal involvemene in stat~ n~yulaLion of utilities. 
Moreover, several key provisions of PURPA take the form of amendments 
pr~rnllel to the provisions of ECPA. Separate PURPA and ECPA annual 
reports would,· therefore, be largely duplicative and potentially 
confusing. Accordingly, this annual report:. incur:puL·aL~~ Lli.e require­
ments of Section 206 of ECPA. Specific applicable references 
to ECPA, as well as to any relevant interrelationships with PURPA,· 
are delineated in each uf the sections of this chapter describing 
DOE's activities. 



DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 245 

5.1 ORGANIZATION AND PROGRAM MISSIONS 
-_,...-. 

Primary responsibility for promoting the purposes of PURPA and 
implementing the programmatic initiatives mandated and authorized in 
the act generally rests with the Office of Utility Systems (OUS) of 
DOE's Economic Regulatory Administration (ERA). PURPA-related 
responsibilities are carried out by two of the three OUS divisions: 
Regulatory Assistance and Regulatory Proceedings.* 

5. 1. 1 Division of Regulatory Assistance 

The long-range goal of the Division of Regulatory Assistance (ORA) is 
to further federal energy conservation and alternativP. P.nergy supply 
objectives Lllnmgh improved public regulation of retail utility 
operations, which is primarily a state responsibility. State­
regulated utilities account for more than 50 percent of u~s. energy 
consumption, and state regulation can have a major impact on how this 
energy is supplied and used. This broad goal encompasses the three 
interrelated PURPA objectives of: (1) conservation of utility­
supplied energy; (2) efficient production and distribution of that 
energy by the utilities; and (3) nondiscriminatory and equitable 
utility rates. To implement these purposes, ORA promulgates rules; 
provides financial assistance for basic state implementation, innova­
tive rates projects, and consumer offices; and performs analytical 
studies and provides technical as$istanc.P. for carrying out re~ulatory 
responsibilities. 

5.1.2 Division of Regulatory Proceedings 

The long-range goal of the Division of Regulatory Proceedings (DRP) 
is to further the purposes of PURPA and the national ener~ policy 
objectives of reducing reliance on foreign energy supplies, conserv­
ing energy, converting to more abundant domestic energy supplies, and 
developing renewable energy sources through professional a~vocacy in 
selected proceedings before federal and state.regulatory agencies. 
Intervention activities are selected by the DOE Intervention Review 
Committee and carried out_by staff (supported by contractor assis­
tance when necessary) .in the form of presenting testimony and other 
evidence in support of national energy policy. 

* The third division, Power Supply and. Re.liability, has as its 
long-range goal the assurance of continuing reliability and adequacy 
of the nation's electric power supply. 



DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 
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5.2 FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

Section 141 of PURPA authorized the appropriation of funds of up to 
$58 million for FY1979 and $60 million for FY1980 to assist the state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities in carrying out 
their responsibilities under Titl~s I and III. In FY1q7q, Oongress 
appropriated a total of $17.5 million for this purpose, which was 
distributed as follows: 

• Basic PURPA grants -- $10 million to acquire the technical 
e~pertise needed for consideration of the 11 PURPA standards and 
other PURPA-relaEed actlvlli~s 

• Consumer offices -- $2 million to establish or continue state­
level offices to represent consumer interests in elec~ric utility 
regulatory procet:!dings 

• Innovative rates -- $3.8 million to initiate or contin~e innova­
tive rate stucture analysis and implementa.t.ion 

• ECPA activities -- $1.7 million to continu~ ECPA efforts. 

According to a predetermined formula, an average of $150,000 was 
awarded to each of 44 state regulatory commissions to support the 
consideration of PURPA standards under the basic PURPA grant program~ 
somewhat smaller amounts were allocated to 31 municipally owned or 
cooperative utilities (half of the total number eligible). Ten 
consumer office and 21 innovative rate grants were awarded on a 
competitive basis. Exhibit S.a (see end of chapter) presents a 
prnfile of the level and type of funding awarded to each state 
commission and nonregulated utiiity. 

In tho followjng sections, we discuss the four basic areas of DOE 
financial assistance to the states and covered utilities. 

5.2.1 Basic PURPA Grants Program 

Federal guidelines were issued in July 1979 detailing application 
procedures and eligibility criteria in receiving basic PURPA grants. 
In August 1979, bRA received 72 applications from state regulatory 
commissions and nonregulated utilities, requesting $15 million in 
financial assistance for use in the consideration of PURPA standards 
and related activities. A total of 70 grants amounting to $10 
million were awarded. The.state regulatory authorities and utilities 
indicated that these funds would be used to support consideration of 
the PURPA ·standards, hold evidentiary hearings on the lifeline rate 
issue, provide information to intervenors, prepare annual reports on 
PURPA activities, collect information and data pertinent to the 
cost-of-service standard, and obtain technical expertise as needed 
for achieving the purposes of PURPA. 
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DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 

5.2.2 Innovative Rates Program 

Established unde-r Title II of ECPA, the innovative rates program was 
amended with the passage of PURPA. PURPA authorized funds not to 
exceed $8 million in FY1979 and $10 million in FY1980 to initiate 
innovative rate projects and continue rate reform pilot projects 
initiated under ECPA. Actual funding available in 1979 was· 
$3.8 million. 

Guidelines on eligibility criteria and application procedures were 
published simultaneously with guidelines for the basic PURPA grant 
program. The guidelines specified that projects were to result in 
basic tools, techniques, and or-ganizational L"t!SOUrces essential to 
innovative rate reform that would be applicable to other regulatory 
authorities -- not theoretical studies and models or large ·primary 
data collection efforts. 

Under the innovative rates program, DRA awarded financial assistance 
through cooperative agreements for the performance of specified 
tasks. Tasks eligible for funding under the innovative rates program 
included: cost-of-service information systems; estimating customer 
class load characteristics; metering for innovative electric rates; 
rate information for consumers; examination of methods to assist 
low-income electric consumers; solar rate initiatives; testinq direct 
load management systems; rate incenllves for utility efficiency and 
analysis of cogeneration systems. Exhibit 5.b indicates the level 
of funding awarded to the states for each of these tasks. 

5.2.3 Consumer Offices 

Section 205 of ECPA established a program to support the operation of 
state offices to represent consumer interests in electric utility 
regulatory proceedings. PURPA authorized continuation of this 
program at a level of $2 million in FY1979 and $2 million in FY1980. 

Grant awards were made on a competitive basis to 10 states in 
September 1979.* Of the 10 states receiving a total of $2 million, 
6 had previously received funding under ECPA. 

Federal guidelines for the consumer office grant program were pub­
lished in July 1979. According to the guidelines, the consumer 
offices were to be operated independently of the utility regulatory 
commission. Typical functions of these offices include: assessing 
the impacts of proposed rate changes and other regulatory actions on 

.. 
* States receiving grants were Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Dela-
ware, Georgia, Illinois, Michigan, New Mexico, New York, and Utah. 



DOE .. ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 

Exhibit S.b r~-

FUNDING UNDER INNOVATIVE RATES PROGRAM 

Task 

Cost-of-Service 
Information Systems 

Estimating Customer 
Class Load 
Character.i st:.ics . 

Metering for 
Innovative 
Electric Rates 

Rate Information 
for Consumers 

Assistance to 
Low-Income 
Electric Consumers 

Sola:r; Rate 
Incentives 

Testing Direct 
Load Management 
Systems 

Rate Incentives for 
Utility Efficiency 

Analysis of' 
Cogeneration 
Systems 

., 

Funding 

$806,500 

246,300 

170,000 

195,750 

512,000 

152,000 

598,500 

892,500 

278,891 

State 

- Arizona 
- Connecticut (Groton) 
- Idaho 
- Rhode Island 
- Texas (San Antonio) 
- Virginia 

- Nnr.th CaLulina 
(Biue Ridge EMC) 

- Rhode Island 
- Texan 

- Florida 

- Massachusetts 

248 

-Missouri (Springfield) 

- Connecticut 
- Iowa 
- Massachusetts 

North Carolina 
- Virginia 

- New Mexico 
- Utah 

- ·texa::; (Auatin) 
- California 
- North Carolina 

- Florida 
- Illinois 

Massachusetts 
New Hampshire· 

- Utah 
- Virginia 

- Illinois 
- Nebraska (Lincoln) 



249 
DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 

consumers; providing technical and financial assistance to support 
consumers in their presentations before regulatory commissions; and 
advocating before regulatory commissions those positions determined 
by the office to be most advantageous to consumers. Continued 
support of these programs during the PURPA standards consideration 
process ensures consumer representation in discussion of rate reform, 
and thereby supports the three purPoses ~f PURPA. 

5.2.4 Continuation of ECPA Programs 

DRA is continuing to administer the innovative rates and consumer 
offices programs established under Title II of ECPA. During the past 
4 years, several gas and electric utilities as well as state regula­
tory commissions have been involved in pilot utility implementation 
pL·ojects and electric utility rate demonstrations. A common goal of 
both programs is to encourage the design and adoption of innovative 
rates to promote the energy efficiency, equity, and energy 1conserva­
tion objectives set forth in ECPA and reiterated in PURPA. 

5.2.4.1 Pilot Utility Implementation Program 

The pilot utility implementation program was authorized under Title 
II of ECPA; funds were distributed on a competitive basis to states 
and utilities in 1977, 1978, and, to a limited extent, 1979. The 
pilot program focuses on regulatory reform initiatives that encourage 
and lead to the permanent adoption of cost-based rates and energy 
management practices. Rate reform efforts have dealt with!the 
elimination of declining-block energy charges, adoption of time of 
use rates, elimination of master metering, and establishment of 
comprehensive conservation programs. The experiences and lessons 
learned through this program about successful institutional 
approaches to utility rate design reform serve as valuable models 
for state and local regulatory authorities in considering and imple­
menting the PURPA standards. 

5.2.4.2 Electric Utility Rate 
Demonstration Program 

The focus of the electric utility rate demonstration program, also 
authorized under Title II of ECPA, has been on analyzing customer 
response to a variety of rate designs and load management programs. 
Although no new funds were available in FY1979, eight projects are 
continuing to operate with funds provided in previous years. Earlier 
demonstration results have provided detailed analyses of customer 
response to time-of-day rates; these data are currently being made 
available to other regulatory commissions and utilities. ORA has 



DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 250 

received computerized data from 12 of the 16 demonstration projects 
and is currently assessing how this information can best be compiled 
in a usable format to support the PURPA consideration process. 

5.3 REGULATORY SUPPORT AND ANALYSIS 

Under PURPA, DOE is authorized to provide regulatory support and 
analysis to assist the states in carrying out their duties and 
responsibilities under Titles I and III. PURPA specifies that this 
assistance can be provided by: periodically providing technical 
information on innovative ratemaking experiments and practices to 
state commissions and nonregulated utili ties; providing direct. 
technical assistance to states by ERA staff or through supPort 
contract.ors; and providing financial assistance • 

.In Lhe followin'J sections, we outline the regulatory support activi­
ties and the regulatory analysis activities DRA is providing the 
states and covered utilities. 

5.3.1 Regulatory Support Activities 

Since the passage of PURPA, DRA has concentrated its resources on 
providing states and nonregulated utilities with sufficient i~forma­
tion to initiate and carry out the PURPA consideration process. 
DRA's activities have included: 

• Publishing (in the :f'ederal Register) listings of all utili ties 
covered by the requirements of PURPA for 1979 and 1980 

• Issuing voluntary guidelines (as authorized by Section 131 of 
PURPA) on termination of service and solar and renewable energy 
resour.ces 

• Comp.i.linq and disseminating technical information on previou& 
federal research dealing with rate design and ratAmaking practices 

• Providing assistance through the National Regulatory Research 
Institute in explaining the requirements of PURPA and discussing 
useful analytical techniques and approaches. 

Each of these regulatory support activities is discussed in the 
following sections. 
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5.3.1.1 Listings of Covered Utilities 

In accordance with Sections 102(c) and 301(d) of PURPA, ORA has 
developed listings of electric and gas utilities subject to PURPA 
requirements. The purpose of these listings was to provide states 
advance notification that PURPA standards should be considered in 
regulatory proceedings dealing with covered utilities. 

The listings (for 1979 and 1980) were published in the Federal 
Register, and state regulatory commissions as well as nonregulated 
utilities had the opportunity to comment on the utilities included. 
State regulatory commissions were required to notify ERA if they 
exercise ratemaking authority over any of the utilities included. 

5.3.1.2 Promulgation of Voluntary Guidelines 

Included in PURPA (Section 131) are provisions that allow DOE to 
develop voluntary guidelines, as deemed necessary, for the states in 
carrying out the purposes of PURPA. ORA has evaluated the need for 
guidelines related to each of the 11 standards and decided to 
develop guidelines on those issues that depart from traditional 
regulatory practices. 

Voluntary guidelines have been published on the termination of 
service standard and solc:u· ener:gy and renewable resources as they 
relate to the 11 PUR.PA standards. Over the next year, DOE plans to 
publish additional guidelines addressing the following ratemaking and 
regulatory standards and policies: 

• Automatic adjustment clauses 

• Cost-of-service standard (including marginal-cost pricing) 

• Cost/benefit determination for the time-of-day, load management, 
and master metering standards 

• Ratemaking standards for time-of-day, declining-block, seasonal, 
and interruptible rates 

• Load management techniques. 

Included in these guidelines will be a description of the need for 
proper monitoring and suggestions on how to design and implement 
appropriate monitoring methods. 

As with previously published guidelines, the proposed guidelines will 
be published in the Federal Register to obtain public comment, and 
then revised based on comments received and public hearings. The 
division intends to supplement the voluntary guidelines by developing 
primers or other technical manuals. 
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DOE has decided not to issue guidelines on information to consumers 
at this time. Instead, DRA is in the final stages of developing an 
information package on this subject, which will include recommenda­
tions on how utilities can explain energy costs, convey information 
on conservation practices, and otherwise educate customers on rate 
structures associated with PURPA and rate reform. 

A similar decision has been reached with regard to lifeline rates •. 
DRA is cur:r;ently developing an information package for. state regula­
tory commissions consisting of case studies of lifeline electric 
rates as we.ll as alternative approaches to the problems of low-income 
ratepayers.. The case studies include in-depth reviews of 10 lifelil}e 
electric ra.tes that have been implemented as well as 10 that have 
been rejected. The information, which has been gathered from utility 
companies and state regulatory authorities, shoUld be available by 
July 1980. 

5. 3. 1. 2. 1 .Guidelines on Termination 
of Service Standard 

The first PURPA voluntary guideline developed by DRA deal with 
procedures for termination of both electric and gas utility service. 
The guidelines, published in the Federal Register (December 28, 
1979), address four major issues raised in PURPA Sections 115(g) and 
304(a): reasonable prior notice, reasonable opportunity to dispute, 
protection .during health emergencies, and.special provisions for the 
elderly and handicapped. Advisory in nature, the guidelines suggest 
procedures ·that safeguard consumer rights, prevent serious illness or 
death, and direct adequate attention to the special circumstances of 
special groups (i.e., elderly and handicapped). DOE recognizes that 
implementat~on of the guidelines may require changes in state laws or 
regulations currently in operation; however, the guidelines represent 
DOE's opinion of the minimum efforts necessary to achieve the intent 
of the termination of service standard and the stated purposes of 
PURPA. 

5.3.1.2.2 Guidelines on Solar Energy 
and Renewable Resources 

In recognition that an increasing number of consumers are installing 
solar and renewable resource-powered energy systems, DRA has devel­
oped voluntary guidelines for considering the 11 standards with . 
respect to solar energy renewable resources. The guidelines, pub­
lished in ~he Federal Register (February 1980), note the implications 
of each of;the ratemaking and regulatory standards as they relate to 
the use of,solar energy and renewable resources and discuss how the 
adoption of these standards could affect the use of alternative 
energy systems. 
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5.3.1.3 Compilation and Dissemination 
of Technical. Information 
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Section 132 of PURPA calls for the Secretary of DOE to pr6vide, on a 
periodic basis, technical _information to states on current experi­
ments and practices in electric utility ratemaking, load management 
techniques, and methods for determining cost of service. As a first 
step toward fulfilling this obligation, DRA has drawn upon the 
vast reservoir of data and analysis' resulting from federally funded 
studies, demonstration projects, and analyses conducted by private 
and public organizations. An annotated summary, entitled Electric 
and Gas Utility Topics: Current Documents, has been compiled and 
distributed to.all state regulatory authorities and nonregulated 
utili ties. Th'is summary covers eight major utility rate topics: 
electric rate demonstrations; conservation; load management; rate 
design and reform; consumer offices; gas rate and supply; legisla­
tion; and demand forecasting. Order forms are included in the 
document to facilitate state and local access to the actual reports. 

DRA plans to continue disseminating current information and data to 
those entities responsible for considering the PURPA standards. 
Over 1,000 documents have been distributed; the feasibility of 
establishing a clearinghouse is being investig~ted. 

During the past year, ORA has sponsored or cosponsored several 
workshops to discuss the results of specific electric utility rate 
projects and pilot or case studies, as well as to foster information 
exchange among state commissions, consumer offices, and the public. 
In June 1979, a conference was held to facilitate the sharing of 
information related to consumer issues. Approximately 100 consumer 
advocates from 13 states and territories attended. Issues such as 
marginal-cost pricing and construction-work-in-progress were dis­
cussed, as well as the staffing and technical needs of state consumer 
offices. · 

Additional seminars are planned to deal with time-of-day rates as 
well as other PURPA standards and issues. For example, a 3-day 
seminar to discuss time-of-day rates and analytical techniques 
appropriate to load research, as well as study findings from the 
time-of-day rate experiments, was scheduled for March 1980. 

Finally, DRA will analyze the types of load and operating data that 
are to be submitted to PERC under Section 133 of PURPA. Based on 
this review and an evaluation of the adaptability of the data to 
computerized cost-of-service analytical tools, DRA will determine 
whether or not a program should be undertaken to develop these tools 
and disseminate them to the states and nonregulated utilities 
for their use in considering the PURPA ratemaking standar~s. 
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5.3.1.4 Assistance Through National 
Regulatory Research Institute 

Under Section 603 of PURPA, DOE·inay make grants to "an institute 
established by the National Association of Regulatory Utility Commis­
sioners" (NARUC) to conduct research nn electric and gas utili Ly 

reguiatory policy issues, develop data processing and retrieval 
methods for 'ratemaking, and perform other functions directly related 
to the consideration of PURPA standards and other provisions of 
PURPA. Through the National Regulatory Research Institute (NRRI), 
NARUC is heiping to achieve these objectives. 

In FY1979, DRA provided over $1 million to NRRI to assist ]n educat­
iny l:>tate and local authorities on the provisions of PURPA and to 
provide support in four specific areal?; rate nP.~i p1,. t:<•:'liit aontrol 1 

computer-assisted regulatory analysis, and regulatory information. 
NRRI has sponsored numerous workshops and conferences and prepared 
publications· (see Appendix B) to disseminate information a.nd discuss 
available techniques and ratemaking practices relevant to the PURPA 
standards. .NRRI has also provided state-specific, on-site technical 
assistance on a limited basis. 

During the current fiscal year, NRRI is funded at a similar level to 
continue providing technical assistance. However, the fundi·ng is 
through a grant, rather than a contractual arrangement to allow 
flexibility ·in responding to state needs. 

5.3.2 Regulatory Analysis Activities 

DOE has also undertaken several regulatory analysis activities to 
assist the states and covered utilities in carrying out their respons­
ibilities under PURPA. These activities inciude: 

• Conducting a state-specific assessment of regulatory authority 
capabilities for conducting PURPA regulatory proceedings 

• Preparing an annual report to Congress on the status of the 
~URPA consideration process 

• Conducting (in consultation with FERC) a gas rate design study 
as the basis for making recommendations to improve gas utility rate 
design and conservation. 

5.3.2.1 Assessment of State Regulatory 
Authority and Utility Technical 
Capabilities and Needs 

As a basis for structuring and implementing technical assistance 
programs fo~ the states and nonregulated utilities, ORA has conducted 
periodic needs assessments. 
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During the last quarter of 1979, the division conducted a comprehen­
sive telephone survey of 45 state regulatory authorities to assess 
their needs for assistance and information in the areas of load 
management; marginal cost pricing and time-of-day rates; computer 
modeling capabilities; cost-benefit analytical techniques; financial 
analysis of impacts of cost-based rates; oil consumption; solar 
energy; and energy conservation. Respondents to the. survey indica­
ted a need for basic, fundamental materials, such as: primers on 
marginal-cost pricing and time-of-day rates; a manual on cost-benefit 
analysis for evaluating load management and time-of-day rates; and a 
study of the financial implications of cost-based rates as required 
by PURPA. Discussions with state commission staff also revealed that 
54 percent of the respondents do not currently have computer capa­
bility and are relying on basic PURPA grant funds to acquire such 
capability. 

DRA has developed a set of five recommendations based on the survey 
results: 

1. Establish a program to assist state public utility commissions 
in developing demand forecasting models for use in estimating 
long-term demand. 

2. Conduct a series of workshops or training seminars focusing on 
the types of co~puter facilities, programs, and staff capabilities 
required to develop computer capability. (ORA concluded that this 
"how to" approach would benefit state regulatory authorities that 
currently do not have computer capability but are interested in 
acquiring such capability.) 

3. Develop a set of primers and methodolog~es for dealing with 
marginal-cost pricing, power brokering and pooling, time-of­
day rates, and general data gathering for c.ost-of-service 
determinations. 

4. Perform a cost~benefit analysis of the PURPA rate standards. 

5. Conduct a series of studies to address such issues as marginal 
cost pricing, cost of service, and load management as they relate 
to PURPA. 

These recommendations (along with the analysis of data and infor­
mation submitted to DOE by state regulatory authorities and 
nonregulated utilities in their Form ERA-196s) will serve as ORA's 
basis for continually refining its technical assistance efforts. 

5.3.2.2 Annual Report to Congress 

As a means of overseeing the states' progress in considering and 
implementing the PURPA ratemaking and regulatory standards, Congress 
required DOE to establish a reporting procedure. 
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State regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities were.required 
to submit 'status reports to DOE annually beginning in November 1979. 
Congress also required DOE to review these reports and to submit a 
progress report to Congress no later than May 1980, and then annually 
for each of the next 10 year.s. 

\ 

DRA developed Form ERA-166 to obtain the necessary information from 
the state regulatory authorities and utilitie~. This report to 
Congress represents the first of the required annual reports on the 
status of the consideration process. 

Over the coming year, DOE plans to refine Form ERA-166 to ensure that 
its re~uests for information can be readily understood by the state 
regulatory authorities and utilities, and the information received by 
DOE will thus be more complete and accurate. 

5.1.?..3 Natur~l Ga~ RaL~ Design Study 

DOE, in consultation with FERC, is required under Title III, Section 
306, of PURPA to conduct a gas rate design study as the basis for 
making recommendations to Congress on improving gas utility rate 
design and.conservation. In this study, DOE is evaluating, both 
conceptually and empirically, the effect of specified alternative 
rate designs (e.g., marginal cost pricing) and regulatory policies 
(e.g., interruptible service, well-head natural gas pricing) on 
several factors (e.g., demand for end-use consumption). 

This study is required to be submitted to Congress by May 1, 1980. 
Legislative recommendations must be developed and submitted to 
Congress by November 4, 1980. In the course of conducting the study 
and developing the legislativA proposalo, DO]] hlls pL·ovided the 
opportunit~ for comment and consultation by the states, private 
industry, and the general public. 

The study i·s being performed under the direction of the DRA, which is 
being supported by several contractors in carrying out various 
phases. Recent efforts have focused on the development of analytical 
tools (i.e., computer models) to s.i.mulate a gas distr .i.Lutor and its 
customer b~se; extensive data collection; and discussions with 
gas industry representatives to identify other relevant factors. The 
consequences of alternative rate design are being analyzed using 
these hypothetical gas utility models. 

,. 
5.3.2.4 Analysis of Pilot.and 

Demonstration Programs 

DRA is currently collecting and synthesizing information from 
the pilot utility implementation projects and electric rate 
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demonstrations. Documents will be prepared on each of the following 
topics: implementation of time-of-day rates, including necessary 
metering equipment and billing practices; load management techniques; 
master metering; and information to consumers. For example, these 
documents will provide both a quantitative and qualitative account of 
the actual costs, effects, and problems encountered when time-of-day 
rates were implemented. Incorporated into each will be ~ discussion 
of how these experiments are applicable and can be useful to the 
states in their consideration of the PURPA standards. 

5.4 INTERVENTION ACTIVITIES 

Sections 121 and 305 of PURPA grant the Secretary of DOE ~uthority to 
intervene and participate in state regulatory and nonregulated 
utility proceedings involving consideration of utility rate reform. 
Under this authority, DOE can intervene in proceedings to advocate 
regulatory policies and practices that further national energy 
policies as well as the specific purposes of PURPA. These interven­
tions address: reform of electric and national gas policies and rate 
structures; implementation of utility conservation, load management, 
power pooling, wheeling, and intercortrteceion prugL·dltt::;; establishment 
of reasonable oil, gas, coal, and other energy price and transporta­
tion policies; and recognition of new and alternative energy supplie~, 
including solar, geothermal, wind, biomass, and other renewable 
energy resources. 

The Division of Regulatory Proceedings is addressing reform of 
electric rates and regulatory standards in conjunction with the con­
sideration of PURPA standards in proceedings in Arizona, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Florida, Louisiana, Maryland, Missouri, New Mexico, and 
Virginia, as well as before the Los Angeles Department of· Water and 
Power (the nation's largest municipal electric utility). DOE has 
also presented comments in the Tennessee Valley Authority's considera­
tion of. the PURPA service practice standards. Testimony ·in these 
proceedings as well as in ·federal proceedings at FERC and the Inter­
state Commerce Commission (ICC) have addressed the basic purposes of 
PURPA: conservation, efficiency, and equity, and other related 
energy policy objectives. 

DRP has intervened in proceedings before ICC to ensure adequate 
consideration of national energy policies. Escalating railroad coal 
tariffs seriously impact the coal conversion program and:.have similar 
implications for the proposed oil backout legislation. In these 
cases DOE has argued that national energy policy objectives must be 
carefully weighed in se.tting tariffs for coal transportation because 
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coal rates substantially influence economic decisions by utilities 
and other captive coal users to construct new or convert existing 
generating plants to displace oil and gas. The Department is also 
participating at ICC in a proceeding considering a joint line agree­
ment and a proceeding considering a merger application involving 
situations where the lack of competition would have adverse effects 
on coal tariffs. 

DRP interventions at FERC pursuant to Section 405 of the DOE 
Organization Act are directed toward proceedings concerning oil and 
natural gas pipelines; natural gas pricing and certification; elec­
tric wholesale rates, interconnections, power pooling, and coal 
gasification projects. For example, the Department is participating 
in a proceeding to consider an application to have FERC exercise its 
broadened powers under PURPA to order interconnection of electr~c 
utilltl~s. DRP has also filed testimony in a proceeding in which 
FERC is deL~nnlning fundamental issUE;'!$ on oil pipP.linP -r:-~gulation. 
Another intervention before this forum supported the nation's first 
coa1 gasification plant using commercial scale equipnent. The 
specific PURPA standards which DOE addresses are determined by the 
scope of the proceeding and the circumstances of the particular 
utility involved. Other potential and ongoing federal and state 
proceedings are continually being monitored and analyzed to identify 
additional intervention opportunities in which DOE's participation 
would contribute to achieving national energy policy objectives. The 
following are brief synopses of the issues being addressed in the 
regulatory proceedings in which DOE is participating. 

5.4.1 State Proceedings 

• Maryland/Virginia/District of Columbia: Washington Gas Light. 
Shortly after the passage of PURPA, DRP petitioned to intervene in 
regulatory proceedings in Maryland, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia to consider the standby rate application proposed by 
Washington Gas Light. The utility had proposed a rate for cus­
tomers using solar and alternative energy systems, which DOE 
opposed on the grounds that it was not cost-justified and discour­
aged conservation by consumers. The decision by an administrative 
law judge of the Maryland PSC recommending denial of the applica­
tion clearly reflects the position DRP advocat~d in the proceeding. 

• Delaware: Delmarva Power and Light Company. DOE has intervened 
in Phase II of this rate proceeding. Testimony has been filed 
advocating adoption of marginal-cost pricing as the basis for the 
design of electric tariffs, implementation of time-of-use rates 
where cost-justified, and elimination of declining-block rates. 
The Delaware PSC had decided to consider the PURPA rate-design 
standards during the rate hearings. A final decision has not yet 
been issued. 
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• Connecticut: Northeast Utilities. DOE intervened in a regula­
tory proceeding involving a rate increase application submitted by 
two subsidiaries of Northeast Utilities: Connecticut Light and 
Power and Hartford Electric Light Company. In Phase I of the 
proceeding, DOE presented testimony urging approval of revenue 
levels adequate to accelerate the completion of a plant under 
construction to displace oil-fired generation. In Phase II, DOE 
advocated adoption of relevant marginal costs as the basis for 
electric rate structures and filed recommended tariffs. In a 
decision issued in March 1980, the Connecticut Division of Public 
Utility Control (DPUC) adopted the concept of marginal costs in 
principle as a guide in setting electric rates and determined that 
a specific marginal cost methodology would be selected in a generic 
hearing on cost of service, which is scheduled to begin in May 
1980. The DPUC also adopted specific rate structure changes that 
reflect many concerns presented by the Department and made PURPA 
determinations as requested by DOE. 

• Virginia: Virginia Electric Power Company (VEPCO). The 
Virginia State Corporation Commission will consider PURPA standards 
and rate design in a regulatory proceeding for VEPCO. The cost-of­
service, time-of-day, seasonal, declining-block, and interruptible 
rates standards, as well as load management policies, will be 
evaluated. 

• California: Los Angeles Department of Water and Power. The 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, the largest electric 
municipal utility in the United States, was one of the first 
nonregulated utilities to initiate PURPA consideration. DOE 
provided comments on the proposed rules of practice and procedures 
for the hearings and submitted testimony in February 1980. 
In this proceeding, DOE advocated marginal-cost based rates and a 
fuel adjustment clause reflecting the purposes of PURPA as applied 
to a municipal utility system. 

• Louisiana Public Service Commission: Gulf States Utilities. 
DOE has petitioned to intervene in this proceeding and_will present 
testimony advocating adoption and implementation of the PURPA 
standards. 

• Arizona Public Service Commission: Arizona Public Service 
Company; New Mexico Public Service Commission: Public Service of 
New Mexico; Missouri Public Service Commission: Kansas City Power 
and Light Company. DOE has filed petitions to intervene in these 
proceedings, which will address consideration of the PURPA stan­
dards. A petition will also be filed to participate in the Florida 
PSC's generic PURPA proceeding. 
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5.4.2 FERC Proceedings 

• Central Power and Light (CP&L) et al. DOE has intervened in 
this proceeding involving FERC's consideration of CP&L's applica­
tion to order interconnection of the Electric Reliability Council 
of Texas with the Southwest Power Pool. This is the first applica­
tion made to FERC to exercise its broadened powers under PURPA to 
require interconnection of electric utilities. 

• ANR Coal Gasification. FERC recently approved a major coal 
gasification demonstration project and its financing consistent 
with DOE's recommendations in the proceeding. 

• WilliaT!ls Pipeline Co. OOE has auvut:ated rate-base pri-nciples of 
original cost less depreciation and support for a current cost-of­
capital standard in this proceeding in which FERC is determining 
the basis on which it will regulate oil pipelines. This position 
is consistent with DOE's position in,Nnnther FERC proceeding,~ 
Alaska Pipeline (TAPS). 

5.4.3. Other Federal Agencies (ICC) 

• San Antonio v. Burlington Northern, Inc. DOE argued'that the 
requested rate was not cost-justified and that the attempt to 
improve the financial health of the railroads through increased 
coal rates must be balanced with the national energy goal of coal 
conversion. In November 1979, the Department of Justice filed an 
appellate brief representing DOE's views seeking reversal of ICC's 
approval of a $17.23-per-ton-mile rate in San Antonio, Texas 
v. Burlington Northern, Inc. (ICC Docket No. 36180). DOE is 
awaiting ICC's decision in Ex Parte 347, Western Coa.! __ ~nvestiga­
tion Guiutdines tor !{ai.lroad Rate Structure, and is participating 
in Chicago and Northwestern Transportation Company (ICC Docket No. 
29066) to ensure competition in r.ail servicQ to the rowder Rivex 
Basin. Appeal of the ICC'S adverse decision issued in Increased 
Rates on Coal, Louisville and Nashville Railroad (ICC Docket No. 
37063 - Eastern Coal rates) is under consideration. 



Exhibit 5.a 

LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979) 

BASIC 
STATE COMMISSION PURPA GRANTS 

Alabama Public Service Commission 200,000 

Alaska Public Utility Commission 200,000 

Arizona Corporation Commission 150,000 

Arkansas Public Service Commission 200,000 

·California Public Utility Commission 100,000 

Colorado Public Utility Commission 195,880 

Connecticut Public Utility Control Authority 200,000 

Delaware Public Service Commission 167,600 . 
District of Columbia P.~blic Service Commission 190,600 

Florida Public Service Commission 125,000 

Georgia Public Service Commission 100,000 

Hawaii Public Utility Commission 200,000 

Idaho Public Utility Commission 200,000 

Illinois Commerce Commission 167,430 

Indiana Public Service Commission 200,000 

Iowa State Commerce Commission 175,000 

Kansas State Corporation Commission 171,429 

Kentucky State Corporation Commission 200,000 

Louisiana 

* California Energy Commission (not PUC) 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

133,000 

250,000 

105,000 

370,000 

120,000 

152,891 

110,000 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

228,500 

190,000 

205, OOC· 

208,000 

142,500 

244,001) 

., 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION 

502,500* 

325,000 

TOTAL 

428,500 

200,000 

283,000 

390,000 

852,500 

400,880 

630,000 

375,600 

190,600 

495,000 

242,500 

200,000 

320,000 

564,321 

200,000 

285,000 

171,429 

200,000 
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LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO·STATES (FY1979) 

STATE COMMISSION 

Maine Public Utility Commission 

Maryland Public Service Commission 

Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities 

Michigan Public Service Commission 

Minnesdta Public Service Commission 

Mississ'ippi 

Missour.i Public Service Commission 

Montana: Public Service Commission 

Nebraska 

Nevada ;Public Service Commission 

New Hampshire Public Utility Commission 

New Jersey Department of Energy 

New Mexico Public Service Commission 

New York Department of Publ·ic Service 
' . 

North c:arolina Utilities Commission 

North Dakota Public Service Commission 

Ohio Public Service Commission 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
; 

Oregon ; 

BASIC 
PURPA GRANTS 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

193,946 

179,875 

200,000 

(No PUC) 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

198,896 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

483,500 

130,000 

72,000 

325,000 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

205,000 

22:51 000 

183,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION 

434,973 

TOTAL 

200,000 

200,000 

683,500 

405,000 

193,946 

179,875 

200,000 

200,000 

330,000 

?00,000 

497,000 

383,000 

958,859 

200,000 

200,000 

200,000 

--------· ---·-· --·-·---· -----------·--· -------·-------·-------------·--·-----------·------------------ . 



Exhibit ~.a (continued) 
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979) 

BASIC 
STATE COMMISSION PURPA GRAN'~S 

Pennsylv<~;nia Public Service Commission 200,000 

Puerto Ri;co 

Rhode I stand Public Utility Commission 200,000 

South Carolina Public Service Commission 200,000 
: 

South Dakota Public Utility Commission 200,000 

Tennessee' 
: 

Texas Public Utility Commission 69,020 

Utah Public Service Commission 200,000 

Vermont Public Service Board 199,055 

Virginia State Corporation Commission 200,000 

washington 

West Virginia Public Service Commission 200,000 

Wisconsin: Public Service Commission 200,000 

Wyoming 

TOTAL 8,183,721 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

200,500 

83,300 

222,000 

500,000 

3,257,191 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

169,000 

2,000,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION TOTAL 

200,000 

400,500 

200,000 

200,000 

152,320 

591,000 

199,055 

700,000 

200,000 

200,000 

14,703,385 

1\) 

0'1 
w 



Exhibit 5.a (continued) 
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STA·rES (FY1979) 

NONREGULATED UTILITIES 

Alabama: Office of the Attorney General 

Alaska 

Arizona: Salt River Project . 

Arkansas: Office of the Attorney General 

California: Sacramento Munic. Util. District 

California: Santa Clara Electric Department 

California: Turlock Irrigation District 

Colorado: Office of Energy Conservation 

Connecticut: Groton Department of Utilities 

Delaware: Office of the Public Advocate 

District of Columbia 

Florida: Clay Elec~ric Cooperative, Inc. 

Florida: Jacksonville Electric Authority 

Florida: Lakeland Department of Electricity 

Florida: Orlando Utilities Commission 

Georgia: Consumer Utilities Counsel 

Georgia: Flint Elec. Membership Corporation 

Georgia: Jackson Elec. Membership Corporation 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

BASIC 
PURPA GRANTS 

50,000 

17,333 

18,667 

64,000 

20,250 

8,250 

23,250 

23,250 

50,000 

50,000 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

39,000 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

22E,500 

'-

190,000 

205,000 

208,000 

142,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION TOTAL 

228,500 

50,000 

190,000 

100,000 

205,000 

39,000 

208,000 

75,000 

242,500 



Exhibit 5.a (continued) 
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979) 

NONREGULATED UTILITIES 

Illinois: Office of Consumer Services 

Illinois: Springfield Dept. of Pub. Property 

Indiana 

Iowa: Muscatine Power and Water. 

Kansas: Kansas City Board of Public Utilities 

Kentucky 

Louisiana: City of New Orleans 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michi<;ran: . Off ice of the Attorney General 

Minnesota 

Mississippi: Singing:, River Elec. Power Assn. 

Missi~s~ppi: Sout.hern Pine Elec. Power Assn. 

Missouri: Springfield City Utilities 

Montana 

Nebraska: Lincoln Electric System 

Nebraska: Nebraska Public Power District 

Nebraska: Omaha Public Power District 

Nevada 

BASIC 
PURPA GRANTS 

32, 5.70 

25,000 

28,~71 

127,525 

63,953 

64,64? 

20,000 

68,000 

36,000 

96,000 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

62,750 

168,000 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

244,000 

205,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION 

154,000 

TOTAL 

276,570 

25,000 

28,571 

127,525 

205,000 

128,593 

237,250 

368,000 



I 
Ex~ibit 5.a (continued) 
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979: 

I 
I 
' 

NONREGULATED UTILITIES 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New.-Mexico: Office of·the Attorney General 

New York: State Consumer Protection Board . 

NOrth Carolina: Blue Ridge Elec. Memb. Corp. 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

·oregon: Clatskanie ·people's Utility District 

Oregon: Umatilla Elec. Coop. Association 
~"' ' . .. 

Pennsylvania 

Puerto Rico: Water Resources Authority 

Rhode Island 

South Carolina 

South Dakota 

Tennessee 

Texas: Cities of Austin, Garland, Lubbock 

Texas: Austin Municipal Utility System 

Texas: San Antonio City Public Service Bc•ard 

Utah: Commission of Consumer Services 

BASIC 
PURPA GRANTS 

. 86,851 

60,6.~0 

200,000 

84,700 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

87,000 

98,500 

140,000 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

225,000 

183.000 

169,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION TOTAL 

225,000 

183,000 

87,000 

147,451 

200,000 

323,200 

169,000 



Exhibit 5.a (continued) 
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979) 

-. ~· 

NONREGULATED UTILITIES 

Vermont 

Virginia 

Washington: Snohomish Co. Pub. Util. Dist. #1 

washington: Seattle City Light 

West Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Wyoming 

TOTAL 

'' 

••. 'T 

·, 

BASIC 
PURPA GRANTS 

64,364 

30,000 

1,413,774 

INNOVATIVE 
RATES 

595,250 

STATE 
CONSUMER OFFICES 

2, 000,000 

ECPA PILOT 
CONTINUATION 

378,644 

533,144 

TOTAL 

473,008 

4, 542, 168 . 
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Appendix A 

REPORTING FORMAT FOR PURPA STANDARDS: FORM ERA-166 

Shortly following the enactment of PURPA, DOE began.to establish a. 
system for the annual reporting required by state regulatory authori­
ties and nonregulated utilities. In this appendix, we b~iefly 
review: 

• Development of Reporting Requirements and Form ERA-166 

• Form Format 

• Form Receipt 

• Data Pruce~~lng 

• Data Analysis. 

A.1 DEVELOPMENT OF REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS AND FORM ERA-166 

DOE's first step was to establish an internal OUS/DRA working group 
to determine the relevant data needed for the mandated annual congres­
sional raporting. After preparation of a prel.im:i. ni'lry rPpnrt. fnrm, 
additional input was requested from within DOE as well as from 
the Rural Electric Administration. Concurrent with these internal 
activities, DOE personnel attended public meetings of utilities and 
regulatory organizations (e.g., NARUC, EEI, APPA, NRECA) to convey 
that a reporting document was being developed and to request comment 
when the proposed rulemaking was published. The proposed rulemaking 
and the accompanying report form, designated ERA-166, were published 
in the Federal Register on April 17, 1979, and submitted for approval 
by the Energy Information Agency (EIA)·and the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB). Public hearings were held in Denver, Colorado, and 
Washington, D.C., and public comments were received through June 18, 
1979. Based on the 50 public comments received, DOE modified and 
significantly shortened the reporting requirements including revi­
sions to format and content of ERA-166. OMB approval of the revised 



REPORTING .FORMAT 

form was received on July 31, 1979, and the final rule and associated 
report form were published in the Federal Register on August 13, 1979 
(a copy of the form is attached as Exhibit A.1). 

Beginning on August 16, 1979, ous mailed copies of the reporting form 
to state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities. Prior to 
the distribu~ion, OUS had begun coordinating with EIA to develop a 
package of computer data processing and analysis. This package 
included keypunching, error reviewing and data editing, and data 
reduction through the use of an interactive software program. OUS 
also contracted for assistance in the data review and preparation of 
supplementary exhibit material. 

A.2 FORM FORMAT 

Form ERA-166 is set up as 12 schedules: the first requests general 
information about the respondent and its utility regulatory authority, 
and the remaining 11 address actions taken for each of the 11 stan-. 
dards. The schedules generally request a yes/no (or similar limited 
response) answer, and allow for additional narrative .where necessary. 
The data requested on each standard relate to status, consideration 
procedure, evidence presented, findings and conclusions, specific 
characteristics of the adopted standard, and (to a limited extent) 
quality of the support for the findings and conclusions. 

A.3 FORM RECEIPT 

The initial report was scheduled to be received by DOE from state 
regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities on or before 
November 9, 1979. Although reports were received from the last week 
of October through March, most (95 percent) were received by November 
30, 1979 (see Exhibit A.2). Nonreporting state regulatory authori­
ties and nonregulated utilities were mailed a reminder on November 29, 
1979. A copy of each report was filed in OUS, a second copy was 
provided to ERA's Office of Public Information for public viewing, 
and a third copy was used as a working document for data processing 
by EIA. 



REPORTING FORMAT 

A.4 DATA PROCESSING 

Prior to keypunching, each report's data responses for the 12 sched­
ules were manually reviewed for completeness and order-of-magnitude 
quantity accuracy. Most of the errors discovered appeared to be 
caused by (1) unclear instructions, (2) individual responses not 
matching precisely with the predesignated questions, or, most com­
monly, (3) lack of careful reading of instructions. Additional spot 
checks were made by comparing the reporting form with other informa­
tion sources (e.g., Lehman Report on Public Utilities, DOE survey of 
hearing procedures and regulatory orders). All errors uncovered were· 
called to the attention of the reporting entity and any agreed-upon 
changes in the report were confirmed by a follow-up letter. 

A.S DATA ANALYSIS 

As a result of continual problems in the data programming functions, 
computer analysis was abandoned for this year, and the manual data 
reduction and analysis were upgraded and expanded. OUS staff drew 
specific data regarding the extent and quality of the states' and 
utilities' PURPA consideration process for review, compilation, and 
analysis from the reports' schedules and relevant attachments. 

DOE's review and analysis focused on three major issues: 

1. What is the status of the respondent, and what is the impact 
(measured by number of customers covered) of adoption (or rejection) 
of a standard? 

2. Has the consideration process met the minimum procedural 
requirements of PURPA as well as an acceptable (in DOE's view) 
level of quality of evidence to arrive at a decision? 

3. What are the characteristics of the standard implemented, and 
how do they conform with the standard as set forth by PURPA? 

This review and analysis provided the basis for DOE's presentation of 
state and utility progress on PURPA in this annual report. 
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0. S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Economic Regulatory ·Administration 

1-7ashington, D. C. · 20461 

PORPA ANUUAL REPORT ON !:LECTRIC AND GAS UTILITIES 

Exhibit A.l 

This report is mandatory under Pub.L. 95-617 (PURPA) sections 116 
and 309 

Information and General Instructions for Completing 
PURPA Annual Report on Electric and Gas Utilities 

I. General 

The PURPA Annual Report on Electric and Gas Utilities 

must be ~ompleted by each State regulatory authority (with 

respect to each covered electric and gas utility for which it 

has ratemaking authority) and each covered nonregulated electric 

and gas utility consistent with these instr.uctions. All .infor-

mation shall be provided in a clear and concise manner. In­

formation required regarding the .consideration process for 

each standard shall, to the maximum extent practical, be 

surnmarized from the written determinations and orders issued. 

ERA reserve·s the right .to reque.st any supplementary inforrr.a-

. tion from the State regulatory authority or covered nonregulated 

utility as may be ·needed to fufly understand the report. 

II~ Cover·age 

A. Etectric utitities. The el~ctric utilities and r 

regulated electric utilities covered by this report a• 

whose total _sales of electric energy for purposes 
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other than resale exceeded 500 million kilowatt-hours during 

any calendar year beginning after December 31, 1975, and before 

the i:r.mediately preced~ng calendar year. For example, in the 

case of the' first report (due November 9, 1979) the applicable 

years for determining the threshold are 1976 and 1977. 

I!. Gas" uti ti t;i~ s. The gas utili ties' ,and nonreguia·ted 

gas utilities covered by this report are those whose totai 

sales of natural gas for purposes other than· resale exceeded 

10 billion cubic feet during any calendar year beginning 

after Dec~~ber 31, 1975, and before the immediately preceding 

calendar year. (See example in paragraph A, above~) 

C. Ezdtusion of whoZesate sales. The requirements of 

this report do not apply to. the operation of an electric 

or gas utility, or to proceedings respecting such operations, 

to the extent that such operations or proceedings relate to 

sales of electric energy or natural gas for purposes of resale. 

D. List of couere..i uti'l.i.ti.es. ERA will publish in the 

Federal Recister a list of utilities covered under PORPA for each 

reporting year (i.e., for 1979, 44FR17448, March 21, 1979). 

The inclusion or exclusion of any u_tility on 'the list does not 

affect the legal obligation to report by such utility or the 

responsiple State regulatory authority under PORPA. 
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A. Due date. The report shall be submitted not later than 

November·9, l979, and annually thereafter for lp years • 

. B. Repo~ting pe~iod. The reporting period for the 

first PURPA .Annual Report on Electric and Gas Utilities. 

shall be November 9, 1978 to June 30, 1979. For each subse-

quent report, the reporting period shall be Ju~y 1 of the 

previous year to June 30 of the year in which the report 

is due. 

IV. Address: Numbe.r of Copies 

Each reporting entity shall send the original and two 

copies of the PURPA Annual Report on Electric and Gas Utilitie.s 

to the following address: 

PURPA,Apnual, 'RP-p"r.t on Electric and Gas; Utilities, 

Office of Utility Systet:ts, Economic Regulatory 

A~~inistration, Department of Energy, 2000 M Street, 

N.~'l., Room 4016, Washington, D.C. 20461. 

v. Incl:usion of Annual Report on Prohibition on Sale and 

Direct Industrial Use of Natural Gas for Outdoor Lighting 

. The State regulatory authority may submit to 

ERA, with the PURPA Annual Report on Electric and Gas . 
Utilities, the ~ual Report on the Prohibitio~ on Sale and 

Direct Industrial Use of Natura~ Gas for Outdoor Lighting 

(Gaslight Report), if required pursuant to section 402 of 

the Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978 

(Pub.L. 95-620) and applicable regulations (10 CFR Part 516), 
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4 

Unless otherwise expressly provided, for the purposes 

of· this reporting requirement--

(A) The te~m •adopt" means,·with respect to the standards 

established by sections 113 and 303 of PURPA, to put into effect. 

(B)· The term "class" means, with. respect to electric and 

gas consumers, any group of such consumers who have similar 

characteristics of electric or gas energy use, respectively. 

(C) The term "consideration process" means, with respect 

to any of the standards established by sections 111, 113 or 303 

of PURPA, the set of appropriate procedu=es carried out by a 

State regulatory authority or nonregulated utility culminating 

in a determination as to whether or not to adopt or implement 

such standard. 

(D) The term "electric consumer" means any person, State 

agency, or Federal agencv. to which electric energy is sold 

other than for purposes of resale. 

(E) The term nelectric utilitY" means any person, State 

ag~ncy, or Federal agency, which sells electric energy._ 

{F) The term "evidence" means any testimony, data, staff 

reports, technical analyses, briefs, or any other statements, 

documents or information admitted- into the record 

of the proceedings respecting the consideration of the 

standards. 
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(G) The term "Federal agency" means an executive agency 

(as defined in section 105 of the United States Code). 
·' 

(H) . The term "gas consumer" means any person, State 

agency, or Federal agency, to which natural gas is sold other 

than for purposes of resale. 

(I) The term "gas utility• means any perso~r .State 

agency, or Federal agency; engaged in the local dis~ribution 
of natural gas, and the sale of natural gas to any ultimate 

consumer of natural gas. 

(J) The term "i."'Dplemerit" means, with respect to the standards 

established by section 111 of PURPA, to put into effect. 

(K) The term "load management technique" means any 

technique (other than a time-of-day or seasonal rate) to 

reduce the maximum kilowat·t demand on the electric utility, 
'. 

including ripple or radio control mechanisms, and other types 

of interruptible electric service; energy storage devices, 

and load-limiting devices. 

(L) The term "nonregulated electric utility" means 

any electric utility with respect to which neither the 

·Te~messee Valley Authority ('I'VA). nor any State· regulatory 

authority has ratemaking authority. 

(M) The terrn."nonregulated gas utility" means any !Jas 

utility with respect to which no State regulatorY authority 

has ratemaking authority. 
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(N) The term "person" means an individual, partnership, 

corporation,· unincorporated association or any group, .. 
organization or entity. 

(0) The term· "rate" means: 
• 

(l) Any price, rate, charge, or classification made, 

demanded, observed, or received with respect to the sale 

of electric ener9Y by an electric uti~ity to an electric 

consumer or the sale of natural gas to a gas consumer. 

(2} Any rule, regulation, or p~actice respecting any 

such ra~e, charge, or classification: and 

(3) Any contract pertaining to the sale of electric 

energy to an electric consumer or the sale of natural gas 

to a gas consumer. 

(P) The term "ratemaking authority" means authority to 

fix, modify, approve, or disapprove rates. 

(0) The term "sale" means a transfer to a purchaser 

for considerAtinn and:· 

(1) when used with respect to electric energy, includes 

any exchange of 71ectric energy: or 

(2) when us~d with respect to natural gas, includes 

any exchange of natural gas. 

(R) The term "State" means a State, the District of 

Columbia, and Puerto Rico. 

(SJ The term "State agency" means a State, political 
':: ~ . , 

subdivision thereof, and any agency or instr~~entality of 

either. 

·";: 
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(T) The term "State regulatory authority" mea~s any 

State agency which has·ratemakinq authority with respect to: 

(1) The sale of electric energy by any electric utility 

(other than by such State agency), and in the case of·an electric 

utility with respect to which the TVA has rat~aking authority, 

such term means the TVA; or 

(2) The sale of natural gas by any gas utility (other 

than by ·such State agency). 

VII. General Instructions for Completing Schedules <. 

A. Schedutes. The PURPA ~~nual Report on Electric and 

Gas Utilities consists of the following 12 schedulesi 

Schedule 1 - General Information on the State Regulatory 

Authority or Covered Nonregulated Utility 

Schedule 2 Cost-of-Service Standard 

Schedule 3 - Declining Block Rates Standard 

Schedule 4 - Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

Schedule 5 - Seasonal Rates Standard 

Schedule 6 Interruptible Rates Standard 

Schedule 7 - Load Management Techniques Standard 

Schedule 8 Master Metering Standard 

Schedule 9 - Automatic Adjus~ent Clauses Standard 

Schedule 10 - Info~ation to Consumers Standard 

Schedule 11 - Procedures for Termina~ion of Electric (Gas) 

Service Standard 

Schedule 12 - Advertising Standard 
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Schedules 1-12 are to be completed for each electric 

utility listed in section 3.l(a) of Schedule 1. Only 

Schedules 1, 11, and 12 are to be completed for each gas 

utility listed in section 3.l(b) of Schedule 1. 

B. Attachments. Space in addition to that provided rnay 

be ne~essary for ~upple~enting the answers to sorne questions. 

In such a case, please provide a numbered attac~~ent ~o ~he 

appropriate schedule and indicate the attachment number next 

to the answer. The use of an attac~~ent does not void the 

requireme~t that all questions be a~swer~d and tables co~pleted. 

Attac~~ents should be designated by using the schedule n~ber 

followed by a dash followed by a se~uential n~ber starting 

with 1 for each schedule. (For exar:~ple, attac~-ne~t "3-1" 

wo.uld be the first attachment to schedule 3; attachment "2-5" 

would be the fifth attachment to schedule 2.) 

C. UtiZity designations. The com?letion o: sections 

3.l(a) and (b) of Sched~le 1 will provide a list of all 

cove~ad electric and qas utilities, respectively. Whe~ 

completing these sections, please desig.nate each by a 

sequential number starting with l, as illustrated in the 

example below. A combination utility (i.e~, one that sells 

both electricity and gas) must be listed and numbered twice -

once for each in the spaces provided for sections 3.l(a) 

and (b). For each _utility listed indicate the corresponding 

utility code fro~ the attached list of codes. If no code is .. :~~ 

listed, please contact person specified in paragraph VIII 

for assignment of a code number. 
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Name Utilitv No. Utili tv Code 

3.l(a) El 

E2 

~3 

E4 
ES 

. 
E20 

3.l(b) Gl 

G2 

G3 

G4 

. 
GlS 

· Elec. Utility 

Elec. Utility 

Elec. Utility 

Elec. Utilit-y 

Gas Utility A 

Gas Utility B 

A 

B 

c 

D 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

. (D) Gene~ic option. The tables in Schedules 2-12 are 

designed to allow one report for two or more utilities 

12345 

56789 

90123 

34567 

78901 

56789 

for which the consideration process was conducted on a generic 

basis for the applicable standard. Please use the space 

provided at the beginning of Schedules 2-12 to indicate 

which utilities are included in the "generic" category for 

that standard. Answers to questions for utilities included 

under the generic category should only be placed in the 

"Generic" col~~, which has been provided, and not redundantly 

under each utility's column. 

0 
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(E) Omission of info~~ation. Requested information and 

responses shall be omitted only if, and to the extent that, 

such information is identical to the information submitted in 

the previous year's PURPA Annual Report on Electric and Gas 

Utilities. 

(F) Additior.aZ utiZities. The tables in Schedules 2-12 

are designed to accommodate a maximum of 15 utilities. If 

there are more than 15 utilities that need eo be lis~ed on 

the tables, use extra for~s and renumber the columns as 

needed. 

VIII. ,Additional Information and Assistance 

If ·additional information or assistance is needed in com-

pleting the fo~, please contact: 

William G. (Bill) S~ith, Office of Utility Systems, 

Econo~ic Regulatory Administration, u.s. Department 

of Ene:=gy, 2000 H Street, N.~-:. (Room 4016E), 

\'las~ington, D.C. 20461, (202) 254-8209. 

IX. Certification 

Section 2.0 of Schedule l shall be completed by the 

chairman of the State regulatory authority or the chief 

executive officer of the nonregulated utility or other 

commissioner or officer authorized to file this report on 

behalf of the authority or utility. 



ERA Form 166 
Form Approved 
OMB No. 038-R0422 
Exp. 12-82 

11 

Schedule 1 

General Information on State Regulatory Authorityj 
or Covered Nonregulateci Utility 

Instructions 
J, 

Please complete the following questions. For questions soliciting information on 
both electric: and gas utilities, please distinguish, as indicated.: For questions 
which ·are not applicable to either the electric: or gas utility or State regulatory 
authority, indicate by N/A. 

1.0 IDENTIFICATION DATA 

. . . 
1.1 What is the name, address and code 

of your State regulatory authority 
(or covered nonregulated utility)? 
See attached list fer code designa­
tions. Please insert this code at 
the top of each page of this re~ort 
as indicated. 

/ 

Name 

Street 

City Zip Code 

Regulatory (or UGility)' Code 

1.2 What is the name, ti.tle, address and phone number of the person(s) designated 
as a point of contact: 

(a) for the electric: utility portions of this report? 

(1) (2) 

Name Title Name Title 

Street Street . 
City State Z~p Code City State Zip Code 

~ 
. ( 

Phone Number Phone Number .. . 
(b) for the gas utility portion of this report? (If same as 1.2(a), write 

"SAME" under 1.2(b)(l).) 

Name 

Street 

City 

( ) 
Phone Number 

(l) (2) 

Title Name Title 

Street 

State Zip Code City State Zip Code 

) 
Phone Number 
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. 12 

Schedule 1 
General Information 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code·-----

I certify t'hat the infon:~ation and data presented in this report (Schedules 1 
through 12 and attachments) are true, accurate and complete to the 
best of my'knowledge, and I hereby authorize its release for the purpose of 
complying with $eCtions 116 and 309 of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies. 
Act,.Pub. L". 95-617. 

Signature Da'te 

Title 18 U~S.C. 1001, makes it a crime for any person knowingly and 
willfully to make to any Agency or Department of the United States any 
false, fictitious or fraudulent statements as to any matter within his or her 
jurisdiction. . . 

3.0 ·LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES 

3.l(a) List the-covered electric utilities for which you have ratemaking authority. 
(If none, write "NONE" in (El)). Covered nonregulated electJ;"ic utilities 
should enter name on line (El). In the case of combination utilities, 
i.e., those that sell both electricity and natural gas (for regulated 
and nonregulated utilities), list the utility twice- once each in 
spaces provided for question 3.l(a) and (b). For each utility listed, 
please assign numbers sequentially starting with 1 and enter ~ada faurraLer 
under the "Utility Number" column. Each utility will be reported on by 
this number in subsequent schedules. For each utility listed, also 
indicate the corresponding ut111ty code !rom the attached list of utllitl~s. 

Name Utility Number Utility Code 
tJ 

(El) 

(E2) 

(!3) 
J. 

(Et.) 

(ES) 

(E6) 
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Schedule 1 

General Information 

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) 

3.l{a) continued 

-Name Utility Number Utility Code· 

(E7) 

{E8) 

(£9) 

{ElO) 

(Ell) 

(El2) 

(El3) 

{El4) 

(ElS) 

(El6) 

(El7) 

(El8) 

(El9) 

(E20) 

3.l(b) List the covered gas utilities for which you have ratemaking authority. 
(If none, write "NONE" in (Gl).) Covered nonregulated gas utilities should 

·enter name ~ line (Gl). For each utility listed, assign numbers sequen­
tially·starting with the next number in the series which ended utility 
numbers in J.l(a) and enter each number under the ''Utility Number" column. 
If no utilities are listed in 3.l(a), begin numbering sequence with l. 
For each utility listed, also indicate the corresponding utility code 
from the attached list of utilities. 

(Gl) 

(GZ) 

(G3) 

(C4) 

Name Utility Number . Utility Code 
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Schedule i 
General Information 

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code ----

-----------------------------------~~---------------~--~.~-----------
3.1 (b) continued 

Name Utility Number Utility Code 

(C5) 

(G6) 

(C7) 

(G8) 

(C9) 

(GlO) 

(Gll) 

(Gl2) 

(Gl3) 

(Gl4) .. 

(Gl5) 

(Gl6) 

(Gl7) 

(Cl8) · 

(Gl9) · · 

(G20) 

3.2(a) List the additional electric utilities to be covered by next year's 
annuaJ. report. (If none, vrite "NONE" in space 3.2(a)(l).) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 
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Regulatory (or Uttlity) .Code 

Schedule 1 

General Information 

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) 

3.2(b) List the additional gas utilities to be covered by next y~r's annual 
report. (If none, write ~'NONE" in space 3.2(b) (1) .) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

----

3.3(a) List (by name and citation) appl~c~ble State laws and regulations which 
provide ratemaking authority with respect to the covered electric utilities 
l.isted in 3.l(a). Please inc:lude a list ·(by citation) of applicable 
administrative laws and procedures. 

(1). ______________________________________________________ __ 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(b) List (by name and citation) a.pplicable. State laws and regulations which 
provide ratemaking authority with respect to the covered gas utilities 
listed in 3.l(b). Please include a. li~~· (by citation) of applicable 
administrative laws and procedures.- (If same as 3.3(a), write "SA.'iE" 
in 3. 3 (b > < 1 > • > 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

.(5) 

:: 
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Schedule 1 

General Infor=ation 

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code ---------

3.4 (a) List (by name and citation) any State laws and regulations which 
restrict or limit your authority to consider any standard established 
by PURPA. sections lll(d) .and 113(b). Also. describe such restrictions 
or limitations. 

(1) 

(2) 

3.4(b) List (by name and citation) any State laws and regulations which 
restrict your authority to consider any standard established by PURPA 
section 303(b). Also. describe such restrictions.or licitations. 

(1) 

(2) 
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code --------~ 

Schedule 1 

General Information 

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) 

3.5 Please describe the evidentiary standard applied in State judicial review 
of your regulatory decisions (e.g., substantial evidence, preponderance 
evidence, etc.). 

4.0 PURPA IMPL~ENTATION PLAN 

Please describe briefly your overall plan for considering the standards ~t 
forth in sections lll(d), 113(b) and 303(b) of PURPA. Please describe the 
plan in a ge~eral way, but include the fo~lowing elements: 

(1) A schedule of the anticipated commencement an~.completion dates 
for the PURPA consideration process, delineated by standard and by 
utility. 

(2) ResouPces to be allocared, including budget and personnel. 

(3) Procedures for satisfying requirements of sections 121 and 122 of 
PURPA. 
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Schedule 1 

Ceearal Informacion 

Regulacory (or UUUcy) Coda -----

;.o PL£.\.SE CCMPLEn .THE FOU.OVtNC TABLE FOR UCB·UTIUTY t.ISTm t!f QU!:STIONS l.l(a) aad (b): 

Uti lit" 
O~uer.!.~ 1 ~ ) lo ~ 6 7 8 9 10 11 u 1l 

5.1 !ocal number of cuscocers 
by cl••• (in thou••nds) 

o Resldent.L.Il 

o Induacr 1a1 I I I 
o Co=aerc1al I 
o Ocher (spec1!y) I 

I I I I I (a) I 
(l)) I ·I I I 

klo'h C'!ef) consumpc!oo of 
all eustocers for preced!~~ 

S.2 

· cale:~clu year (CY) 

• ;tes1clenc1a1 

o I:lcluscrial I I I I 
o Cocurcbl I I I I 
o Ocher (specify) 

(a) . 
(~) I I 

14 lS 

I 

I 

I 
I 

-
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 2 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

Section lll(d) (1) of PURPA establishes the Cost-of-Service Standa,rd which states: •nates charged by any electric utility 
for providing electric service to each class of electric consumers shall be designed, to the maximum extent practicable, to 
reflect the costs of providing electric service to such class, as determined under section 115(~1~· 

Section ll5(al states: •In undertaking the consideration and ~king the determination under section 111 with respect to the 
standard concerning cost of service established by section 111 (d) (l), the costs of providi119 electric service to each class 
of electric conswners shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be determined on the basis of methods prescribed by the State 
regulatory authority lin the case of a State regulated electric utility) or by the electric utility (in the case of ~ non­
re•Julated electric utility). Such methods shall to the maximum e.xtent practicable--

"Ill permit identification of diferences in cost-incurrence. for each such class of electric 
conswn.::rs, attributable to daily and seasonal time of •:.~se of service and 

"(2) permit identification of differences in cost-incurrence attrihutable to differences in 
custonu.~r demand, and energy components of cost. Jn prescribing such methods, such State 
regulatory authority or nonregulated electric utility shall take into account the extent 
to which total costs to an electric utility are likely to change if--

"(AI additional capacity is added to meet peak demand relative to base demand; and 

"(01 additional kilowatt-hours of electric energy are delivered to electric consumers.• 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

Please complete the following questions regarding the consideration and determination of this standard. These questions 
are to be answered for each covered utility listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1. A--GENERIC• option has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for this standard. In the following 
space list the utility number of each utility covered under such_ a generic .. process. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration l;)ro'cess for this standard: 

! ________________ _ 6 ________________ __ 

2 ________________ __ 7 ________________ __ 

l ---------------------
a ________________ __ 

4------~----------
9 ________________ _ 

!) ----------------- 10--------~-------
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JN~TIIIICT_!ON~ t'OR COMPLETING QUESTION I,<;' 

Schedule 2 20 Reg LJl.atory (or Utility) Code 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

A. Insert in the appropr.fitte space for c~uesticns 1.1 and 1.2, the number from ampng the status codes provided below 
which nnst correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard. 
Status Codes: 

0. Consideration process not bequn. 
I. nearing scheduled. 
2. Consideration process. started but hearing not completed 
l. !tearing completed 
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard. 
5. Official determination made ~o not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Juclicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
7. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement stc.ndard is pending. 
8. Standard put into effect by 11tilit\•lies1. 
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question 1.1, co~plete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule for such uti1ity. 

C. If the stat~s code for any utility is designated as l in que~tion 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, ~.1, 4.2, 4.3, 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for sucb utility. 

0. Complete question l.l by attachinCJ a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the nurilber ot 
the attacl~ent provided. 

1.0 What is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions l.l (a) and (b) of schedule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the reportinq period, and (b) as of November 9, 1978"! 

r--· Uti! tty "-· Gener-ic 1 2 ] 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 II 1:! ll l 4 

1.1 Status as of end of .reporting period 

-- --1---

1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1970 

l.l 

1.4 

t-

=+= 
--· 

1\t tacl~ent Number 

·-- --r-
!lumber of customers covered by 
or.ler (in thousands): 

0 Residential I 

-- --- -- --
' 

0 I mlustr i,ll 

- ·-- ·-- ----- r---- --· 
0 Commerci.tl I 

I 
1-- ·--- -- ·-- ·------- --

• Cltlh•r IS P•~C i f )'I 

·-·· -·-------

I 

_!5 

--

f-

I 
I 
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J • 5 

2.0 

---
~ .. , ... ·r- 2 ) ,...._.~ 5 

Sales in prccedinq year of 
customers covered by this order 
I iII thousands of dollars! . Residential 

. Industri.al 

·--· -- ----r-. Commercial 

----
Other (specifyi 

lNS1'RlJCTJONS fOR COHPLETWG QUESTION 2. 0 

A. Answer quest ion 2 • 0 for each utility whose status code is: 

1. 4-9 for the answer to quest ion l. 1 of this schedule l and 

2. 4-9 for-the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule. 

0. Answer question 2.0 by usinq the followinq code: 

Y "' yes N = no 

l
in your opinion, have your procecd­
inqs and actions substantially con­
formed to the requirements of Title I II (or Ill) of PURPA for this stand­
ard 

r.~er}.£_ _!__ l 

1\. Anr;wer ~JUC!llJ.on '.l.O for each utility whose status is: 

) 4- ,-.L. 

1. 4-9 for the ionswer to quest ion l.l of this schedule; anti 

2. 1, 2. or l for the answt:!r to question 1.2 of tJlis schedule 

ll. Answer question J.O by using tlw following code: 

ll = no 

21 Requlatory (or Utility! Code 

Utsllty 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 l) 14 15 

--

: 

Utillty 

~ .._1_ 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 
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Cost-of-Scrvico Standard 

J.O 

------··· 
-----·· ------ -- ~-· ,--, 

C~nc~ 1 2 l 

·our r~~~;:~~~l'inton, luv~ \ proceed-
an•JS ano.l actions satisf 
•Juiremcnu of PUMPA Tit 

. to tlw maximum extent p I !~cr the port ion of the 
l__oce~s conduct~ after 

ied the rc-. 
le I lor Ill 
racticalJle 

Nov. 9,1978? 
consideration I 

I tiS1'1111CT lutiS FOil COHI'I.J::T I NG Qll£S'riON 4. 0 

I 4 

! 

A. Answer t.Jttestions 4.1 throu')h 4.11 by usiniJ the following code: 

Y "' yes N = no 

5 

R~qU14t~ry (or Utility) Cod~ 

Utalttv 
6 i 1 8 9 10 11 i2 I 1) 

R i 

·o, Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each.utility that offered opportunit.y for intervenor compensatior. (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 is •y•) by filL.ng in the appropriate number. 

14 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4 .. 16 for each utility for which a dcteTmination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•). 

o. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect thts standa~d is expected to have on the 
items listed by using the following cod~: 

P = Positive effect H = Negative effect z No effect 

4 .o In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken"l! 

-· Utll&ty 
Cene!:&C - 1 r--L- _!_ 4 5 6 1 It 9 _!0 11 1 .. 1) .14 

4 .1 Prior public notice of hearing (s) 

4.2 Ilea r i n•J ( sl open to the public 

--· ... ) 
UpJ..oa·tuni ty for Intervenor 
l'<trt.icipation 

4.-t npportunaty for in:..::rvenor 
comp~ns.lt ion l ____ -· : 

I 

15 I 

15 

r--
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J. 
Jh:qulatory lot Utility) Code 

t:u/1 Form 1 C:.6 
t-'<,.-m AlJi'rovcJ 

; 5chedu le 2· 

C~st-of-Service Sland~~d 

. \ l :: 

llllll Ito. I) lll-110422 
t:xp. U-112 

----·---------------· -- -·---------tTITiTty-------------- -----------.. 
-r.eli-;;-i-Tc 'I 2 3-· - ~- -5--·6 1 o r-g- '"iO -rc 12- ·1T .-r4-15-
·--------~---- -----·1.._;_ __ ·-·- ------

4. S •reo;t imony or other cv idtmce t<aken 

4.7 

Lll 

4. 9 

4.10 

4 .1:1 

L ll 

4.14 

Ll5 

. 4-Hi 

·-----------·----1-----1--1- --1--- ·--1- --11---·1--i---f--

Uctcrn•inataon m<acle that at is 
appropraate to inoplement this 
standard to Ciirry out the l pur­
poses of l'lmPA 

------

--t---1----t·--f--1- --1--- -- ·---~--1---i 

lletennin.:1t10n made that it is 
apJ.>copr ia te not to i••pl ement tnl:o 
starodda·d to carry out the l pur-

l
~ses of Pll __ R_I'_A ___________ 1 _______ -t---t----tl---+--l- __ ---1---ll---t---tl--
llcc is ion rendered ha:."d u·pon find-

. .lii'J:i incluJod in_such dcterJPina: 
tion and evidence pce:oontcd duranq 

-~~e;.or~ -------------J.....,------1·--t---f-- --- ·--·-----+---It-------t---il----i-

l'roposed or interiin wr:itten 
dct.,rmination I 

t----------·-------1------+--1---t--·1--- ---.-1- --1- ----1- --t---+---1 
Final written determanation 

----------------1-------- --r- ·--

Determination made available to 
pulllic 

--il---1---1-·--f--1- ·-- --1- --

1------:--------------,..- ----·f---1--- --- ---,-;--T--+--1- --1- --- ·--r--
Tot.:.l No. of intervenors 
conopensa ted • 

Total dol.lar amount paid to 
i nttu·vcnors • 

·----·t---1--+-- -- ----r- --1--1--11---lt--i---i---t-----:- r--

·-----------------·.J-----1·---+--l---- --- _! -~ --1--·---

Conscrva t ion of ener•JY supplied 
~y ~lcctric or g<as utility •• .-----------··--1---t-1-· ··--1--
0rtillli:tacaon of the: ••ft 1cicncy 
of u~e: of tacititiou <aod 
n:o~ouc.-cts by electric ur ga<> 
utility •• 

~:::.·i~~:;:·-r-it~s-::·~.-~-c-:·;~~-~r---·- ····----·--· -·--··- --~--- r--.. -··· --·- ·----·--i- ·-- ------------

'.:1"-~-~ouo;.'~:r!l ·-~---·--·--·----·--··· ·--·---·--"---.J . ----'----- --- --·-''---1--- - .. ---· ----······ ---.. ----
Sth! i n"t n1ct • ·m ·c.- l<:. this qa.e.:a ion 

·~ s~c iut>tl·oact.iuu ·uh to tloi.f! lllli!f;tinh 



ERA t'na·m 166 
t'orm Apvruv<!d 

24 

r 
OHO No. Ol8-R0~22 
t:xp. 12-82 

!ichc,lulc 2 lh:gul.atoc-v Coc- Utahtvt Codu ___ _ 

5.0 

5.1 

Cost-of-Servico! Standard 

I N~i'riiUL:'r ION:i t'OII COHI'l.t:TlNC QUESTION S. 0 

A. An:;wcr question 5.0 bv usin.q the followiag code: 

Y .. yes 

u. t'or each utility whose anst~~er to 5.0 1s •y• complete «tuest1on 5.1 by desiqnatinq the nulllber of the 
cHtachm.:nt pc-ovided which briefly descdbes the methodlsl utilized foe- detec-mlninq the cost-benefits foe­
this standard and any estilll.ltcd savin•JS c~nd costs foe- anv time period used. 

Util ltv . Cenur.!c· ,--2 ) 4 ~ ~ 1' II !I 10 11 g_ ll 

was a cost-benefit analytais 
performed foe- this standac-d 1 I 

Attachment nuaabec- i 

lllS'rJUJCTIONS t'OR COitPJ.I:.'TINC Out:STION 6.0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility to:: which. the answec- to question 5.0 is •yo. 

D. Answer «Juestlon 6.0 by usi.nCJ the follctwing, code: 

Y "' yes N .. no 

6. 0 Oo the cost-benet it melh.ods uti 1 i zed detecm1ne cost·: 

Otlliq 
ce:nenc 1 2 ) 4 s. 6 J B 9 10 llr 12 11 

6.1 To the utility? 

- i- --- -
lo.l "'o the r.ooouncr? 

-- -· 

lC 15 

14 15 

. 
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Sche.LJule 2. 

Cost-of-Ser·vice standard 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose' 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this scheduleJ ar.d 

2. Answer to question 4.14 is •r••, •N• or •z•. 

B. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose: 

1. status code ia 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule, and 

c. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose; 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answ~r to question 1.1 of this"schedu1el and 

2 .. ·Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, •N• or •:·. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by uslng the following code: 

C ~ conclusive evidence 

I g inconclusive evi~ence 

N - miniaa1 or no evidence 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, "1. 2 or 7. l I a •c•, • I •, or •u•, complete quest ion 7. 4 by 
designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evWenctl 
presented about the impact·a of this standard. 

7.0 What was. the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following: 

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied 
hy electri~ (or gas) utility 

-----------------------------·-
7.2 Optimiz,ltion of the cffici.,ncy of 

us~ nf f~cilities ~ud resourctls 
by cl~ctric (or qasl uLiliLy 

7.3 t·:..,uitabJc·· .-.:H<::J to clt!cta·ic (or 
<t.l:;) COIISIIIDt!r:> 

1 .·i .\tt;u.:iu.u~ut ,.,n. 

------ ·- ·- ---·- ·-- -- --1---+-- ----- - ·- ---: r----" 

·--- ---' ·---1>----t--- 1---+--· --1-

--+--t---t---1·-· ._ .. ___ . -· ... ----··-

'---1----'---'---;..- --· -- ..... _ ..__ 
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~ tl!:i'fRUCTIONS t"'R COHI'L£1'1 NG OliES'rJON 0. 0 

26 Requlato~y (or Utility) Code 

Sche•lulc 2 

Cost-of-Service Stand4rd 

A. Answer.question 8.0 (or each utEity whose status code is 4,6, U or !I tcr tn:! answer to que!ltion l.l of this 
schedule. 

II. Answer question 8.0 by usin') the follo .. ·ing code: 

Y = yes N "'·no 

.C. for ea~h utility whose answer is •y• tc. c1uestion B.l please indicate ne11t to each of the •y• answe~s the time 
perio&J (in .. onths) over which ph3sed i11plcmcntation will be (has been) oompl:!ted. 

•, 

8.0 Which methods of lmplqmentation are to be (were) utilized for this standar~? 

·---·· IJtll Lty> 
GencrLc 1 2 ") 4 5 6 1 8 9 LU _!_! ~ _!_! _!i_ 

8.1 Handa tory 

0 Residential 
. -

0 Conune rc i a 1 

1-. Industrial . 
1- - --t-

0 Other (specify) 

Ia I -
---· 

I (b) 

I --· ---
8.2 I Voluntary 

'· o Residential -
·--- --· --· -- --- --

0 Commercial 

------ -----· -- ---- -- --1--- ! 
0 Judu,;tr i;tl 

·--- -·--.--· -·-·'-- -

... 
• ... 4" •• i' ./ .... ,. 

_li_ 

r--

--

--

--

1-
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Schcdu le 2 

Cost-of-Service Stand~rd 

(it)~&!- 1 2 l 4 _2_ 

o Other (specify) 

(it) 

ib) 

1----
9.) Phast..-d 

INS'rRIICTIONS FOR COMPLETING OUESTJON 9.0 

lit ill tl'_ 

-L _]_ 9 9 10 ll 12 

1-

--

IL Aoswer question 9.0 for each utility whose :;tatus code is 4,6, 9 or 9 fo·r the answer tq question 1.1 
of this schedule. 

11. Answer quest~on 9. o by using the followinq code 1 

Y "' yes N .. no 

9.0. Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

_!) 

--

·-

H ~i.. 

1-~ 

--1-

1--------,-----------t-----f--.--1--- ·--t---1---f---1---f--+---1---ll---,,...--l----

9. 2 follow-up public he4r in<)s 

----1--- -- --- --- --- ----~ ·--1--1---1--·- i·--- --
9.1 Ch41l<JCS in system ch.u.-.ct€:ri:otics 

----------·------------- -----· -- --- ._ .. _ -- ---· --·1---1---1--· ------· -- --,_ 

. 9. 4 Hcv.,uuo: lcvc l:i 

----------·------1---·-·--r- ·-·-·-.. . .... ---· --- ,____ -- .. -- ----- -- ·--- ·--·- --

C ·• I 

WI 
----------·----:'--·- -·- ... --- .. -·-- ·--- ---'--'·-- --- -- - -· --·--··-
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EX(J. 12-92 
Co~t-of-S&rvice Standard 

Jll!iTIUJCTIOIIS t'CIR COI11'LI:."fiNG QUESTION 10.0 

A. Ans~er quostion 10.0 f~r each utility ~1ooe status ia 4-9 tor q~e•fian 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits 
infonnation rcqarding the qualit')• of th·~ evidence considered when lh.:: determi.nation was made ~ to implement or 
nol to implement this standard. 

D. Answer <JUcstion 10.0 using the fol1owin;J code: 

C conclusive evidence 
I • inconclusive e~idence 
ll • minimal or no evidence 

C. Complcte question 10.4 by desiqnating tJ1e nwnber of the attachment provided 11hlc-h briefly describes the typelsl of 
costing methods permitted. for deYeloping cost-of-service estimates. 

10.0 Uhat was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the following; 

I 0. I 

Utllity 
T >e of Evidence Genertc 1 [)( ~ X tX X J 8 9 x· ~ 12 11 14 15 

Claso load data fromt X X X. X x: X [>( X X 
10. ll Utility's own system 

)0.12 Another utility system, il.e., 
transferred load data 

10.2 Marginal costs for utilities using: X ~ X X X X X .X~ lX X X X iX I>< R X 
10.21 

. 
Long-run costs .lincludin·J 
... apacity couts) 

10.22 Short-run costs I i 
·(Ope~ating : and fuel costs) - -

10.) Causes of Capacity Expansion: ~ ~ X X X lX' ~ X X X [X X X ~ [X x· 
10.31 lleed to maintain system 

rc liabi li tv 
I 

f--·-- ·- -··j-- --··-~ 1--- - ·-·-·-- --- f-.-

10.12 Opportunity to reduce total 
I 

cost~ of electricity ~c~vice 

10,')) 

IU. 4 
-~· --· 

-·-·- ·--
Need to replace ex istin•J 
cap.lci t:y . : ____ ... . --· i· ····--· . - .. . -

Attachment numoor 
I I I ' 

i I . i I I 
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WSTRUCTIONS .FOR CatPLETJNG QUESTION 11.0 

29 
Regulatory (or Utility) Code -----------------

Schedule 2 (con't) 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

A. Answer question 11.0 for each ptility whose status is 4, 6, 8 ·or 9 for question 1.1 of ·this schedule. ~uestlon 11.0 
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Cost-of-Service.Standard you implemented. 

B.· An·swer· quest ion 11.0 using tiao following coJo 1 

. Y .. yes u .. no 

c. For each utJJjty whose answer is •y• to question 11.12 please indicate next to each of the •y• answers the time horizon 
(in months) over which future costs will be calculated. 

lJ. 0 Does yo1u Cost-of-Service Standard require the follovinq? 

utlla£~ 

ll.l 
Characteristic Generic l 2 l • s 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 lS 

The use of any of the. following · [)<: [X ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ lX ~ [>( t>< X ~ t>< ~ ~ type9 of cost data in determining 
cost-o.f-service: 

11.11 Elnbed,lcd costs 

--
11.1! Future costa (specify tillld 

·horizon) 

-·- --
11.13 Harqioal costa 

11.14 Other (specify) 

(a) 

(b) 

11.2 rx tx Use of residential load data C8: rx [X IX ~ [X ~ ~ IX [X rx ~ ~ ~( of the following types: 

11.21 Actual USolf]e find i v iolua 11 y 
Loetcred) 

1·- ·-
11.22 Statist: leal sample 

-
11.21 T.-ansfer data from other 

utility Uesl 

~-----
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I 

\ Characteristic 

11.2~ Other (specify) 

(a) 

(b) 

ll.l lise of load data for all ciasses 
other than residential of the 
followin') types& 

11.31 Actual usa9e (individually 
metered) 

11.32 Statistical sample 

11.ll Transfer data from other 
utility(ies) 

11.14 Other (specify) -
(a) 

(b) 

11.4 Allocation of cost-of-service 
to major customer classes 

11. s That the following facto::-s be 

' 

taken into account in determinjng 
cla~s cost-of-service: 

11.51 •rota 1 !lystem load curue 

30 
Regulatory (or Utility) Code --------------

Schedule 2 (con'tl . 
Cost-of-Service Standard 

Uti lt.Y 
Ocnedc 1 2 ) 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 ll u 15 

X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X ~ 

; 

-- . 

[>( [X ~ ~ X R X ~ ~ X [X IX [XIX t>< !,>( 
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Characteristic 

11. S2 Class load curve 

11.51 Utility reserve margin 

ll. 54 Class kilowatt-hour usage 

ll. 55 Share of total costs which 
-are cap.scity related 

11.56 Share of total costs which 
arc energy related 

11.57 Effect of ruore or less peak 
kilowatt demand on need for 
construction of additional 
capacity 

11.50 Effect of more or less 
~ilowatt-hour usa9e on need 
for construction of additional 
capacity 

11.59 Coincidence of cla,.:;s loads 
with syst~m loads 

11.6 Specific procedures for calculat-
inq return which include: 

11.61 Tt. .. Cillr.ulalion of rate biiSO 
hy ~l.&gs 

-...-.. ---· 

31 Requlatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 2 lcon'tl 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

Utllit~ 
Ceneric l 2 l 4 s 6 7 8 9 10 ll l2 l1 u 15 

> 

-

-
-

C>< [X I~< IX IX [X X ~. X X. IX ~ [X IX [X I,\ 
~ ·-· 

·f- -1----

• 
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Characterllltic 

11.62 Require•ent that the sa.e rate 
of return be used for each 
class 

11.61 Use of different rate of 
returns for each custo.e .. 
class 

11.7 'provisions which require that 
class cost-of-service be used to 
detemine: 

11.71 Custo~aer charges 

11.72 Enorqy charges 

11.71 Demand charges 

INSTRUCTIOIIS FO:t COIPLETI.._ QUEST[ON 12.0 

• 

32 

Schedule 2 (con'tl 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

Generic 1 2 ) 4 5 

[X X X ~ ~ X 

A. Answer question 12.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 
B. Answer question 12.0 using the fol1owlnq coJea 

Y ~ yes N a no 

Regulatory Cor Utility) Code -------------

0__!_!_!!_ 1:' 
6 ' l I 9 10 ll u 1] 14 15 

i 

~ X ~ .~ X ~ X ~ [X ~ 
! 

i 

for question 1.1 of this schedule. 

l:l.O ·nave you specified a method for the development of calculations to be used by the utility for the followinq 
subsections of CFR Title 11, Chapter I, Subchapter IC, Part 290 (which addresses section 1)) of PUII.PAII 

Characteriat.lc Generic l 2 ) 
~~ ~!!t' 

4 ~ 6 I 9 10 11 u l) 14 l'S 
12.1 107 (a) (1) - Carrying charge rate 

12.2 50l(al - Accounting cost 
calculations 

12.1 502 (a) 121 - Marginal cost 
calculations 
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ltiS'rRUCTJONS FOR CC»tPLETJNG QUESTION ll. 0 

Schedule 2 (cor.'tl 

Cost-of-Service Standard 

A. Answer question 13.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 

D. Answer quest ion 1 l. 0 using the following code: 

for question 1.1 of this schedule. 

Y = yes N a no 

ll.O With respect to section Ill of PURPA re•Jardin<J exemptions and extensions for covered utlllties 
(Ct"R, Title 18, Chapter J, Subchapter K, Part 290, Sui)Jl.:.rt F), have you: 

Ut ilaty 
Characteristic Generic l .2 ) 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 u 

11.1 Established a procedure for 
commenting or concurring on a 
re<JUeSt by the utility? 

ll.2 Established a procedure for 
requestin'.) an exemption or 
cxtenuion on tho utility's behalf? 

ll.) rlanood for &uch a request or X X ~ X X X X X X ~ IX X X concurred in the utility's 
request in: 

I l. ll This reporting year? 

----
ll.l2 The next reporting year? 

ll 

X 

IC 15 

X ~< 
-
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Introduction 

34 

Regulatory l,or Utility) Code ----------

Schedule l 

Declining Block nates Standard 

Section lll(d) (2) of PURPA establishes the Declining Block Rates Standard whict states: •The energy component of a rate, 
or the amount attributable to the energy component in a rate, charged by any elecctr-ic ur.ility for providing electric 
service during any period to any class of electric consumers may not decrease cs kllowatt-hour consumption by such class 
increases during such period except to ll:he extent that such utility demonstrates tllat the costs to such utili::;y of providing 
electric service to such class, which costs a;:e attributable to such energy conponent, :lecrease as such consu11ption 
increases durinq such period. • 

SPECIAL lNSTRUCTIONS 

Please complete the following questions regardinq the consideration and determination of this standard .These questions 
are to be ~nswered for each covered utllity listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1.· A •GEnERic• option has been ~rovided to allow 
for report~ng on multiple utilities cove~ed in_ a generic consideration process for this standard, In the fo~lowing 
space list the utility number of each ut~lity covered under such a generic"prc-cess·. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration t:~roc.e!ls for thls standard 1 

1 ________________ __ 

2 ________________ __ 

}-----~--------­

··-----------------
s ------------

6 ______________ __ 

7 ______________ __ 

& _______________ __ 

9 _______________ __ 

10 ______________ __ 
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!_!!~TIHICTIONS FOR COHI'I.ETJNG OUESTIUN 1. U 

35 
Re9ulatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule l 

Oeclininq Plock Rates Standard 

A. Insert in tho appropriate space for questions l.l and 1.2, the number from 1uoonq the status codes provided below 
which mol;t correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard. 

Status Codes: 
0. Consideration process not bequn. 
l. lh:aring scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed 
l •. Jlearing completed 
~. Official determination made to adopt or implement stand~rd. 
5. Official determinottlon made '-o not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is.pcnding. 
1. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or iq>lement st"andard is pending. 
0. Standard put into effect by utility(iesJ. ' 
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discont·.Lnued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility is desiqnated as 0, 1 or 2 in 'luestion 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.·2 of this 
schedule for such utility. 

C. If the status code for any utility is dcsiqnated as l in ques.tion 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.1, 
4.4 und 4.5 of this sche<.lulc for such utility. 

P. Complete question l.l l.ly attaching a copy of each determinc.tion madu and/or order issued and by designating the nurilber ot 
the attac~uent provide<.l. 

1.0 What is the status of your consideration process for each ut il :i ty 1 i sted in CJUer.t ions 1.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 11 
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and ll.ll as of Novenilier 9, 1978? 

r-:r-r 
tltt\Hy 

(:cncc ic ..!. 4 5 ~ 1 0 9 10 ll n 1) 14 

1.1 Status as of end of report i nq period 

1- --
1.2 Status as of Hov. 9, 1978 

·--1- --t--- -- 1---
l.l Attachment Number 

1----t-- --t- --
1.4 Numher of customers covered by 

order I in thousands); . Residential 

·-- ·--1------
Q Industrial 

·----- ·--1---· -- --· --· ----· ---i---- ·--- ---i----. Co nunc rc La l 

--· -- -- --1-- ---- ·--- --1---· 
• Other ISpccifyl. 

·-- -------··---·--· 

15 

!---

1--

1----

1--

--



F.llA f"orm 166 
form 1\pprovcd 

36 

Sche•lule l 
OMEI N:.>. Ol8·1Ul422 
Exp. 12-02 

Occ.l ininq Olock llales St:an•lard 

r-

GL•nc r lC 1 2 .1 4 5 

1.5 Salt!S in precedinq year of 
customers covered by this order 
(in thousands of dollarsl 

0 Residential 

0 Industrial 

0 Conunercial 

Other (specifyl 

!IISTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QU~STJON :!.0 

A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utillty whose status code is: 

1. 4-9 for the answer to question .1.1 of thi.s schedule: and . 
2. 4-9 for the answer to que-stion 1.2 of this schedule. 

B •. Answer question 2.0 by using .the followi•nq code• 

Y : yes N = no 

] 4 5 

2.0 lin your opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title 1 

Re.,ulatory· (or Utility) Code 

Ut1l1ty 
6 7 9 9 10 11 12 ll 14 15 

-. - ·- -

I 

l 
. 

6 7 II 9 10 11 ~ lJ !_4 15 ~- :r 2 

II (or l1 I) of PURPA for this stand- I 
ard ~---J----~--~~-----L----L-----L----L----L--~L----L----J----J~---L----~ 

_lli~!.!).UCT IONS FOil COI'iPI.ETIIIG qllk:~1'~!l!J. ) • 0 

A.. T.ntower questlon'.l.o for each utilit( whose- status is.:_ 

I. 4-9 for Lhe answer t.o •JUt!Sti·"ln 1.1 of this schedule; anrl 

I.. l. 2. or l for the answcL· to questiion 1.2 of this schedule 

n. Answer IJIICst ion l.O by usin<J the foJJowin<J coJe: 

Y = yes N = no 
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).0 

llta ltV 

' Generic r-1 2 l 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 ll 12 ll 

In your O(,inion, have your proceed-
lll\Jli ctnd actions satisfied the re-
1uirements of PliR!>A Title I (or Ill 
to the maximum extent practicablu I for the port ion of the consideration 
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978? 

INS1'11tiCTl01fS FOR COHI'f.£1'UIG QUESTION 4. 0 

A. Ans\/cr questions 4.1 throuqh 4,11 by usinq the following code: 

Y "' y~s N "' no 

u. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that. offered opportunity for intervenor compensation U.e., 
.siHiwer to t(lle!lt ion 4. 4 is •y• I by filling in the appropr ia ta numbor. 

l4 

c. Answer quest ions 4 .14, 4.15 and 4 .16 for each utility for \/hich a deturruinat ion o:f appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•J. 

o. ln questions 4.14, Ll5 and 4.16 pleas~: indicate the type of effect this standard is expacte:d to have on the 
ilems li~ted by using the following code: 

1• .. positive effect H • NegatiVd effect z "' No effect 

4.0 In your conuideration process, which of the following steps have you taken? 

4.1 

4.1 

• 5-~I!D~Y Gt:ner1c _!_. 2 l 4 8 

~' 
ll 12 1) H -

l'rior public notice of hearinq(s) 

----1 

Uc.u- ing ( s) opt:n to tht: public 

---- -- --- ----
.J.l 

ll('f.orlunity for Into:rvt:n'->r 
l'ill"t1cipation 

4.~ 

---
'"'""'"""~----_-

·----
Opportunity tor 
curupcnsil t ioro 

'---· .. 

15 

15 

-

,______. 
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4.~ 

4.7 

4.8 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

4 .I l 

Ll4 

4.1~ 

4.16 

. 
Generic l 

Tcstin10ny or other evidence taken 

oeLernunation made that 11: is 
appropriate to im1•lemcnt this 
standard to carry out. thtl l pur-
poses of t'tmt'A 

... 
Octcrmtnation made that it is 
appropriate 
standard to 

not. to implement t'\l:i 
carry out the l pur-

poses of f'URPA r .. " ................ ····· ... ~. fi .... -
iny:; incluJcd in such lletcrmin"-
ti~n and evidence prescn~ed during 

. hc.)ring . 

Proposed or interim written 
determination 

t' inal writter. determination 

OL:terminat.ion made available to 
JHllll ic 

Total No. of interv.::nors 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount paid to 
i ntcrvenors • 

Conservation of cnerqy supplied 
I.Jy electric or 9ol& utility •• 

Opt.imi:t.lCion of thc cf f ic icncy 
of nne of facilitie:; oln<l 
rusources by clectric or <]liS 

utili _ty •• 
------------ ------·-·-

t:•l'• i talll,; rates to elcctc.ic c.r _L <JdS c'•nsuuu~rs •• 
'--·--·.· 

•• 
f.cc instruction •c• to this <Jlli.!Stion 
Sec inst a·uct ion •o• to this maest inn 

Utility 
2 l 4 ~ 6 7 

'11 \, 

I 

; 

! 

I 
! 

I - --

--1--·-

---- ·-

nequlatory (or Utility) Code 

8 9 10 . 11 12 13 14 ~~ 

I 

. 

1-

' 
--1--- r--- -- -------· 

,_ --

-- --
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Ru9ulatory (or Utillty) COdd ______ __ 

!l.O . 

S.l 

JNSTRUC'fiONS ~'OR COHI'I.I:.""''INC QUESTION !) • 0 

A. Answer qu~stion S.O by usinq tho followin9 cod~; 

Y '" yes N "' no 

o. ~·or each utility who£e answer to S.O is •y• complete question S.l by desiqnatl:nq the number of the 
attaclun.:nt provided which briefly describes the metlaod(sl utilized for determinilll) the cost-benefits for· 
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used. 

cencrrc· 1 2 l 4 !) 
lltiHty 

_!_ 1 8 9 10 Ll J 

Has a cost-benefit analysis 
[><!rformcd for thls standard 1 

1--

Attachment number 

IIIS'rRUC1'lONS FOR COMI'I.ETWG QUESTION 6. 0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the ~nswer to question S.O is ·~. 

0. Answer question 6.0 by usinq the following code: 

Y "' yes N "'no 

!4 n 

-

6.0· Do the cost-benefit ~ethods utilized determine costa 

6.1 

1-~·~·~··-·----------------~--~·~~·------·J-~1~~~ r~~--r-~Uit~lTl_l~~~yr-~-r 1 

_To ___ LI-Ie __ u __ t_i_l_it_y_.,_· -----·------------ __ G_e_n_c_r_i--c--1-l-~ -)-· -4--~ -6- ·-7- -8-· '110 _:_ ~ ~ ~ ~ 
. ) 

1'0 the OC•O!IIIOICr "! 

----------------------·-·'----·-- -· '---· -- --- .__ ---- --·- ___ , __ _. ___ .. -- '--·-~ 
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Schedule l 

Oeclininq Block Ratea Stanrlard 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whosez 

J. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule1 4nd 

2. Answer to question 4.14 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 
B. Answer question 7.2 for each u·~ility whose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 fo~ the answer to question 1.1 of t•i9 schedule1 and 

2. Answer to question 4.15 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

C. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose: 

, 1. Status code is 4-9 for t;he answer to question 1.1 of tt.is schedule 1 and 

2. Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using t•e following codez 

C • conclusive evidence 

I • inconclusive evidence 

N - minimal or no e•idence 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is •c•, •t•, or •N•, complete question 7.4 by 
designatinq the nulllber of the attachment which briefly describes: t'he type ·of evi_dence 
presented about the impacts of this standard. 

7.0 What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of ttu; standard on each of the following: 

Utlltty 
Gener1c T l l 4 s. 6 7 B ~ 1_11_ 1] 12 

7.1 Conservation of energy suppli.ed 
by electric (or gas) utility 

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of ; 
use of facilities and resources 
by electric for qas) utll i~y I 

7.1 Equitable rates to electric Cor 
gas) consumers 

7.4 i\t tacin.tcnt ••o. 
! . 

' 

)J 14 15 

.. 
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Declining Dl'ock Rates Standard 

Jt~S1'11UCTIONS t"'R COHI'LETI tiC QUESTION 8. 0 

A. Answer: question 8.0 for each utility whose stat~s code ia 4,6, u or !I t'or tne answer to que.st.ion 1.1 of this 
schedule. 

D. Answer question 8.0 by usin1 the following code; 

Y .. yes N .. no 

c. For each utility whose answer: is •y• to question 8.1 please indicate next to each of the •y• answers the time 
period (in monthsl over: which pha&ed implementat.ion will be (has beenl completed. 

8.0 Which methods of izopl~mentation ar:e to be (were) utilized for this standar:d? 

r---------------------------~-------··----·-------------,rnnyr,~-----------------------------, Ut111ty_ 
Gener1c T · ~· l 4 5 ti 7 8 9 10 11 12 11 H 15 

8.1 Handator:y 

• Residential 

• Commercial 

• Industrial 

~-----------------------~---~-~-~----·---r---+---~---+---+---4--~----~--~--~--------
• Other (specify) 

(b) 

8.2 Voluntary 

• Residential 

• ~OIMlorcial 

• Industrial 
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Generic l 2 ] 4 ~ 

• Other (specify) 

Cal 

(b) 

8.3 Phased 

INSTRUCTIONS I'OR COHPJ.ETING QUESTION 9.0 

Utility 
b 7 B 9 10 _!! 1~ 

i 

i 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code ,is 4,6, 8 or 9, for ~~:he answer tq question 1.1 
of thia ache~ule. 

B. Answer question9.0·by qsing the following codea 

Y .. yea N .. r.o 

9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilizedl 

Uti .lity 
Generic 1 ' 2 l ' 4 !) ti 7 B 9 10 1.1. 12 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

9.2 Follow-up public haarinqa 

; 

9.l Changes in ayst1:111 characteristics 
\ 

' 9.4 Ruvenue levt!l& 

f--

s.s Other lapocifyl • 

(a) 

(b) ·n :'J!i ... lf, ';I&Ct... !u:. ;I~H . ::J.' .,t>'Q-d. -
-

J 14 J,; . 
l 

J.) l,t _li_ 

-
--· -- ~· -
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INSTRUCT lOllS FOR Cati'LE'l'ING QUESTIOtl 10.0 

Schedule l (con'tl 

Declining Block Rates Standard 

A. Answer question 10.0 for each utility whose st.atus is t-9 for questions 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits 
information reqardir.g the quali~y of the evidence considerec when the determination was made ~to implement or 
not to implement this standard. 

o. Answer question 10.0 using the following coder 

C conclusive evidence 
I = inconclusive evidence 
H - minimal or no evidence 

10.0 What was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the followinga 

Uti! tr_ 

10.1 

Typo of tvidenc~ [Cener1c _l ~ __l_ 

X 
'i 6 1 8 9 10 ll l2 

Extent to which demand costs ace IX X >< X X X IX X >< ~ ~ ~ included in energy char9e for: 

10.11 Residential class 

10.12 C0111111e rc ia 1 class ' 

10.1] Industrial class 
I 

10.2 

--

~ 
-- --

The chanl]e in load curve charac-

~ X XX ~ ~ ~ IX X ~ [)\ ~ teristics arising from a chanqe 
in the way demand costs are billed 
for ther 

10.21 Residential class 

10.22 Commercial class 

~ . 
t ' -. .. 

10.2) Industrial class 

lO.l )< 
--

tX The impact of dcclinin<J bloc!> rates X IX ~ ~ lX X X X lX X X on kilowatt-hour usa•Je for the: 

10. ll Residential class 

10.32 Connercial class 

10.]) Jndustr ia 1 class 

. -- ----'-

u lf 15 

~ ~ X 

~ ~ X 

X X ~ 
' 1-
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Schedule l (con't) 

Declining Block Rates Standard 

Uti) 1ty 

10 •• 

Type of Evidence ,ener1c J 2 l 4 ~ 1: j 8 9 lO 11 12 1}. -~.. 15 

The impact of declining block ut~s X ~< ~ D< X ~ X ~ ~ 1X V< X V< X X X on kilowatt demand for the: 

10.41 Residential class 

10.42 Commercial class 

10. 4l Industrial class ; 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR CCf.IPLETJNG OUF.S'!'ION 11.0 

A. Answer question 11.0 for each utility whose status ls 4 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule.· o~estion 11.0 solicits 
information regarding the characteristics of the Declinlng Block Rates Standard you impler~ented. 

B. Answer question 11.0 using the following code:· 

Y • yes N • no 

11.0 Does your Declining Block Rates Standard requil::-e the following~ 

Utlllt~ 

Characteristic Ce11eric 1 2 ) 4 5 6 7 8 9 }0 11 12 l) u 15 

ll.l Recovery of the following costs X ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [X X ~ >< [X through the energy component of 
the declining block rate& 

11.11 Fuel and purchased power 

11.12 Production operation expenses 
(other than fuel costs and 
purchased power) 

ll.ll Production maintenance 
expenses 



ERA Form 166 
t'orm Approved 
OHO no. 018-R0422 
EKp. 12-82 

Tv1•e of Evidence 

11.14 Operation and maintenance 
expenses (other than productionl 

11.15 Capacity costs (qeneration and 
transmission) 

11.16 Property taxes 

11.11 Return and associated income 
taxes 

ll.l8 Taxes (other than income on 
property taxes) 

11.19 Special facilities costs 

11.2 Separate demand and customur 
charqes used for, 

11.21 nc alden tia l rates 

ll.22 ._Convnercial rates 
-~.- --- -

11.21 Industrial rates 

11.24 Other l&pucifyl 

Cal 

Ill I 

Re9ulatory (or Utility) Code -----------

Schedule l (con'tl 

Dec1ininq Bloc' Rates Standard 

Utlllty 
[Gener1c I ' ~ 'i f. 1 8 4 tn l!l 11 ll l4 15 

,_ -- --- ---· 

~. 

I 

[>< t>< [X 
--~ k>< t>< [X t>< ~ t>< }\ rx rx rx ~ [X X 

- ,_~_ - " 
,., !I I 

.. i 
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Type of Evidence 

ll.l An energy rate which is 
changes in ener-gy costs 

11. ll Residential class 

11. 12 Commer-cial class 

ll.ll Industrial class 

11.34 Other (specify) 

(a) 

(b) 

based on 
alone for: 

46 

Schedule l (con' t l 

Declining Block Rates Standar-d 

u~ 
1r.ener-1c l 2 l 4 _i 6 

X lX [X [X [6 [X [X 

. 

Regulator-y (or Utility) Code __ _ 

;tt 
1 a 9 . l 0 tl l1 _ll ..li 15 

[~ [X [X ~ ~ ~ I~ [X [X 
•. 

' 

I 
I 
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Schedule 4 

Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

Section lltldlll) of PUilPA establishes the Timc-of-Oa~· Rates Standard which states: •rtie rates charged by any electric 
utility for providing electric service to each class of electric conswners shall be on a time-of-day basis which reflects 
the costs of providinq electric service to such class of e \ectric cons1uners at different times of the day unless such rates 
are not cost-effective wl th respect to such class, .. as determined under section 115 (b) .'• 

Section 115 (b) states a •Jn undertaking the consideratiOil and making the determination required under section 111 with 
respect to the standard for time-of-day rates established by section 111 (d) (l), a time-of-day rate charged by an electric 
utility fo~ providing electric service to each class of electric consumers shall be determined to be cost-effective with 
respect to each such class Jf the long-run benefits of such rate to the electric utiljty and its electric consumers in the 
class concerned are likely to exceed the metering costs and other costs associated with the use of such rates. • 

SP,&CIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

Please C~)lete the following questions regarding the consideration and determination of this standard. These questions 
are to be a_nsHered for each covered utility listed in l.l of Schedule l. A •GENERic• option has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic· consideration process for this standard. In the following 
sr.aco list the utility number of each utility covered under such a generic process. 

o Utilities covered in a singlu generic consideration process for this standard1 
1 ______________ __ 

2 __________________ _ 

l ________________ __ 

·------------------5 ________________ __ 

~----------------
~------------------~-
& ________________ ~ 

'------------------
10_· -----------------
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!_!!~TIIliC"rJOm; t'OR COHI'LETIIIG OU~:STION I. 0 

Schedule 4 48 Regulatory for Utility) Co4e 

~ime-of-Oay nates Standdrd 

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the: number from·amonq tl'.e status codes pr_ovided below 
wh i<:h most cor recti y ref 1 ects the status of each ut i1 i ty for this standard. 

Status 
0. 
1. 
2. 
). 
4. 
s. 
6. 
7. 
0. 
9. 

Codes: 
Consideration process not bequn. 
Ilea ring scheduled. 
Consideration process started but hearing not completed 
llearing completed . 
Official determination made·to ad~pt or implement standard. 
Official determination made ~o not adopt or implement standard. 
Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standar-:S .is pendin9. 
Standard put Into effect by utili:::y(ies). ·. 
Standard implemented and subsequeotl y discontinued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility is· des:gnated as 0, 1 or 2 in <JUCBtion 1.1, -complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule for such utility. 

C. If the status code for any utility is des·Ignated as lin ques"tion 1.1, answer only q•estions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.1, 
4.4 and 4.S of this schedule for such utility. 

D. Complete question l.l by attaching il copy .of each determination made and/oiC or~er i:3sued and by designating the nwilber ot 
the attaclunent provided. 

1.0 What is the status of your co.nsideratioa process for each utility listed in questions l.) (a) and (b) of schedule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (bl as of November 9, 19787 

tlt:llty 
Generic 1 2 ) 4 :a 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1) 

1.1 Status as of end of reporting period ! 

I 

1.2 Statue as of Nov. 9, 1918 
\ 

1.1 i ' AttaciUDent Number 
.! 

1.4 Number of customers covered by -~. 
order (in thousands): . 

• Residential 

• Industrial 

• Collllll8rcial 
f 

I • Other (Specify I ! 

14 15 

;----

-
·- ---- ~- ·--·· --· --- ---
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Generlc 1 2 ] 4 

. I. 5 Sales in preceding year of 
custa.ers covered by this order 
(in. thousands of dollars I .. 

• Residential 

• Industrial 

• Commercial 

Other (specify) 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0 

A. Answer question 2 ,0 foE" each utility whose status code isa 

5 

1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule, and 

2.0 

2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1. 2. of this schedule • 

B. Answer question 2.0 by using the followinq code: 

Y • yes N • no 

1- GenerJc 1 2 l • 
In you!' opinion, have you!' p!'oceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title 
I (or III) of PURPA for this stand-
,ard 

J•;~·-·~:ICTI-l:o!.i NR COrt!':..~TlliG (llJ!:!;TI.lfL l. 0 

A. AnGwer questJon ~.0 for each utility whose status ls: 

1. 4-9 for the ·answer to question 1.1 of this schedule, an.-t 

) 

2. 1. 2, or l for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule 

D. Answer question l.O by using the following code: 

Y = yes tl = no 

Rtt9ulatory (ol' Utility) Code ------

Ut l,ity 
6 1 ;lr -g TO TI T2. ll 14 H 

UtiHty 
b I _! 9 10 _!l. _!_) I4 15 



ERA t'orm 166 
Form Approved 
OHB No. Ol8-R0422 
Exp. 12-82 

l.O 
In your opinion, have your proceed-
1nqs and actions satisfied tha re-
1uirements of PURPA Title I (or II) 
to the maximum ext~nt practicable 

process conducted after Nov. ,,1978? 
lfot the portion of the consideration 

50 

Schedule 4 

Ti.a-of-Day Rates Standard 

Ceneric 1 2 l 4 !» 

' 

IN!iTIUJCT IONS FOR COHI'I.ETJNG QUJ,;STJON 4. 0 

A. Answur questions Ll through 4,111. by using the following code: 

Y .. yes N. "' no 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Utill•ty 
6 1 B 9 10 11 !1. ll 

-

u. Answer question~ 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that offered oppo~tunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to <Juestion 4_.4 is •y•) by filling in the appropriate number. 

H 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and ~.16 for each utility for which a datermination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is ~Y"I. 

o. In questions 4.14, 4.15 an:l 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this stand.ud is expected to have on the 
items listed by using the following code: 

P ~ Positive effect N • tlegative effect z .. No effect 

4.0 In your consideration process, which ·=>f the following stcp11 have you hlcen? 

UtlHt:y 
Cener1c .!. ?_ l .~ -~ .. ., _B !I _ !I! 11_ ll lJ u 

4.1 Prior public notice of hearinCJ(s) 

4.2 Uearing(s) open to the public 

.&.l Opportunity for Intervenor 
Participation 

4.4 Opportunity for intorvcoor 
compensation 

l~ 

1:1 
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Schedule 4 

Time-of-Day Rates Standard 

Gt!nt!ric 1 2 l 4 s 

4 .·S 

4.b 

4.7 

4.8 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

4.1) 

4.14 

4.15 

4 .lb 

Tc:>timony or other evidence taken 

J..letcrmination made that 1t is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses of PtmPA 

Determination made that it is 
appropriate not to implement tnls 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses of PURPA -
Ucci sion rt!ndored based upon find-
ill<JS inclu:led in such determina-
t ion and evidence prusentcd during 
hearing 

Proposed or interim written 
dctcrmina t ion 

Final written determi~ation 

De termination made available to 
public 

., 
Total No. of intervenors 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount. pa_id to ... 
intervenors • .. 
Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric or gas utility •• 

Optimiziu:ion of the efficiency 
of UGe Of fac il it ieo and 
resources by electric or 'JAil 
uti-lity •• 

Equitable rates to electric or 
CJclS COnSllllers * 0 

•• 
Soe instruction •c• to thiu queution 
See instruction .. ll. to this ouestinn 

I 

·- --

--

Reguliitory (or Utili-ty) Codo 

Utlllty 
6 1 8 9 0 11 2 l .14 .ll. 

1-

-- ---

--1---
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5.0 

5.1 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0 

A. Answer question S.O b~ ·using the following code; 

Y .. yes N '"' no 

B. For each utility whose answer to S.O is •y• complete queution 5.1 by desiqnatlnq the number of the 
c.ttachm~nt provided which bdeflv C!escribes the methodist utilized for determining the coat-benefitu for 
this standard and any estcimatcd aavinqs an.j costa for any time ·period used. 

Q 

. Utility 
Cenerlc 1. _2_ ...:!.. 4 5 6 1 II 

Was a coat-benefit analysis 
performed for this standard? 

Attachment number 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COHI'LETING QUESTION 6 •. 0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for uach utilitl( for wllich the answ~r .to questiol s.o is •y-. 

o. Answer question 6.0 by using the following code; 

Y = yea N .. no 

!I 10 11 ll !.I 

6.0 Do tho coat-benefit methods utilized determine costa 

Utun.y 
Generic 1 2 J 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 11 

6.1 To the utility? 

-
?o the r.onsur.acr l 

-

l4 l) 

14 15 
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INSTRUCTIONS ron COH('I,E'rltiG QIIES'riON 1.·0 

A. Answer question 7.l Cor each ut i1 i ty whose 1 

l. Status code is 4-9 Cor the answer to question 1.1 of 

2. Ans·wer to question 4. 14 is .. P .. , "N" OT .. % ... 

B. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of 

2. Answer to question 4.15 is ttp•, "N" or •z•. 

c. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose: 

l. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of 

2. Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, "N" or "Z". 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code1 

c o conclusive evidence 

I = inconclusive evidence 

N - minimal or no evidence 

Ho!qulatory (ar Utillt~·l Codo! 

this schedule; and 

this schedule I and 

this schedule 1 and 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.1 is "C", "I", or "N", complete question .7.4 by 
desiqnating the nu~er of the attachment.which briefly describes the type of evidence 
presented about tho impacts of this standard. · 

7.0 What was the quality -of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard ·::>n each of the following: 

Generle 1 2 l 4 
Utlllty 

_.I_ 6 1 ' 8 9 10 11 1 2 ll 

7.1 Conservation of ener•JY supplied 
by elt!ctric (or qas) utility 

--- -
7.2 Optimization ot the efficiency of 

usc: of Jaci lities ant! resources I 

l>y eiP.ctric (or gas) utility 
I 

7.1 

7.4 

·-··-· ----- ---r- -- ·--1------ ----- ---
Equitable r.ltCS to electric (or 
CJ<l s I consumers 

-·- ---- ------- ---1----· -------· --- -- --- -- --- - ·- --., 
,, t l iaCi11 11·n t tiO. 

14 

---

--·-

-·· ... ____ .!. ·--·- ' ·-· - ·- --·-··--·-·· ·~·-· ---·· -- ·_) ___ ·-··- ·-------···-··-- ... -.i... __ j··-- -·-

15 

--

,_ 

---

·-- ·-· 
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Schudulo 4 
Roqulatory (or Utility) Code 

Timo-of-Day Rates Standard 

A. Answer question a.o for each utility whoso status code is 4,6, H or ~ tor tne answer to question 1.1 of this 
schedule. 

D. Answer question 8.0 by usln~ the following codea 

V • yes N "' no 

· c. For each utility whose answer is •y• to question 8.1 please indicat~ next to each of the •v• answers the time 
period (in months) over whicl' phased implementation will be (has been) completed. 

8.0 Which methods of impl~entation are to be (were·) utilized for this staadard? 

.. 
Ut111ty 

Genertc _!_ ___L _L_ _L 5 b 7 B g 10 11 12 ll 14 

8.1 Handa tory 

• Residential 

• Commercial 

• Industrial 

• Other (specify I 

(a I 

I (b) 
-

8.2 Voluntary 

• Residential 

·---· r---
• ConiiiiC rc i a l 

1--- --· --· ·--
• Industrial 

15 

--

1-
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Gcneri..: 1 2 l 4 

0 Other (specify) ' 
' 

(a) 

(b) 

O.l Phased 

p1S'fRUCTJONS ..OR COHPf.ETING QUESTION 9.0 

Utlltty 
5 b 

., 
II 9 10 _!!_ ~ 

' 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whoso status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ question Ll 
of this sche~ule. 

D. Answer question 9.0 by using the followinq code: 

Y .. yes N = no 

9.0 1-lhich methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilhed7 

Uttllty 

13 

--

14 15 

. 
--f-'--

f--

~--------~--------~~~----~--I-Genertc 1 2 l 4 5 6 1 a 9 _ _!:~0~~--=-11"--11-~ l. 1=---11 ~1 ~] -j-...:....:... 14 -I-~ 15 

9.1 Consumer Question~ai~e 

~---------------------~------il------;------~--·~--r--;,----~----r--;~---~---+---

9.2 Follow-up public hearings 

----------------------------------- ---------1----i----1- ----·~---1------1-----+--------1- --· -- ·--~ 

9.3 Changes in system characteristic~. 

1-----------------------------1·------ --•---;.:..---. --. - --r---------·----- --- ··--,.---
9.4 Hcvcuut: lcvulu 

f--·-----------------1-----;--r---- -- -- ·--- --· ·-- -------- ·---·- ----· -··--
9.5 Other (~pccifyl • · 

(a) __ _:__:_===--========--------·-- ------·1---i--·1---

(b) 

-- .. --.. ----··----·------·--·---·---- -------1---L.----'1-- -- '----·-- __ .. ....____ --- - -·- '-- ---- ·--· -- --- ·---
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~-RIJCTIOIIS fOR CatPLETING QUESTION 10.0 

Schedule 4 (con't) 

Time-of-Day Rates 

A. Answer question 10.0 for each ut.ility whose status is 4-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits 
in.:ormation regarding the quality of the e•Jidence considered when the detendnation was made either to implement or 
noL to implement this standard. 

D. Answer question 10.0 using the following codea 

c g conclusive evidence 
I ~ inconclusive evidence 
t1 .. minimal or no evidence 

10.0 What was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the followinga 

10.1 

lO.ll 

10.12 

10.1 1 

10.2 

10.1 

10.4 

10.41 

10.42 

Utll lty 
Typd of Evidence fGeaer IC 1 2 l t - .. "i: '1 R I) 10 

Time-related variation in cci'dt-of- X X X X X X X ;< ~< X X service assessment uti lizinqa 
,.__ 

System lambda -
·-- --- -- -- ---·~ --- -- --· -- --·· 

Class demand elasticity* 

--1- -- -- ·-- ··-- --· -- --,_ 
LOnq-term incremental. operating 
cost : 

Identification of periods where 
system lambda was higher than 
its daily average 

. -
A:tequacy of procedure to identify 
hours of the day and ddys of the 
week where system lamLda was hi<Jhcr 
than its daily (weekly) avera<Je 

_.; 

Assussmcnt of both capacity and IX X !,X IX ~ X X ~~ ~~ X X enerqy costs of providinq service 
for: 

An increase in peak demand 
I· - -- -- ----- !-

lin incrl!asc in kilowatt-hours 
uf service 

-·- -· ·---·---···· ···-·- ·----- -
'F:lilsticity of demand is the ratio of the perccntaql! change in tJ·,u 'luant:ity jemandcd 
to the l)(!rccnlit<JC ch<ongc in pricl!. 

ll 12 11 u 15 

X X X X ~ 
.. __ 

-- --

[X X X X ~ 
I 

! 1-
-~ 

----'---- ___ j_ 
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T:t~e of Evidence 

10.4] Adequacy of procedures used to 
detennine the capacity and 
enerqy costs of providinC) 
service to an increase in 
peak demand 

I 

lO.U Adequacy of procedures used to 
determine the capacity and enerC)y 
costs of providin«] service to an 
increase in kilowatt-hours of 
service 

IO.S Costs and benefits: 

10.Sl Denefits in qeneration fuel· 
savinq~ 

1_0. 52 Oenefits in total <Jenera t ion 
cost savinl)s 

lO.Sl Benefits in shift from scarce 
. fuel usaqe 

-------
lO.S4 Uenefits in future capacity 

requirements 
------ .. ···---,·-

lO,SS Costs of meter in':) and bi llin9 

10.6 ncncfit!l exceedc:-d costs of 
implemtJntinq standard 

------
10.7 Resolution of ·pass i ble over or 

under collect ion of revenue 
requirements 

57 

Regulatory lor Utility) Code __ _ 

Schedule 4 Icon' t I 

Time-of-Day Ra.tes 

t7icnenc 
Utll!_ty 

1 _L ) .. .L 6 7 8 9 J(Jo 11 12 l) J.4 15 

C>< X ~ X X X X X X X X V< X X IX X 
. 

. -·----· -- -- ·-- , .. _ - -·-· -- ·-- -- --- ---· ·--· ·-- ---1-

---- ·-- --
. 

-- -- ·-- -- -- -- --· -- ---·- -- -- --- ---- .--1-

------- -- --· 1---· ·-- -- -- -- --- --. ---- --· ---- ---· --·--1-

··- --·-
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code __ _ 

Schedule 4 (can't) 

Time-of-Day Rates 

Utlllty 

10.8 

TyEe of Evidence Geroer lC _l 2 ] 

~ ~ 
_6 1 8 __L jj}_ ll 12 ll _14 IS 

Causes of capacity expansion: ~ ~ X ~ X ~ ~ X [>( [>( [>( !X [>( X 
10.81 Need to maintain system 

reliability 
I 

10.82 Op~ortunity to reduce total 
costs of electricity service 

1 o. 8 3 tleed to replace existing ·-
capacity I -

lllSTRUC'fl ONS FOR C04PI.ETING QUESTION 11. 0 

A. Answer question 11.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for questicn 1;1 of this schedule. Question 11.0 
solicits information reqardinq the characteri sties of the Time.:-of-Day Rates Stancar:d you implemented. 

D. Answer <Juestion ll. 0 using the following code: 

Y "' yes N " no 

11.0 Does your Time-of-Day Rates Standard require the following: 

11. 1 

11. 11 

11. 12 

11. 13 

11.2 

11.21 

11. 22 

ll. 23 

11.] 

Characteristic 

A demand charqe for: 

One period 

Two periods 

Three oer iods or more 

An energy charqe for: 

One period 
·------· 

Two periods 

Three periods or more 

A customer charqc 

-

Generic 1 2 l 4 

>< IX ~ ~ [X 

'/. >< IX IX ~' 
' 

Ut llltl/ 
s 6 ]_ 8 ~ _!0 11 12 

X X X [>< X I>< [>< [6 
f-

IX IX X X !>< [><: :x IX 
1--:---t--- ·- --t---r----

I 

ll ll IS 

lX >< rx 

X >~ !2< 
1·-

1---
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Requlatory tor Utility) C~te 

Schedule S 

Sua~onal !tates Standard 

Introduction 

Suction 111 (d) (.JI of PURPA establishes the Seasonal Rates Standard which 
for providinq electric service to each class of electric consumers sl~ll 
providing service to such class of consumers at different seasons of the 
for such utility.• 

statosz •Tne rates charged by an electric utility 
t~ on a seasonal basis which reflects the costs of 
year to the extent that such costs vary seasonally 

SPECIAL ItiSTRUL""''IotiS 

Please complete the following questions reqardinq the consideration and detennination of this standard. These questions 
ar·e to be IIIJSWored for each covered utility listed in l.l of Schedule 1.' A •GENERIC" option has been provided to allow 
for 1·eporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for this standard. In the following 
space list the utility nwaber of each utility covered under such a generic process. 

o ·utili.ties covered ~n a sinqle generic consideration process for this standard& 
. ! ________________ _ ·6 ________________ __ 

2 ________________ __ 7 ________________ __ 

] ________________ _ & ________________ _ 

4 ________________ _ 9 ________________ _ 

s __________________ _ 
10 

---------------------
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Schedule S 60 Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

A. Insert in the appropri<ttc space for •tuestinns 1.1 and 1.2, the number from itlllOnq the status codes provided ·below 
whi,:h most coa·rectly rt!flo!Clli the status n;f e<tch utility faa· this standard. 

Status Codes: 
II.· ConsideroHion l'rocess not bequn. 
1. llearinq scheduled. 
2. Consideration process star ted but hearing not completed 
l. llearing completed 
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard. 
5. Official determination m3de tw not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determina£ion to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
7. Judicial review of determinatior• to not adopt or implement standard is pendinq. 
B. Stdndard put into effect by utility(iesl. 
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility i!l designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question l.l, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule for such utility. 

c .. If the_ status code for any utility i:~ desiqnated as J in ques'tion 1.1,. answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such util.ity. 

D. Complete question l.l by attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the numner ot 
the attachment provided. 

1.< What is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in que~.tions l.l (a) and (b) of sc:,edule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19797 

Ut_! llty 
Genedc r-!- 2 ) 4 s 6 ~ II 9 10 ll 1 2 ll 14 

1.1 Status as of end of reporting period i : 

- ·-- -- ---- -- -- --1-
I 

1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1979 ---- ---- ·--·- -- -- f....----:-

l.l At taclunent !lumber 

t-
,_ ---t- -- 1---

1.4 Number of customers covered by 
onler (in thousands): . Residential 

--r-- r--I'- ---
0 Imlustr ia 1 

-· --- -- -- -- --· -- -- ·--- --- ·-- --- --r--· -- ·--· 
• Commercial ' 

-- ·----- --------
• Othnr (SJ•CC i fy) 

--· ---- ----· --· -- --·-- ___ .___ 

• 

l s 

r-

---

,_ 

1-

·--

--

---
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~easonal Rates Standard 

·---r------
-

·~-~rJC 1 l ) 4 

J.S Sales in preceding year .of 
customers covered by this order 
(in thousands of dollars) I 

I 

0 llcsidential 

0 Industrial 

~· --
0 Co!Mlercial 

Ot'her (specify) 

JUS'I'IIliCTIOtiS J'OR COMPLETING OUESTIOtl 2.0 

A. Answer question 2 ,0 for each utility whose status c·:::~de is: 

1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of thls schedule; 

2. 4-9 for the answer to question l. 2 of this schedule • 

IL Answer question 2.0 by using the following code: 

N = no 

r_ Gener1c .. 1 ~ ] 4 

2.0 
! 

lin your opinion, have your proceed-
inqs and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title 

1• (or II I) of PIJRPA for this stand-
ard -

A. An&wcr question ~.0 for each utility whose status is: 
. 

s 

and 

5 

1. ol-9 (or the answer LO ')UI!Sl ion 1.1 of this schedule; and 

2. I. 2. or l for the answer to qu•stion 1.2 of this schedule 

D. An!.a~cr fJUcs l:ion 1. 0 by us i n•J th1
c follo\1 i ng code: 

V = yes tl = no 

Pc•Julatory Cor Uti lityl Code 

lit l iTty .. 
-n-6 7 9 9 10 11 ll _!_:!. 14 --

f--

--r-----· 

llttllty 
6 ,_, 

~ !I 10 11 _!I 1) 14 15 
1·---

-
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l.O 
In your opinion, have your proceed-
1nqs and actions satisfied the re-
1uircmcnt~ of PURPA ~itle I ~r III 
to the maximum extent practicable 

process conducted aftec tiOv. ·9,1978.7 
tor the portion of the considerat i011 I 

62 

Schedule !I 

Sea~onal Rates Standard 

-
Generic l 2 l 4 

JUSTRUCTIONS POR COMPLETING QUEST lOll G. 0 

A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4,11 by using the following code: 

Y "' yes N = no 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Ut1l1ty 
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 

. 

B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for eac:;:h utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 is· •y•) by f111in9 in the appropriate r.Uil\ber. 

H 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for whic~ a dotermination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•). 

D. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of ertect this standard is expected to have on the 
items listed by using tho following codes 

P ~ Positive effect N ~ Negative effect Z .. No effect 

4.0 In your consideration procesu, which of the following steps have ycu taiken? 

Utlllty 
Generic 1 2 l 4 5 I 6 ]_ 8 9 10 11 12 Il 14 

0 

4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(&) ! 
; 
• - ' --1-
i 

4.2 llearing(s) open to the public ' ! 
; 

Ll 

4.4 

opr..ortunity for Intervenor t 
Particlpat ion 0 

i 
1---I----

Opportunity for intervenor L C0111penea t ion 

15 

15 
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4.5 

4. 7 

4.8 

4. 9 

4.10 

4.11 

. 4.12 

4 .1) 

4.14 

4.15 

4.16 

1--+---t----1--- ----- --

uetennination· made that 1t is 
ilppropriate to implement this 
standarn to carry out the l pur­
po~es or l'tml'A 

----- ----1----t~---f---t---;----t--· r-- --·1--+--.,+--r-1--r-
Oetermination made that it is 
apt•ropriate not t.o implement tnl:a 
sli.lndard to carry out lhe l pur­
poses o~ ·PURPI\ 

Occision rendered ba:aed upon find­
in~s inclu:led in such tlctcrmina-
t ion and ev ldence presented <lur inq 
2~~r~t~'"'g'~-----------------------------l-------

Propose<.) Ol' interim written 
determination 

·---t---t---f---+--1----t-----

t-----f---t---1--+--11---f-----------t---i--

.,_ ________________________ 1-----·1--+-----f--- -- ·---1--- ·---t---1---1---1----11---t---1--1 

Fin~l written determination 

l-------------------l-------·--,--r------·--·--.--t---l---l---t---4---ll--li-

Determination made available to 
public 

1'otal No. of intervenors 
compensated • 

-,--+---1·--1--------------

t---------------:----1------1--·- ---t---1---ll--- --·•---+--11·-- ----- --
Total dollar amount paid to 
intervenors • 

1------------------1------1----t---- --- r--- -----1- -- --· --· ·--- -- ---- --

Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric or CJi.IS utility •• 

1-----------------+----- t--+---+----tr--11--,_ -- -- -- ---- --- --- --- ·-

Optimiz.uion of the crt1cieucy I 
of u!w of facilitic::~ and 

~~~:~~;:;~;:~~::·~~~~ .::·0~ -]_---=~- _l = = =-~~ _-__ -__ -- -~~~- -_-_-_- ---~_-...__-_-_-_~.---= _-_-_- -~= ---~~-------
•• 

SP.f! inst.ruet. Hor1 ''C" to thi!l <tllcstion 
See iustnwl111n "I>" to t·his llllfH>tinn 
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Schedulo S 

Seasonal Rates Standard 

Regulatory tor Utilityl Code _____ __ 

s.o 

5.1 

IN!JTRUCTIOtiS fOR COHPLJ::TINC Qt:JJ::!."TIOII ~.0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by us~nCJ the following code, 

Y .. yes N "' no 

8. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by desiqnating the nUJDber of t;he 
attachment provided which briefly desc~ibes the method(sl utilized for dete~mining the cost-benefits for 
this standardand any estimat~d savinqs and costs for any time period used. 

lltllll'a' 
Genor1c I 1 2 J 4 !!) 6 1 II 9 10 11 12 lJ 

I 

Was a cost-benefit analysis 
performed for this standard? ! 

i---r-
Attachment number 

WSTRUCTIONS fOR COHPI.ETING QUESTION 6.0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for e'ch utility for which the answer to question ~.0 is "V". 

8. Answer question 6.0 by uatng the following code: 

Y .. yes N "'no 

·6.0 Do the cost-benefit method11 utilized determine costz 

Ut.llity 
Generic 1 2 l 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 l_l.l 12 ll 

6.1 To the utility? 

- ·- - 1--- - 1--· 

"'o the r.(lf\Silf'ICr? 

14 l:i 

14 15 

-- -

. __ ,_. ·--·-·- ----·1-
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IIIS"tRUCTJOtiS t'OR COHPJ,ETING QtiF.STION 7. 0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose: 

1. Status codo is 4-9 for the answer to quest ion 1.1 of this schedule I and 

2. Answer to question 4.14 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 
o. Answer question ·7.2 for each utility whose: 

1. Status dode is 4-9 Cor the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule! and 

• 
c. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whosei 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this scheduler and 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the follouing codez 

C • conclusive evidence 

I "' inconclusive evidence 

N minimal or no evidence 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.1 i:s •c•, •r•, or •N•, complete question 7.4 by 
designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence 
pt·esented about the impacts of this standard. 

7.0 llh.Jot wan the quality of the evitlencc presented ilbout the impact of the standard. or. each of the following: 

G•Hl~ 1 2 ] 4 5 

7.1 Conservation of energy suppl h:d 
by electric (or <JiiS) utility 

- ·-- --
7.2 Opt imi zat ion of the efficiency of 

7.] 

use of f.:u:i l i ties ant! rl!£OuL-ces --r-),y el~.:t t· ic (or <j.:tS) utility 

1---·--1- ~ 

Equitable rat~s to electric lor 
qas) coJtsuancrs 

7.:. 

--·- --·---· -
,\t lilCito.U:·nt 1'10. 

--· ----- --------------------· --··· -------~--==-- -_:_=--~=t== 
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 5 

Seasonal Rates Standard 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, U or ~ tor tne answer to question 1.1 of this 
sch~dulc. I . 

• 
o. Answer r1uestion 11.0 by us in'] the followinq code; 

Y "' yes N "' no 

c. t•or each utility whose ariswc[' is "!" to question 8.3 p·lease indicate next to each of the •y• answers the time 
period. I in months) over whicb phased implementation will be (has been I co~~pleted. 

0.0 ~hich methods of impl~mentation are to be (were) utilized for t.his standard? 

·- Utiht:l_ 
Cener1c T T -y 4 5 ~ 7 II 9 !0 11 12 _!1_ 14 

O.l Handa tory 

• Residential -
. Corrunercial 

- --
0 Industrial 

,_ . Other (specify) .. 
Ia) 

·--- -

I ' 
(b) 

- ------ -
8.2 voluntary 

0 Residential 

- ·--· - -- ---, --- --. ~:orruncrc ia 1 

I 
,_ ·-- -- -- --

0 Industrial __ , ___ ,_ 

~~ 

r-

-

-

r--
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Generic 1 2 l 4 -----
• Other (spec it y) 

Cal 
I-- --

(b) 

8.1 Phd sed 

WS"rRUCTJONS FOR C011PLETING QUESTIOU 9.0 

Uttlltv 
5 6 7 0 9 10 ll 12 

' 

I--

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 ·for tbe answer tQ question 1.1 
of this uche~ulo. 

B. Answer question 9.0 by using the followinq code,1 
• Y .. yes N = no 

9.0 Which methods of monitorin9 impact of this standard are to be (wore) utilized? 

Utility 
· Gcner1c _!_ ~ l 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 -----

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

-- --
9.2 t-'ollow-up public hcarinCJS 

--i- --r-- --1-----
9.) Changes in system character i sties 

---
9 •• Rcvunue levels 

1- --- --·- -- - --t- --· --- --
9.5 Other lnpccify)' 

(a) ---------·-- - - -- -- ··-- ··-- --- -- -- -- --- --
(b) ---------- ----·--·-- ·--- --- -- ----- --

ll 

.!l 

--

--

--

·--

14 15 

----

]4 15 

--f-

--1-

--~ 

t---

-- --
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68 
Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule S (con 1 t) 

Seasonal Rates Standard 

A. 1\nswer question 10.0 for each ~tility whose status is 4-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question lO.:J solicits 
information reqardin'] the quality of the evidc·nce considered when the determination v.ts made uither to implement or 
not to implement this standard. 

B. t.nswer quest ion 10.0 using the following code: 

C -~ conclusive evidence 
I = inconclusive evidence 
" minimal or no evidence 

10.0 What was the quality. of the evideace .reqarding this standard with respect t::1 tllae following: 

10. 1 

10.11 

10.12 

10. ll 

10.14 

10. 1S 

10.16 

Monthly peak period system 
lambda is"higher than its 
annual average 

Adequacy of the method used to 
identify the months for which 
tl-..e peak value of system 
lambda is above its annual 
average 

The capacity and energy costs 
of providing service to an 
increase in peak demand 

Adequacy of procedures used to 
dcter~ine the capacity and 
energy costs of providing ser­
vice to an increase in peak 
demand 

Capacity and energy costs of 
providinq service to an increas~ 
in kilowatt-hours of service 

Adequacy of procedures used LB 
determine the capacity and 
enerqy costs of providinq ~~~ 
increase in ki lowatl-ho)oJrs of 
Hcrvicc 

Ut il it•t 

-------------------------------~------+~---~--~-+--~~1---~--~~--~~--~--'----~--J---' 
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Type of Evidence 

10. 17 Tl~ months of the year foe which 
averaqe system operatinq cost 
was above annual averaqe operat-
inq cost 

' 
10.2 Effects: 

10.21 Benefits in generator fuel 
savinqs 

10.22 . Benefits in total operating 
cost savings 

10.2) Benefits in capacity 

10.24 Cost of bi 11 ing 

10.). Class dernand elasticity* 

10.4 Causes· of capacity expan.sion• 

10. 4l Need to maintain system 
reliability 

10.42 Opport,mity to reduce total 
costs of electricity service 

10.41 titled to replace exlstinq 
service 

Schertule ~ lcon't) 

Seasonal Rates Standard 

ll:"enenc 1 -, -, • 'i 
Utility 

6 7 A Q lt'l 

·. 

[>(: )< ~ D< )< [X X [X )< ~ ~ 

c><: [X X )< [X [X X [X [X X ~ 
---

*Elasticity of demand is the ratio of the percentage change in the quantity demanded 
to the pcrccntaqu chc1nqe in price. 

n '2 l l l.L I-ll 

~ ~ ~ ~ [X 

I~ I~ [X [X [X 

-- --f-

··-

I 



F:fiA f'orm 166 
l·'orm Apr-rovcol 
0/-lll No. Ol0-R0422 
Exp. 12-82 

Introduction ------

70 

Jequlatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 6 

• Interruptible Rates Standard 

Section 111 14) (5) of PURPA establishes tho Interruptiblo Rates Standard vhlch states; •Each electric utility shall offer 
each industrial and coounorcial electric consumer an interruptible rate wt.ich reflects the cost of pro'lliding' interruptible 
service· to the class of which such consumer is a meiPber. • 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

l'lease complete the following questions reqardiOfJ the consideration and cecermin&tion of this standard. These questions 
are to be answered for each covered utility listed in l.l of Schedule 1. a •GENERic• option has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for this standard, In the following 
spdce list the utility number of ea·:::h uti Uty covered under such a generic process. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration process for this standard: 

! ________________ __ 
6--------------~-

2 _____________ _ 7 ----------------
l ________________ __ & ________________ ___ 

4 ________________ __ 9 ________________ ___ 

5 ________________ __ 10 ______________ _ 
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Schedule 6 

Interruptible Rates Standard 

A. Insert in the appro,.riatc space for questions 1..1 and 1.2, the number from among the ~codes provided below 
which most correctly ruflo!cts the status of e.lch utility for this standard. 

Status Codes: 
o. Consideration process not bequn. 
1. nearing scheduled. 
2. Consideration process Htarted but hearing not completed 
l. lle.srinq completed 
4. Of ficia1 determination made to 11dopt or implement standard. 
5. official determihation made ~o not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determination to adapt or implement standard is pending. 
7. Judicial :rcviuw of determination to not. adopt or implement standard is pending. 
D. Stclndard put into effect by utility(iesJ. 
9. Standard implemented and subsuqut:nt 1 y d i scant inued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility is desiqnated aR 0, 1 or 2 in question 1.1, complete·only 1.l·and 1.2 of this 
schcdul e for such utility .• 

c. If the status code for any utility is desiqnated as l in que~tion 1.1, answer only questions i.l, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility. 

0. Canoplete question ·1.1 by attachJnq a copy of each determi.nation made and/or order issued and by designating the numoer ot 
the attachment providull. 

1.0 What is the status of your consideration process for each utl.lity listed. in· questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1: 
-Ia) as of lhe entl of the reporting period, and lbl as-of November 9, 1978? 

ut ihtv 
Generic ·- 1 . 2 -,- ...! 5 I_L 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 

1.1 Status as of end of n:port inq period 

1- 1-----f---1-

1.2 Statue as of llov. 9, 1978 

f--

l.l Attaclunent Number 

- -- ·--1----r--- -- -- ----1-t---r--
1.4 tlurnLer of customers covered by 

?r.de_r ,,(in, thouuandsl: . nesidential 

·-- t---. r-- --· t-· 
0 Industrial 

-------· -----1- --- --1--- -- 1--- -- ----1- --· -- ---
0 Conun~rci11l 

---

----~~r--
·--1---f---1----· --- ---. r;,tht!r I Spec i fyl 

-

···-·---'--·· 
·- -··- -·----------------- ... -- -------· ·- __ ,__ ----- ---- -- -- -- ·--··-· --· ·---

15 

·--

---

-- . 
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1.5 

2.0 

Gene..!.!.£_ 1 2 . .-!._ I_!_ 5 

Sales in preceding year of 
customers covered by this order 
(in thousands of dollars) . Residential ! 

0 Industrial 

t---
• Conunercial 

Other (specify) 

JNS'l'RUCTfOUS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION ! • 0 

A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code is: 

l. t-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of_ this schedule; a nil 

2. t-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule. 

D. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code: 

Y • yea N = no 

Generlc 1 ~ .J 4 ~ 

In your opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of 'l'itle 
I (or Ill) of PliRPA for this stand-
ard 

A. Anower question ~.0 for each utility whose status is: 

1. t-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and 

2. 1. 2. or l for the answer to que9tlon 1.2 of thls schedule 

B. Answer question 1.0 by using the following code1 

Y "" yes N = no 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Utl~lty 
__!. 7 8 9 "10 11 ll 11 14 l:l 

,. 

-

l 

UtlJ..!_ty 
-_I>_ 7 B !I 10 11 ~ ..!l _!t _!_5 

. 
. 
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Interruptible Rates Standard 

~ ---

).0 

- Gl!it~C1C- "i 2 1 4 5 m ,.. ......... ~ .......... P······-
~JS and acttons satisfied the re-
uiremcnts of I'UIIPA T1l!e I (or Ill 
o thu ma11imum extent practicable I tot thu portion of the consideration 

process conducted aftc1: Nov. 9,1978? 

INS1'11UCTIONS FOR COHI'LETIIIC QUl:STION 4.0 

A. Answer questions Ll throu9h 4,11 by usin9 the follcwing code: 

Y .. yes N "' no 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Uti.\ tty 
6 7 B ; 9 10 11 12 11 

I 
I 

D. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility tha·t. offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 is •y• I by fillin9 in the appropriate nunlber. 

I 

14 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utilily for which a determination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•). 

D. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this standard is expected t.o have on the 
items listed by usinC) the following codo; 

P • Positive effect N .. Ne9ative effect I • No effect 

4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken? 

Utlllty 
Generic l 2 ) T 5 _!_ 7 II 'll 10 11 12 ll u 

4.1 Prior public noticu of hearinC)(sl 

4.2 llcarinOJ(s) open to the public 

-
-1.1 

Opportunity for Interv.:nor 
Participation 

·-----·-- ----
4.4 Opportunity for lnturvcno~: 

compcns<ltion I 

.,. 

' 15 

15 

., 

\ 
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4i.5 

4 .• 6 

4.7 

4.8 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

4 ll 

4.14 

4.15 

4.16 

Generic 

Testimony or other evidence taken 

Oetermination made that it is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l p..--
poses of rrmPA 

Determination made that it is 
af•propriate not to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses o!.' ruRrA 
Decision rendered based upon find-
inqs inclu:led in such determir.a-
tion an4 evidence presented d~rinq 
hearin_!l_ 

Proposed or interim written 
determination 

Final written determination 

Determination made available to 
public 

Total No. of intervenor& 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount paid to 
intervenors • 

ConseL·vation of energy supplied 
by electric or gas utility •• 

OptimiZiltion of the efficiency 
of uoe of facilities and 
resources_by 
utility** 

electric or·qas 

t:quitable rates to electric or 
gas consumers ** . 

•• 
Sec instruction •c• to this que9tion 
Sec instruct ion •o .. to this ouest inn 

I_!_ 2 1 4 5 

. 

--

Regulatory (or Utility) Codo 

Utlllty 
6 2 8 !I 0 ll J l~ l:l 

1-1-

i 
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5.0 

5.1. 

1tiSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPI.ETING OUEST ION 5. 0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following codea 

Y "' yea N .. no 

u. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is •y• complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the 
attachmemt provided which briefly describes the methodlo, utilized for determining the coat-benefits for 
this 11tandard and any estilllated savin<J& and costs for any time period used. 

Uti lltv 
Genertc 1 2 ") ' 5 b 1 II 

Was a coat-benefit analysis 
performed for this standard 1 

Attachment number 

INSTRUCT TONS .-t>R COMPLETitiG QUESTION 6. 0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 ls •yo. 

D. Answer question 6.0 by using the following codea 

Y .. yes N • no 

9 10 11 .!.!. 11 

6.0 00 the coat-benefit methods utilized determine costa 

Utl _!t_y_ 
Gencrtc r 2 ) .. 5 ti 7 B 9 10 11 12 ll 

6.1. TO the utility? 

-- -
"'o the r.OI\SUI'Kir? 

14 1:. 

u 15 

---. 
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l NSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING OUEST lOti 7. 0 

A. Answt:r question 7.1 for e·acll utility whoser 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the ,answer to quention 1.1· of this schedule 1 and 

D. Answer question 7.2 for eacll utility ~hose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to ·question 1.1 of this scheduler and: 

2. Answer to question 4.JS is •p•, "N• or •z•. 

C. Answer que~tion 7.3 for eac?-1 utility '"'hose: 

1. Status code is .. -9 fot ~he answer to question ·1.1 of this sch~dule:r andl 

·2. Answer to question 4.~6 is •p•, "N" or •z•. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using t•e followinq code: 

C ~ conclusive evidenc: 

I ~ inconclusive evide1ce 

N - minimal or no evid:nce 

E. For each utility whose answ-:r c.o 7.1, 7.2 or 7.1 is •c•, "I", or •u•, compllete question 7.4 by 
desi<Jnatinq the number of t:-~e attachment which briefly describes the tvpe of e\.'i.dence 
presented about the impacts of this titandard. · 

7.() l~hat was the quality of the eviidenc~ pre~entcd abo1.1t the impact of the standard on each of the following: 

Ut1llty 
C.er.er1c 1 2 ] 4 s 6 1 II 9 10 11 12 

1. I Conservation of enerqy suppliec 
by electric (or qas) utility 

1.2 Opti11ization of the efflcierlcy ·Of 
use of facilities and reSOU["C(:S 

.. 

by eiectl:"ic (or qas) utility 

7.) E<JU i tahl e r-ates to electr-ic (Ot 
')itS) consumer-s 

-- -- --
7.4 .\t t.1ciu.ocnt liO. 

ll 14 lS 
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Interruptible Rates Standard 

JIIS1'RUCTJONS FOR COHI'LE'l'lllG QUESTION 8. 0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for t~ach utility whose status code is 4,6, u or !J tor tne answer to question 1.1 of this 
!iChcdule. 

D. A1iswt~r question 8.0 by usinq the followinq codcu 

Y "' yes N '" no 

c. For each utility whose answer is • v• to question B.l please indicate next to each of th·o ·•y• answers the time 
period. (in months} over which phased implementation will be (has been) co .. pleted. 

0.0 Which methods of impl~mcntation are to be (were) utilized for this standard? 

.. 
Utillty 

Cen~r1c 1 2 1 4 5 fi 7 . II 9 10 2 ) 14 

6.1 Mandatory 

• Residential· 

.. Conii1\C rc i a l 

-• Industrial 

. Other (specify) 

(a) 
-->---

I (b) 
. ·. ., . ~~ ,' ' ' .. .. ····"' .. ·"''' ·''' . - '" ·-· ". -· 

6.2 Voluntary 

• Ro::sidentiill 

-·- - ·--- ---. Conuncrciial 

f---·--
T-~ 

. __ ---1-
• Jndustr'ial 

ll 
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Schedule 6 
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Exp. l2-82 Interruptible Rates Standard 

Generic 1 2 ) 4 . 

• Other (specify) I ' . 
(a I 

(bl 

B.l Phased 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESt'ION 9.0 

Utillty 
:1 • 7 II !I 10 11 H 

. I J 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ queution 1.1 
of this ache~ul~. 

D. Answer question 9.0 by uslng the fallowing code& 

Y .. yea N .. no 

9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

Uti lty 
Generic 1 2 ) 4 ~- ll 7 8 9 10 11 ll 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

9.2 Follow-up public hearin9s '. 

9.) Changes in system cha~:acteristics -

9 •• RCV&!IIUII lcV&.:}B 

-
9.5 Other (:;pacify), 

(a) 

(bl 
I 

ll 

ll 

--

14 _!S 

14 15 

1---
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HIS'J'IIliC'rTOtiS FOR COHPI.ETitiG OUESTlOif 10.0 

79 Regulatory (or Utility) Code __ _ 

Schodule 6 (con'tl 

Interruptible ltates Standard 

A. Answer •rul!stion 10.0 for each utility whose status is 4-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits 
info1·mation regardinq the quality of the evidence considere<.l when the determination was made either to implement or 
not Lo implc!ment this. stcin<.lanl. 

o. Answer question 10.0 usinq the following code1 

C a conclusive ~!Vidence 
J a inconclusive evidence 
N ~ minimal or no evidence 

10.0 What vas the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with ·respect to the following: 

Utlllty 
T~ee -of Evidence r·cenerlc l ~ 1 4 ..5. -L 1~ 0 lj 10 11 12 

10.1 Costs: C?<( ~ ·x )< rx >< [X IX rx ·X X X X -
10.11 DemAn<.! costs associated with 

providing firm service by 
rating period 

·f--

10. 12 Ent!rgy costs associated with 
providing firm service by 
rating period 

, 

----
10.13 Customer costs a6sociated with 

p·roviding firm service by 
rat i nq JH:r iod 

---1---
10. 14 Energy costs associbted with 

providing interrupfible 
s~rvice by ratinq period , 

I , n r- .. , .... • 1 _.;.,n,. • r ,, • I I : l . . I i ·-· ·----· --· -- -- ··-

10.15 Custome1· co::ts associilt.ed with 
pi'OVidinl) interruptihle 
uc'rvice by ratinq period 

·----~ 

Impacts: :Z X !X >< >< I>< ~ lX lX >< ~ ~ R -·----- -
10.2 

1 o. 21 On potcnti.\1 int1ustl'i.a1 
custnmct·s 

----- ·-·· --·------·--·-----·---· -··---~~ ·- ·-- --· ·-· -- -- --·~ f- --
I0.2l 011 pntcllt ia 1 commen:ii.ll 

customers -
-.-------· --· ·--- --· 

l1 u _u 

IX IX [X 

f--

·-

i 
~ -

~ )( ~ 
-- -··-- r---
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~e of F.vidence 

10.21 On utility expansion plans 

lO.H On customer rates 

10.1 Other: 

lO.ll Optimal amount of interruptible 
load 

10.12 Potential magnitude· of 
interruptible load 

lO,ll Coincidence of Interruptible 
class peak load with system 
peak 

10.4 Causes of Capacity Expansion: 

10.41 Need to maintain system 
reliability 

10.42 Opportunity to reduce tota~ 
co9ts of electricity service 

10.41 ttecd to replace existinq 
capacity 

80 

Schedule 6 (con'tl 

Interruptible Rates Standard 

Ut1J 
IGenertc I 2 l 4 .~ 6 

IX [X D< [X [X [X D< 

X [X IX [X [X [X D< 

,_ --

Regulatory (or Utility) Code ____ __ 
i 

1 :y 
~ 8 9 10 11 12 lllll lS .. 

"':l 
I' -, ~X: ~< [X IX [X' [X [X [X 

I 

~>< t>( [X rx [X [X [X' [X X 
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Jtl!iTRIJCTIONS t•OR COHPLETING OUES,.ION 11.0 

81 

Schedule .6 (con't) 

Inturrupti~le Rates Standard 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code __ _ 

A. Jlnsw .. r question 11.0 for each utility whflso status is t. 6 .• 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schodule. Queution 11.0 
solicit~ information regarding the characteristics of the Interruptible Rates Standard you implemented. 

B. Answer question 11.0 using the folloWing codea 

Y .. yes N '" no 

11.0 Poes your Interruptible Rates Standard require the lollowinq 1 

Utlltty 
Character htic Generic 1 2 : l • 5 6 1 . I 9 10 11 u ll u 15 

11.1 Criteria for initlatinq [X ~ txj ~ ~ X X IX ~ X [>( [>( X [>( X [>( interruption which take into 
account the following: 

11.11 Sy::Jtem peak exceedinl) critical 
level 

u.u Reserve margin falling below 
predeten.ined level 

·I-

ll.ll Peaking energy which 1s 
conotrained 
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Rcgula.tory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 7 

Load Hanaqement Techniques Stand:trd 

Section 111 (d) (6) of PURPA estabUshes the r.oad Hanagement Techni<JUes Stan :lard which states& •Each electric utility shall 
offer to its electric consumers such load manaqement techniques as the State regulatory authority (or the nonregulated 
~l~ctric utility) has determined will--

•(AI be practicable and cost-effective, as determined under section ·llS(c), 

•(o) be reliable, and 

•(c) provide useful energy or capacity management advantages to the electric utility.• 

Section 115 (c) states: •rn undertakinq the consideration and making the determination requi.red under section 111 with 
respect to the standard for load management techniques established by sectlon 111 (ell (6), a load management technique shall 
be determined, by the State requlatory authority or nonregulated electric Ytility, to be cost-effective if--

• Ill ·such technique is likely to reduce maximum kilowatt demand on the electric utility, and 

•121 the long-run cost-Gaving~ to th~ utility of such reduction arc likely to exceed the long-run 
costs to the utility asscciated with implementation of such techlli-=Jue. • 

SPECIAl. INSTRUCTIONS 

Please complete the following questions regarding the consideration and dcr.ermination.of this standard. rhese questions 
are to be answered for each covered utility listed in l.l of Sch~lule 1. ~ •GENERIC• option has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilitio~ covered in a generic consideration process for this standard. In the following 
space list the utility number of each uti Uty covered under such a -generic prQC:ess. 

0 Utilities covered in a single qeneric consideration process for this st.andardt 

1 6 

2 7 

l 0 

4 9 

• 5 10 
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!_!!~TIUICTIOIIS fOR COHI'l.ETING OUt:STION I. 0 

A. 

B. 

Insert in the appropriate space for 'Juestions 1.1 .1nd 1.2, the number from amonq the status codes provided below 
which most correctly refll!cts the status of l!ach utility for this standard. 

Status Codes: 
0. Consideration ~rocess not bequn. 
1. lloarlnq scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearinq not completed 
l. llearinq completed 
•· Official determination made to adopt or implement standard. 
5. Official determination lllade ko not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review'of·determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
1. Ju•lic ial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pendlr.~. 
0. Standard put ·into· effect by utility (iesJ • 
9. Standard impleruunted and subsequomtly discontinued •. 

If the stiltus code for any utility is,desiqnated as 0, 1 or 2 ln question 1.·1, complete on.ly 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule for such utility. 

c. Jf'the st•tus code for ariy utility is de·siqnated as lin ques'tion l.l, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.1, 
4.~ and 4.5 of this scloeo..lule for such utility. 

D. Complete quest ion 1. l by attachinq a copy of e.aclt determination madu and/or order lsr;ued and by desiqnatinq the nurilber ot 
the attacluuent provided. 

1.0 What is the status of your consideration proctss for each utility listed in questions l.l Ia) and lbl of schedule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the ceportinq pel"iod, and lbl as of November 9, 1978? 

Ut llty 
Generic !-·1 2 ] ..! s 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 l] 14 IS ·-----

1.1 Status as of end of reportinq periocl 

----1- ----1-

1.2 Status as of tlov. 9, 1978 

·--· -- --t- ---r-- --1- --1-

l.l Attachment II umber 

--t-· t-· --
1.4 Jlumher of customers covered by 

order lin thousands): . Residential 

-) ---· t·-
G Industrial 

··--1--· ----t---- --1--- -- --
G Conuncrcial 

- ·-- - ---- ----
• Other (.Specify) 

____ .__ __ 
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1.5 

2.0 

Generic 1 2 ] 4 5 

Sales in preceding year of 
customers cove~ed by this order 
(in thousands of dollars) 

o Residential -

0 Industrial 

• Commercial 

Other I specify) 

INSTRIIC1"IONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION !.0 

A. Answer question 2 .0 fo~ each· utU: Lty whose status code is: 

l. 4-9 for the answe~ to qu.~stion l.l of thh scheduler and 

2. 4-9 for the answer- to qu.:lstion 1.2 of thia schedule. 

D. Answer quest Jon 2.0 by using the rollowing code: 

Y • yes N .. no 

~ 

Gene:-ic 1 l J 4 ) 

In you~ opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actl.ons substantia Uy con-
formed to the requirements of Title 
I (or III) of PURPA for this stand-
ard 

A. Annwer question 'l.o for each utility whooe status is: 

1. 4-9 for the answer to quesr:lon 1.1 of this schedule; and 

2. l. 2, or l for the answer co ~uestion 1.2 of this schedule 

D. Answer question l.O by using the following code: 

Y ; yes II ; no 

Rogulato~y lor Utilityl Code 

lltl Hy 
6 1 8 9 10 11 12 1'1 u 15 

UtLlty 
6 1 B 9 10 12 11.3 14 15 

' 
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3.0 

Utility 
Gcner1c _!_ _2_ ~ 4 s "6 I 7 8 9· 10 11 12 ll 

Ill your opinion, have your proceed-

I 1nqs and actions ~ati&f ied the rtl-

'luirements of PURPA Title I lor III 
to the a•aximum extent practic4ble 
for the portion of the consideration 
process conducted after Nov. 9,1979? 

JUSTIIliC'I'JONS fOR COHI'J.ETING QUESTION 4. 0 

A. Answer questions 4.1 throu9h 4,11 by using the fo1lowinq codez 

Y " yes II "' no 

D. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 is •y• I by filling in the appropriate number. 

14 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a·datermination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is "Y"I. 

o. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate tile type of effect this standard ia expected to have on the 
items listed by using.the following code; 

P • Pouitive effect N Q Negative effect Z .. No effect 

4.0 In your consideration procesu, which of the following .steps have you taken? 

'"--Generic 
Utlllty 

l 2 l • 5 6 7 9 9 10 11 12 ll H 

4.1 Prior public notice of hcarinq(sl 

r-- . 
4.2 llcarinqlsl ·open to the public 

·1.1 
Opf>OCtllll i ty for Intervenor 
Participatlor. 

--1---- -- -
Opportunity for intervenor 
compensation 

15 

15 

--
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Load Management TechniC)ues Standard 

4.S 

4.6 

4.7 

4.8 

4.9 

LlO 

4.ll 

4.12 

4.ll 

4.U 

4.1S 

4.16 

G~neric 

Testimony or other evidence taken 

Uetermination made that at is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses or l'ORPA 

Determination made that it is 
appropriate not to implement tnls 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses of PURPA 
Dec is ion rendered based upon find-
in<JS incluJed in such determina-
tion and evidence presented dur~g 
hearinq 

Proposed or interim written 
determination 

Final written d-etermination 

Deterauination made available to 
public 

Total No •. of intervenors 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount paid to 
intervenors • 

Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric or gas utility •• 

Optimization of tho efficiency 
of UDC Of facilitieo and 
resources by electric or gas 
utility u 

Equitable rates to electric or 
gas consumers •• 

•• 
See instruction "C" to this question 
See instruction "0" to this auestinn· 

1 2 ) 4 5 

--

-- -

Regulatory (or Utility! Code 

Utl lty 
~- 7 8 9 10 ll 12 11 14 15 

. 

' I 



87 

I::RA Form 166 
Form Approved 
0H6 No. Ol8-R0.2·2 
Exp. 12-82 

Schedule 1 Re9ulatocy (or Utility) Codo ______ __ 

5.0 

5.1 

Load Hana9ement TechnlCJues Standard 

JtiS'fRIJC'tiONS FOR COHI'LETING QUESTION S. 0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by usin9 the following code; 

Y .. yea N .. no 

o. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is :y• complete queation 5.1 by desiqnatlng the number of the 
·· attachtoent provided which briefly describes the atethod (a) util izcd for determining the coat-benofi ta for 
this atondard and any estimated savings and costa for any time period used. 

Utility_ 
G<!nonc 1 2 1 ~ 5 b 1 II 

• .. - a cost-benefit analysis 
performed for this standard? : 

~ .-- ---
Attachment number 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0 

A. Answer question 6.0 foe oach utility for which the answer to question S.O is •yo. 

, B. Anslo'er question 6.0 by uain<J the follGwinq code1 

Y .. yea tl .. no 

.!. 10 ll 12 ll 

6.0 Do the cost-benefit methodu utilh:ed determine coat1 . 

Utlllty 
Gener1c T 2: l • s 6 7 B· ~ 10 11 12 ll 

6.1 To the util it.y? 

' li.:> '."o the r.OI\SUI'IIll 1 

'---· 

, ' 

14 1') 

14 15 
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Load Management Techniques Standard 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COHPLETWG QUESTION 7.0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utUity whoaea 

negulato~y (o~ Utility) Code 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to qo&estion 1.1 of thi 11 acheduleJ and 

2. Answer to queatioa 4 ."14 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

B. Answer question 7.2 for ea¢h utility whoaea 

1. Status code is 4-9 for tlte answer to question 1.1 of thi11 schedule• and 

2. Answer to questioa 4.15 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

C. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose&. 

1. Status code ta 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of thi11 schedule• and 

2. Answer to quest to• 4.16 is •p•, •H• or ~z·. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following codea 

c • conclusive evidence 

I • Inconclusive evidence 

N - minimal or no evidence 

E. For each utility whose answer to ·1.1, 7.2 or 7.1 Ia •c•, •t•, or ''N•, C0111plete question 7.4 bv 
designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the t•fpe o£ evidence 
presented about the impacta of this standa~rd. · -

7.0 What was the quality of the evldence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following& 

UtJllty 
Generic 1 2 l 4 5 6 1 B 9 10 ll 12 ll 

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric lor gas) utility 

- -
7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of ; 

usc of facilities and resources 
by electric lor qasl utility I 

I 

7.1 Equitable rates to electric (or 
qas) con~umcrs 

' : 

I 
r-- 1---

1.~ ,\t taciu.ocnt o~o. • 
.. 

14 15 

1---
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INSTRUCTIONS t'OR COHPL£1'1 NG QUt:S'riOII 8. 0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, H or ~ tor tne an.swer to question 1.1 of this 
schedule. 

B. An:ower question 8.0 by usin'] thu following code1 

Y .. yes N :a no 

c. For each utility whose answer is •y• to question 8.l please. indicate next to each of the •y• answers the time 
period lin months) over which phased implementation. will be (has been) co~apleted. 

11.0 Which methods of impl~mentation are to be (were) utilized for this standard? 

.. 
Utlllty 

C:cner c l T ) 4 ~ 6 7 II 9 10 1 12 ll 14 

8.1 Handa tory 

• Residential 

• Codllllercial 

• Industrial 

• Other I specify) . 
Cal 

I (ill 

8.2 Voluntary 

• Residential 

- . ~o111111crcial 
• Industrial I 

l~ 
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• Other 

(a) 

(b) 

8.1 Phased 

(specify) 

~ 

Schedule 7 

Load Management Technlques Standard 

Ut 
Cencr1c 1 2 J 4 5 6 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9 .{I 

llitv 
7 0 9 TO -u n 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utillt'l! whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ queetlon 1.1 
of this sche~ule. 

B. Answer question9.0 by uaing·the following code: 

Y .. yes 

9.0 Which methods of monltoring imp;:.ct of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

r.:tl illty 
Genertc 1 2 ] 4 5 E 7 8 9 10 11 12 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

9.2 Follow-up public he ill: ings 

9.1 Chanyes in 11ystem ch<oracter ist ics 

1---1-·· 

9.4 Rcvcnuc level:~ 

-- --I-- -- ·--
9.5 Other (!ipccifyl' 

(a) 

- --,__ --

. ! 
I l> I ... - ; • •,. rt" 

.. 

ll ·u 15 

ll 14 15 

t 
1---
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ltiSTRUCTIOIIS FOR CDIPI.E'I'ING QUESTION 10.0 

91 
• Re9ulatory (or Utility) Code __ _ 

Schedule 1 (con't) 

Load tlanagement T.echniques .Standard 

A. Answer question 10.0 for each.utility whose status is 4-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits 
information regardin9 tho quality of the evidence considered when the determination was made either to implement or 
not to implement this standard. 

D. Answer question 10.0 using the following coder 

C a concluniva evidence 
I a inconclusive evidence 
N • minimal or no evidence 

10.0 What was· the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the· followlnCJr 
Util lty 

10.1 

T)'Pe of Evidence rr.enertc _L , 1 • ~ -,; 1 8 9 10 ll ll. 

Uti.lity costs associated with [>( ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [X [X [X implementation of load P~naqement 
techniques a 

10.11 Installed costs 

10.12 Operatin~ and maintenanca costs 

10.2 Rolial;»i lily of load management IX ~ [X ~ ~ X lX l>< ~ )( X [X [X tf!chn ique~; 

10. 2l Life Expectancv 

1- --~ --1-1-
10.22 Frequency of failure 

--
10.2) Ouration of failure 

10.) Cost saving_& to the utility in A X ~ X X X ~ )( X X :X [X [X terms ofr 

)O.ll Capacity 

-
10.12 Ener<Jv 

1-t- --
lO.ll Scarce fuels 

ll .. 15 

[X [X ~ 

X X [X 

)( X )( 
·--1- --

-- --f--
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Type of Evidence 

10.4 Benefits to customers, 

10.41 When special load management 
rates are in place 

92 

Schedule 7 (c:on'tl 

Load Management Techniques Standard 

U_tll 
I Genet 1c _l .2 l 4 5 6 

X [>< X X [>< X !X 

10.42 In the absence of load management 
rates 

IO.S ~ustomer acceptabilitya I~ ~ X X [>< >< X 
lO.Sl Residential 

; !). 52 Convnercial 

lO.Sl . Industrial 

IIIS'fRtlCTIONS FOR CC»!~•.ETING QUI::STION 11.0 

Rr.qulatory (or Utility) C~de 

I!}' 
7 . 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 lS 

X ')< X ~~:< lX lX X )< X 

[>< ~< X ~~ X X X lX X 

A. Ansver question 11.0 for each utility whose status is ~. 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 01' this schedule. Question 11.0 
solicit~ information reqarding the characteristics of the Load Management Techniques Stardard you implemented. 

D. Answer que·stiO!J 11.0 USing the followtnq .::ode: 

Y = yes II "' no 

11.0 Does your Load Management Techni<JIICS Standard require the followinqr 

Utlllty 

11. 1 

Character! st lc Genet_~ 

X 
2 

~ )( 
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll .. 15 

'l'he utility to offer any of the. ~7 ~ X X IX X ~ >< I>< X ~ [X ~:x following: 
_ _/'-.'-..._ 

ll.ll Time switches I 

11.12 J.o:~d 1 inoiters to eon tr·o 1 the 
maKimum electric dem:ond of • an appliance 
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Characteristic 

ll.ll Utility load controlled devices 
for customer appliances 

11.14 Enerqy storaqe systems with 
solar 

11.1 s Enerqy storage systems without 
solar 

11.2 The utility to offer. such load 
manaqement devices as are shown 
to: 

11.21 Reduce maximum kilowatt-hour 
demand on the utility 

11.22 Provide lonq-run cost savinqs 
which wi 11 exceed the lonq-run 
costs of implementation 

ll.) Load manaqemt:nt rates: 

ll.ll Load control rates for utility 
controlled devices 

11.32 Load control rates 
without utility control 

11.)) Rates with suparate demand 
charqc 

11.34 Solar rates for custcmers with 
stora•JC 

93 
Regulatory (or Utility) Code ____ __ 

Schedule 7 (con't) 

Load Hanagcment Techniques Standard 

Utllatv 
Generic I 2 l 4 5 6 7 8 C) 10 11 12 ll 14 lS 

i- -- --- --- -- - ---

[>< ~ ~ IX ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [X ~ ~ 

X [X ~ ~< ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ X IX. X X [X X R 
- --

' 
1--
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Schedule 8 

Master Heterinq Standard 

Section 113 (b) ( 11 of PURPA estabUshes t,"'le Master Heterinq Standard which scat•es& uTo the extent determined appropriate 
under section llS(dl, master a•ete~inq of electric service in the case of aew tuildinqs shall be prohibited or restricted 
to the extent necessary to carry C•Ut the purposes of this title.• 

Section llS(d) states& •separate meteri~9 shall be determined appropriate for any new building for purposes of 
section 113(b) Ill if--

• (1) there is more than one unit in such buildinq, 

"(21 the occupant of each such unit. has control over a portion of the electric 
cnerqy used in such unit, and 

• (3) with respect to such portion o.f electric enerqy used in such un:.t,· tlte 
lonq-run benefits .to the electric conswners in such building exceed ·the 
cost:~ of purchasinq and installinq separate meters in such buildinq.'" 

SPECIAL TNS'l'RIICTIONS 

Please complete the following que~~ions reqarding the consideration and detenodnation of this standard. These questions 
are to be answered for each covered utility listed lin l.l of Schedule 1. A •GENERic• option has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for ~his standard. In the following 
space list the utility nwnt.er of eiiCh ut::.lity covered under such a generic pracess. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration ~rocess for ~tls scandard: 

! ________________ __ 6 ________________ _ 

2 ________________ __ 7 ________________ __ 

) ________________ __ a ____________ __ 
4 ________________ _ 9 ________________ __ 

5--------------~-- 10 --------------------

' ,, 
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W~IIIIIC1~!Q~S FOR COH('LETINC OUEST ION I. 0 

A. Insert in the appropriate space for quest inns 1.1 and 1. 2, the numbe'r from among the status codes provided below 
which most correctly rt!flects the status of t!ach utility for this standard. 

Status Codes1 
0. Consideration process not bequn. 
1. llearlng scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed 
l. nearing completed 
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standa.rd. 
5 •. Official determination made "o not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
7. Ju•licial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending. 
8. Standard put into effect by utilltyllesl. 
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued •. 

D.· If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
'schedule for such utillty. 

c. If the status code for any utility is designated as l in question 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.1, 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for s1~h utility. 

o. Complete question 1. l by attach inC] a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the nurilber ot 
the attacluuent provided. 

l.O What is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions ·J.l Ca:· and (b) of schedule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 1978? 

Uttllt:~Y~~-~~-r~~~~~~-y~~~~-r~~ 
l--------------------------------t·~c~~~ne~·r~i~c~,~~~~2~~~l~~4~.~~5~.~6~r-~7-;1 __ a~l--~g4-~l~O~~·~·~~l~2~~~~l~~l~4-+-~~5~ 

1.1 Status as of end of reJ>orting period 

----1----+---4----~--~--4---~---+----~ 

1. 2 Status as of llov. 9, 1978 

l--------------------------------------l---~------~l----~--+----r----l---+---1---;----r---l----; 
1.1 Attachlllent Number 

1. 4 tlumber of cuRtomers covered by 
order lin thousands): 

• Residential 

~--~---------------------------t--------~---·----ll----l----1----l·--- ----~----1~--1---~---~----1~--4---~ 

• Industrial 

1--------------------------------·------- ---~-----r----l---~---~---l----11--~----·~--·~---~--~----+--~ 
• Commercial 

---t----i~-1---- ---- -·- ,----··--~----~---~---- ----1--- ----1-
• Other ISpecify) 

__ .] ____ _ 
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Generic l ~. ~· 4 

Sales in precedin9 year of 
custo•ers covered by this order 
lin thousand& of dollersl 

• Residential 

• Industrial -
• Commercial 

Other (specify I 

I NSTRIJCTIONS FOR COHPLETI NG QUESTION 2. 0 

A. Answer question 2.0 for each utility whose status code isa 

1. 4-9 for the answez:: to question 1.1 of this scheduler 

2. 4-9 for the ansvez:: to question 1.2 of this schedule. 

a. Answer question 2.0 by usi119 the following code: 

Y • yee N .. no 

Generlc __! ~ _,I_ ....! 

2.0 In your opinion, have rour proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the require.oonts ot Title 
J (or· Ill) of PURPA for this stand-
.srd -

Illi~··~~=ICTD~3 t'lR COIAP:O":!TIIIG f!.IJ!:qT~·1!l. l. 0 

A. Anower qucstJon ~.0 for each utihty whooe status is': 

~ 

~ 

~ 

1. 4-9 for tho answer to question 1.1 of this scheduler ~ 

2. 1. 2. or l for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule 

D. Answer <Jucstion 1.0 by usiQIJ the !ollowin9 codea 

'I .. yes H .. no. 

RQ9ulatory (or Utility) Code 

Ut . it.y 
II 7 8 9 10 11 1~ 1J ,. ~~ 

.. 

Ot i li!ty 
D 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll J.4 ~) 

I 
i 
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~------------------------.-------------------------~~~--------------------~~--~ uquty 

1.0 
In your opinion, have your proceud­
•nqs and actions satisfied the re­
•Juire!Aents of I'URPA Title I (or IH 
to the m~ximum extent practicable 
tor the portion of the consid•H·atton 
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978? 

Generic 1 

JtiSTRUC't !OtiS FOR COMPLETING QIIES'riON 4. 0 

2 l 4 

A. Answer quest ions 4 .1 ,throu9h 4, 11 by using the following code: 

Y = yes 14 .. no 

5 6 7 8 10 11 12 ll 

I 

D. Answer que!ltions 4.12 and 4 .ll for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 io •y•) by filling in the a.ppropriate numbdr. 

14 .15 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a determination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•). 

D. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this standard is expected to have on the·' 
items listed by usinq the fo1lowinq code1 

P .. Positive effect N • Negative effect Z .. No effect 

4.0 In your consideration process, which of thE: followinq steps have you taken? 

Utlllty 
Genertc 1 2 l 4 s 6 i 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 15 

4.1 Prior public.notice of hearing(s) 

llearing(sl open to the public 

-1.) 
Opportunity for Intcrvl!raor 

~ 

11drt icipa.t ion -
:-- -

4.4 Opportunity toe int.::rvenor 
compcnsa t ion 
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4.5 

4.6 

4.7 

,. 4. 8 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.12 

4 .ll 

4.14 

4.15 

4.16 

-
'Generic 

Testimony or other evidence takan 

-- -
Uetermina·tion made that it is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses of l'tml'A 

Determination made that it ls 
approl-'ria.te not to i1np1ement thls 
standard to carry out the l pur-
poses or PURPA 
Decision rendered based U!;X>n find-
in9s incluJed in such determina-
tion and evidence presented during 
~a ring 

Proposed or into:rim written 
determination 

Final written determination 

Determination made available to 
public 

Total tlo. of intervenors 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount paid to 
intervenors • 

Cont~ervation of energy supplied 
by electric or gas utility •• 

Optimization of tho cff ic icncy 
of Ufle Of facilitieo and 
resources by electric or gas 
utility."' 

Equitable rates to electric or 
qas consumers •• 

•• 
Soe instruction "C" to Lhis question 
See instruct ion •o• to t'U s ouest inn 

1 . 2 l 4 

; . 1 l 

it 

P.egulatory (or Utility): Coda 

t•filTtv 
5 f, 1 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 15 

' 

-l : I . • 'i I :· . I . J 

\ 

f--

1--
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5.0 

5.1 

Haster Metering Standard 

I NS1'RUCT IONS FOR COHPLt.'TJ NG QUESTION 5. 0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following code; 

Y '" yes tl "' no 

B. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is MYM complete queatlon 5.1 by dealgnatiag the number of the 
att.achmant provided IJhich briefly describes the methodlal utilized for determieing the coat-benafilo for 
thia standard and any eatim4ted savings and costa for any time period used. 

Utility 
Gcner1c 1 2 "] 4 5 6 1 II 

was a cost-benefit analysi11 
performed for this standard 1 

Attach~nt number 

JIISTRUC'l'JONS FOR COHI•I.ETING QUESTION 6. 0 

A. Ans~o~or queostion fi.O fo.r each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 !a •y". 

o. Answer queution fi.O by using Uu• foUQwing codea 

Y •.yes N .. no 

:1 10 11 ll ll 

6.0 Do the coat-benefit methods utili~ed dctermina coat: 

lltlll_ty_ 
Generic 1 '2 l 4 5 6 l II 9 10 11 l2 ll 

6.1 To the utility? 

-- . 

"'o t.he r.onaul'ler? 

14 1::1 

u 15 
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INSTRUCTIONS fOR COHI'I.ETING QUESTION 7. 0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for ecch utility whose1 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; .and 

'2. Answer to question 4.1~ is •p•, •N• or •z•. 
B. Answer question 7.2 for e;ach ·utilit~( whose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and 

~- Answer to question 4.1S is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

C. Answer question 7.1 for e:~ch utility whose: 

1. Status code is f-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and 

2. Answer La question ~.16 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

o. Answer question 7.0 by u~ing the followinq code: 

C = conclusive evidence 

I a inconclusive evlden.::e 

N - minimal o·r no e\•idence 

E. For each utility whose aasw~ to 7.1, 7.2 ~r 7.1 is •c•, •1•, or •N•, complete question 7.4 by 
desiqnatinq the number of. the attachment which briefly describes the ~ype of evidence 
presented about the impa-::ts of this standard. · · 

j. 

1.0 What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard·on each of the followinq1 

I:OtU ity 
Gcner1c 1 7 1 T .., T I B_ ,!I 10 ll J2 

; 

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric (or gas) utilit~ 

7.2 Optimization of the cfficler.cy of 
use of facilities ami resouEces 
by electric (or gas~ utilit~· 

7.1 E<1uitable rates to electric (or· 
<jilS) consumers 

·t---I--
1.~ ,\ttaciu.tcnt. t~o. 

ll lf l:l 
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INS"I'RUC1'IOIIS ~'Oil COHL>l.ETING QUESTION 8.0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whone status code is 4,6, u or !I t'or tn~t answer tn question l.l of this 
6Ciu.:dultl. 

D. Answer question 8.0 by usin~ tho followinq code; 

Y :: yes tl .., no 

c. For each utility whose answer is •y• to question 8.) please indicate next to each of tho •y• answers the tillld 
period lin months) over which phased imp1c·mentat1on "!ill be lhas been) completed. 

8.0 Which methods of impl~mcntation arc to be (were) utilized.for this standard? 

.. 

Gen_~ 1 2 T 4 5 
Utlllty 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 

8.1 Handa tory 

• Residential 

. Coounercial 

- -- - --. Industrial 

-- --
" Other (specify I 

Ia I 
--· ,--- -

I lbl 
---- ---9-

" ... 
II. 2 Voluntacy 

0 f(csit.lential 

l---1 --;---
0 Commcr.::i.jl 

] ___ 

--- --- -- -- --
0 Iudustrial 

-

15 

-

1-
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• Other 

(a) 

(b) 

8.3 Phased 

(specify) 

Schedule 8 

Master Hetering Standard 

Gcnertc 1 2 J 4 

. 

IIISTRUCTIOtiS FOR COHPL£TI ~ OUEST JON 9. 0 

UtThty 
!) "(I 7 9 !) 10 Jl 12 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code is ,,6, 8 or !I for tbe aaswer tq question 1.1 
of this sche~ule. 

D. Answer (JUetttion 9.0 by using the followinq code1 

Y ,. yes N "' nc 

9.0 Which methods of 1110nitoring im('act of this standard are to be (were) utilhed7 

9.1 

Ut1!_!~v ,: 

Gener1c r!- 2 3 • 5 6 1 8 9 -fO"" 11 12 

Consumer Questionnaire I 

1---1-

9.2 Follow-up public hearings 

9.3 Chan<JeS in system characteristics 

~.4 lh.:Vt!UUC lcvulu 

--- --
9.5 Othur f:;pccify)' I 

Ia) 
1--- --

llil 

n u ff 

I 

u -u n 

-- -- --

1-
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INS'fiiiJC-riCliiS POR CQ·IPLETING QUESTION 10,0 

A. Answer question lO,G for each utility whose status is 4, 6, B or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Master ~letel·ing Standard you adopted. 

D. Answ'-!r question 10,0 using the following code: 

10,0 

IO.l 

lll.ll 

10.12 

10.11 

10.2 

I 0, "J 

Ill, 31 

10. l2 

10,)) 

Y = yes N = no 

Ones your Master MeterIng Standard requl re the following: 

l~lit1,~~~,-~y-~~~,-~T-~,-~ 
Characteristic Ct=neric __ l_ l l 4 5 6 l_l_ B 9 10 11 ll ll U 15 

::~:~:~~.~~:::~·:·!!~ b:: ·d·{>(l><~fXfX[XlXlXIXlXfXlXl><t><lX~ 
'!'here is more than one unit 
in the ~uildinq 

The occupant of each unit has 
centro l over a port ion of the 
cl~ctric energy us~d in such 
unit 

---------------------------------~---------l----+-~~~~~---~·---r---------~---4~---~------··---~--~ 
'l'he lonq-run beuefi.ts to the 
electric conuwnor in th~ 
bui ldinq exceed the costs of 
pm·chauing and lnstallin•J 
!i<:(iarat.e ~ters 

-------------·----------------11----------~-r--i---r--~-+--+-~--~---4---4----~---1---4---
'l'hat costs otlwr than those of 
rm·ch:•siug anrl instal 1 itoOJ !;<!par at£ 
me tor:; nnisl "*' cons i<Jc&:o!OI in 
cletcnnininiJ applicab"i lity ul' 
st;.nrtan.J 

---···------,,,.---,-x-/7 ,\ /~/[)i,·C\.·Ix-f6·rx ·x·rx·rx·~~l;<rx···r.><· ~ Sl'cc i a I "xc lnsions fur: "\ · · ' 

·--·---------------------- L'_~L."i. :·~..)/ I I · .. !._- 0 / / C---' / '\. / / 

Pnld icly-ownr.cl l>ui loliuqs 

-·-- .. ·------------·-···----------1-------.;:_lf---- --r--- --· ·-· --t---1--·-t-- --- -- -- -- ---~---1 

IC~,;idr:nt iill l>ui ld ln•J" 

-__ -_---c-:~'" ,_;c_·-, l_.--•• ~l~-1.>-u_i .' •li_._~·,-_J_s_·---~~~~~~~~~--
1 

_-___ - __ -_----~If---_·-_- ----·~ :--~~~-.... ~------+ ... -----_· ... •_----_...,~~~:~~·~:-~~~~:~~-------~------~ --------'~~~--.... -~~~~ 
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Section 113 (bl (2) ~f .. PURPA establishes the ,,utomatic Adjustmo:~nt Claus·es Standard which states 1 •No electric utility may 
increase any rate pursuant to an automatic adjustment-clause unless such clause meets the requirements of section 115(e).• 

Section ll5(el states• 

• ( 1) An automatic adjustment clause of an electric utility meets the requiremeatl! of this subse.ction if--

• (AI such clause is determined, n·:>t less often than every four years, by t•e State regulatory authority ..,~th 
respect to an electric utility for which it has rbtemaking authority) or by the electric utility (in 
the case of a nonregulated electric utility), after an evidentiary hearing, to provide incentives 
for efficient use of resources (including incentives for economical purchase and use of fuel and 
electric energy) by such electric Ytility, and · 

• (D) such clause .is reviewed not less often than every two year;![!, in the manner doscdbed in paragraph (2), 
by the State regulatory authority llaving ratemaking authority with respect to su·:::h utility (or by tho 
electric utility in the case of a aonrequlated electric, utility)'· to Ln&Uro tho maximum economies ln 
those operation's and purchases which affect the rates to which such clause applf.es. 

'"(2) In making a review under subparagraph (B) of paragraph Ill with respect to an electric utili~y, the reviewing 
authority shall examine and, lf appropriate, cause to be auditcd'the practices of such electric utility 
relating to costs subject to an automat Lc adjustment clause, and. shall req·:Jire such reports as may be 
necessary to carry out such review (including a disclosure of any ownershi~ or corporate relationship 
between such electric utility and the seller to such utility of fuel, electric ener1Jy, or other items). 

• (3) ~s used in this subsection and section llJ(b), 'the term 'automatic adjustment. clause' means a provision of a 
rate schedule which provides for incrca~es..,9r d~cceases (or both), without. pt'ior hearing, in rates reflecting 
increases or decreases (or both) in costs incurred b~ an electric utility. ~:uch term does not include an 
interim rate which takes effect ~ubject to a later determination of the appropriate amount of the ratP.." 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

Please complete the following questions ·re·:.~ardinq· the consideration and determination of this standard. 'l"hese qaestions 
are to be answered for each· covered utilitl' listt:d in l.l of Schedule 1. A •cENERic• ·::lption has been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration proccs3 for this standard. In the following 
space list the utility ntunber of each utility CO\•eced under such a generic process. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration process for this standard: 

1 ______________ __ 6 ________________ __ 

2 ________________ _ 7 ________________ __ 

,8 --------------------
) ________________ _ 

9 --------------------
4 ________________ _ 

5 10------------~----
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A. Insert in the appropriat·t< space for questions 1.1 illld .1.2, lhe number from amonq the status codes provided below 
which mns,t correctly r.:.flects the status of IM<:h utility .for this st.:andard. 

Status 
0. 
I. 
2. 
1. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
1. 
8. 
~. 

Codes: 
Consideration process not bequn. 
lleari nq schedule•!. 
Cons iderat. ion process started but hear i.n'J not completed 
Jlear inq coa1pleted 
Official dt:ternrinalion made to adopt or implement standard. 
Official d~lermination m.:ade ko not adopt ar implement standard. 
Judicial ·review of determination to adopt oa· illl(>lement standard is pending. 
.Judicial review ot determination to not adOJlt or implement standard is pending. 
St<uulard put into nffect by ut1.litylies1. 
Standard implemented and suhscq1u.mtly discontinued •. 

n. If the !ltatus.code for any utility is desi•Jnated as 0, .l or 2 in question 1.1. complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
sch~lule for ~uch utility. 

c. If tlw stiltus code for any utility is detii<Jn;ltcd as 1 in qucs'tion 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 
4.4 and 4.S of this sch~dulu fo1· such utility. 

fl. Compl.,u: quest ion l. 1 by ;•ttachin<J a copy of coch .ict.ennination made and/or order issued and by desiqnatinq the nurilber ot 
lhe att.«cl~cnt vrovidud. 

1. 0 \-lhilt i :1 tlw st:at<•o of your consider at ion process foi' each utility 1 i sted in· quest ions 1.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1: 
(ill <Js of lhe. en•l o( ltu~ report in') period, and llll as of .tlov.::mbcr 9, 1970? 

__________ , C:ei~~£.TC: ·-i--_ 2.--_-r.._,~l.--..--.... 4··- -s-.-~~i!T;r. 
1
_!_ 9 _to. n t-1~- __!.L~'"'•,...._.....-... .,.s---1 

l. 1 5\:atuG as of end of report in') period 

----------------- ·---- -· -- -- t--- -- --- ·--- -- --1-1--1--..J.---J.--1---J..---l 

1.2 Statua ao of Nov. 9, 1918 __________ .. ____ ·------... 

l.l Attachm;,nt. lfumhcr 

1. 4 Nmnhea· of custc.111eru covered by 
onler lin thou~<ar.dsl: 

• llesidential 

·-·-· . - ·--· --- --- --1·- --- ·--·1---J..--·1----4·-- --

----J..---J..--1---11---- ---~--·~--~--~ 

________ .. ___ .. _ ·--- -- ·--· ·-- ·--· ·-- -- -- ---~--~--- ---- --·J..---4---t 

• lndu:~t.rial 

·-·---------------.. ··---- . ------· ·-- ---- -- ---· ·---· ----· ·--- -- -- --· --- -- ---1-
• Commercial 

-~---- ]=·--·------~- ·-· -----,-
.-----l---L--'---- --.J----1----•---+----' 

·-----·--------------·---·--
• Other ISpnc I f~·l 

-·------------·--------- .: _____ _ 
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1.5 

2.0 

Cene'rtc 1 2 l 4 5 

Sales in preceding-year of 
customers covered by this orde~ I 

(in thousands of"dolla~sl 
I 

• Residential 

• Industrial 

• Conune~cial 

Othe~ I specify) 

-

JIISTRUCTIOIIS FOR COHPL~TING QUESTION 2.0. 

A. Answe~ question 2 .0 for each utUity wh-::~ae status code is: 

1. 4-9 for tho answer to question 1.1 of this acheduie1 and 

2. 4-9 fo~ tho answer to qllestion 1.2 of this schedule. 

D. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code: 

Y .. yea ·N = no 

Generic ...! 2 ) 4 5 

In your opinion, have your proceed-
.inga and actions substantial1y_con-

formed to the requirements of Titlie 
1 (or IIU of PURPA for this stand.-
.ird 

• 
J.;::::·'~'ICTJ-l!'!S F·lR COt•I'::.~IIIG Clt.!r.:JT~111. l. 0 

A. Ancwer question ~.0 fo~ each utility wliloae status is: 

1. 4-9 for the answer to que~tio~ l.l of this schedule, and 

2. 1. 2, or l for the answe~ to question 1.2 of this schedule 

B. Answer question J.O by using the follo·.,ing code: 

'I "' yea tl "' no 

Requlato~y (o~ Utility) Codo 

Utll ity 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 11 14 15 

i 

I. I I .' 
. I - --

lit lbty 
6 7 --. J llr IT 12 ll 14 15 
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l.O 

Utl itv 
Generic l 2 1 .. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 .11 

In your opinion, have your proceud-
tn•JS and actions satisfied the re- I ~uirernents of PURPA Title I (or Ill 
to the maximum exLent practicable 
tot the portion of the consideration 
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978? 

INSTIIUCTIONS FOR COHPI.ETINC QU£STION 4.0 

A. Anliwe r qu.est ions t .1 throuqh 4, 11 by us inq the following code: 

Y "' yes N "' no 

u. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
anliwer to r1uestion 4.4 is •y•1 by filling in the appropriate number. 

-
14 

c. Answer •J•&estions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a determination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 i5 •y•1. 

o. In questions 4.~4, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate thd type of effect this standard is expected to have on the 
items listed by using the following code: 

P " Positive effect N • Nuqative effect Z .. No effect 

4.0 In your· consideration process, which of the following steps have you takon? 

Utl llty 
Gcnct·ic 1 2 1 4 5 6 7 8 § 10 ll 12 ll 14 

4.1 C'r ior public r.oticu of hearing (sl 

- . -.' .. 
llearingCsl open to the public 

- - -- -
-1.) 

upr.ortun i. ty for Intervenor 
P.:.rticipation --... --·- ---· -
OpfXJl"tlllli ty for intc.rvenor 
cornpcn::~a t ion 

·---

15 

15 
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4.5 

4.6 

4.7 

4.8 

4. 9 

4.10 

4.11 

. 4.12 

( .ll 

4.14 

4.15 

4.16 

Gtmeric 

'l'esti1110ny or other evidence taken 

---
Uetcrmination made that it is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pur-
posoa or 'PlffiPA 

Determination made that it is 
appropriate not to implement tr:.l~t 
standard to carry out the l pu:--
poses of PURPA 
Decision rendered based U(ICln flnd-
ing5 inclu:led in 5uch determina-
tion and evldenco presented 
hearing · 

du=ing 

Proposed or interim written 
determination 

Final written determination 

Determination made ava Hable to 
public 

Total llo. of intervenors 
compensated • 

Total dollar amount paid to 
intervenors • 

Conservation of enerqy supplied 
by electric or gao utility u 

Optimiz.:u::ion of tho efficiency 
of uoo of faclliti.o£J and 
resources by electric or qas 
utility •• 

Equitable rates to electric or 
gas consumer a •• 

•• !ice 1nutruct1on "C" lo thls que~:tion 
See instruction "D" to th.is aueRtion 

IUlillty 
l 2 l 4 5 6 1 

I 
I 

I 

I 
I 
i --
i 
I 
I 

± 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

8 9 10 ll 12 11 14 15 

. 
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Re~ulatory Cor Utility) Codo ______ __ 

5.0 

5.1 

6.0 

6.1 

6.2 

I NSTRUC'rtOI4S FOR COMPLt:TING QUESTION S. 0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following"code: 

Y .. yes N " no 

o. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is •y• complete question 5.1 by deaiqnatinq the number of the 
attachment provided which briefly describes the·mcthod(s) utilized for deterlllininq the coat-benefits for 
t::his standard and .tny estimated savin<JS and costs for any time period used. 

Ut1l1ty 
··-c.~n~rlc 1 2 ") 4 5 6 I . II 

Wus a cost-benefit analysis 
performed for this standard? 

--- --
Attachment numller 

1115TIIUCTIONS FOil COHI'J.ETING QUESTION 6. 0 

A. Anower CJue:~tion 6.0 for oach utility for which che answer to queation 5.0 is •y". 

n. Ansuer question 6.0 by uoinq the following code: 

Y "' yea N .. no 

Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost: 

~Y. 
7 8 

--
I 
! 

__ _ _________ ·-c;(:"fi{;r-ic[!j---1-t• II~tm _:~ 
1'0 the r.C\1\SliMCC? 

·---------------------------------~------------ -----------

'J 111_ ll 12 _!_!_ 

g 10 11 12 11 

- -- --

n u 

H 15 

-
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Schedule 9 

Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COHPJ,ETING QUESTION l. 0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utilitywhosea 

1. Status coda is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this fChedule, and 

2. Answer to question 4.14 is •p•, "N" or •z•. 

B. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whosea 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this EcheduleJ and 

c. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose: 

l. Status code is <1-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this EchedUlet and 

2. Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, "N• or •z•. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code: 

C "' conclusive evidence· 

I inconclusive evidence 

N - minimal or no evidence 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.1 is •c•, •t•, or "N", complete question 7.<1 by 
desiqnating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type .of evidence 
presented about the impacts of this standard. 

1.0• What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the :iltan~ard on each of the followinga 

Utl Elty 
Generic 1 2 ) 4 5 6 2 ~ 8 9 10 11 12 ll 

1.1 Conservation of energy supplied 
by electric (or qas) utility 

1.2 Optimization of the efficiency of 
usc of facilities an•l reoourc~s 
by electric (or qa:;) utility 

1.) Equitable rates to electric (or 
qas) con:;um~rs 

-- -- -- -·-· ,_ --
AttacruAcnt tJo. 

14 15 

f-- --
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Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard 

INSTRUCTIONS t'OR COHI'Lt:TING OUESTIOtl 8.0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose t~tatus code ·ia 4,6, u or !I tor tne· aroswer to question l.l of thi~ 
schedule. 

B. Answer question B.O by usin~ the following codea 

Y "' yes N "' no 

c. For each utility whose answer is •y• to question B.l please indicate next to each "of the •y• answers the time 
l'eriod (in months) ovo:r which phased implementation will be (has been) completed. 

8.0 Which methods of impl~mo:ntation are to be (were) utilized for this standard? 

···--- Utl.l ity 
Gener1c 1 2 ) 4 5 6 7 f; 9 10 ll 12 .!...!. l4 

8.1 Handa tory 

• Res~dential 
.. r 

• Commercial 

• Industrial 

·-----
• Other (specify) 

(a) 

I (b) 

8.2 I Voluntary 

- --· -- ----
. 

' 0 RCSldCntlal 

1---· --· :- --· f-.- --. n.oauuorc ia l 

- f-.--- --1-. Industrial . 

1~ 

-

--
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• Other 

(a) 

(b) 

8.] Phased 

(specify) 

Schedule 9 

Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard 

Ge11eric l ~ _!__ 4 5 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTIO~ 9.0 

UtiJ tty 
6 1 8 9 10 11 12 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utU.ity whose &Uotus code is 4,6, 0 or 9 for the answer tQ question 1.1 
of this eche~ule. 

B. Answer question 9.0 by using the following code1 

Y • yes N .. no 

9.0 Which·methods of monitoring impact -of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

Utllitlol' 
Generic l 2 l 4 _) 6 -7 ~ ~ _!0 H !2 . 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

1-

9.2 Follow-up public .hearings 

' 
9.] Changes in system characteristics 

9.4 lh:vunue levuls 

-- - ----t-. 
9.5 Other (Gpocifyl' 

-
(a) 

; (b) 

ll 14 15 

--1-

H H H 

1-
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ItiSTRUCTIOtiS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0 

lll 
Regulatory Cor Utility) Code __ _ 

Schedule 9 Ccon'tt 

Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard 

11. Answer question 10.0 for each·utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of! thi11 schedule •. Question 10.0 
tiOlicits information regacding the characteristic's of the Automatic Adjustalcnt Clauses Standard you adC?pted. 

8. Ansuer question 10.0 using the following code1 

Y .. yes N ., no 

10.0 Docs your Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard cequire or permit the follovinga 
IJtTB~· 

Chu·acterlatic Generic 1 l l • 5 ' l • 9 10 11 u ll u l5 
10.1 Provisions which permit automatic [X X X [X [X X X X X X ·~ ~ X tx X X adjustments for the following · 

types of costs: 

10.11 Oil 

10.12 llatural qas 

lO.ll l"ucchased power 

lO.U Powec purchases during 
eme·rqencies (e.g., oil embar')o, 
coal strike) 

10.2 A review pcocess for automatic [>( X X ~ X X X X R X X X X IX X [X adjust~nt clauses which: 

10.21 Specifies full evidentiary ' 
hearinqs to be held not less 
often than evecy 2 y~ars to 
insure maximum economics in 

I operations and purchases which 
affect automatic adjusLJncnt 
clause rates 

10.22 . Specifies full evidentiary 
Jaeari R<JS to ht! held not less 
often than every 4 years on 
efficiency incentives for 
nsa ot scarce fuels 



ERA Form 166 
Form Appr!>ved 
OHB No. Ol8-R0422 
Exp. 12-82 

Characteristic 

10. 2l Addresses general' utility 
management practices 

10.24 Addresses audit of automatic 
adjustm~nt clause billings 

114 

Schedule 9 (con't) 

Automatic Adjus:tment Clauses Standard 

UttHty 
Ccnertc 1 2 ) • 5 6 7 

... ,. 
" 

Reg~latory for Utility) Code -----------

8 9 )(!o 11 12 ll u l5 

-
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Schedule 10 

Information to Consumers Standard 

Section llllbl Ill of PUIIPA establishes the Information to Consumers Standard which states: "Each electric utility shall 
tran;;noit to each of its electric consumers information regarding rate schedules in accordance with the requirements of 
suction 115(f)." 

Section llS(f) states: 

"Ill For purposes of the standard for information to consumers established by section 113(b)(l), each electric utility 
shall transmit to each of its electric consumers a clear and concise explanation of the existing rate schedule and 
any rate schedule applied for (or proposed by a nonregulated electric utility) applicable to such consumer. Such 
statement shall be transmitted to each such consumer--

"(A) not later than sixty days after the date of commencement of service to :Juch consumer or ninety days 
after the standard established by section lll{b) (.l) is adopted with respQCt to uuch electric utility, 
whichever la&t occurs, and 

"(6) not later than thirty days (sixty days in the case of an electric utility whic~ uses a bimonthly billing 
system) after such utility's application for any change in a rate schedule applicable to such consumer (or 
proposal of such a change in the case of a nonrequlated utility). 

"121 For purposes of the standard for information to consumers established by section lll(b) (l), each electric utility 
shall transmit to each of itu electric consuw.ers not less frequently than once each year--

• (AI a clear and concise summary of the existing rate schedules applicable to each of the major classes of its 
electric consumers for which there is a separate rate, and 

• (D) an identification of any classes whose rates are •not SUIIUnarized. 

"Such summary may be transmitted together with such ccnsumer's billing or in such other manner as the State 
regulatory authority or nonrequlated electric utility d~ems appropriate. 

· "(l) For purposes of the standard for information to consumers established by section lll(b) (l), each electric utility, 
on request of an electric consumer of such utility, st.all transmit to such consumer a clear and concise statement 
of the actual conswnptlon {or degree-day adjusted consumption) of electric energy bf( such consumet· for each billing 
period during the prior year (unlet~s such consumptio,n data is not reasonably ascert:sinablt! by the utility).• 

SI'ECJA(, Hl!l1'11UC'I'IOIIS 

Please complete the following quetotionu regardin•J the consideration and deter111lnation of this utandarJ. These quostions 
art! to l;c ~ns\lt:red for each co':'ered u~ility listec.l in l.l of Schedule 1.· A "GIWERJC" option has been provided to allow 
for rep'?rtJn'] on mu~ti.ple utillties cove~·ed in a <Jeneri:.: ~onsic.leration proce:;s for this stanC:ard. In the followinq 
!ipac~: lut thi.! ut1hty number of eilch ut:1l1ty covered under sucn a qeneric procnss. 

o lltiliti.es covered in a r.in<Jle qen~:ric consideration o.rocess for this lltandard: 
1 ________________ __ 6 ________________ _ 

2 ____________________ _ 1 ________________ __ 

l ________________ __ 
0 ----------------

4 9 ________________ __ 

5 ----------------
10 ________________ __ 
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JNSTIIIIC1'101lS FOR COHI'I.ETING (.liiESTION 1.0 

A. Jn:;cr-t in the appr-opr-iate space for- ,1ucst ions 1.1 an•l 1. 2, the number from amonq l.he status codes pr-ovided below 
whidt most cor-r-ectly reflects tlle status of each utility for- this stand<ud. 

Status 
o. 
l. 
2. 
). 

4. 
5. 
6. 
1. 
8. 
9. 

Codes: 
Consideration process not bequn. 
Ilea ring scheduled. 
Consideration pr-ocess started but hearing not completed 
llearing completed 
Official determination made to adopt or implement standard. 
Official determination made ~o not ddopt or implement standard. 
Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pe;1ding. 
Standard put into effect by utility (iesJ. 
Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued •. 

D. If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question l.l", co~nplete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule far such utility. 

C. If the status code far any utility is designated as l in ques"tian 1.1, answer onl:r questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, L2, 4.1, 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for- such utility. 

0. Complete question l.l by attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the nuffiber at 
the attacluncnt provided. 

1.0 WJ1at is the status of your consideration pr-ocess for each utiHty listed in questions l.l ('a) and (b) of schedule la 
lal as of the end of the reporting pedod, and lbl as of Novcnlher 9, 1978? 

Utllatv 
:icneric 1 2 ) 4 5 6 1 8 9 To ll 12 u 

1.1 Status as of end of repor-ting period 
I ----

1.2 Statuo as of Nov. 9, 1978 

l.l Attachment Nun~er 

1.4 Number- of customers covered by 
or-der- lin thousands I: 

0 Residential 

0 Industrial 

r- ·--
0 Commercial 

1-
• Other- I Specify) 

,_ 

It 15 
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l.S 

2.0 

Gener1c 1 1 l • 4 .~. 

Sales in precedinq year of 
customers covered by this order 
lin thousands of dollars) . Rt!si.denti_al 

. Jndustrlal 

• Coauncrcial 

Other (specify) 

JNSTRUC'l'IOtiS FOR COHPLETitiG QUJ::STIOII 2. 0 

A. Answer qucot ion 2 .o for each utility whose status code ~s1 

1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedult!J and 

l. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule. 

B. Answer question l.O by usinq the followinq code: 

Y • yeo N "' no. 

Gm:erlc 1 2 .J • 5 

In your opinion, have your proceed-
inqu and actions uuhutant lally con-
formed to the requirements of Title 
I lor IIII of PUPPA for this stand-
.Jrt1 

A. Answer question ~.0 for each utility whose status ls1 

1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule, and 

2. 1, 2, or l for tht! an~wer to question 1.2 of this schedule 

B. Auswo.'lr question l.O by usin<J the followinq code: 

Y = yes II = no 

Requlator~t' (or Utility) Code 

Ut111ty 
6 7 8 9 10 11 1...£ _!]_ 14 15 

' 

1-

Ut ·!!tv 
6 7 u ...!. 10 11 12 ll H 15 
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Genertc 1 2 l 4 s 

l.O 
In your opinion, have your proceed-
1nqs and actions satisfied the re-
1uirements of PURPA Title I (or II) 
to the maximum extent practicab1d 
tot the'portion of the consideration 
process conducted after Uov. 9 ,1978? 

I NS1'11UCTIONS FOR COHPLETJNG QUESTION . 4. 0 

A. Answer questions 4.1 throuqh 4,11 by using the following code1 

Y .. yes H .. no 

ReguLatory (or Utility) Code 

Utt tv 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 

D. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.U for each utility that offered opportunity for 'inte!Cvenor compensation (i.e., 
answer to question 4. 4 is •y• .I by f.lllin<J in the appropriate number. 

14 

c.· Answer questions C.l4, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a determination ot appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •y•t. 

o. In questions 4.14, 4.1S and 4.16 p1esse indicate the type of effect this stan~a~ is expected to have on the 
items listed by usin<J the followinq .::ode: 

P • Positive effect ~ • Neq~tive effect Z .. No effect 

4.0 In your consideration process, whi·::h of Lhe followinq steps have you taken? 

Utl. _!ty_ 
- Genertc 1 2 l ~ s -,;- 1 8 9 10 11 ll ll H 

4.1 Prior public notice of hearing (s) 

4.2 llearinq(s) open to the public 

-l.l 
Op('Ortunity for Intervtlnor 
l•artlcipation 

4.4 Opportunity for inturvenor 
compenlia t ion . ' I 

lS 

lS 
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4.6 

4. 7 

.a.u 

4.9 

.a. 10 

Lll 

4 •• 12 

4.1) 

4.H 

4. I 5 

4.16 

C.cnedc 

Testimony or other evidence taken 

11eter111i.nation made that lt is 
appropnate to implement this 
5tandard to carry out th~ l pur-
po!iCS of 'Ptrnl'l 

Oetennina tion made that it is 
appropr iatc not to unplement tni~> 
utandard to carry out tbe 1 pur-
poses of I'IIRPA 

Oeci5iOO rendered ba5ed upon finJ-
in!,l=> incluJed in such determina-. 
t ion ar.<i evld~nce presented during 
headn<J 

I' ropost..'<l or interh• written 
d.: termination 

l"inal written det..inAinat ion 

Uetermination made ava'ilable to 
pulll ic . · 

·rota 1 No. of intervenors 
compenlldtcd • 

Total dollar aa:.ount pilid .to . 
inturvenoro • 

' 

conservation of onel·gy IHippl ied 
hy electric or gau utility •• 

Optimi:acion of tho efficiency 
of u::.o of facil itico and 
Ct;;~H.n1rces b~· ulcctric or gas 
utility •• 

Equitable rates to electric or 
<J.l:! consumero .. 

•• 
~ee instructson •c• to this question 
!ice instrucLJon •u• to this out:!stinn 

1 2 ) 4 5 

-- ·--

·-

' 
i 

I 

Regulatory (or Utility) Code 

Ut·illty 
b 1 8 9 !0 11 p ll' 14 l!» 

--

r-- ----1-----

------1--- -- - ------
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Re~ul•tory (oc UtUUyl Code ___ _ 

5.0 

5.1 

WSTRUCTIONS fOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.(1 

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following·codel 

Y .. yes N • no 

B. Foe each utility whose answer to 5.0 is •y• complete question 5.1 by designating the number of ~he 
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefita for 
this standacdand any est~ated savings and costs for any time period used. 

U~tuty 

Gent! ric 1 l J • ) () ' 1 II 9 10 11 ll 1] 

Was a cost-benefit analysis -
performed for this stand,.rd? 

1-

Attachment number ' 

INSTRUCTIONS fOR COHPLETING QUEstiON 6.0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to q!lestion S.C· is •'(". 

B. Answer question 6.0 by using the followin~ code1 

Y • yes N .. no 

6.0 Do the cost-benefit methods utilized dutermino cost1 

_l!t_u uy_ 
·!:eneric 1 2 l 4 5 fi, 7 8 9 10 11 u 11 

6.1 To the utility? 

- -- - -?o the r.Of\Slii'ICr? 

14 1:» 

1-

14 15 
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lnfor-Piiltion to Cansu111era Standar-d 

rti~TRUCTIONS FOR COHPLETING OUEST ION 7. 0 

A. Answer- question 7.1 for each utility whose1 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule! and 

n. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose1 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule, and 

2. Answer to question 4.15 is •p•, •u• or •z•·. 

C. Ansver question 7.3 (or each utility vhose1 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to queat.ion 1.1 of this schedule, and 

2. Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, •u• or •s•. 

D. Ansve~ question 7.0 by
1
usiR9 the following code1 

C • conclusive evidence 

J a inconclusive evidence 

H - minimal or no evidence 

E. Fnr e;ach utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is •c•, •1•, or •u•, complete q~aestion 7.4 by 
t)c:sigilating the number of tbe attachment which briefly describes tho type of evidlr.nce 
presented about. the impacts of this standard. · · 

7.0 llhat was the qmality ·of the evidence presented about the i~pact o.f the standard on each of the following• 

Ut1l1ty 
Gcncnc I _1_ _!_ 4 5 6 7 B 9 10 .!.!_ 12 

7. I Cou!ier-vation of energy supplied i 
by electric (or gas) utility 

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of 
U!ro of facilities ilflll resources 
by electric (or gas) utility 

I - -. . 

Equitable rateo~ to electric .lor-7 .·] 
•J•lS) C:OnSUPICl"S 

1--- -- -- --
,\ttaciu.tr,nt ... (). 

-

13 H 15 

-- --f-
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Information to Consumers Standard 

lWiTRIICTIOIIS fOR COHI'LE"rlHG JUESTION 81.0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utlllty whose status code is 4,6, u or !:4 tor tne answer to question l.l of this 
schedule. 

D. Answer question 0.0 by u:sin'il the following code: 

Y ., yes N .. no 

c. for each utility whose answer is .. y• to question 8.) please indicate ne:ct to each of the .. y .. anewers the time 
period lin months) over owhich phased implementation will be (has been) completed • 

... 
8.0 •lhich metllod11 of lmpl~mentatio·a are to be (were) utilized for this standard? 

··---- Utility 
Gener1c T -T T 4 ·s- 6 7 B 9 10 11 12 ll 14 . 

9.1 Mandatory 

• Residential 
! . Coaunercial 

. Industrial 

- --
o Other (specify) 

(a) 

--

8.2 

I (b) 

!voluntary - -- -
I 

! 

o Residential 

0 ::ommcrcial 

I l·----- --- - ------
0 Industrial 

15 

--

-I 

--
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• Other 

(a) 

(b) 

8.) Phased 

(specify) 

Schedule 10 

Information to Consumers Standard 

Generic 1 2 ]• 4 5 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0 

Ut l!ty 
6 1 8 9 10 11 12 

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status cede is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ question 1.1 
of this ache~ule. 

D. Answer question 9.0 by uainq the following codea 

Y • yea N • no 

9.0 •lhich 11ethoda of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

llt111ty 
Cener_l_c 2 _! 4 ~ 6 l B , _!0 J. l 

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

9.2 Follow-up public hearings ' 

9.] Changes in syste~ characteristics 

9.4 Ruvcnue levuls 

-
9.5 Other (:;pccifyl' 

(a) 
. 

------
(b) -

-

ll 14 15 

H_ !4 H· 

1-

----

-

... 
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Schedule 10 (can't) 

Information to Conswners Standard 

11. Answer question 10.0 for each .utility whose status i.s 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Qt:<estion 10.0 
solicits information reqardinq tht: characteristics of the Information to Conswners Standard you adopted. 

D. Answer question 10.0 uslnq the following codet 

Y R yes N =- no 

10.0 Does your In formation to Con sum~r.s Standard require the fo llowinq 1 

Chcu:acteriat'ic Generic 1 2 l 4 S 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 ll U 15 

l o. l ~~~~~:~:~~!t!xt:!~~;a~!~~. =~hedule XXlXvxxxvivXXIVXXXX 
and any rate schedule appl1ed for: ~ ~~ ~~ 

10.11 

10.) 2 

llot later than 60 days after 
commencement of service to con­
sumers or 90 days after 
standard adopted, whichever 
occurs la!lt 

Not later than JO days (60 d~ys 
in case of utility which use~ 
a Limonthl y bi ll·i nq system) 
after utility's application fo1 
any chanqe in rate schedule 
applicable ·to consumers I 

I 

10.2 Transmittal tO COnswners not ltHIS xxxxi\/xxv:~~xxxl\/x· xvx _trcquen-~t1y tha~n once _each ye-ar· of=-~--~ i/\~ . j\ 1 . 1/\ 1\ 
10.21 

10.22 

A summary of the existlnq rate 
schedules applicable to each of 
the major consumer classes for 
which there is a s~parate rate 

Identification of any classes 
whose rates are not sw:unarlzed 

-------------------------~-------------~~---~---l~~--1---1--~--+---I----1---;---J---
lO.l Transrnittal to consumers, upon re­

qudst, of statement of actual con­
sumption (or deqree-day adjusted 
consumption) for each l.>i 11 inC} per­
iod durinq the prior year (unless 
such consumption data is not 
reasonal.>ly ascertainable by the 
utility) 
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Schedule 11 

Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard 

Introduction 

Section lll(b)(4) (for electric) and section JOJ(blfU. (for natural qas) of PURPA establish. the Termination of Service 
St<~n•Jat·d which states1 •No electric (qau) utility may terminate electric (natural qasl service to any electric (gas) con­
~umcr except pursuant to procedures described in section 115(g)/304(a)).• 

St:ct ions 1 15 (g) /304 (a). state 1 •The procedures for termination of service referred to in section lll (b) (4 • /303 (b) (1) are 
procedures prescribed by the State rccjulatory authority (with resoect to electric (gas) utilities for which it has. rate­
makinq .:authority) or by the nonrequlated utility which provide that--

•111 no electric (qas) service to an electric (qas) consumer may be terminated unless reasonable prior notice 
lincludinq notice of riqhts and remedies) is qiven to such consumer and such consumer has a reasonable 
opportunity to dispute the reasons for such termination, and 

• 121 durinq any period when termination of service to· an electric (qas) consumer would be especially danqerous 
to health, as determined by· the· St:ate re•JUlatory authority· (with respect to an electric (qas) utility for 
which it has ratemak·ing authority) or nonre•Julated electric (qa.s) utility, and such consumer estaiJlishes that--

•(AI he is unable to pay for 5uch service in accordance with the requirements of 
the utility's billing, or 

• (D) he is able to pay for such service but only tn installments, 

•such service may not be terminated. 

•such procedures shall take into account the need to include reasonable provisions for elderly and handicapped constimers.• 

SPECIAL IIISTRUCTIONS 

Please complete the followinq questions reqarding the considf,ration and determination of this standard. These questions 
are to he answered for each covered utility listed in l.l of Schedule 1. A •cEUERIC• option has IJeen provided to allov 
for reportinq on ruultiple utilltieu covered in a qeneric consideri.ltion process for this standard. In the following 
space list the utility nurotber of each utility covered under s.uch a generic process. 

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration orocess for this standard: 

1 ______________ __ 6 ________________ __ 

2 __________ _ 7 ________________ _ 

3 -------------------- 0----------~-----
4 --------------------

9 __________________ _ 

5 ________ _ lO ________________ __ 
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INSTHIICTJONS FOR COMPLETING OUF.STJON .1. 0 

A. Insert in the appropriate space fer ques'tions 1.1 and· 1.2, the number froll'l amonq the status codes provided below 
which most correctly reflects. the status of each utility for this standard. 

Status Cod~s1 
0. Consideration process not bequn. 
1. Jlcarinq scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed 

, l. nearing completed , 
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement stand~~d. 
5. Official determination made \o not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determ:nation to adopt or implement standard is pcndinq. 
1. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implemenl:. standard is pending. 
8. Standard put into effect by utility(icst. 
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued •.. 

D. If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question l.l, complete only 1.1 and r.;;. of this 
schedule for such utility. 

C. If the status code for any utilit'l is dcsiqnated as l in ques'tlon 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.), 
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility. 

D. Complete question l.l by attachin•J a copy of each determination made and/Dr order issued and by desiqnatinq the nurilber ot 
the attachment provided. 

1.0 What is the status of your con&lderation process for each utility listed in questions l.l (a) and (b) of sc•edule 1: 
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 1978? 

Jt_! tty 
Gencnc 1 2 _! ...!_ 5 5 1 9 9 IO ll _ll ll 

l.l Status as of end of reporting period 

1---1---
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1978 

·1.) Attachment Number 

1.4 !lumber of customers covered by 
order lin thousands): 

• Residential ' 
.. 

t-
0 Industrial 

·'--. Commercial 

r-- --
• Other (Specify) 

·-· 

14 ...!_5 

--

... 
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1.5 

2.0 

Generic 1 2 l 4 s 

Sales in preceding year of 
customers cov~red by this order 
1 in thou!l~nds of dollars) 

~ nesidential 

-
0 Industrial 

• Commercial 

Other (specify)· 

J NSTRliC'r I otiS fOR COHI'Lt.'T JNG OUEST JON 2. 0 

A. Answ~r question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code ·is: 

1. 4-9 for the anS\Ier to question 1.1 of this schedule, and 

2. 4-9 for tho answer to question 1.2 of this schedule • 

D. Answer question 2.0 l>y using the following code: 

Y • yea N = no 

1-· Gcnertc J ~ ] • 5 

ln your opinion. have your procaed-
inqu and actions substantially con-
fonned to the requirements of Title 
J (or I II I of PUilPA for this stand-
~:rd 

A. Anllwcr question ~.0 for each utility whose status is1 

· .1. ·~-9 for tt.o answer to question 1.1 of this schedul~l and 

2 •. 1. 2, or l for tho answer to question 1.2 of this schedule 

II. AOSWI!r (JUOStion ).0 by using the foJlowJnq COdOI 

• Y "' yes N = no 

Ut111tl( 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 

! 

.. 

I 
8 9 ~ 11 12 ll 

14 15 

-

14 IS 
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Procedu·res for Terminat-ion of Electric (Gas) Service Standard 

).0 

lltl lty_ 
Cenertc 1 2 l 4 5 6 1 8 g 10 11 12 ll 

In your Ol)inion, have your ilCOCGed- . 

I 1ngs and actions satisfied the re-
1uirements of PURPA Title I Cor III 
to the maximum extent practicable 
tot the portion of the consideration 
vroces11 conducted after Nov·. 9,19787 

IHSTituCTIOHS FOR COHPLt:TWG OIIES·riON 4. 0 

A. Answer questions 4.1 througt, 4,11 by using the following code1 

Y = yes N = nc-

D. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that offered opportunity foE intervenor compensatLon (i.e., 
answer to question 4.4 is ·~·1 by filling in t~e appropriate number. 

14 

c. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a determination of appropriate impact was made 
(i.e., answer to question 4.6 is •-11'•), 

D. Jn questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this stil<ndard is expected to have on the 
items listed by using the fol1owin9 co~e; 

P a Positive effect N • Neqative effect I • No effect 

4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you takea7 

uq lty 
Goner1c 1 2 y 4 -s- 6 1 I 9 10 ll 12 ll 14 

4.1 Prior public notice of hearing (Ill 
_. - _.. --

4.2 llearing(sl open to the public 
-. ·--

Ll 
Op('Ortunity for Intervenor . 
Participation 

-
Opportunity for inte:rvenor 
compensation 

15 

15 
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4.6 . 

4.1 

4.1 

4.9 

4.10 

4.11 

4.) 2 

t.ll 

4.14 

4.1 s 

4.16 

Cenoric 

Testimony or other evidence taken 

IJut.ermination ~~~a de that it ill 
dppropr icate to iaoplcment this 
stand<trd to carry .out tho l pur-
poues of l'lml'A 

Oeterllination made that it ill 
appropriate not to iBiplcU~Unt tnls 
standard to carry out the l pur-
('OIIeS o! PIIRI'A 
Dcci&ion rendered based upon find-
in~s incluJed in such dctermina-
tion 4nli evidence presented during 
hc;arinq 

Proposud or inter.im written 
determination 

Final written detenDination 

Oetermincation made ava ilablc to 
. , pub~ic 

-
'l•otal No. of intcrvttnors 
compensated • 

To teal dollar alliOunt paid to 
intervenoru • 

Conserv .. tion of energy Slll•Pl ied 
Ly o::lectr ic or gas utility •• 

Optimiz.l~:ion of the efficiency 
ot UIW Of faci 1 i.tle!l olnd 
CeH:.OU!"'C\!'9 hy electric or qas 
util.ity •• 

£qui t.:abl"e rates to electric or 
'Jdli COJ\SUIIIE:l"S • * 
~-

• 
•• Sco instruction •c• to thiu queotion 

Sco inotructicm •o• to this maestion 

I 

Utlllty 
1 2 l 4 5 6 7 e 9 10 11 12 ll 

------

~· -~ 
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5.0 

5.1 

Procedures for Ter~ination of Electric (Gas~ Service Standard 

HISTRUCTJONS- f'OR COHI'LETINC QUESTION S. 0 

A. Answer qu~stion S.O by using the following code& 

Y ,. yes N "' no 

D. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is •y• complete question 5.1 by designating the nwnber of the 
attachment provided which briefly describes the mothodlsl utilized far determining the cost-benefits for 
this standard and. ony estimated savings and costs for· any time puriod used. 

" 

··-·· Ut llty 
Cenenc 1 2 'l ~ 5 6 1 II !I 10 11 12 1] 

Was a cost-benefit ·analysis 
performed f~r this standard 1 

... 
Attachment number I 

"'' .... 

JIISTRUCTJOtiS FOR COMPLETING QIJES'riON 6. 0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for oach utility for w:ai.ch the answer to question 5.0 is • y-·. 

B. Answer question 6.0 by using the follQwing code: 

Y "' yes tf "' no 

6.0 00 the COSt-benefit methodH utilized determine COStl 

·unutv 
Gt:nertc 1 2 l 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 ll ll 

6.1 To the ut~Hty? 

?~ the r.onsnncr? - . . . - -. --

14 1:. 

14 15 
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Procedures for Ter•ination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard 

ltiSTRUCTJONS FOR a>HPLETING QUESTION 1. 0 

"· Answer_ question 1.1 for each utility whoseJ 

1. Statua code h 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this .scheduler and 

2. Answer to question 4.14 is .. p•, •N• or ··z·. 
o. Answer question 1.l for each utility whose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this scheduler and 

2. Answer to question 4.15 is •p•, .... or •z• • 

c. Answer question 1.1 for each utility whose: 

1. Status code is 4-9 fo~ the answer to question 1.1 of this scheduler and 

2. Answer to question 4.16 is •p•, •N• or •z•. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code: 

C = conclusive evidence 

I a inconclusive evidence 

N - ainimal or no evidence 

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 1.2 or 7.1 is •c•, •t•, or ·~·. complete question 1.4 by 
des-ignating the nuutber of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence 
presented ahout the impacts of this standard. · 

7.0 \~at was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following: 

Utlltty 
Generic 1 . l 4 3 6 7 il!_ 9 10 ll .!1. ll --

"I. l Conser•ation of encrC)y -supplied 
by electric (or gas) utility 

-------- --~ --- -- --
7.2 Opt imiziit ion of tha efficiency of 

II SO of facilities aml resources 
hy elcclcic lor gas) utility 

--- _:_ _____ --f- -- 1-

7.1 Equ i tab I o ColtC!l to electric lr•r 
qas) con!anners 

.. ----- 1---- --· -- -- -- ---· 1- ---
1.~ ,\ t tar.lu.ocn t uo. 

------· ____ ,_ ___ 

14 15 

-- ---
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Procedures for Termination of Electric (GasJ Service Standard 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0 

A. Answer question 8. 0 f!lr ez.ch utility whose s.tatua code is 4, 6 '· 11 or :J tor tne answer to queation 1.1 of this 
schedule. 

~. .- .. ' 
D. Answer question 8.0 by ua~nq the following code& 

. Y "' yes N • no 

C. For each utility whose answer is •y• to question 8.1 please indicate next to each of tho •y• answers the time 
·period (in months) over wllicb phased imple•entation will be (has been) cc·mpleted. 

8.0 ~hich methods of impl~mentat.ion .are to be (wore) utilized for this standatrdi 

.. 
Utility 

Gener1c 1 T T .. T s- 6 ' 8 9 10 11 )!2 ll u 

8.1 Mandatory I . neaidential 

• ·commercial 

• Industrial 

.. Other (specify) 

(a) 

I (b) I -
! 

8.2 voluntary 

0 Residential 

' 
J • Commercial 

I -. Industrial 
I 

15 

. 
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IJt llty 
C:cner ic 1 2 l 4 5 6 7 a 9 

• Other (specify) 
i 

Ia I 

(b) 

8.1 Phased - -

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COHI'LETING QUESTION 9.0 

10 ll 12 

A. Ans~er question 9.0 for each utility whose.status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ queotion 1.1 
of this uche~ulo. 

0~ Answer· queution 9.0 by using the following code1 

Y .. yE:s N " no 

9.0 Which methods of monitoring Jmpact of this standard are to·be (were) utilhed7 

Utll_!_ty_ 
GeneL"JC 1 2 ] 4 5 6 1 8 9' 10 11 12 --

9.1 Consumer Questionnaire 

--
9.2 Follow-up public hearings 

1----· 

9 .) Clkill<JCS in system characteristics 

·-- --· f- --
9.4 ltt:Vt.:IIUt: levels 

t--1- --- --- -- ·--· --r-- ---
9.5 ouwr (::opccifyl' 

(ii) 

·----· ·---- ---- ---1--- --· -- -- ---· f.- -- --
(b) ' 

--
·----<·-· 

ll 

ll 

---

--

14 1~ 

14 ~ 

-- --

-- --
' 
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Termination·ot Service Standard 

A. Answt!r question 10.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or !I for question 1,1 of· this schedule. Question 10.0 
solicits information regarding t·he characteristi,cs of the TennJnatlon of SerYJce Standard you adopted. 

B. Answer question iO.O using the follo~ing code: 

Y • yes N .. no 

10,0 . Does your Termination of Service Standard require the followinqt 

10.11 

10.12 

lO.ll 

Characterlatlc 
Prior notice of termination with1 

• Two or more such not ices to 
be issued 

The last such notice to be 
issued 1 or more days prior to 
termination date 

Notification to individual 
occupants of master metered 
bui ldi.ng if service is to be 
shut off 

Special procedures fa~ notify­
ing elderly and handicapped. 
conswners 

10.2 A notice of rights and remedie3 
be provided to the cons~r.~er wi·th 
all termination notices 

10,1 Identification to custlwers of 
procedures and individuals for 
handlinq disputes 

10.4 Providinq repayment infai111iJtl0:'1 
to cu::otomcrs 

UTility 
Generic 1 2 l T 5 6 8 9 10 11 12 ll U 15 

[><::: X[Xt><XXD<XXX C><XD<X[X[X 
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CharacterlatJc 

That specifically-defined proce-
dures for. considerin9 possible 
danqers to customer health be 
adhered to before service is 
terminated 

10.6 Service not be tenainated when1 

10.61 ConsWller has not received 
notice (includinq notice of 

·'riqhts and remedies) at least 
7 days prior to termination 
date' 

10.62 Cons~r has not had at least 
7 days to dispute tho· reasons 
for terr.~ination 

10.61 ConsWllet· health exists and 
consua~er is unable to pay in 
accordance with requiren•onts 
of ut~lity~s billin9 

' 
lO.U Consumer health danqar exlsts 

·and consumer can d.nly affot·d 
to pay in install~ents 

. 
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lll lilt 
Generic l ! ) 4 5 6 l 8 9 10 ll 12 11 l4 15 

C>< >< ~ ~ ~ i< ~ ~ ~ X ~ ~x X ~ X [>{ 

. 

: 
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Schedula 12 

Advertising Standard 

SI!Ction lll(I.J) (51 (for electric) and sect_on lOl(bl (2) (for natu1·al gas) of PURPA eo>ta':Jlish the Advertising Standard which 
states: • No electric (gas) utility ma~ recover from any person other than the sharo:holders (or other owners) of such utility 
any direct or indirect expenditure by sue• utility Ear promotional or politicetl advertising as defined in section 115 (h)'/ 
l04(b)." 

Sections 115(h)/l04(b) statea 

"(l) For purposes of this section and section ll3(b) (5)/303--

"(A) The term 'ad..,ettising' meaas the commercial use, by an eler.tric (gas) utility, of any media, including 
newspaper, printed matter, radl.io, and television, in order to transmit .a message to a substantial nwnber 
of members of the public or to such atility's electric (gas) consumers. 

"(B) The term 'political advertising' meaas any advertising for the purpose of influencing public opinion 
with respect to legislative, administrative, or electoral matters, or wtth respect to any controversial 
issue of public importance. 

"(C) The terJII 'promotional advertisJng' means any advertising for the purposa of encouraging any person to 
select 'or use the service or additional service of an electric (gas) utility oc the selection or installation 
of any appliance or equipment design<!d to u:le such utility's service. 

"(2) •·or purpovs of this subsection and' Hection lll(b)(S)/303, the terms 'political advertising' and 'promotional 
ad\fertisinq' do.not include--

• (A) advertising which informs electric (natural gas) consumers how they can conserve energy (natural gas) or 
can reduce peetk demand for electric enerqy (natural gas), 

"(B) advertising required by law or regulation, including advertising required under part 1 of title II of the 
tlational Energy Conservation Policy Act, 1 

"(C) advertis~ng regarding service interruptions, safety measures, or emergency conditi~ns, 

"(0) advertising concerning employm2nt opportunities with such utility, 

• (E) advertising which promotes the use of energy efficient appliances, equipment or services, or 

• (Fl, any explanation or justificati·:>n of existi!'lg or proposed rate schedules, or noti·fications of hearings thereon.• 

SPECIAL UISTRUCTIONS 

Please contplete the following questions r~garding the consideration and detenaination of this standard. These questions 
are to be answered for each covered utility listed in 1.1 of Schedule 1. A "GENERIC" option has• been provided to allow 
for reporting on multiple utilities cbver~o.J jn a generic consideration process for this standard·. In the following 
spetce list the utility nwnber of each utilit11 covered' under such a generic p~:ocess. 

o Utilities covered in a singl-~ ·qeneric consideration orocess for this standard: 

1 ______________ __ 6 ________________ __ 

2 7 -------------------- --------------------
) 

0 ________________ __ 

4 ----------------
9 ________________ __ 

!) 

--------------------
10 ________________ __ 
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A<lvcrt isin•J Standard 

JNS1'1111CTWIIS f'OR COHI'LETING Qut:STiotl l.O 

A. 

u. 

Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from amon•J the· status codes provided below 
which n•<'•st corrt!ctly n~flects the status of each utility for this standard. 

st.ltUS Codes: 
0. Consideration process not bequn. 
l. llearinCJ scheduled. 
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed 
1. llearinq COAlpleted 
4. 'official detennination lllilde to adopt or Hnplerilent standard. 
5. Official determination made llo not adopt or implement standard. 
6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending. 
1. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pendinl). 
8. Standard put into effect by utilityUesJ. . ., 
9. Standard implemtmtcd and subsequently discontinued.:' 

If the status cod., for any utility is desi<Jnated as 0, 1 or 2 in questi(ln 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this 
schedule for such utility. 

c. Jf the status code for any utility Is desiqnated as l in qucs'tion 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, t.l, 4.2, 4.1, 
4.4 a111l 4.S of this schedule for such utility. 

0. Complete question 1. l by attaching a copy of uach determi~at·ion made and/or order issued and by designatinCJ the muilber or: 
the attaclunent provided. 

1.0 •/hat is the status of your consideration process for each utili.ty listc<l in questions 1.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 11 
(a) as of the end of the reportin9 period, and (bl as of November 9, 1978? 

uu 1a.ty ., Generic 1 2 ] ~-I~ 6 7 8 ~ 10 11 12 )) 14 

l.l Status as of end of reporting period -. 
l. 2 . Status as of tlov. 9, 1978 

-- -- ----I--, 

l.l Attach .. ent Number 

-- ---1-

1.4 tlumber of customers covered by 
order (in Lhousands): .. 

. Residential 

·- -- ·--· . . Industrial . ... --· ··-- -- -- ----1- ---- 1-. COIIUll(!rC i ill I 
--·-·----· 

1---r-~-- --
• Other (Specify) 

--·-----

·- ·---·--· .. -··--, ;c-·-· -'---1 -·- ·--•-----1---

lS 

--

1-

---
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ll•lvertitdnq Standard 

Generic 1 2 ) 

l.S Sales in precedinq year of 
i customer·s· covered uy this order 

.. . ' 
. (in thousands of dollars) 

0 ·Rcsidential 

Q 
~nrtustrial 

. Commercial 

Other (specify) 

IIISTRUCTIONS fOR COUPLET lNG QUESTION 2. 0 

A. Ans~er question 2 .o for each utility whose status code is: 

·• 

I. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedulei 

l. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule • 

B. 1\nS~/Cr question 2.0 by using the followinq code: 

Y "' yes N = no 

t-· Gcner1c · ~ __.1.__ _.:!._ ...!. 

2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
in<Js and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title 
J (or III) of I'URPA for this stand-
3 f.'rl 

A. 1\n!:wer qucstton ~.0 for each utility whose status is: 

5 

' 

and 

~ 

1. 4-9· for the anuwcr to quf,stion 1.1 of lhls schedulei and 

2 · l. 2. or 3 for the answer to question l. 2 of tl1is schedule 

U. Answer question l.O by usin9 the followlnq code: 

~- = ye5 N = no 

R...qulitory (or Utility) Coda 

Ut lli_ ty 
6 1 8 9 10 ll ll !_!_ !4 H 

t I I I 

.. 

Utillty 
b 1 u II 10 11 12 c.l 14 15 
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Requlatory (or Utility) Code 

Scl.1edu l e. 12 

OHU No. Ol8-R0~22 
Exp. L2-02 

Advertisinq Stand.tnl 

).0 

Ut111ty 
Generic l ) j 4 5 6 I 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 ----

I 
In your opinion, havo your proceed-
lli'JS and actions satisfied the re-
'I" i remcnt s of I'UitPA Title I (or III 
to thll maxiuuuo extent p£acticab1e 
tot the portion of the consideration 
process conducted aftoc l~ov. 9,1970? 

JtiSTIUJC'rJONS FOR COtii'LETJIIG QU£STIOII 4. 0 

A. Answer questions 4.1 throuCJh 4,11 by using the following code: 

Y .. yes tl .. no 

o. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility tha.t offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e., 
answer. to que9tion • .4 is •y•) by filling in the appropnate number. 

14 

c .. Answer questions.4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a determination of appropriate impact was made 
·u.e., answer to question .C.6 is •y•). 

u. In questions 4.14, •.15 and 4.16 please indicate the typ& of effect this standard ie expocted to have on tha 
items listed by usinq the followinCJ cod~: 

P ~ Pooitivu effect II • Ne~ative effect Z :a No effect 

4. 0 In your conoiderat ion proc.:uu, which of th~: following ateps have you taken? 

uuuty -
··c;enerJ.c 1 2 l 4 5 b , 8 9 10 11 12 ll H 

4.1 l'rior public notice of hcarinCJ(&) 

4 0 2 llearinq(s) open to tho public 

-- -------
-1.) 

IJ1•1.ortuni ty cor lut.:L·vcnor 
P<u·t lc l1•••t ion --- 1--- ....._ -- --·· 

4 0 4 Opportunity foL" inturvenor 
compcnllc.tioo 

----

15 

'IS 
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Schedule 12 

Aclverti,;inq Standanl 

Gt!nc::ic l 2 ) 4 

4. s 

4.6 

L7 

LO 

4. 9 

4.10 . 

4. 12 

4.H 

4 .15 

... ll.i 

1"cstimony or other evidence taken 

- - -
oe termination 111ade that lt is 
appropriate to implement this 
standard to carry out the l pcar-
p.:~ses of Plllll'A 

netermination ntade that it is 
appropriate not to implement tnls 

carry out the l !iliHlditr:d to pur-
poses of PIJRI'A 

Occision rendered based upon find-
inys incluJcd in such determina-
tion and evldcncc presented durinq 

,!!.£ii rinq 

l'roposed or interim written 
<letern•ination 

t"inal written detennination 

Octe,·mination made available to 
public 

Total No. of intervenors 
compcnsateJ • 

Total dollar ilDlOUnt paid to 
intervenor11 • 

Conservation of enerqy supplied 
by ulcc~tc ic or 'Jilll utility 60 

Optimi:t.tcion of the cff ic icncy 
of u~c ot l'acilitica arui 
r-csourct:a b~ e!lectric or q .. e 
utility ·~ 

t:'JI' i tah lei! 14 ._.t~s to electric Oil" 
ljdS COUSUIM!C9 •• 

'--· 

•• 
inatructinn '"C" to this trucction 
in!ltruction •pu to this aucstion 

--

1---1--

1-------

-----

-

-· 

Regulatory (or Utility) Codol 

Utlllty 
5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 ll 14 ~ - --

- ~. + .__ --:::-:--:- . .r __ j .!. .. 

1--

. 

- --- -- -

----

~ 

1-----1-

.. 
. 

--- --- -- --
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ne~ulatory (OC Utility) Code ______ __ 

5.0 

5.1 

INSTRUCTIONS t~R COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0 

A. Answer question 5.0 by usinq the followlnq c0de1 

y·"' yes N "' no 

o. roc each utilit.y whose answer to 5.0 is •y• complete question 5.1 by desiqnatinq the number of the 
attacllunent provided which bdeflv describes the method Col utilized for determining the cos't-benefits for 
this standard and any estimated savinqs and costs fo-r any tima period used. 

Gener1c· . 1 . "T T T 
Utllltl'_ 

5 6 1 8 

Was a cost-benefit analysh 
performed for this standard 1 

Attachment number 

lNS'fRUCTIOIIS fOR COtiPI.ETING QUESTION 6.0 

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is •"(". 

o. Answer question 6.0 by usinq the follQwing code1 

Y .. yes 

9 10 ·u 12 ll 14 15 

6.0 Do Lbtl cost-benefit methode utilized determine cost1 

6.1 ,_·_ro_t_h_e_ut_l_·l_i_t_v_? _______ • ____ .. Conadc R= ~~~-5-~ ~ ~-9- _:_ _:_ ~ -1-l+--r-4-+-1-54 

?o the r.rlllSIII"'Or? ___ Cl J 
UtUJty 

li.:> 
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Schedule 12 

Advertisinq Standard 

JtiS1"RIICTIONS FOR COHPJ.J::TlNG OUES'I'IOtl 7 • 0 

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose; 

1. Status code_ls 4-9 for the answer to questio~ ~.1 of this &ehedrJlel,_and 
1 

2. Answer to question •.14 is •p•, •t~• or •z•. 

u. Answer ~uestion 7.2 for eacb utility whose: 

l. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this sclledu1er and 

2. Am;wcr to quttstion 4.15 is •p•, •u• or •z•. 

C. An~wer question 7.) for each uti1i~y whose: 

·1. Status code .is 4-9 f'or the, answer t"o question 1.1 of this echedule: anti 

2. Answer to question 1.16 is. •p•, •t~• or •z•. 

D. Answer question 7.0 by usin~ tho following codo: 

C conclusive e~idence 

I .. inconclusive eviden~e 

N - minimal or no evide.ncc 

£. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.1 is •c•, •1•, or •t~•, complete question 7.4 by 
desiqnating the number of tiHl attachment which briefly describes thf, type of evidence 
presented about the impactu of thi~ standard. · · 

' . 7.0 What was the quality .of the evidence p::-esented about the impact of the .Han~ard on each of tho followincj1 

• 

. Ccne!ic 1 2 ) 4 5 
UttiL~~ 
6 1 : 8 9 10 11 1_1_ 

7.1 Conservation of encrqy supplied I 
by electric (or gas) utility 

---- -
7.2 or~timi:tation of the efficiency of 

use of facilities and resource!! 
by electL·ic (or '.)itS) utiiity 

. - -
7.) t:<JUitable rates to electric (or 

. 
'Jil:il COnSUDIIlCS 

7.~ 

- -~-
-- f-- --· 

.\ttach .. acnt uo. 

·--------·· 

ll H 15 



143 
RII(Julatory (or Uti Htyt Code -----

Schedule 12 ERA For111. lfii6 
forlll Approved 
OKU tlo. Ol8-R0422 
Exp. l:Z-82 

Advertlsinq St.andard 

iiiSTRUCTJONS t"'R COKPL£Tlt1G QUES1'JON .8. 0 

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whosu status code is 4,6, d or ~ tor tnu answer to question 1.1 of this 
schedule. 

B. Answer question 8.0 by uslnq the followinq codoa 

Y .. yes· 

c: For each utility whose answer is •y• to question 8.1 please indicate next to each of the •y• answers the time 
period (in monthst over which phased implementation will be (has beent completed. 

8. 0 Which methods of implqmentation are to be (weret util lied for this standard? 

Utll tty 
0 Generic l 2 l 4 s- 0 1 B 9 10 11 12 ll 14 

8.1 Mandatory 

··' • Reiiideni:ial 

r--. Commarcial 
; 

I 

o· Industrial . . 

·- -i -- --.. . Other (opocity) . 
(a) 

'· - --

I lbl . ' • r"...., .. ~,;, ,.-.1 ., < • .•, ., ~--- -;------ ---· -- - --,_ --
" 8.2 Voluntary 

'• 
0 Residont.ial -

,--------- - ---- - -,. ' 
0 Commurcial 

_ _j I 
r- f--- ----------

0 Industr ii1l 

15 

--

--

1-
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(Jtlll Nu. 018-R0422 
Exp. U-02 · 

• Other 

(a) 

(b) 

O.l Phased 

(specify) 

.. 

Schedule 12 

Advertising Stanl.lartl 

Genertc 1 2 l 4 

I-NSTRUCTIONS FOR COHPr.ETTNG QUESTION 9. 0 

Utlllty_ 
5 li 7 0 9 10 ll 12 

-

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utiUty wiJ.:)se status coo:le is 4,6, B or 9 ·for the an11wel' tq question 1.1 
ot thid sche~u)e. 

D. Answer question 9. 0 by usinq the following code: 

Y "' yes N "' no 

. 9.0 Uhich Plethods of monitoring i11pact of this standard are to be (were) utilized? 

Utlllty 
Generic 1 2 l 4 5 6 _7 8 9 10 .!J. !:.! 

9.1 Consu11cr Questionnaire 

- --
9.2 Follow-up public ht:drin<JS 

9.3 Chan<JCS in system ch<aracteristics 

:1 ••. H.cvcuuc lt:Vt!lli 

I-- --- ----
!1.5 Othur (!:p~cif~•' 

•' 
t• 

(<tl 

(b) 

ll 14 

·- ,.....,. 

J ] 14 

--,-

1- --

b 

-· 

15 

. 

r--
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Schedule 12 (con'tl 

Advertising Standard 

A. Answer question 10.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 or question 1.1 or· this schedule. Question 10.0 
'solicits infonnation regarding the chacacteristics of the Ad,verti·sirig Standard you adopte·:l. 

B. .1\nswec question 10.0 using the following code: 

Y ~ yes N .. no 

10.0 Does your Advertiaing Standacd cequire the following& 

Utll1t~ 
Chacacteristic Ccneric 1 2 ) • s 6 7 .8 9 10 11 12 11 .. lS 

10.1 Definitions of political and 
promotional advertising which 
conform with those given in 
section 11 S (h) or l04(bl of PURPA 

10.2 rrohibitions on the recovery of 
political and pcomotiona1 
advectislng expenses fcoto cate-
payers 

1-

10.) Requirements that political and 
pcomotiona1 advertising expenses 
b.u recovered from sharoholdecs or 
other owllers 



146 

L~st of Utility Codes 

ELECTRIC UTILITIES - It-.'VESTOR-ONNED 

Narne of Company 

Alabama Power Company 
Appalachian Power Company (VA) 
Appalachian Power Company (WV) 
Arizona Public Service Company 
ArkanS~$-Missouri Power Company CAR) 
Arkansas-Missouri Power Company (MOl 
Arkansas Power & Light Company 
Atlantic City Electric Company 
Baltimore Gas & Electric Company 
Bangor Hydro-Electric Company 
Bl~ck Hills Power & Light Comp~ny (~n) . 
Black Hills Power & Light Company (i-N) 
Elackstone Valley Electric Company 
Boston Edison Company 
Brockton Edison Company 
Cambridge Electric Light Company 
Carolina·Power & Light Cor.1pany (NC) 
Carolina Power & Light Company (SC) 
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation 
Central Illinois Light Company · 
Central Illinois Public Service Company 
Central Louisiana Electric Company 
Central Haine Power Company 
Central Power & Light Company 
Central Telephone & Utilit~es Corporation (CO) 
Central Telephone & Utilities Corpo~ation (KS) 
Central Vermont Public Service Corporation 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company 
Cleveland Electric Ill_uminating Company 
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Company 
Co~onwealth Edison Company (IL) 
Community Public Service Company 
Connecticut Light & Power Company 
Consolidated Edison Cpnpany of New York 
Consumers Power Company 
CP National Corporation (CA) 
CP National Corporation (~~) 
CP National Corporation (OR) 
CP National Corporation (UT) 
Dallas Power & Light Company 
Dayton Power & Light Company 
Delmarva Power & Light Company (DE) 
Delmarva Power & Light Company of Maryland 
Celmarva Power & Light Company of Virginia 
Detroit Edison Company 

Code 

000195 
000733 
000722 
000803 
000821 
000815 
000814 
000953 
001167 
001179 
019515 
001415 
001796 
001998 
002267 
002886 
003046 
003059 
003249 
003252 
003253 
003265 
003266 
003278 
003286 
003285 
003292 
003542 
003755 
004062 
004110 
004116 
004176 
004226 

.004254 
002837 
002S4S 
002846 

.002847 
004737 
004922 
005027 
005029 
005032 
005109 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

ELECTRIC UTILITIES -INVESTOR-O~mEO (cont.) 

Name of Comoanv 

Duke Power Company (NC) 
Duke Power Company (SC) 
Duquesne Light Company 
El Paso Electric Company (~) 
El Paso Electric Company (TX) 
Empire District Electric Company (KS) 
Empire District Electric Company (MS) 
Empire District Electric Company (OK) 
fall River Electric Light Company 
Florida Power Corporation 
Florida Power & Light. Company 
Georgia Power Company 
Green Mountain Power Corporation 
Gulf Power Company 
Gulf States Utilities Co~pany (LA) 
Gulf States Utilities Company (TX) 
Hartford Electric Light Company 
Hawaiian Electric Company, Inc. 
Houston Lighting & Power Company 
Idaho Power Company (ID) 
Idaho Power Company (OR) 
Illinois Power Company 
Indiana & Michigan Electric Company (IN) 
Indiana & Mic.higan Electric Company (MI) 
Indianapolis Power & Light Company 

1 Interstate Power Company C;A) 
Interstate Power Company (IL) 
Iowa Electric Light & Power Co~pany 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IA) 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IL) 
Iowa Power & Light Company 
Iowa Public Service Company 
Iowa Southern Utilities Company 
Jersey Central Power & Light Company 
Kansas City Power & Light Company (KS) 
Kansas City Power & Light Company (MO) 
Kansas Gas & Electric Company 
Kansas Power & Light Co~pany 
Kentucky Power Company 
Kentucky Utilities Company 
Kingsport Power Company 
Lake Suoerior District Power Company (MI) 
Lake Super.ior Dis·trict ~ower Company (WI) 
Long Island Lighting Company 
Louisiana Power & Light Company 

Code 

005416 
005447 
005475 
005657 
005701 
005907 
005860 
005917 
006166· 
006455 
006452 
007140 
007601 
007801 
oo1eo1 
0.07806 
008211 
0082·8 7 
008901 
009191 
009205 
009208 
009249 
0092i1 
009273 
009392 
009332 
009423 
009<;38 
00943i 
009429 
009435 
0.09432 
009726 
010011 
010000 
010005 

. 010015 
022053 
010171 
010334 
010591 
010615 
011172 
011241 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

ELECTRIC UTILITIES- INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.) 

Name of Comoanv 

Louisville Gas & Electric Company 
Madison Gas & Electric Company 
Massachusetts Electric Company 
Metropolitan Edison Company 
Minnesota Power & Light Company 
~tississippi Power Company 
Mississippi Power & Light Company 
Z.lissouri Edison Company 
Missouri Power & Light Company 
Missouri Public Service Company 
Missouri Utilities Company 
Monongahela Power Company (OH) 
Monongahela Power Company (WV) 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (HT) 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (ND) 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Comoanv (SO) 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (w~) 
Montana Power Company 
Narrangansett Electric Co~pany 
Ne·rada Power Company 
New Bedford Gas & Edison Light Company 
New Mexico Electric Service Company 
New Orleans Public Service, Inc. 
New York State Electric & Gas Corporation 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation· · 
Northern Indiana Public Service Company 
Northern States Power Company (MN) 
Northern States Power Company (NO) 
Northern States Power Company (SD) 
Northern States Power Company (HI) 
Northwestern Public Service Company 
Ohio Edison Company 
Ohio Power Company 
Oklahoma Gas & ElecLzic Company 
Old Dominion Power Company 
Orange & Rockland Utilities 
Otter Tail Powe~ Company 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
Pacific Power & Light Company (CA) 
Pacific Power & Light Company (IDl 
Pacific Power & Light Company (MT) 
Pacific Power & Light Company (OR) 
Pacific Power & Light Company (WA) 
Pacific Power & Light Company (WY) 

~ 

011249 
011479 
011804 
012390 
012647 
012686 
012685 
012693 
012696 
012698 
012701 
012791 
01279~ 

012820 
012819. 
012823 
012824 
012825 
013212 

. 013407 
013415 
013474 
013478 
013511 
013573 
013756 
Ol378i 
013778 
013779 
013780 
013809 
013998 
014006 
014063 
014084 
014154 
014232 
014328 
014326 
014327 
0.14 32 9 
014356 
014331 
014332 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

ELECTRIC UTILITIES- INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.) 

Name of Comoanv 

Pennsylvania Electric Company 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co~pany 
Pennsylvania Power Company 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
Portland General Electric Company 
Potomac Edison Company (~ID) 
Potomac Edison Company (VA) 
Potomac Edison Company (tiV) 
Potomac 'Electric Power Company (DC) 
Potomac Electric Power Company (MD) 
Public Service Company of Colorado 
Public Service Company of Indiana 
Public Service Company of New nampshire· 
Public Service Company of New Z.!exico 
Public Service Company of Oklahoma 
Public Service Electric and Gas Co~pany 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co~pany 
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation 
Rockland Electric Company 
St. Joseph Light & Power Company 
S~n Diego Gas•& Electric Company 
savannah Elec~ric & Power company 
Sierra Pacific Power Company (CA) 
Sierra Pacific Power Ccmoanv (NV) 
South Carolina Electric & ~as Company 
Southern California Edison Company 
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric Company 
Southwestern Electric Power Company (AR) 
Southwestern ·Electric Power Company (LA) 
Southwestern Electric ?ower Company (TX) 
Southwestern Electric Service Company 
Southwestern Public Service Company (~~) 
Southwestern Public Service Company (OK) 
Southwestern Public Service Company (TX) 
Tampa Electric Company 
Texas Electric Service Company 
Texas Power & Light Company 
Toledo Edison Company 
Tucson Gas & Electric Company 
UGI-Luzerne Electric Division 
Unfon Electric Company. CIA) 
Union.Electric Company (IL) 
Union Electric Company (HO) 

Code 

014 711 
014715 
014716 
014940 
015248 
015263 
015266 
015J65 

. 015 270 
015268 
015466 
015470 
015475 
015473 
015474 
015478 
015500 
016183 
016213 
017881 
016609 
016687 
Ol-::'161 
017166 
017539 
017609 
017633 
017676 
017698 
017735 
017699 
·ol7528 
017536 
017718 
018454 
018729 
018i63 
018997 
019259 
019452 
019656 
019655 
019436 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

ELECTRIC UT.ILITIES. - INVESTOR-OWNED ·(cont.) 

Nar.'lf!' t:~f Cnmpnny 

Union Light, Heat & Power Company 
United Illuminating Company 
Upper Peninsula Power Company 
Utah Power & Light Company (ID) 
Utah Power & Light Company (UT) 
Utah Power & Light Company (WY) 
Virginia Electric & Power·Company (NC) 
Virginia Electric & Power Company (VA) 
Virginia Eleetric & Power Company (WV) 

.Washington Water Power Company (ID) 
Washington Water Power Company ('i'lA) 
West Penn Power Company 
West Texas Utili ties Co.rnpany 
Western Massachusetts Electric Company 
Wheeling Electric Company 
Wisconsin Electric Power Company (MI) 
Wisconsin Electric Power Compar.y (WI) 
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 
\.Zisconsin PUblic Service . Corporation (MI) 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (WI) 

Coda 

019946 
019497 
019578 
019666 

.019659 
019661 
019868 
019876 
019875 
020145 
020169 
020387 
020404 
020455 
020521 
020161 
020847 
020856 
020166 
020860 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

ELECTRIC UTILITIES - PUBLICLY··ONNED 

Name of Companv 

Albany Water, Gas & Light. Commission 
Anaheim-Electrical Division 
Austin Electric Depar~~ent 
Bristol Electric System (TN} 
Burbank Public Service Depar~~ent 
Central Lincoln People's Utility District (OR) 
Chattanooga Electric Power Board 
Clarksville Department of ·.Electricity (TN) 
Clatskanie People's Utility District (OR) 
Cleveland Division of Light & Power (OH) 
Cleveland Utilities (TN) 
Colorado Springs Department of Public Utilities 
Decatur Electric Depar~~ent (AL) 
Detroit Public Lighting Department 
Eugene Water & Electric Board (OR) 
Fayetteville Public Works Commission (NC) 
Florence Electricity Department (AL) 
Gainesville-Alachua County Regional Electric, Water, 

and Sewer Utilities Board (FL) 
Garland Electric Department 
Glendale Public Service Department (CA) 
Greenevixle Light.& Power System (TN} 
Greenville Utilities Co~mission (NC) 
Huntsville Utilities (AL) 
Imperial Irrigation District (CA) , 
Independence Power & Ligh~ Depar~~ent (MO) 
Jackson Utility Division-Electric Department (TN) 
Jacksonville Electric Authority (FL} 
Johnson City Power Board (TN) . 
Kansas tity Board of Public Utilities (KS) 
~~oxville Utility Boa=d (~N) 
Lafayette Utility System (LA) 
Lakeland Depar~~ent of Electricity and Water (FL) 
Lansing Board of Water & Light (M!) 
Lincoln Electric System (NB) 
Los Angeles Depar~~ent of Water and Power 
Lower Colorado River Authority 
Lubbock Power & Light (TX) 
Memphis Light, Gas & Water Division (TN) 
Modesto Irrigation District (CA) 
Muscatine Power & Water (IA) 
Nashville Electric Service (TN) 
Nebraska Public Power District 
Omaha Public Power District J 

Code 

000230 
000590 
001015 
002247 
002507 
003264 
003408 
003704 
028541 
003762 
003758 
003989 
004958 
005107 
006022 
006235 
006422 

006909 
006958 

. 007294 
007625 
007639 
009094 
009216 
009231 
009612 
009617 
009777 
009996 
010421 
009006 
010623 
010704 
011018 
011208 
011269 
011292 
012293 
012745 
01314 3 
013216 
013337 
014123 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

'ELECTRIC UTILITIES- P~BLICLY-O~ED (cont.) 

Name of Cornpanv 

Orlando Utilities Commission (FL) 
Palo Alto Electric Utility (CA) 
Pasadena Water & Power Depar~~ent (CA) 
Power Authority of New York 
Port Anctele~ Light & Water Department (TtTA) 
Public Utility District No. i of Benton County (WA) · 
Public Utility Oistrict No. l of Chelan County (WA) 
Public Utility Distriet No. l of Clark County OvA) 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County (WA) 
Public Utility District of Franklin County (WA) 
Public Utility District of Grant County (WA) 
Public Utility District No. 1 of Grays Harbor 

Col,lnty (WA) 
Public Utility District No. l of Lewis County (WA) 
Public Utility District No. 1 of·snohomish County (WA) 
Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority 
Richmond Power & Light (IN) 
Riverside Public Utilities (CA) 

Code 

014186 
014401 
014524 
015296 
015231 
001579 
0034U 
003660 
004442 
006716 
OC7504 

007548 
010944 
017470 
015497 
015989 
016088 

Rocky Uount Public Utilities (NC) 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District (CA) 

• 016226 
016534 

Salt River Project Agri~ultural Improvement and Power 
District (AZ) •.. . , .. ,, . 

San Antonio Public Service Board (TX) 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
Santa Clara Electric Department (CA) 
Se~ttle City Light Department (\~A} , . 
South Carolina Public Service Authority 
Springfield City Utilities (MO) 
Springfield Utilities Board {OR) 
Springfield Water, Light & Power Department (IL) 
Tacoma J1ublic Utilities-Light Division (WA)· 
Taunton Municipal Lighting Plant (~~) 
Tallahassee, City of (FL) 
Turloc~ Irrigation District (CA) 
Vernon ~1unicipal Light Department (CA) 
Wilson Utilities Department (NC) 

.. 

016~72 
016604 
016614 
016655 
016868. 
Ol7S4i 
017833 
017839 
017828 
018429 
018488 
019445 
019281 
019798 
020785 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

GAS UTILITIES - INVESTOR-OWNE~ 

Name of Comoany 

Alabama Gas Corporation 
Alaska Gas & Service Company 
Anadarko Production Company 
Arizona Public Service Company 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Company 
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Company 
Arkansas Western Gas Company 
Atlanta Gas Light Company 
Baltimore Gas & 'Electric Company 
Bay State.Gas Company 
Boston Gas Company 
Brooklyn Union Gas Company 
Cabot Corporation Utility Division 
Carnegie Natural Gas Company 
Carolina Pipeline Company 
Cascade Natural Gas Corpora·tion 
Central Illinois Light Company 
Central Illinois Public Service Company 
Chattanooga Gas Company 
Cheyenne Light, Fuel and Power Company 
Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company 
Cities Service Gas Company (covered by NECPA only) 
City Gas Company of Florida 
Colwnbia Gas of Kentucky, Inc. 
Colwnbia Gas of· New York, .Inc. 
Colwnbia Gas of Ohio, Inc. 
Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc. 
Columbia Gas of Virginia, Inc. 
Columbia Gas of West Virginia, Inc. 
Connecticut Light & Power Company 
Connectic~ Natural Gas Corporation 
Consolidated Edison Company of New.York, Inc. 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
Consumers PO\ier Company 
CP National Corporation (NV) 
CP National Corporation (OR) 
Cayton Power & Light Company 
Delmarva Power & Light Company (CE) 
East Ohio Gas Company · 
Elizabethtown Gas Company 
Entex, Inc. 
Equitable Gas Company 
Florida Gas Company 
Gas Company of New Mexico 
Gas Light Company of Columbus 
Gas Service Company 
Greeley Gas Company 

~ 

000190 
028542 
000587 
000803 
0'00810 
000813 
000819 
000959 
001167 
028543 
001999 

. 002288 
·002733 
008042 
028544 
003139 
003252 
003253 
003409 
003461 
003542 
003575 
003628 
004017 

. 004019 
004020 
004022 
004023 
004025 
004176 
004181 
004226 
004226 
004254 
002845 
002846 
004922 
005027 
005579 
005765 
005922 
005939 
006435 
017655 
007003 
028545 
028546 
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List of Utility Codes lcont.) 

GAS UTILITIES- INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.) 

Name of Companv 

Illinois Power Company 
Indiana Gas Company 
Inland Gas Company 
Inter City Gas Limited 
Intermountain Gas Company 
Interstate Power Company 
Iowa Electric Light & P~wer Compani 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IA) 
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IL) 
Iowa Power & Light Company 
Iowa Public Service Company 
Iowa Southern Utilities Co~pany 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company 
Kansas Power & Light Company 
Kokomo Gas & Fuel Company 
Laclede Gas Company Consolida~ed 
Lone Star Gas Company 
Long Island Lighting Company 
Louisiana Gas Service Company 
Louisville Gas & Electric Company 
Lowell Gas Company 
Madison Gas & Electric Company 
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company 
Michigan Gas Utilities Company 
Michigan Power Company 
Minnesota Gas Company 
Mississippi Valley Gas Company 
Missouri Public Service Company 
Mobile Gas Service Corporation 
Montana-Dakota Utilities-Company 
Montana Power Company 
Mountain Fuel Supply Ccmpany 
Nashville Gas Company 
National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation 
National Gas and Oil Company 
New Jersey Natural Gas Company 
New Orle~ns Public Service, Inc. 
New York State Elebtric & Gas Corporation 
Niagara Hohawk Power Corporation 
North Carolina Natural Gas Corporation 
North Central Public Service Company 
North Shore Gas Company · 
Northern Illinois Gas Company 
Northern Indiana Public Service Company 
Northern Natural Gas Company 
Nor~hern States Po•..,er ·Company (HN) 
Northern States Power Company (NO) 
Northern States PO\ver Cor::pany (HI) 

... 

Code 

009208 
009256 
009301 
009321 
028547 
00939i 
009423 
009438 
009437 
009429 
009435 
009432 
010022 
010011 
010439 
010554 
001157 
011172 
011233 
011249 
011267 
011479 
021531 
012430 
012433 
Ol2fi43 
012691 
012698 
012739 
012820 
012825 
013043 
013217 
013247 
013262 
013459 
013478 
013511 
013573 
028548 
013698 
013729 
013755 
013756 
013767 
013781 
013778 
013780 
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List of atility Codes (cont.) 

GAS uTILITIES- INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.) 

Name of Company 

North Penn Gas Company 
Nqrthwest Natural Gas Company 
Northwestern Public Service Company 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Company 
Orange & Rockland Utilities 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
Panhandl~ Eastern Pipeline Company 
Pennsylvania Gas & Water company 
Peoples Gas, Light and Coke Company 
Peoples Gas System 
Peoples Natural Gas Company 
Peoples Natural Gas Division of Nothern ~tatural Gas Company 
Penn Fuel Gas~ Inc. 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
Piedmont Natural Gas Company 
Pioneer Natural Gas Company 
Providence Gas Company 
Public Service Company of Colorado 
Public Serivce Company, Inc. of North Carolina 
Public Service Electric and Gas Company 
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 
South Jersey Gas Company 
Southeastern Michigan Gas Company 
Southern California Gas Company 
Southern Connecticut Gas Company 
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric Company 
Southern Union Gas Company 
Southwest Gas Corporatio~ 
Terre Haut"e Gas Corporation 
Tucson Gas & Electric Company 
T.W. Phillips Gas and Oil Company 

' UGI Corporation 
Union Gas System · 
Union tight, Heat & Power Company 
United Cities Gas Company 
Virginia Electric & Power Company 
Washington Gas· Light Company 
Washington Natural Gas Company 
Washington Water Power Company (ID) 
Washington Water Power Company nolA) 
West Ohio Gas Company 
Western Kentucky Gas Company 
Wisconsin Fuel & Light Company 
Wisconsin Gas Company 
Wisconsin Natural Gas Company 
Wisconsin Power & Light ~ompany 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (MI) 
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (WI) 

Code 

013723 
013796 
013809 
014070 
014157 
014328 
014423 
014713 
014767 
014770 
014772 
014774 
014684 
014940 
015024 
015080 
01544"2 
015466 
028549 
015478 
016183 

"016609 
017539 
028550 
017601 
028551 
028552 
017633 
031874 
017677 
028553 
019259 
028554 
019390 
019442 
019446 
028555 
019876 
020149 

-020156 
020145 
020169 
020384 
020454 
028556 
020850 
020853 
020856 
020166 
020860 

\ 
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'-<· 

List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

GAS UTILITIES - PUBLICLY-OWNED 

Name of Comp"any 

Citizens Gas & Coke Utility (IN) 
City of Richmond, Virginia, Department of Public Utilities 
Ci~y Public Service Soard (San Antonio) 
Colorado Springs Department of Public Utilities 
Long Beach Gas Department 
Memphis Light, Gas & Water Division 
Metropolitan Utilities Distric~ of Omaha 
Philadelphia Gas Works 
Springfield City Utilities (MO) 

Code. 

003602 
015984 
016604 
003989 
028557 
Ol229j 
014127 
014943 
017833 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVES 

Name of Comoany 

Appalachian Electric Cooperative 
Chugach Electric Association 
Clay Electric Cooperative 
Cumberland Electric Membership Corporation 
Duck River Electric Membership Corporation 
First Electric Cooperative Corporation 
Flint Electrical Membership Corporation 
Four COunty Electric Power Association 
~ibson county Electric Membership Corporation 
Green River Electric Corporation 
Henderson-Union Rural Electric Cooperative Corporation 
Jackson Eiectric Membership Corporation 
Lee County Electric Cooperative . 
Meriwether Lewis Electric Cooperative 
Middle.Tennessee Electric Membership Corporation 
Moon Lake Electric Association 
North·· Georgia Electric Membership Corporation 
Pendernales Electric Cooperative 
Pennyrile Rural Electric Cooperative Corporation 
Singing River Electric Power Association 
South Central.Power Company 
Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, Inc. 
Southern Pine Electric Power Association 
S~uthwest Louisiana Electric Membership Corporation 
Southwest Tennessee Electric Membership Corporation 
Tri-County Electric Membership Corporation 
Umatilla Electric Cooperative Association 
Upper Cumberland Electric Membership Corporation 
Volunteer Electric Cooperative 
Warren Rural Electric Cooperative 
West Kentucky Rural Ele~tric Ccoperativ~ Cooperation 

000727 
003522 
003757 
004624 
005399 
006342 
0064ll 
006641 
007174 
007572 
008400 
009601 
010817 
012330 
012470 
012866 
013716 
014626 

'014724 
017252 
017548 
017637 
017647 
017684 
017694 
019162 
019325 
019574 
0198.98 
020130 
020377 
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List of Utility Codes (cont.) 

FEDERAL AGENCIES 

Narne·of Comcany 

Bonneville Power Administ:ation 
Tennessee Valley Authority 
Western Area Power Administration 

001738 
018642 
028501 
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CODES FOR 
PUBIC UTILITY COMHISSIONS 

Code 
l. Alabama Public Service Commission 
2. Alaska Public Utilities Commission 
3. Arizona Corporation Commission 
4. Arkansas Public Service Commission 
S. California Public Utilities Commission 
6~ Colorado Public Utilities Commission 
7. Connecticut Public Utilities Control Authority 
8. Deleware Public Service Commission 
9. Public Service Commission of the District of Columbia 
10. Florida Public Service Commission 
11. · Geor9ia Public Servi~e Commission 
12. Hawaii Public Utilities Commission 
13. J:d<.'_ho Public Utilitie~ Cornmissiou 
14. Illinois Commerce Commission 
15. Indiana Public Service Commission 
16. Iowa Commerce Commission 
17. Kansas State Corporation Cort'.rnission 
18. Kentucky Public Service Co~~ission 
19. Louisiana Public Service Commission 
20. Maine Public Utilities Commission 
21. Maryland Public Service Commission 
22. Massachusetts Depar~~ent of Public Utilities 
23. Michigan P~blic Service Commission 
24. Minnesota Department of Public Service 
25. Mississippi Public Service Commission 
26. Missouri Public Service Commission 
27. Montana Public Service Commission. 
28. N~vada. Public Service Commission 
29. New Hampshire Public Utilities Co~ission 
30. New Jersey Department of Energy, Board of:Public Utilities 
31. New Mexico Public Service Commission 
32. New York Public Service Commission 
33. North Carolina Utilities .Commission 
34. North Dakota Public Service Co~~ission 
35. Ohio Public Utilities Commission 
36. Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
37. Public Utility Commissioner of Oregon 
38.· Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 
39. Puerto Rico Public Service Co~~ission 
40. Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission 
41. South Carolina Public Service Commission 
42. South Dakota Public Utilities Commission 
43. Tennessee Public Service Commissio·n 
44. Tennessee Valley Authority 
45.· Railroad Commission of Texas 
46. Texas Public Utility Commission 
47. Utah Public Service Co~~ission 
48. Virginia Stat.e. Corporation Commissio!'l 
49. Washington Utilities anc Transportation cor?oration 
SO. West Virginia Public Service Commission 
51. Wisconsin Public Service Co~~ission 
52. Wyoming· Public Service Co~~ission 



Exh..!.Dit "'· 2 
FORM ERA-166s RECIVEO 

State Authority 

State Regulatory Authorities 

Alabama 
Alaska 
Arkansas 
Arizona 
California 

Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 
District of 

ColumDia 
Florida 
Georqia 
IIAWGii 
Idaho 
Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 
!Cans as 
ltentucky 

·Louisiana 
Maine 
Marylanci 
IUIISaChllSettS 

Michiqan 
MJ..o.nesota 

Missouri 
~ontana 

Nevada 
New !iampshire 

New Jersey 
New Mexico 
New 'lork 
North C.!.rolina 

North Dakota 

Ohio 
Oklaho~~~a 

Oreqon 
Pennsylvania 

Rhode Island 

Alabama Public Service Commission 
Alaska Public Otilities Commission 
Arkansas Public Service Commission 
Arizona Corporation C~ssion 
California Public Otilities 

COmmission 
Colorado Public Otilities Commission 
Division of Public Otility Control 
Delaware Public Service Commission 
District of Columeia Public Service 

Commission 
Florida Public Service C~seion 
Georqia Public Service Commission 
Rawaii Public Otilities ~~saion 
td&ho Public Otilities Commission 
Illinois Commerce Commission 
Indiana Public service Commission 
Iowa State Commerce Commission 
Kansas State Corporation Commission 
Kentucky Enerqy Requlatory 

commission 
Louisiana Public Serrice Commission 
Maine Public Otilities Commission 
Maryland Public Service.commission 
Massachusetts Department of Public 

Otilities 
Michiqan Public Service Commission 
Minnesota ~apartment of Public 

Service 
~aao~i Public Servi~e r.nmmi~~t~" 
Montana Public Service Commission 
Nevada Public Service Commission 
New 9ampshire Public Otilities 

Commission 
New Jersey Soard of Public Otilitias 
New Mexico Public Service Commission 
New York Public Service Commission 
North Carolina Public Otility 

Collllllission 
North Oakota Public service 

Commission 
Ohio Public Utilities Commission 
Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
Oreqon Public Utilities Commission 
~ennsy~vania PuSlic Utility 

Commission 
?node Island Public atilities 

Co:lllllllission 
south carolina South carolL~a Public service 

South OUcta 

TeiUlesaee 

-:axa.• 

Utah 
vermont 
'7irqinia 

washinqton 

West virqinia 

Wisconsin 
'.'/yo=inq 

Commission 
South Dakota Public Otilities 

COcmllission 
Tennessee Public Serrice Commission 
Tennessee valley Authority 
Texas Public Utility Commission 
Tax&8 RLilroad Commission 
Ot.ab Public Serrice Commi.uion 
vermont Public Service aoard 
virqinia State Corporation 

Commission 
~shinqeon Utilities and 
~ansportation Commission 

West Virqinia Public Service 
Colllml.ssion 

'.'/isconsin Publi:: Service C.:~mmissi'on 
~o=inq Public Service Commission 

Date Received 

Oct. 31, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 21, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
!lov. 9, 1979 

NOVo 6, 1979 
liOVo 6, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 23, 1979 

llov, 14, 1979 
Nov. 8, 1979 
Nov. 9, 1979 
Oct. 30, 1979 
NOVo 6, 1979 
Nov. 6, 1979 
Oct. 30, 1979 
Nov. 13, 1979 
Oct. 26. 1979 

Oct. 23. 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 20, 1979 

Nov. 16, 1979 
Nov. 16, 1979 

NQV, i, 1979 
Nov. 8, 1979 
1l0v. 8, 1979 
llov, 19, 1979 

Nov. 19, 1979 
l!OV o 27, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 16, 1979 

Nov. 6, 1979 

Dec. 13, 1979 
Nov. 21, 1979 
Nov. 27, 1979 
l!ov. 9, 1979 

l!ov. 9, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Nov. 7, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 9, 1979 
Nov. 14, 197~ 

l!ov. 9, 1979 
Nov. 15, 1979 
Jan, 29, 1980 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Nov. 19,.1979 

Nov. 13, 1979 
Nov. 6, 1979 



Exh~it A.2 (continued) 

FORM ERA-166s RECEIVED 

State Authority 

Electric Utilities (Nonrequlatedl 

AlabamA 
california 

Colorado 

FloridA 

Georgia 
Iowa 
!tans as 

Louisiana 

Nebraska 

New York 
North Carolina 

Ohio 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 
Puerto Rico 

Tennessee 
Texas 

\lashinqton 

City of Oothan 
Anaheim i'ul:llic Utilities Department 
Burbanlc i'ul:llic Service Depart:ent 
Glendale ?ublic Service Department 
Power Oepartment, t=~rial 

Lrriqation District 
Loa Anqeles Department of 

Water & Power 
Modesto Irriqation District 
Palo AltO Electric Utility 
Pasadena Water & Power Depart:ent 
Riverside Public Utility Department 
Colorado Sprinqs Department of 

I'Wil..l,g Utilities 
Gainesville/Alachua County ~egional 

Ue'='tr1.~, Water & Saver Utilitiel!l 
Board 

Jacksonville Electric ~uthority 
Lakeland Department of Electric 

and WAter 
Orlando Utilities Commission 
Albany Water, Gas & ~qht Commission 
~scatina Power and Water 
~nsaa City Board of ?ublic 

Utilities 
City of Lafayette 
Department of Utilities, City of 

New Orleans 
Lansinq Board of Water and Light 
City of Independence Power and 
~qht Department 

~ncoln Electric System 
Nebraska PUblic Power District 
Ollaha 
New York Power ~uthority 
Fayetteville ?ublic Works Commission 
Greenville Util~ties Commission 
Cleveland Division of Light and 

Power 
Central ~oln People's Utility 

District 
Clatskanie Peoples' Utility District 
Eugene Water ~ Electric 3oard 
Philadelphia Gas Commission 
~~erto Rico Water Resources 

Authority 
Council of the City of Memphis 
Austin Electric Department 
City of El Paso 
Garland Electric Department 
Lubbock Power & Liqht 
Port Angeles Light Department 
Public Utility District No. 1 of 

aetnton County 
PUblic Utility District No. of 

Q\el<ln county 
Public Utility District of Clark 

County 
Public Utility District of Cowlitz 

County 
Public Utility 0S4trict No. 1 o! 

Franklin County 
~~lie Utility District of Grant 

County 
PUblic utility District No. ~f 

Grays Harbor County 
?ublic Uitlity District No. o! 

t.ewis County 
E'Ublio Utility Oist:r.l.ct No, of 

Snohomish Couney 

Oats Received 

Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 16, 1979 
Nov. 13, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 13. 1979 

Oc:t. 25, 1979 

Dec. 26, 1979 
Nov. 20. 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
oec. 17, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 

Oct. 31, 1979 

'Nov. 2, 1979 
Nov. 8, 1979 

Oc:t. 25. 1979 
oc~:. 24, 1979 
Nov. 13, 1979 
Nov. 6, 1979 

Mar. 3, 1980 
Nov. 13, 1979 

Oct. 23. 1979 
~v. 9, 1979 

Nov. 27, 1979 
Nov. 16, 1979 
No". 8, 1979 
~v. 9, 1979 
Nov. 6, 1979 
Nov. 13, 1979 
~v. 14, 1979 

Nov. 21, 1979 

Oct. 15, 1979 
Nov. 6, 1979 
~v. 8, 1979 
llov. 3, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
.Nov. 26, 1979 
Nov. 27, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
~v. 14, 1979 

Nov. 6, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Nov. 6, 1979 

Sepe. 26, 1979 

Oc:e. 29, 1979 

llov. 5, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Oct. 23. 1979 



ExhiDit A.2 (continued) 

FORM EAA-166s RECS:IVED 

State Authority 

~unicipal Utilities 

Arizona 

California 

Florida 

Illinois 

Miuouri 
North carolina 
Oreqon 
South Carolina 

Texaa 

washinqton 

Salt River ?roject Agric~tural 
t=provement and ?ower District 

Sacramento Municipal Utility 
District 

santa Clara ~lectric Department 
TUrlock Irriqation District 
City oe Tallahassee Electric 

Department 
Sprinqfiald Water, Liqht & Power 

Department 
Sprinqfield City Utiltias 
City oe Wilson Utilities Depar-~ent 
Sprinqtield Utility aoard 
south CArolina ?uO!~e ~ervice 

Authority 
San Antonio City Public Servi~e 

Soard 
Seattle City Liqht Department 
Tacoma Department of ?uhlic · 

Utilities, Liqht Division 

Gas Utilities CNonrequlated) 

Iowa 

Nebraska 

south Dakota 

Virqinia 

Cooperatives 

:"lorida 

Georqia 

Louisiana 

MinJ.u.t.ppi 

Ohio 
O:coeqon 

Federal svstei!IS 

Colorado 
O:coeqon 
Tenneuaee 

Iowa Public Service Commission 
Peoples ~atural Gas Division of 

Northern Natural Gas Co111pany 
Kansas-NeDraska ~atural 

Gas Co., Inc. 
Minnesota Gas Co111pany -

Cenqas Division 
Olllaha ~etropolitan Utilities 

District 
~rthwestarn ?ublic Service 

Collllll.ission 
Richlllond, Virqinia Department of 

Pul:llic Utilities 

Clay Electric Cooperative 
Lee County :::lectric Cooperative 
Flint Electric MeiiiDership 

Corporation 
Jackson Electric MeiiiDersnip 

eo·rpor a tion 
SOutnwest Louisiana :::lectric 

Malllbership Corporation 
Sinqinq !Uver !!:lectric ?owe :co 

Association 
Soutnern Pine Electr.ic Po we :co 

Association 
South Central Power Co111pany 
vllllltilla Elect::ic Cooperaeive 

.\saociation 

\-/estern .\rea ?owe :co Adlllinistration 
aonnev1.lle ?owe :co Administration 
Tennessee Valley Authority 

Data Received 

Nov. 15, 1979 

Dec. 11, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
Oct. 10, 1979 

Nov. a. 1979 

Nov. 13, 1979 
Nov. 13, 1979 
Nov. 7, 1979 
t~t:.~v .. o, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 

Nov. a, 1979 
Nov. 7, 1979 

Jan. 23. 1980 
Nov. a. 1979 

Nov. 27, 1979 

~ov. 27, 1979 

Nov. 6, 1.~79 

~ov. 6, 1979 

Oct. 29, 1979 

~ov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
~ov. 6, 1979 

' Oct. 23' 1979 

Nov. a; 1979 

Nov. 20. 1979 

Nov. 16, 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 
OCt • 26. 1979 

Nov. 14, 1979 
Nov. 13' 1979 
Nov. 14, 1979 
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Appendix B 

NRRI NATIONAL CONFERENCES, WORKSHOPS, AND PUBLICATIONS 

NRRI NATIONAL CONFERENCES 

"The National Energy Act and its Impact on State Utility Regulation" 

Purpose - To assist state regulatory commissions, state energy 
offices, and governors' offices in dealing with the National Energy 
Act and its implications. 

Columbus (OH) Conference - January 8-9, 1979 

Denver (CO) Conference - January 15-16, 1979 

Atlanta (GA) Conference - January 18-19, 1979 

Providence (RI) Conference - January 22-23, 1979 

San Francisco (CA) Conference - January 25-26, 1979 

NRRI NATIONAL WORKSHOPS 

1. "RAm Workshop" 

Purpose-- To.train state regulatory commission personnel in 
electric utility financial analysis and in the use of the 
Regulatory Analysis model (RAm), a financial analysis computer 
model. 

Columbus (OH) Workshop - February 5-8, 1979. 

Columbus (OH) Workshop- September 10-12 1979 

2. "Marginal Cost Pricing Workshop" 

Purpose -- To train state regulatory commission personnet in 
the determination and application of marginal cost pricing in 
electric utility ratemaking. 

Columbus (OH) Workshop - August 28-29, 1979 

/./ 



NRRI NATIONAL CONFERENCES, WORKSHOPS, AND PUBLICATIONS 

3. "Time-of-Use Rates Workshop" 

Purpose -- To train state regulatory commission personnel in 
the design of time-of-use electric rates using both the mar­
ginal cost and traditional costing methods. 

Columbus (OH) Workshop - September S-6, 1979 

4. "Cost-of-Service Workshop" 

Purpose -- To train state regulatory commission personnel in 
the calculation and allocation of the costs of providing elec­
tric service, and translation of those costs into rates. 

Columbus (OH) Workshop - September 18-19, 1979 

OTHER DOE NATIONAL WORKSHOP 

"Regulatory Impact on Electric ·Utility Energy Efficiency" 

Purpose -- To provide state regulatory commissioners and senior 
staff personnel with an overall un.derst.anding of the concepts and 
Leyulatory issues related to conservation voltage regulation, 
power factor improvement, distribution transformer life-cycle 
costing, and street lighting efficiency imp·rovernent. 

Chicago (IL) Workshop- November 8-9, i979 . 

• 
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PUBLICATIONS LIST 

of the 

NATIONAL REGULATORY RESE~RCH INSTITUTE 

January 1980 

National Regulatory Research Institute 
2130 Neil Avenue 

Columbus, Ohio 43210 
(614) 422-9404 



The National Regulatory Research Institute's (NRRI) Publications 
List presents all reports published to date under NRRI's auspices. The 
bylaws of the National Regulatory Research Institute state that among 
the purposes of the Institute is: 

... to carry out research and related activities directed 
to the needs of state regulatory commissioners, to assist the 
\tate commissions with developing innovative solu~ions to 
state regulatory problems, and to address regulatory issues of 
national concern. · 

Publication of this list is one method of ensuring a wide dissemination. 
of this research. 

All of the reports may be ordered directly from NRRI by using the 
order fonn found on the last page of this report. 

The NRRI Publications List is updated periodically. 

i; 



CASE STUDIES 

The case studies were prepared under a contract with t~e U.S .. 
Department of Energy and describe innovative energy ma·nage- . 
ment and conservation activities undertaken by state regulato-ry 
commissions. 

NRRI-78-1 

NRRI-78-2 

NRRI-78-3 

NRRI-79-1 

EN.ERGY MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION IN ARKANSAS, Dec'ember 
1978 

By Raymond Lawton, Julie Pe.rone and, David Hall, NRRI; 
and Douglas -E. Warns, Infonnation Systems Center, Inc. 

Analyzes and describes innovative approaches to 
energy management and conservation by a., state regu­
latory commission and an investor-owned utility. 

99 pages $5.00 

CONTROLLING PIPELINE LOSS IN ARIZONA, December 1978 

By Audeen Walters, NRRI; and Edward Rafferty, Jr., 
Information Systems Center, Inc. 

Details methods used by a state regulatory commission 
to reduce the amount of gas loss by distribution 
cornpan1 es. 

30 pages $4.00 

THE MISSOURI RATE REFORM INITIATIVE, December 1978 

By Daniel Z. Czamanski, NRRI; and Abram E. Hoffman, 
Urban Systems Research and Engineering, Inc. 

Describes the organizational changes undertaken by a 
state commission as it began electric rate refonn. 

72 pages $4.75 

ENERGY MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION THROUGH PRICING 
INNOVATION IN WISCONSIN, January 1979 

By Kenneth Pearlman and Patricia Stach, NRRI; and Alvin 
Kaufman and Russell Profozich, economic consultants 

Traces the development of marginal-cost pricing and 
time-of-use pricing through a series of rate cases . 

. 122 pages $5.25 
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NRRI-79-2 

• 
UTILITY REGULATION AND THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS IN 
OREGON, January 1979 

By Richard J. Darwin, NRRI 

Describes an innovative approach to energy conserva­
tion by the state regulatory Commissioner and the 
involvement of the state legislature in this process. 

103 pages $5.00 

STUDY SPONSORED BY THE COLORADO PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

NRRI-79-4 C0~1PUTER ASSISTED REGULATORY ANALYSIS AND ITS POTENTIAL 
APPLICATION TO TilE COLORADO PUIJLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, 
January 1979 

B~ ~1ark Gerber and Karl McDermott, NRRI 

Describes applications of computers and computer 
programs in regulation. 

43 pages $4.50 

STUDY SPONSORED BY THE VIRGINIA STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION 

NRRI-79-39 

; 
'. 

DOCUMENTATION FOR THE VIRGINIA STATE CORPORATION 
COMMISSION'S PRODUCTION COST SIMULATION MODEL, 
October 1979 

By Mark S. Gerber and Alan G. Thielke, NRRI . 

Describes a computer model designed to simulate 
system dispatch and calculate electricity production· 
costs; developed by NRRI for the Virginia State 
Corporation Commission. 

Vol. I, 159 pages $7.00 
Vol. II (appendices), 201 pages $7.75 



OCCASIONAL PAPERS < • ~ 

Occasional papers represent regulatory research published by NRRI. 

NRRI-79-8 

NRRI-79-9 ~ 

ACCELERATED DEPRECIATION AND THE INVESTMENT TAX CREDIT 
IN THE PUBLIC UTILITY INDUSTRY, March 1979 

By Donald W. Kiefer, consultant 

Analyzes investment tax, and accelerated 
depreciation issues in the public utility industry. 

103 pagP.s $11.00 
,_ ' 

ELECTRIC SYSTEM LOAD PATTERNS AND DEMAND CHARGES, May 1979 

By J. Stephen Henderson, The Ohio St~te University 

Assesses economic efficiency of using time ·varying 
de~and charges for electricity. 

. 11 pages $6.00 

STUDIES SPONSORED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OHIO 

NRRI -75-'1 

NRRI-75-2 

ALTERNATIVE .POLICIES FOR PRICING NONHISTORIC GAS, October 
1975 . 

By Seymour Goldstone and Kevin Kelly, The Ohio State 
University 

Considers roll-in versus incremental pricing of high 
cost gas for curtailed customers, as well as transfer 
of gas entitlements. 

115 pages $5.00 

OHIO•s FUEL ADJUSTI1ENT CLAUSE: AN ANALYSIS AND RECOM­
- MENDATIONS FOR CHANGE, November 1975 

By Seymour Goldstone and Kev1n Kelly, The Ohio State 
University 

Analyzes the advantages and disadvantages of Ohio's 
clauses and recommends a uniform clause for all 
electric utilities. 

134 pa~es $5.50 



NRRI-76-1 

NRRI-77-1 

NRRI-77-2 

NRRI-77-3 

, 

LIFELINE RATES FOR ELECTRICITY AND NATURAL GAS, September 
1976 

By Kevin Kelly, James Devanney and Seymour Goldstone, The 
Ohio State University ' 

Considers the compatibility of lifeline proposals 
with the principles of sound utility rate design. 

110 pages $5.00 

ELECTRICITY PRICING POLICIES FOR OHIO, July 1977 

By Daniel Czamanski, J. Stephen Henderson and Kevin Kelly, 
The OhAo State University 

Discusses the implementation of marginal cost based 
time of use rates, including the rational, the 
costing methods, tariff design and a phased imple­
mentation phn. 

2 vols., 268 pages $7.50 

OHio•s EMERGENCY PURCHASE, TRANSFER, AND SELF-HELP PROGRAMS, 
July 1977 · 

By Audeen Walters, Kevin Kelly and James Bydolek, The Ohio 
State University 

Evaluates three programs to provide natural gas to 
curtai 1 ed cus tamers. · 

111 pages $5.00 

BENEFITS AND COSTS OF GAS STORAGE DEVELOPMENT IN OHIO, 
August 1977 

By Daniel Czamanski, J. Stephen Henderson and Kevin Kelly, 
The Ohio State University 

Develops a method for a cost-benefit analysis of 
gas storage and applies the method in an Ohio example. 

116 pages $5.25 
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NRRI-77-4 

NRRI-78-10 

·NRRI-78- 1.1 

NRRI-78-15 

ELECTRIC UTILITY ANALYSIS PACKAGE: A SET OF COHPUTER 
PROGRAMS DESIGNED TO A$SIST IN THE ANALYSIS OF ELECTRIC 
OPERATIONS, October 1977 

·By S. Nakamura, Mark Gerber, D.W. Miller and Kevin Kelly, 
The Ohio State University 

Includes programs developed at NRRI and programs 
modified by NRRI for state regulatory commission use. 

332 pages $8.75 

EVALUATING THE QUALITY OF TELEPHONE SERVICE, October 1978 

By Clark Mount-Campbell, NRRI 

Recommends a process design for testing compliance 
with quality standards and includes a summary report, 
computer programs specifications, and two testing 
procedures manuals. 

113 pages $5.00 

POLCA: A COMPUTER PROGRAM TO STUDY THE EFFECTS OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL ON THE COST OF ELECTRICITY IN OHIO, 
October 1978 

By S. Nakamura, NRRI 

Reports on a versatile program designed for studies 
relating costs of· alternate fuels, including alternate 
sulfur levels in coal, scrubber costs, and reliability 
levels to air and water emissions standards. 

291 pages $8.00 

ALLOCATION OF INCREASING GAS SUPPLIES IN OHIO, November 
1978 

By Daniel Czamanski and J.M. Guldmann, NRRI 

Develops a Regulatory Simulation Model to forecast 
the probable outcomes of alternate policies for a 
gas utility for allocating gas ·available to relieve 
curtailments and includes policy discussion, model 
description and data sources. 

3 vols., 908 pages $16.50 
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NRRI-79-32 

NRRI-79-38 

NRRI-79-40 

ALTERNATE COAL CONVERSION TECHNOLOGIES, November 1979 

By Robert H. Essenhigh, The Ohio State University 

Discusses· guide.lines for state uti·lity regulatory 
agencies faced with proposals from electric and gas 
utilities for investing in the conversion of coal 
to fuel oils and gilsses; considet•s techn~luyit:al 
limitations, chemical aspects, time and physical 
scales, and reliability of estimates. 

96 pages $5.50 . 

THE IMPACT OF MEASURED TELEPHONE RATES ON TELEPHONE 
USAGE BY GOVERNMENT AND NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS 
October 1979 . . 

By A,.len G. Buckalew, NRRI and . 
Clark Mount-Campbell, The Ohio State University 

Examines the effect of measured rate versus flat 
rate telephone billing for governmental agencies 
and non-profit organizations. 

1 50 pages $6.75 

A USERS MANUAL FOR MARGINAL COST, A COMPUTER PROGRAM 
DEVELOPED BY CHARLES J. CICCHETTI 

By Stephen N. Storch, The Ohio State Unive1·sity 
. ; 

Assists in the adaptation af the Cicchetti computer 
program to compute long run marginal cost of . _, 
electricity with some mod-ifications for specific 
applications. 

90 pages $5.5o 

STUDIES PREPARED FOR THE OHIO ENERGY CREDITS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

NRRI-79-10 ALTERNATIVES TO THE OHIO ENERGY CREDITS PROGRAM 
• I • ! t :.. ' : t 4 ,lo 

By Kevin Kelly, David Duran. and Myra Ad_elma.n, NRRI 

Discusses adv~ntages· and disadvantages; of programs 
to assist low~income persons with their energy 
bills, including direct aid, utility pricing policies 
and, weatherizatipn. ,.. , . 

50 pages. $4.50 . 
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TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE REPORTS 

The technical assistance reports were prepared under a contract 
with the U.S. Department of Energy. Each report was developed for 
a specific state and analyzes an issue proposed by the state 
regulatory commission. Although each report is state-specific, it 
is believed that the issues examined make the reports worthy of 
wide dissemination. 

NRRI-78-5 

NRRI-78-6 

NRRI-78-7 

NRRI-78-8 

COLORADO POWER POOLING AND GENERATION DISPATCH STRATEGIES, 
August 1978 

By Whitfield A. Russell and Associates, Inc. 

Analyzes existing and planned operating procedures 
and power pooling arrangements of electric utilities 
in Colorado. 

65 pages $4.50 

DETERMINATION OF THE MARGINAL COSTS OF PROVIDING SERVICE. 
ON THE DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY SYSTEM AND THE 
CONVERSION OF MARGINAL COSTS INTO RATES, August 1978 

By J.W. Wilson and Associates, Inc. 

Analyzes and develops marginal cost rates 
in Delaware. 

147 pages $5.50 

APPROACH TO SETTING COST-BASED ELECTRIC RATES IN NEVADA, 
September 1978 

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc. 

Provides background for the evaluation and selection 
of appropriate cost of service methodologies for use 
in Nevada. 

36 pages $4.50 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATE RATE STRUCTURES FOR PHILADELPHIA 
GAS WORKS, September 1978 

By Jerome Hass, Robert S~iley and Richard Curtis, Cornell 
University 

Examines the impact of alternate· rate structures. 

57 pages $4.50 
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NRRI-78-9 

NRRI-78-13 

NRRI-78-14 

NRRI-78-17 

NRRI-79-6 

COSTING AND RATE DESIGN METHODOLOGIES .FOR ELECTRIC 
UTILITIES, September 1978 

By J.W. Wilson and Associates, Inc. 

Develops an embedded cost of service method, 
a marginal cost of service method, a lifeline 
analysis and an analysis of streetliqhtinq costs 
for the Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission. 

315 pages $8.00 

A DEMONSTRATION-OF THE MARGINAL COST APPROACH TO TIME OF 
USE PRICING OF ELECTRIC SERVICE, October 1978 

By CH2H Hill 

Explains a method for implementing the NERA approach 
to calculating marginal costs for the Idaho Public 
Utilities Commission. 

63 pages $4.50 

APPROACH TO DEVELOPING ELECTRICITY PRICING AND LOAD 
MANAGEMENT PROGRAMS IN MARYLAND~ October 1978 

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc. 

Analysis of various pricing and load management options. 

90 pages $4.75 

TEf.HNICAL ASSISTANCE IN THE DEVELOPMENT OF A JOINT 
NORTH AND SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRICITY DEMAND FORECASTING 
MODEL, December 1978 

By Charles River Associates, Inc. 

Reports on the development of a model for longarange 
electric peak load forecasting. 

18 pages $4.50 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF A COMPUTERIZED REGULATORY INFORMATION 
AND ANALYSIS SYSTEM FOR THE ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION, 
March 1979 

By Dewey Ray, consultant 

Outlines the procedures for the development and 
implementation of a computerized regulatory information 
system. 

30 pages $4.50 
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NRRI-79-12 

NRRI-79-13 

NRRI-79-14 

' NRRI-79-15 

• 
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REV1EW OF RATE STRUCTURES FOR WASHINGTON INVESTOR-OWNED 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES, September 1979 

By Economic and Engineering Services, Inc. 

Reviews for the Washington Utilities and Transporta­
tion Commission the existing rate structures of 
three investor-owned electric utilities in terms of 
cost-of-service, energy conservation, and alloca­
tional efficiency criteria. 

85 pages $5.50 

REVIEW AND EVALUATION OF A PROPOSED POWER COST ADJUSTMENT 
FOR THE LINCOLN ELECTRIC SYSTEM, September 1979 

By J.W. Wilson and Associates, Inc. 

Reviews a proposed power cost adjustment clause for 
a Nebraska municipal system and sets forth considera­
tions which may serve to improve its implementation 
and operation. 

41 pages $4.50 

INNOVATIVE RATES FOR GENERAL SERVICE CUSTOMERS OF THE 
CENTRAL MAINE POWER. C0~1PANY, September 1979 

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc. 

Evaluates the rates filed by Central Maine Power 
Company and recommends specific improvement~.-~ .. 

27 pages 

AN EVALUATION OF THE FUEL ADJUSTMENT CLAUSE OF THE 
ALABAMA POWER COMPANY, September 1979 

By J.W. Wilson and Associates, Inc.r 

,· 

Ass~sses a fuel adjustment clause submitted by the 
Alabama Power. Company to tlie Alabar.~a Public Service 
Cor.1mission . 

64 pages 
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NRRI-79-16 

NRRI-79-17 

NRRI-79-20 

1 I. 

NRRI-79-21 

THE NEW MEXICO COST OF SERVICE INDEX, AN EFFORT IN 
REGULATORY INNOVATION, August 1979 

by Alvin Kaufman and Russell Profozich, 
consulting economists 

Reviews the New Mexico cost of service index and 
assesses its fin'ancial impact, regulatory effect 
and relationship to a utility's rate of return. 

86 pages $4.75 

A METHOD TO ASSESS THE ECONOMIC FEASIBILITY OF TIME-OF-DAY 
PRICING FOR RESIDENTIAL CUSTOMERS, September 1979 

By CH2M Hill 

Develops for the New York Department of Public 
. Service a method to determine the economic 
ft:!a:;Hiility·of adopting time-of-day pricina in 
the sale of electricity to residential customers. 

82 pages $4.75 

A COMPUTERIZED ANALYSIS OF TIME-OF-USE RATES FOR 
MASSACHUSETTS, July 1979 

By Abram E. Hoffman, Acumenics and 
Daniel F. Czamanski, NRRI 

Develops a method to assess the costs and benefits 
of time-of-use rates for Massachusetts and presents 
computer programs used in the analysis. 

36 pages $4.35 

UNIFORM ELECTRIC AND GAS ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES FOR THE 
ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION, September 1979 

By Touche Ross and Company 

Reports on the design of uniform electric and gas 
adjustment clauses and the development of a process 
to administer the uniform clauses. 

130 pages $6.50 
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NRRI-79-22 

N RRI -:79-2 5 

NRRT -79-2fi 

NRRI-79-30 

r~ODI FICATIONS TO THE WI EN AUTOMATIC SYSTEM PLANNING 
PACKAGE (WASP) FOR !~!PROVING POWER POOLING ANALYSIS, 
September 1979 

By Dr. Shoichiro Nakamura and Spyridon Tzemos, 
The Ohio State University 

Reports on modifications of the WASP electric 
utility expansion model which were undertaken 
for the Florida Public Service Commission to 
analyze options for statewide electric utility 
planning. 

280 pages $15.50 

APPROACH FOR CONSIDERING SELECTED RATEMAKING STANDARDS 
OF PURPA, September 1979 

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc. 

Provides guidelines and recomm~nds steps to be 
taken by the Oklahoma Corporation Commission to 
meet the requirements of PURPA ratemaking standards . 

c 59 pages . $5.50 

A MODEL FOR THE EVALUATION OF ENERGY ASSISTANCE AND 
·LIFELINE PROGRAMS, October 1979 

By David C. Sweet and Sara F. Larson, 
Cleveland State University 

Provides recommendations to the New Jersey Board of 
Public Utilities concerning the Board's requirements 
to comply with state legislative action calling for 
consideration of a lifeline credits program. 

140 pages . $6.75 

NEW MEXICO'S LIMITED ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES - AN ANALYSIS OF 
EFFICIENCY INCENTIVES, September 1979 

By Russell J. Profozich and Alvin Kaufman, 
consulting economists 

Assesses the workings of existing fuel adjustment 
clause and purchase gas adjustment clause for the 
New Mexico Public Service Commission with suggestions 
for improvement. 

80 pages $5.50 
• 

11 



GENERIC RESEARCH REPORTS 

Generic research reports were prepared under a contract with the 
U.S. Department of Energy. Each report analyzes a regulatory 
issue of interest to several state regulatory commissions. 

NRRI-79-11 

NRRI-79'-18 

NRRI-79-19 

', •f ·, • 

COMMISSION-ORDERED MANAGEMENT AUDITS OF GAS AND ELECTRIC 
UTILITIES, November 1979 

By Raymond W. Lawton and Richard Seiden, NRRI 

Inventories current practices. and experiences of 
commissions with management audits they have ordered 
of regulated electric and gas utilities~. 

99 pages $5.50 

ANALYSIS OF SELECTED FINANCIAL ASPECTS OF THE ELECTRIC 
UTILITY INDUSTRY, September 1979 

By D.N. Jones, R.J. Krasniewski, R.J. Murdock, W.D. Duran, 
and C. Odle, NRRI and The Ohio State University; and 
Warren E. Farb; consulting economist 

Presents reports on three aspects· of ·electric uti 1 i ty 
.financing: capital needs;.regulation in a period of 

·' sustained inflation; and comparative returns and 
'risks in the regulated and non-regulated sectors. 

218 pages $7.75 

CONTINGENCY PLANNING FOR ELECTRIC UTILITIES: THE SUMMARY 
OF A CONFERENCE AND A DATA COLLECTION EFFORT, August 1979 

By George L. Smith, Jr. and Lynette Krysty, The Ohfo 
.· State Un1vers1ty 

Identifies and classifies existing programs in all 
states for responding to electric energy emergencies 
and conducts a simulated test·of Ohio's contingency 
plan. 

1 78 pages $7.25 
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NRRI-79-23 

NRRI-79-24 

NRRI-79·-27 

! I 

NRRI-79-29 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR REGULATORY ACTIONS TO PROMOTE POWER 
PLANT PRODUCTIVITY IMPROVEMENTS, October 1979 

By The NRRI Working Group on Power Plant Productivity, 
Chris Poseidon, editor 

Describes a model program of regulatory actions to 
promote power plant productivity improvements; · 
sumr.~arites studies and activities by the federal 
government, industry and state regulatory commis­
s-ions to improve power plant productivity; and 
presents· recommendations for the consideration of 
state regulators for the promotion of power plant 
productivity improvements. 

174 pages $7.25 

EXPENSE AND INVESTMENT TREATt1ENT OF RESIDENTIAL CONSERVA­
TION MEASURES, September 1979 

By Richard Darwin, NRRI; and Raymond J. Krasniewski 
and Richard J. Murdock, The Ohio State University 

Presents the accounting methods and procedures 
presently used by state utility regulatory 
commissions for the expense and investment treat­
ment of residential energy conservation measures. 

35 pages $4.50 

TRENDS IN STATE REGULATORY COMMISSION DEVELOPMENT AND 
FUNCTIONING, October 1979 

By Raymond W. Lawto'nt' editor, NRRI· 

Views trends· in state commissions from·an organiza­
tional perspective, with emphasis upon the impact 
of other agencies, recent state and federal legisla­
tion, and historical ·developments. 

300 pages $8. 7 5 .) J \ . 
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LOAD FORECASTING AND CAPACITY PLANNING: CURRENT 
AVAILABILITY AND USAGE, October 1979 

By Mark S. Gerber, NRRI 

·Presents an overview of load forecasting and 
capacity planning models and their current usage by 
state regulatory commissions _along with certain 
reconunenda t ions. 

17 pages $4.50 
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NRRI-79-28 

NRRI-79-31 

NRRI-79-33 

NRRI-79-35 

COMPUTER-BASED ANALYTIC METHODS USEFUL IN CONSIDERATION 
OF THE RATEMAKING STANDARDS OF PURPA, October 1979 

By Alan G. Thielke, NRRI 

Assesses the usefulness of available computer-based 
analytic methods for assisting with the analysis of 
PURPA standards. 

31 pages $4.50 

DEVELOPING SOLAR ENERGY REGULATORY POLICY, October 1979 

By Richard Darwin, NRRI 

Presents an in-depth review of research on so 1 a r 
energy regulatory issues~ an inventory of public 
utility commission activity in solar energy policy 
development, a profile of perceived solar energy 
policy neede: by electric ltti1itiec; ~nd solar energy 
equipment manufacturers, and alternatives of possible 
use in designing solar energy regulatory policy . 

125 pages . $6.50. 

A PROFILE OF UTILITY RATES USED FOR SOLAR ENERGY 
APPLICATIONS, August 1979 . 

By Richard Darwin, NRRI 

Presents information compiled from 51 public utility 
commissions to determine the extent of special rates 
for customers with solar energy installations. 

70 pages $5.00 
;. 

BUDGET BILLING PLANS FOR ELECTRIC AND GAS UTILITIES: AN 
ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, October 1979 

By Karl McDermott, NRRI 

Reviews and analyzes the types of levelized or 
budget billing methods in use and their impacts 
upon both the consumer and utility in terms of 
price signals and cash flows. 

52 pages $5.50 
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NRRI-79-36 

NRRI-79-37 

NRRI-78-4 

NRRI-78-12 

AN APPLICATION OF LINEAR PROGRAMMING TO DECISION RULES 
FOR OPERATING ELECTRIC POWER SYSTEMS, August 1979 

By Emile Snijders, NRRI 

Develops a method for optimally planning and 
dispatching pumped storage capacity using linear 
and chance-constrained programming 

1 00 pages $6.00 

ELECTRIC FUEL ADJUSTMENT CLAUSE DESIGN, October 1979 

By Kevin A. Kelly, NRRI 

Reviews recP.nt. fuel clause pracLices and discusses 
the design of a model fuel clause and associated 
monitoring practices. 

1 00 pages $6.00 

OTHER PUBLICATIONS 

REGULATORY CHARACTERISTICS PROFILE, March 1978 

By NRRI staff 

Describes the regulatory commissions of each state 
and the District of Columb.ia using data from a variety 
of 1975, 1976 and 1977 sources. 

261 pages $7.25 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE FIRST NARUC BIENNIAL REGULATORY 
INFORMATION CONFERENCE, October 1978 

Compiled by Mark Gerber, NRRI 

Contains reprints of papers presented at the conference. 

543 pages $15.00 
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NRRI -78-1 ~' 

NRRI-79-3 

NRRI-79-34 

; '. I 

SOURCES OF INFORMATION ON FEDERAL REGULATORY AGENCIES, 
November 1978 

By NRRI staff 

Lists public sources of regulatory information 
available. 

25 pages available at no cost 

PHASE ONE FINAL REPORT, February 1979 

By Raymond Lawton, NRRI 

Reports the tasks completed by the staff of NRRI 
under its first year's contract with the U.S. 
Department of Energy. 

50 pages $4.50 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ACTIVITIES OF THE NRRI, 
September 1979 

By Raymond W. Lawton and James Detwiler 

Outlines the activities of the Institute from 
September 1978 through September 1979. 

51 pages $4.50 
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