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INTRODUCTION

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

@ Conservation of energy supplied by electric and gas utilities

@ Efficiency in the use of facilities and resources by these
utilitico '

® 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 116 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 nonrequlated 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 congressional and DOE actions targeted on the utility
industry to address 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 regqulating 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 regqulatory 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 requlatory 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 regqulatory 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 utilities 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 regqulatory 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 Cbllection

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
nonrequlated 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 ot the standards for which
decisions to implement or adopt had been made, to assess theitr
degree of conformance with the purposes of PURPA.

We also evaluated the extent to which the state requlatory 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
requlatory 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 c¢an be measured.

1.3 REPORT ORGANIZATION

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

e Chapter 2 reports progress on the six ratemaking standards.
Specifically, we describe the standards; provide an overview 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 regqula-
tory authorities' and covered nonregulated utilities' progress.

e 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 utilities 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.

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



PROGRESS ON
PURPA RATEMAKING
STANDARDS

PURPA requires state regulatory authorities and covered nonregqulated
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-service; (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 8iX ratemaking standards

2.2 Provide 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 class of consumers be designed
to reflect, to the maximum extent practicable, the costs of providing
electric service to that class.” Section 115(a) of PURPA requires
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that consideration of the cost of service standard include (through
methods presribed by the state regqulatory 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 lnLu account the effects

on the utility's costs of (1) adding capacity to meet peak demands
relative to base demand; and (2) generating additional kilowatt-hours
(kWwh). 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 standards. By establishing the basic prccept that electric
rates should accurately reflect the underlying costs of providing
electric service, this standard directly promotes the purposes of
PURPA. Specifically, by providing correct price signals to consumers,
and thereby fostering efficient production 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. Decliuing-
block 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
requlatory 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.
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2.2 OVERVIEW OF NATIONWIDE PROGRESS

Overall, progresé by both requlated 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 requlatory authorities
and nonregqulated 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 state 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-
reqgulated 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 requlatory 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.



Exhibit 2.a

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR SIX RATEMAKING STANDARDS

Status
Prccess Started  Determination Standard

Process But No Deter- Made to Imple- 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 l8 1 316
Time~of-Day Rates 197 n 21 25 2 316
Seasonal Rates 208 52 20 29 7 316
Interruptible Rates 213 70 15 17 1 316
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 savings and the extra expenditures involved in
potting theoc techniques intuv 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 any of the othcr 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 prescribed, 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 nonregqulated
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 qualily of the data they use (e.g., by making
assumptions using load data transferred from another utility);

(2) make determinations on the basis of incomplete and perhapa 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 predictability of customer usage -and utility
revenue, DOE recognizes that the decision-making process for a state
regulatory authority or nonrequlated 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 resulving the iccues asgociated
with the cost-of-service standard.

2.3.2 Interrelationships: Declining-Block Rates Standard

The second PURPA ratemaking standard -- declininy=~block rateo == .
prohibits a utility from using declining-block rates for the energy
component of its charyes 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. The 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-effectibe,‘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 metering 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 nonrequlated 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. 1In 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 Technigues Standard

The final PURPA ratemaking standard requires that a utility offer
its customers load management techniques that are practical, cost-~
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 requlated 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 regqulated 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
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Exhibit 2.b

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE COST-OF-SERVICE STANDARD

Status
Process Started Determination Standarad
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
Nonregufgtéd Electric 54 5 0 3 0 62
Total 206 59 21 30 0 316

A



Exhibit 2.c

NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS:

Prior public notice of hearing(s)

4.2 Hearing(s) open to the public

OCST-OF-SERVICE STANDARD*

standard to carry out the 2 pur-
appropriate not to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-

appropriate to implement this
4.7 Determinaticn made that it is

4.5 Testimony or other evidence
4.6 Determination made that it is

4.8 Decision rendered based upon f£ind-

ings included in such detarmina-

tion and evidence presented during

4.11 Determinztion made available
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L.A. Dept. of 1
wWater & Power
MI Lansing Board of 1 1
Water & Light
MN Minnesota 1
NY New York k]
NC No. Carvulina k] 2
on Ohio PUC 6
oRr Oregon PU 1.
Commissioner
PA Pennsylvania - [ S
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sC So. Carvelina PSC 3 3
50 So. Dakota 'St ]
vr Vermont PSC 2
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* Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the considervation process were reportnl Lo be not

in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported.

state regulatory authorities and nonreyulated utilities which had made a determination on the standard.
¢

Includes only
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Exhibit 2.d

CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE COST-OF~-SERVICE STANDARD

Type of Utility

Customer
Group

Customers Covered .

Nationwide (000)

Customers Covered
as a Percentage
of All Customers

CQustomers Covered as a Per-

centage of Customers Served
by Utilities Which Had Put
the Standard into Effect

Regulatéd Electric

Nonregulated
Electric

Total

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

9,541.9

1,224.7

5.6
1,138.5

168. 1

5.7
10,680.4

1,392.8

11.3

15.4

13.5

22.3

26.8

15.9

14.3

98.9

98.9

35.0
100.0

100.0

100.0
99.0

99.1

52.1




RATEMAKING STANDARDS 17

authorities regulating these utilities and the 3 nonregulated utili-
ties were among the nation's largest.?*

As noted, most state regulatory authorities and nonregqulated utili-
ties had not yet started the consideration process. The process had
heen started but no determination made for 21 percent of regulated
utilities and by 8 percent of nonregulated utilities. Nu state
regulatory authority or nonregulated utility had considered and
rejected 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 speci-
fic types of costs. Specifically, an analysis of the adequacy of the
cost-determination process indicates that only one PSC (Utah) failed
to prescribe some costing methodology as required hy Section 115(a)
of PURPA (see Exhibit 2.e). Accounting methodologies were prescribed
most often. 1In 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):

e 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).

e Time-related cost differentials were required to be ldeulified
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 nonregqulated 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 differentials had not been estimated for the utilities under
its jurisdiction.

.



Exhibit 2.e

CHARACTERISTICS OF COST-OF-SERVICE STANDARDS*

Number of : . Cost Allocated CQustomer, Demand, Time-Related - Load Research
Utilities Costing Methodology to Major and Bnergy Cost Cost Data Required
Report- State Number o€ Covered by Prescribed Customer Groups Components ‘'Differential Own-~ Trans-
ing or .Utilities Cost—of-Service Accounting Puture Marginal - Identified Identified System ferred
Entity Utility Requlated Standard Cost Cost Cost Yes No Yes No Yes No Only Only Mixed None
PSC California 6 6 6 6 6 6 0 0 6 0 6 6 ] (] 0
Colorado 3 k) 3 0 0 3 0 3 0 (1] 3 3 0 0 0
Minnesota 4 2 2 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0
New York 7 3 3 2 3 3 0 3 0 2 1 k] 0 0 0
North Carolina 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 3 0 k) (/] ] 0 2 0
Ohio 8 6 6 0 0 6 0 6 ] 0 6 0 0 6 0
Oregon 4 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4 0
Pennsylvania 8 6 6 2 0 6 ] 6 0 0 6 (1} 0 6 [
South Carolina 3 3 k) 0 0 ) 0 3 0 1} 3 0 1} 3 0
South Dakota 6 )} 1 0o 1 1 1} 1 0 0 1 0 1] 1 0
Utah 3 3 0 0 0 J 0 0 3 0 3 [} 0 0 3
Vermont 2 2 2 0 2 2 [} 2 1] [ 2 0 [} 2 0
Wisconsin 6 6 K 6 6 6 ] 6 ) 6 0 0 ] 6 0
SUDBTOTAL 63 48 41 20 27 48 0 39 9 15 3 13 0 32 3

Nonregulated Utility

Anaheim Elec-

tric Division NA 1 1 L 0 1 0 1 1} 0 1 0 1 0 0
Los Angeles

Department

of Water

& Power NA 1 1 0 ] 1 0 1 1} 1 0 1 0 0 0
Lansing Board '

of Water

& Light NA 1 1 1 ] K 0 1 ] [] 2 ] [} 1
SUBTOTAL NA 3 3 2 1 3 0 3 0 1 2 1 1 1 0
TOTAL NA 51 44 22 28 51 "0 42 9 16 35 11 1 3 3

* Includes standards that utilities put into effect and standards for which a determination to implement has been made by the state regulatory authority

or nonregulated utility.
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RATEMAKING STANDARDS 19

® Own-system load research data were required for all customer
classes for about 27 percent of the 51 utilities, and for some

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 normalized
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 qgroups (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).



RATEMAKING STANDARDS 20

Although the state requlatory 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 that none of the state regu-
latory authorities and nonregulated utilities empirically estimated
the conservation, efficiency, and equity 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 regqulated 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. Thus, although the standard

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



Exhibit 2.f

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STANDARD

Status
Process 3tarted Determinaticn Standexd
. Process Not But No Deter- Made to Imple- Put imto Standard
Type of Utility Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejected Total
( .
Regulated Electric 142 53 23 36 0 254
Nonregulated 54 5 0 2 1 62
Electric
Total 58 23 33 1 316

196

1c



RATEMAKING STANDARDS 22

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 for 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 nonrequlated 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.largesﬁ
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 standard had been put into effect by 22
regulated and 3 nonregulated utilities (see Exhibit 2.k). However,
5 state regqulatory 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



Exhibit 2.9

" CHARACTERISTICS OF DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STANDARDS*
Schedule 3, Question 11: Does your declining-block rates standard require the following:

t1.1 Recovery of the following costs
through the energy component of tiw
declinirg-block rate:

11.2 Separate demand and
wcustamer charges used for:

11.3 An energy rate

whizh is based on

" chaygyes in eneryy

costs alone for:
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State Utility (type) R Iy - - - -]~ s - A [ L R4 Pl IR [ R
CA Generic (6 RELl) N N N N N N N N N u Y Y Y N N N N
Anaheim Electric Div. (NEP) Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N ] Y Y N N Y Y N
Los Angeles DW&P (HEP) N N N N N N N N N L Y Y N N N L} N
cO Generic (2 REI, 1 REP) N N N N N N N N N ] N N na N N H na
ME Central Maine Power (REI) N ¥ Y Y Y Y Y Y N H Y Y na N Y Y na
MH Horthern States Power (RET) N N N Y Y Y Y 4 Y N Y Y ¥ N N Y N
Otter Tall Power (REI) N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N Y N
Minnesota P&L (REI} N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y
NC Carolina Power & Light (REL) Y Y N N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Duke Power Co. (REI) Y Y N N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Virginia Electric & Power (REIL) Y Y N N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
on Cincinnati Gas & Electric (REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Cleveland Elec. Illuminating (REI) Y k4 Y N N N N N N N Yy v na Y Y Y na
Columbus & So. Ohio Elec. (RET) Y 14 Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Dayton P&L (REI) Y 1 4 Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Monongahela Power (REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Ohio Edison {REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Ohio Power Co. (RFL) Y 1 4 Y N N N N N N N Y Y na Y Y Y na
‘Toledo Edison Co. (REf) Y Y Y N N n N N N N Y Y na Y Y v na
(continued next page)
N: ne REI: PRegulated electric, investor-owned NEf: Nonregulated electric, investor-owned
Y: yes REP: Tegulated electric, publicly owned NEP: Nonreculated electric, publicly ownsd
na: no answer REC: Fegulated electric, cooperative NEC: Nonregulated clectric, cooperative

* Includes standards tlat utilities put into
authority or nonregulated utility.

eff2ct and standards for which a determination to implemént has been made by the state regulatory
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Exhibit 2.q .....zinued)
CHARACTERISTICS OF DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STANDARDS®
Schedule 3. Question 11: Does your declining-block rates standard requirc the following:

11. 1 Recovery of the following costs 11.2 Separdte demand and 11.3 An energy rate
through the energy component of the customer charges used for: ‘| which is based on
declining-block rate: changes in energy

costs alone for:
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State Utility (CYPE) - -— - - - - el - -— - - -— — - — - -—
OR CP National (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N Y Y na
Idaho Power (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N Y Y na
Pacific Power Light (REI) Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N Y Y na
Portland General Electric (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N Y Y na
PA Duquesne Light Co. (REI) Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Metrupolitan Edison (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na Y Y Y na
Pennsylvania Electric (REIL) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y ¢ na Y Y Y na
Pennsylvania Power (REIL). Y - N N N N Y Y Y Y Y Y 1 4 na Y Y Y na
Penn. Power & Light (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y na Y Y Y na
Philadelphia Elec. (REIl) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y na Y Y Y na
UGI-Luzerne Elec. Div. (RET) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 4 na Y Y Y na
West Penn. Power (REIX) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y na Y Y Y na
sc Carolina Power & Light (REl) . Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na ‘N N N na
Duke Power Co. (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N N N na
South Carolina E&G (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y Y na N N N na
SD Northwestern PS (REI) Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N Y N
{continued next page)
N: no RE{: Regulated electric, investor-owned NEI: Nonregulated electric, invastor-avaed
Y: yes REP: Regulated electric, publicly owned NEP: Nonregulated electric, publicly owned
na: no answer REC: Regulated electric, cooperative NEC: Nonregulated electric, cooperative

* 1Includes standards that utillties have put into effect and standards for which a determination to implement has been made by the state regulatory
authority or nonregulated utility.
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xhibit 2.9 (continued)
" CHARACIERISTICS OF DECUINING-DLOCK RATES STANDARDS*
Schedule 3. Question 11: Does your declining-block rates standard require the following:

11.1 Recovery of the following costs 17.2 Separate demand and 11.3  An energyy rate
through the energy component of the customer charges used for: which is based on
declining-block rate: " changes in energy
' costs alone for:
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TX Central Power & Light (REIL) Y Y Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N n N na
Community Pukli Service (REI) Y Y Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Dallas P&L (REIL) Y Y Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
El Paso Electric Co. (REIL) Y Y Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Gulf States Utilities (REL) Y Y Y b 4 Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Houston L&P (REU) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y [ ¢ Y na N N N na
Southwestern Elec. Service (REI) Y Y Y ¥ Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Southwestern Public Service (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Texas Electric Service (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Texas P&L -(REIL) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na N N N na
Lower Colorado River Authority (REP) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y na - N N N na
vT Central Vt. PS (REI) Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y Y N Y Y na
Green Mountain Power (RE[) Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y na N Y Y na
wI Lake Superior Dist. .Pwr. (REI]) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N, N na N N N na
Madison Gas & Electric (REl) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N: N na N N N na
‘Northern States Power (REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N na N N N na
Wisconsin Electric Power (REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N na N N N na
wisconsin Power & Light (REIX) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N na N N W na
Wisconsin Public Service (REI) Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N na N N N na
TOTAL 61 Utilities YES: a7 47 44 32 3 31 32 N 23 6 S0 52 9 19 27 31 1
NO: 14 14 17 29 30 30 29 30 38 55 N 9 4 42 34 30 11
na: : R - 48 , 49
N: no REI: Regulated electric, investor-owned NEI: tonrequlated electric, investor-owned
Y: yes REP: Requlated electric, publicly cwned NEP: tonregulatad electric, publicly owned
Na: no answer REC: Regulated electric, cooperative NEC: tonregulatad electric, cooperative

* Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determinaticon to implament has been made by the state regulatory
authority or nonregulated utility.
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State Regulatory - o ~ < n © ~ ° o ot
Authority or Utility < < < < < A4 < < LA .
CA California PSC 6 6
Anaheim Electric 1
Division
L.A. Dept. of 1 1
Water & Power
‘ME Maine 1
MX Lansing Board of 1 1
Water & Light
MN Minnesota 2
NC No. Carolina 3 2
on Ohio PUC 8
ORr Oregon PU 4
Commissioner
PA Pennsylvania 7 7
PUC
SC So. Carolina PSC 3 3
sn So. Dakota PSC 1
.
TX Texas PUC 1"
vr Vermont PSC 2’
Total 0 36 [ 28 7 ] 1] 0

* Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not
in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with che status reported. Includes only
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities which had made a determination on the standard.
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Exhibit 2.1

CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE DECLINING-BLOCK RATES STANDARD

Type of Utility

Customer
Group

Customers Covered
Nationwide (000)

Customers Cowvered
as a Percentage
of All Customers

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

Regulated Electric

Nonregulated
Electric

Total

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

10,493.2

"1,392.4

5.9
1,0673.5 .

158.7

5.7
11,566.7

1,551.1

11.6

16.9

15.3

1.2
21.0

25.3

17.2

15.9

99.9

100.0

30.2
£100.0

100.0

100.0
99.9

100.0

46.0
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Exhibit 2.3

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR EFFECTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE DECLINING—BLOCK RATES STANDARD

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer Follow-ur Public Changes in System Revenue -
"Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics Levels Other
Requlated Electric 0.0 22.0 25.4 49.2 18.6
Nonregulated 50.0 50.0 100.0 ‘ 100.0 0.0
e Electric

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

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

Status
' Process Started Determination _ Standard

, : Process Not But No Deter- - Made to Imple- _Fut into Standard
Type of Utility Started mination Made mentlstandard‘ . Effect Rejected Total
Requlated Electric 143 -7 - . 21 : S o.T22 - T e 254
Nonregulated © 54 | 4 - Cv 0 T - B R 62
Electric o S . : " : R
Total - o197 ] 21 .. 728 C 2 316
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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 nonregqulated utility
(Anaheim Electric Division).

The characteristics of the time-of-day rate standards put into effect
or to be put into effect (delineated in Exhibit 2.l1) 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 indiéated they had not
fully complied with the PURPA procedural requirements are identified
in Exhibit 2.m. _ o . ‘ S

As of June 30, 1979, about 4 million customers were covcrcd by the
time-of-day rates standard (see Exhibit 2.n). Many state regulatory
authorities and nonregulated utilities reported thé 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 customers eligible for voluntary time-of-
day rates. For this reason, the number of customers covered by the
standard cannot be accurately estimated. 'As shown in Exhibit 2.0,
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

¥



- Exhibkt 2.1
CUHARACTERISTICS OF TIME-OF~DAY RATES STANDARDS®
Schedule 4, Question 11: Does your time-of-day rates standard reqiire the following:

11.1 A demand charge for: 11.2 An energy charge for: 11.3
1"m. 1 11.12 11.13 11.21 11.22 11.23 A
One Two Three periods One Two Three perjods customer
State Utility (type) ) period periods or more period periods or more charge
CA Generic (6 REI) N Y Y N Y Y Y
Los Angeles DP&W Y N N N Y N Y
o Generic (2 REI, 1 REP)). Y N N Y N N Y
cr Generlic {3 REI) Y N N N 1 4 N Y
b o] Potomac Electric Power (REI) N N Y N N Y Y
M1 Lansing Board of wsL (NEP) N Y N N Y n N
MN Northern States Power (REX) N 4 N N Y N Y
Otter Tail Power Co. (REI) N Y N Y N Y Y
NY Central Hudson G&E (REI) N Y N Y N N N
Consolidated Edison of NY (REl) N Y N N N Y N
Long Island Lighting (REI) N N Y N N Y N
ol Cincinnati Gas & Electric (REY) N N N N N N L]
Cleveland Elec. Illuminating (REIL) h N N N N N N
Columbus & So. Ohlo Electric (REX) Y~ N N Y 3 N Y
Dayton P&L (REI) Y N N s 3 N Y
Monongahela Power (REI) N N W N 3 N N
Chio Edison (REI) ’ Y N N Y N N Y
Ohio Power Co. (REI) Y N N Y N N Y
Toledo Edison Co. (REI) Y N N Y N N Y
Cleveland, Div. of L&P (NEP) N Y N Y N N Y
OR Generic (2 REI) N N Y Y L] N Y
Pacific Power & Light (REI) N N Y Y L] N Y
Portland General Electric (REl) N N Y Y ] N Y
PA Duquesne Light Co. (REI) N Y N 4 ] L} Y
Met.ropolitan Edison (REI) N Y N Y Y 2] Y
Pennsylvania Electric (REIL) N Y N Y Y W Y
Pennsylvania Power (REIL) N Y N Y ] R N
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) N Y N Y ] ] Y
UGI-Luzerne Elec. 'Div. (REI) N Y N Y Y N Y
West Penn. Power (REI) N Y N . Y N N N
vT Central Vermont PS (REI) N Y N : N Y ; N Y
Green Mountain Power (REI) N: Y N .N Y - N Y
Wi Lake Superior Dist. Pwr. (REIL) N, N N N N N N
Madison Gas & Electric (REI) N N Y "N N Y Y
Northern States Power (REI) Y - N N - N Y N Y
wisconsin Electric Power (REI) : N Y N ] N [ ¢ Y
wisconsin Power & Light (RE1) Sy N k N Y Y N Y
Wisconsin Public Service (REI) N . N Y N N Y Y
TOTAL. 46 Utilities ’ YES: 14 22 12 20 13 : 3 36
i T NO: : 32, 24 . 34 - 26 27 33 0
N: no . REI: Regulated electric, investor-owned NEI: Nonregulated elebt(ic, {nvestor-owned
Y: vyes v * REP: Regulated electric, publicly owned NEP: Nonregulated électr.c, publicly owned
REC: Regulated electric, cooperative ’ NEC: ©Nonregulated electrac, cooperative

* Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determination to implement has been
made by the state regulatory authority nr nonrequlated utility. .
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E t 2.m
NONCOMPLIANCE WI'PH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: TIME-OF-DAY RATES STANDARD*
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State Reyulatory - ~ ~ < ) "] ~ [ a2 -
Authority or Utility 4 < < < - - < - co V=
CA California PSC 6 6 4
Anahetm Electric 1 ‘
Division
L.A. Dept. of . 1 1 1
Water & Power
/s
cT Connecticut PUC 3 /
oc District of 1
Columbia
MI Lansinyg Boarad ]
of water & Light
MN Minnesota . 2 R
\
NY New York 3 "
on Cleveland Div. 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) |
of Light & Power
OR Oregon PU 2
Commissioner
PA Pennsylvania ?
PUC
.
vr Vermont PSC 2
-

TOTAL i 2 1 1 23 1 15 0 1 0 0

* Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not in
compliance with PURPA procedural requicements or inconsistent with khe status reported. Includes only
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities which had made a determination on the standard.

[43



Exhibit 2.n

CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE TIME-OF-DAY RATES STANDARD

Customer

Customers Covered
Nationwide (000)

Customers Covered
as a Percentage
of All Custoners

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

Type of Utility Group
Regulated Electric Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

Nonregulated Residential

Electric . ‘
Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Y
Total . Residential
Commercial &
Industrial

Other

2,€04.1

€41.8

5.3
1,004.3

50,6

t

5.2
3,608.4

792.4.

10.5

4.2

7.1

19.6

24.0

1.8

' 33.5

. 70.8

35.8
90.6

91.3

100.0
 40.6

73.9

52.5

1 3



Exhibit 2.0
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
Regulated Electric Residential 1,559.5 59.9 1,044.6 40.1 2,604.1 100.0

Commérc;al & 524.7 81.7 117.1 18.3 641.8 100.0

Industrial ‘

Other ' 5.3 100.0 00 00 5.3 100.0
Nonregulated Residential 1,004.3 100.0 0.0 0.0 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 0.0 - 5.2 100.0
Total 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 0.0 0.0 10.5 100.0

’ TOTAL 3,249.3 73.7 1,161.6 26.3 .- -7 4,410.9 100.0

be



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 10U 0%

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to
implement the standard had been made.
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RATEMAKING STANDARDS 36

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 rate-
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 authorities ‘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 and publish the
experimental results hy mid-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 requlated and 55 nonregulated utilities. The
standard has been-considered and rejected for Minnesota 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 regqulatory authorities and nonregqulated
utilities that had made 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 nonrequlated
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 gstandard'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 Not

Process Started

But No Deter-

Determination Standard
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 1 62
Electric

Total 208 52 20 29 7 316

Le



‘Exhibit 2.r

NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: SEASONAL RATES STANDARD® ] o
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AR B 185 | s633 | 3838 | 58358 (% |3s
a x &1 8'8 3 3 3846 & & ah & RiDE = 338
State Regulatory - ~ - < n PS ~ © a2 pa
Authority or Utility < - < < < < < < < < <
CcA Californjia PSC 6 6
Anaheim Electric 1
Division
DC District of ]
Columbia
MY Langsing Roard of )
"Water & Light
MmN Minnesota DPS 3
M) °  Independence ] 1 1 1 1 1 . . 1 1 1
Power & Light** .
Ny New York 7
NC No. Carolina 3 2
PA Pennsylvania 3 SN2
PUC :
SC So. Carolina PSC 2 ' 2
SD So. Dakota PUC . 1
™ Texas PUC 8
A2 Vermont PSC ]
. - .
TOTAL 1 1 1 35 1 14 2 1 1 L

* Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were repocted to be not in
compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported. Includes only
state regulatory authorities and monregulated utilities which had made a determination on the standard.

** Justituted seasonal rates policy in 1963.
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Exhibit ‘2.s

CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE SEASONAL RATES STANDARD

Type of Utility

Customer
Group

Customers Covered
Nationwide (000)

Customers Covered
as a Perventage
of All Castomers

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

Regulated Electric

Nonregqulated
Electric

Total

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

10,818.7

1,108.9

5.5
43.2

0.5

0.2
10,861.9

1,109.4

"17.4

12.2

0.3
16.2

11.4

1.0 .

98.4

78.3

23.0

40.9

95.2
97.8

77.7

23.6
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Exhibit 2.t

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR EFFECTS OF IMPLEMENTING THE SEASONAL RATES STANDARD

\

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System® Revenue
Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings - Characteristics Levels Other
. - \
Regulated Electric 0.0 20.8 47.9 37.5 18.8
Nonregulated AR .
Electric 0.0 50.0 100.0 100.0 0.0

* percentage of utilities for which a determination

to implement the standard had been made.
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RATEMAKING STANDARDS 41

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 S8tatus of Consideration 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 effect by only 17 of the 254 regulated
utilities and by none of the 62 nonregulated utilities covered by
PURPA. One nonregqulated 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 carried 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 thé 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 million 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 covered 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
Process Not

Determination. Standard

. But No Deter- Made to Imple- Put into Standard

Type of Utility Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejected Total
Regulated Electric 158 64 15 17 0 254
Nonregulated 55 6 0 0 1 62
Electric

Total 213 70 15 R ¥ 1 316
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Exhibit 2.v

CHARACTERISTICS OF INTERRUPTIBLE RATES STANDARD3*
Schedule 6, Question 11: Does your interruptible rates standard require the following:

11.1 Criteria for initiating interruption
which take into account the following:

11.11 System peak

exceeding falling below

11.12 - Reserve margin

11.13 Peaking energy
which is

State Utility (type) Status critical level predetermined level constrained
CA Generic (6 REI) N N N
co Generic (2 REL, 1 REP)) Y N N
M Northern States Power (REIL) N N N
Otter Tail Power Co. (REI) Y N b §
Minnesota P&L (REI) b4 N N
NC Generfic (3 REI) b 4 Y Y
on Cleveland Elec. Illuminating (REI) N N N
Columbus & So. Ohio Electric (REI) N N N
Ohio Power Co. (REI) N N N
PA Duquesne Light Co. (REI) 4 N Y
Metropolitan Edison [REI) 4 Y Y
Pennsylvanta Electric (REI) [ 4 N Y
Pennsylvania Power (REL) N Y N
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) N Y N
UGI-Luzerne Elec. Div. (REI) Y N Y
West Penn. Power (REI) Y N 4
sc Duke Power Co. (REIL) Y N N
South Carolina E&G (REI) Y N N
ur Utah Power & Light (REI) ] N N
Wi Madison Gas & Electric (REI)’ Y Y N
Northern States Power (REI) Y Y N
Wisconsin Electric Powexr (REI) Y Y . N
Wisconsin Power & Light (REIL) Y Y N
TOTAL 32 Utilities B Yes: 19 . 10 .9
' No: 13 ' 22 23

REI: Regulated electric, investor-owned
REP: Regulated electric, publicly owned
REC: Regulated electric, ccoperative

NEI: Nomregulated electric, investor-owned
NEP: Nonregulatad electric, publicly owned
NEC: Nonregqulated electric, cooperative

* Includes standards that utilities have put into effecr and standards for which a determination tc implement has been
made by the state reqgulatory authority or.nonreguiated uzility. s
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Exhibit

NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS:

2.w

Prior public notice of hearing(s)

Hearing(s) open to the public

Opportunity for intervenor

4.5 Testimony or other evidence
4.6 Determination made that it is

appropriate to implement this

standard to carry out the 3 pur-

appropriate not to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-

INTERRUPTIBLE RATES STAHDARD*

’

4.8 Decision rendered based upon £ind-

ings included in such determina-

tion and evidence presented during

4.11 Determination made available

b
0o
c
[ &
o o
< ]
o ] <]
2 3 2
- L] 'l
o [+
[ &
S . £ | <28%g B
5 c & 6 & o
> A 0 -~ D m
oo P o, o a o
P o < o v
g & Q w c u =
-t © o ol o o [ —~
Do c a e © 9
e A Q¢ c 0 0 b 2
2 Q, o ] [ o " o o,
& & & ] ] 2 2 3 | = 0
g3 | &8 | €3 g | ague 2 1% 8
o
State Regulatory " o~ < A ~ o
Authority or Utilit - N A i - < <
CA California PSC 6 6
Anaheim Electric 1
Division
MN Minnesota DPS 2
NC No. Carolina 3 3
PA Pennsylvania 7
ruc
sc So. Carolina 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
PSC
ur Utah PSC 1 ' 1 1 1 1 1 1
‘TO'tAL k) 3 3 15 k) 18 0 3 3 1

* fndicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not
in compliance with FURPA procedural requirements or inconsisternt with the status reported.

Includes only
state regulatory authorities and nonreqgulated utilities which had made a determination on the standard.
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Exhibit 2.x
CUSTOMERS COVERED‘BY THE INTERRUPTIBLE RATES STANDARD

: Customers Covered as a Per-
Customers Covered centage of Customers Serxved

Customer Customers Covered as a Fercentage by Utilities Which Had Put
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All 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 . - . 57.6
Nonregulated ' Residential 0.0 | 0.0 B 0.0
Electric - : .
' Commercial & . 0.0 0.0 ; L 0.0
Industrial’ ' ' ‘ B
Other | 0.0 o0 0.0
Total Residential 3,011.0 4.5 51.3
Commercial &  219.7 ~ ¢ 2.2 : © 31.8.
Industrial ’ : C
Other 5.7 j 1.0 C - 57,6

S
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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-been.made on capital-intensive, more technical, data-intensive
approaches, especially those involving direct utility control 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
regqulated utilities and 55 of the 62 nonregulated utilities. The
process had been started but no determination had been made for
another 53 regqulated 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 requlatory 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 percent 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 in Minnesota, Cleveland Electric
Illuminating Company and Ohio Power Company, and West Pennsylvania
Power (all regulated utilities).



Exhibit 2.y . . _
STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE LOAD MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES STANDARD

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

Type of Utility Started mination Made ment Standard Effect Rejectad Total
Requlated Electric 166 53 27 , 8 0 254
Nonregulated 55 5 0 2 0 62
Electric

Total 221 58 27 10 0 316

Ly
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_Exhibit 2.z
CHARACTERISTICS OF LOAD MANAGEMENT
Schedule 7, Question 11:

TECHNIQUES STANDARD*
Does your load management techniques standard

require the following:

' 1.1 The utility 11.2 The utility to 11.3 Load.
to offer any of offer such load management management
' the following: devices as are shown to: rates:
~“ '
S a3 le Y 2 | 3
8 ola g 5 o blo P o e
€0l s 22 o ~ o )
o~ alo I » ~lo .o ~ cl o o o
[T Yy vy § n o —~ AU ~ E o n o w o] w a o
Jraen i) ™ > - 4 — ¢ B o 0] e Do
oL ale o @ &0 3 R [ 9 Y] v
D0 06{0 @ X é 208 ac a >l a “ O
Il L @ ] g c € “ 0 wola o o
aloo o ] 301 £ 0~ o Alowlv an
Q| w < {v ] g 9 5 oL~ of — ~~Al oo
clogae g M "] Hole< g 0 > 0]  n|loxg
0| ool 0wMw]oD LIRS [ Hojoelow
) 3 widwolo sl g1~ 3 5 po g vl slua
-l [ V] ot 8 8 “ c~ | ~uv]les3>
2 % o c o = olo «» o oA al o w3 9
~dyulboae FRE =¥ ovlo v oo oo o )
dcin 0 2 0 - & 0 a9 T30 0l 2| s
K] g Mol el s Il 0 .28 5]¢8 3 a0
LR I F R FEEE L 35535 58|58!
2135888846347 228338 3o3|3v|aBf]s
- e -~ <@ " - o~ - o~ ~ <@
- |- - - - ~ ~ ” ~” ~ ”
State Utility (type) [ - - = - | s - - -
X K - L A . x= = o ’ -1 ' 2 S
ca Generic (6 RE1) Y Y Y ] N N Y ¥ NoY N
Anaheim Electric Division (NEP) Y N N N N N N N Y N N
co Generic (2 REI1, 1 REP) N N N N N N N Y ] N Y
Ml Lansing Board of W&L (NEP) Y N N Y N Y Y N Y N N
MN Otter Tail Power Co. (REI) Y N N N. Y Y Y Y N N N
NC Generic (3 REN) N N Y N N N N Y Y N Y
on Cincinnatl Gas & Electric (REI] N N N N N N N N Y Y N
Cleveland Elec. Illuminating (REI) N N N N N N N N Y Y N
Columbus & So. Ohio Electric (REI) N N ¥ N N N N N Y Y N
Dayton P&L (REI) N N N N N N N N Y Y N
Monongahela Power (REIL) N N N N ] N N N Y Y N
Ohlo Edison (REL) N N N N N N N N Y ¥ N
Ohio Power Co. (REI) N N N N N N N N Y Y N
Toledo Edison Co. (REI) N N ‘N N N N N N Y Y N
PA Duguesne Light Co. (REI) N N N N N N N N Y Y . N
Metropolitan Edison (RE[L) Y Y Y N - N Y Y Y Y Y N
Pennsylvania Electric (REIL) N N N N N Y Y N Y Y N
Pennsylvania Power (REIl) Y Y Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N
Philadelphia Elec. (REI) Y Y Y Y ' Y Y Y ¥ Y Y
W;t{-Luzerne Elec. Div. (REI) Y Y Y N N Y Y Y Y 'Y N
west Penn. Power (RET) N N N N N N N N Y Y N
ur Utah Power & Light (RE{) Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N N
Wi Generic (5 REL) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
wisconsin Electric Power (REI) N n Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
TOTAL 37 Utilities YES: 19 16 14 8 8 4 19 24 26 27 13
NO: 18 21 23 29 29 23 18 13 n 10 24
REl: Regulated electric, investor-owne:l NEI: MNonregulated electric, investor-owned
REP: Regulated electric, pihlicly owned NEP: Nonregulated electric, publicly owned
REC: Requlated electric, couperative NEC: Nonrequlated electric, cooperative

Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determination to implement has been made
by the state requlatory authority or nonregulated utilitv.

8t



Exhibit 2.aa

LOAD MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES STANDARD*

NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS
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Anaheim Electric

Division

Lansing Board
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of Water & Light

MN

Minnesota

No. Carolina

NC

Pennsylvania

PUC

PA

12

TOTAL

16

Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were feported to be not

in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported.

Includes only

state regulatory authorities and nonrequlated utilities which had-made a determination on the stamdard.



Exhibit 2.bb .
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE LOAD MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES 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 2,085.0 3.4 68.1

Commercial. & 348.8 3.8 100.0

Industrial

Other 0.3 0.1 : 9.1
Nonregulated - Residential ~7.3 - 041 5.4
Electric ] o - :

Commercial & ° : 3.0_ . © 0.5 - e ‘16.6

Industrial . o ‘ : . ’

Other F0.04 .. .0.05. . 7.8
Total . "Residential . 2,092.3 3 65.5

Commercial & 351.8 .- 36 N 95.9

Industrial T - '

Other 4 0.3 - 0.1 : ‘ 8.9

0s
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standard had been made. Only 10 of the 35 regulated utilities and
1 of the 2 nonregulated 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 technigues 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 effective, 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 regqula-
tory authorities and nonregulated utilities that have made a deter-
mination to implement the standard, DOE has concluded that the
consideration process may not have been as in-depth as possible

in some cases. DOE's 3ccond concern is that 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 staﬁdard, most had done so prior to
the enactment of PURPA, November 9, 1978. Virtually all these state



Exhibit 2.cc _
ELECTRIC UTILITIES FOR WHICH THE COSTS AND
BENEFITS OF IMPLEMENTING THE LOAD MANAGEMENT
TECHNIQUES STANDARD HAD BEEN DETERMINED

Type of Utiity ‘Costs and Benefits Determined- .
Regulated Electric = Yes 28.6%* T

No 71.4%
Nonreguléted.slectric Yes 50.0%

No - 50.0%

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

PEARAE EERE TN
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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 nonrequlated utilities will be unable to evaluate the other
ratemaking standards properly. Not only will this time lag hamper
the statc regqulatory 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 reqching 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. ‘



PROGRESS ON
PURPA REGULATORY
STANDARDS

N

Section 113(b) of PURPA establishes five regulatory standards that
state requlatory authorities and nonregulated electric utilities must
consider and make a determination whether or not to adopt by November
1980. These standards deal with: (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 consideration process

3.3 Provide an overview of nationwide progress in considering and
determining to adopt the regulatory standards (including their
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 conSLderatlon process for
each standard

3.5 Present overall conclusions.

3.1 DESCRIPTION OF STANDARDS
In this sectibn, 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 requlatory standard prohlbltlng
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 of 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 of 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 Deécription: Automatic
Adjustment Clauses Standard

Section 113(b) (2) of PURPA establishes a regulatory standard regardiné
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).



REGULATORY STANDARDS 56

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 o0il 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 author-
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 must then be distributed
annually. A consumer must also receive notice of any pending ur
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 promote 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

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 nonregqulated utility), a utility may not terminate .
service to an individual who is unable té meet the utility's blilllng
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 recovering
expenditures for political and promotional advertising from anyone
other than the shareholders or- 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 standards
are not connected by any strong interrelationship. Consequently,
proper consideration of a particular regqulatory standard can gener-
ally be accomplished without prior of concurrent considerdativn vl any
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other standard. The regqulatory standards promote the three PURPA
purposes, but in a less measurable (i.e., quantifiable) manner
than the ratemaking standards. Furthermore, there are significant
differences in the focus of certain 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. The
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 service, 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 collection and analysis of significant guantities 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 proceeding 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 consideration
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 thé master
metering, automatic adjustment clauses, and information to consumers
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 PROCESS FOR FIVE REGULATORY STANDARDS

Status
Process Started Determination Standard :

Regulatory Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt ' Put into Standard
Standard Started mination Made Standard Effect Rejected Total
Master Metering 194 84 0 34 4 316
Automatic Adjustment 173 88. 8 44 3 316
Clauses
Information to 195 76 10 35 0 316
Consumers
Termination of
Service

- Electric 141 101 12 62 - 316

- Gas 79 67 7 57 - 210
Advertising

- Electric 135 86 15 79 1 316

- Gas 90 56 9 55 - 210

09
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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

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 requlrements
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
prevalent 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 regqulated 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 to be a consistent pattern or approach in
their plans (see Exhibit 3.g). For example, a primary monitoring
method selected by nonrequlated utilities is conducting follow-up
public hearings. However, state requlatory 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

Status
Process Started Determination Standard

Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt Put "into Standard
Type of Utility Started mination Made Standard Effect Rejected Total
Regulated Electric 139 77 0 27 4 247
Nonregulated 55 7 . 0 7 0 69
Electric .
Total 194 84 0 34 4 316

29



Exhibit 3.c

CHARACTERISTICS OF MASTER METERING STANDARDS*

Schedule 8, Question 10: Does your master metering standacrd require the €ollowing:
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c o
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- - - o~ - o “ ~ L d
State Utility (type) e ° ° o 55 = ° °
CA Anaheim Blectric Division (NEP) Y N N N N N N
Los Angeles DW&EP (NEP) Y Y Y Y N N Y
A Gaeneric (7 REI@) 4 Y Y Y N N N
Muscatine P&W (NEI) Y Y Y N Y N Y
LA Central Louisiana Elec. (REI) Y Y N N - N N N
touisiana PgL. (REI) Y Y N N N N H
Southwestern Electric Power (REI) Y Y N N N ] N°
Gulf State Utilicvies (REIL) Y Y N N 12 ] L
Southwest Louisiana EMC (NEC) Y Y Y Y Y N Y
MI Consumers Power Co. (REI}) Y Y Y Y N N N
Detroit Edison Co. (REL) Y Y Y k4 N N N
Lansing Board of W&l (NEP) Y Y Y Y N L] Y
MS Singing Niver EPA (NEC) Y Y Y Y N N N
334 Generic (7 REI) Y Y N* Y N N N
-OR Generic (4 REIL) Y Y N N N N Y
PA Ouquesne Light Co. (REL)}) Y Y Y Y N N Y
Metropolitan Edison (REI) N Y Y Y N N Y
Pennsylvania Electric (REI) N Y Y Y N N Y
WA Seattle City Light (NEP) Y Y N N N N Y
TOTAL 34 ytllities YES: 32 33 7 23 2 Q 12
v NO: 2 1 17 1 32 4 22
N: no RE[: Regulated electri«c, investor-owned NEI: Nonregulated electric, investor—-owneld
Y: yas REP: Regulated electric, publicly owned NEP: 'Nonrequlated electric, publicly owned
REC: Regulated electric, cooperative WEC: HNoncegulated electric, coorerat.ve
ncludes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determiration to
t has been made by the state requlatory authority or nonrequlated utility.
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Exnibit 3.d

NONCOMPLIANCE WITIL PURPA PROCELDURAL REQUIREMENTS:

MASTER METER(NG STANDARD
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State Regulatory - ~ “ 4 w © Ly @ [ -
Authority or Utility - < < <« < < < < < < -
CA Anahelm Electric 1 1 -
Division
L.A. Dept. of ]
Water & Power
1A Iowa Commerce 7
Commission
Muscatine 1 1 1 1 1 1
Power & Light
LA Louisiana PSC 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
SW Louisiana 1
Electric
MI- Michigan 2
Lansing Board ]
of Water & Light
MS Singing River 1
Electric Power
OR Oregon Public 4 4 4 q 4 4 4 4
beil. Comm.
PA Pennsylvania PUC 2
¢
WA Seattle City v 1
Light Dept.
wy wyoming PSC L]
HY New York 7 o
PS8
TOTAL 9 9 9 35 9 7 0 9 5 4

¢ 1iIndicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not
in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported. Includes nnly
state requlatory authorities and nonregulated utilities which had made a determinatinn on the standard’



Exhibit 3.e
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE MASTER METERING STANDARD

Customers Covzared 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 11,757.3 19. 1 100.0

Commercial & 499.3 5.5 35.3

Industrial

Other 8.0 1.7 20.0
Nonregulated Residential 1,412.9 25.2 95.6
Electric :

Commercial & 173.8 " 25.5 . B84.3

Industrial

Other 5.7 6.1 63.3
Total ' Residential 13,170.2 19.6 . 99.5

Commercial & 673.1 . 6.9 41.5

Industrial ,

Other . 13.7 2.4 28.1
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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%*
Nonregulated Electric Yes - 0.0%

No - 100.0%

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



Exhibit 3.g

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR EFFECTS OF PUTTING THE MASTER METERING STANDARD INTO EFFECT

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System Revenue
Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics Levels Other
Requlated Electric 0.0 14.8 48.1 40.7 40.7
Nonregulated 14.3 . 42.9 28.6 42.9 28.6
Electric

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made.
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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 --
residential, 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 considering 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
¢lauses 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 regqulated and 5 ﬁonregulated 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 regqulatory 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-
ments are identified 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

Status
) Process Started Determination Standard

Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt Put into Standard
Type of Utility Started mination Nade Standard Ef fect Rejected Total
Requlated Electric 116 81 8 3o 3 247
Nonregulated 57 7 0 5 0 69
Electric
Total 173 88 8 44 3 316
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exhdbit 3.4
CUHARACTERISTICS OF AUTOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARDS*
Schedule 9, Question 10: Dones your automatic adjustment clauses standard require or permit the following:

10.1 Provisions 10.2 A review process for

which pexmit auto- automatic adjustment clauses which:
matic adjustments
for the following
types of costs:
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6‘2&’ 25 ;ggouomu w<eooe s «834«,
hadl LA il < - ~ ” | <
- - - - o~ ~ ~ o~
State Utility (type) 21218 2 2 2 e | 2
CA Anaheim Electric Division (NEP) N N Y N N N N Y
Los Angeles DW&F (NEP) Y Y Y Y N N Y Y
co Public Service Co. (REI}) N N N Y Y Y Y Y
cr Generic [3 REX) N N N N N N Y Y
FL City of Tallahassee (NEP) Y Y Y Y N N N N
IA Generic (7 REIL) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
KY Generic {4 REI1, 2 REC) Y Y Y N Y N Y Y
MI Consumers Power Co. (REIR) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Detroit Edison Co. (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
Indiana & Mich. Elec. (REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y
MN Generic (4 REI) Y Y Y Y N N Y N
MS Singing River EPA (NEC) N N Y Y N Y Y Y
on Generic (8 REI) Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
Cleveland Div. of L&P (NEP) Y Y Y Y N N Y Y
PA Generic [8 REI) Y Y Y Y Y N N Y
sC Carolina Power & Light (REI) W N N N N N N N
Duke Power Co. (REIX) N N N N N N N N
South Carolina E&G (REI) N N N N N N N N
ur Generic {3 REI) N N N N N N N N
vT Central Vt. Public. Svc. (REI@) N N N N N N Y Y
'TOTAL. 52 Utilities YES: 39 39 35 35 33 20 33 41
. NO: 3 1317 17 19 32 19 1

N: no REIL: Regulated electric, investor-owned NEX: Nonregulated electric, investor-owned

Y: yes REP: Hegulated elactric, publicly owned NEP: Nomregulated electric, publicly owned
REC: Regulated electric, couperative NEC: Nonregulatedl electric, cooperative

* 1Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standards for which a determination to adopt
has been made by the state regulatnry authority or nonregulated utility.
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Exhibit 3.3 - .
NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PHOCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: AUFOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD®
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State Regulatorcy - ~ L) < w 0 ~ ® o2 -
Authority oc Utility < < < < < < < < @@ -
CA Anaheim Electric 1
Division
L.A. Dept. of 1 t
Water & Power .
ctr Connect {cut 3 3 3
FL City of 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Tallahassee
IA Iowa Commerce 1
Commission
ME Maine PUC 3
MI Michigan PSC . 3
MN Minnesota 4
on Onio a8
Cleveland Div.
of Light & Power - 1 1
PA Penusylvania PUC 2]
sC So. Carolina PSC 3 J
ur Utah PSC 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
vr Vermont PSC 1
TOTALS 7 4 4 33 4 20 0o 4 3 3
* Indicates numbacr of utllities far which elonezats of the consideration process woce raported to be not

in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status ceported. Includes only
state requlatory authorities and.nonregulated ut-litins which had made a determination cn the standard,
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Exhibit 3.k

CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE AUTOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD

Type of Utiiity

Customer
Group

Customers Covered
Nationwide (000)

Customers Covered
as a Percentage
of All Customers

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

Regulated Electric

Nonregulated
Electric

Total

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other
Residential

CommerciaI'&
Industrial

Other
Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

13,768.4

1,537.7

45.1

1,189.8

176.0

6.3
14,958.2

1,713.7

51.4

22.4

17.0

21.2

25.8

22.3

17.6

97.7

96.2

91.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

97.8

96.5

92.3
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REGULATORY STANDARDS 73

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 rewenue 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 included in the summaries.
Provision of prior-year consumption data upon customer request was
mandated for three-fourths of the utilities for which a determination
had been made to adopt the standard. As 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:

e 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 service starts.

e Each regqulated utility and two of the nonregulated utilities
were required to transmit applicable information on existing rate
schedules and any rate schedule applied for within 30 to 60 days
after application for rate changes.
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Exhibit 3.1
METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF PUTTING THE
AUTOMATIC ADJUSTMENT CLAUSES STANDARD INTO EFFECT .

Monitoring Methods*:

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System Revenue
Type of Utility Questionnaire ‘Hearings Characteristics Levels "Other
)
Regulated Electric 0.0 76.6 55.3 63.8 36.2
Nonregulated 20.0 40.0 40.0 80.0 0.0

Electric

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made.
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Exhibit 3.m

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE INFORMATION

TO CONSUMERS S'IANDERD

Status
Process Started Determination Standard

Regulatory Process ot But No Deter- Made to Adopt Put into Standard
Standard Started mination Made Standard Effect Rejected Total

. o
Regulated Electric 138 68 9 32 0 247
Nonregulated 57 8 1 3 0 69
Electric
Total 195 76 10 35 0 316
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Exhibit 3.n

CHARACTERISTICS OF INFORMATION TO CONSUMERS STANDARDS*

Does your information to consumers standard require the following:

Schedule 10, Question 10:
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YES:
NO

45 Utilities
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NEX:
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: Regulated electric,

REI

no
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publicly owned

Regulated electric, cooperative

Requlated electric,

REP
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Includes standards that utilities have put into effect and standavds for which a determination to adopt has

been made by the state regulatory authovity or nonreyulated atility.
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® 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 nonregqulated utilities were
required to transmit, upon request, a statement of consumption
for each billing period during the prior year.

Those state regulatory authorities and nonregulatéd utilities whose
reports to DOE indicated.that they had not fully compiled with the
PURPA procedural requirements are identified in Exhibit 3.o.

This standard had been put into effect by 32 regulated and 3 non-
regulated 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-
ties 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 regqulated utilities for which state regqulatory authorities had
made determinations to adopt the standard (see Exhibit 3.gq). The
only monitoring methods selected by nonrequlated 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 utilities.



Exhibit 3.0
NCNCOMPLIANCE WI'TH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIEEMENTS: INFORMATION ‘1O COHNSUMERS STANDARD®
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L.A. Dept. of 1 1
Water & Power
IA Iowa Commerce 7 ?
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Electric
MN Minnesota 4
MS Singing River 3
Electric Power
HM  New Mexlco 5
P Pennsylvania PUC 8 ’
sC¢ South Dakota - 6
uT Utah PSC 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Wl Wisconsin PSC 6
B
wY Wyoming PSC . 4
Total 2 2 2 3 2 23 0 2 1 1

* Indicates number of utilities for which element:s F the consideration process were repocted Lo be not
in complianca with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported. Includes unly
state regulatory anthorities and nonrequlated utilities which had masde a Jdetermination on the standard.



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

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

Customer Customers Coverxed as a Percentage by Utilities Which Had Put
Type of Utility Group Nationwide (000) of All Customers the Standard into Effect
Regulated Electric Residential 7,334.9 11.9 100.0

Commercial & 447.4 5.0 49.8

Industrial

Other 12.8 2.7 ' 81.0
Nonrequlated ' 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 1 100.0

Commercial & 604.2 6.2 57.2

, Industrial
Other 18.1 3.1 85.8
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Exhibit 3.q

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

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System Revenue
Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics Levels Other
Regulated Electric 0.0 27.9 11.6 25.6 48.8
Nonregulated 25.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Electric

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard

had been made.

08



Exhibit 3.r

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THE TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD

Status
Process Started Determination Stancard
Process Not But No Deter- Made to Adopt Put into Standard
Requlatory Standard Started mination Made Standard Effect Rejected Tbotal
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

18



REGULATORY STANDARDS 82

The reported characteristics of the termination of service standards
adopted are delineated 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 requlatory 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). BAbout 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 regqulatory 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 nonregqu-
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.



€xhibit 3.s

CHARACTERISTICS OF TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARDS*

Does your termination of sexvice standard require the following
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Question

Schedule 11,
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(NEP)

Anaheim Electrlic Div.

CA

DWeP (NEP)
Generic (1 RCE,

L.A.

1 RGI)
Electric Aurh.

{NEP)

Jacksonville

FL
IA

N

9 RGIL)

Muscatine P&L (NEI)

Generic (7 REL,
Generic (4 REIL,

>

6 RGI)

2 REC,

SW Louisiana EMC (NEP)

Generic (3 REI)

Generic (7 REI, S5 RGI)

MA

Lansing Board af WAL (NEP)
Sinying River EPA (NEC)

MI

MS

Iowa Public Service (NGI;
Kansas-Nebraska NG (NGI)

Minnesota Gas Co.

ND

(NGI)

Northwestern Public Service (NGI)

Generic (1

¥ RGI)
1 RG1)})

REL,

NH

Generic (5 REI,

N4

(continued next page)

investor-owned

Nonrequlated electric,

NEX:

investor-owned

Regulated electric,

REI

83

Nonregulated eloctuie, publicly owned

NEP:

Regulated electric, publicly owned
Regulated electric, cooperative

nee

yes

Nonregulated electric, cooperative

NEC:

REC:

t. anl standacds for which a determination to a&opt has been made by the state

*

¥-~'udes standards that utilities have put into effe

ory authority or nonregulated utility.

rec



Exhibit 3.s (continued)

SKRVICE STANDARDS*
Does your tevmination of service standard require the following:

CHARACTERISTICS OF TERMINATLION OF
Schedule 11, Question §0:
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{ PSNEST aq O3 3OTIOU Ysns 3Isel 3YL Zi °0l

PONSST 8Qq 03 SIDTIOU YONS 8I0W JO OML || *0Ot

:Y3TM UOTIPUTWIA] JO 3DTIOU IOTIZ 101

(type)

State

utility

N*e

9 RGI)

Generic (7 REI,

NY
OH

of L&P (NEP)
11 RGI)
4 RGI)
¥ RGI)

Div.

Cleveland,

REL,

Generic (8
Generic

PA
SN

(6 REI,

Nt

Nt

Genevic (3 REI,

ur

senaeric (2 REI)
City of Richmond,

Generdi:

vr

DPU (NGP)

7 RGI)
4 RG1)

VA

Wl

(h REIL,

Generic (4 REI,

WY

128

132 89

12

133 126 124 125

78 YA a0
60 65

2
42

YES:

TOTAL 130 dtilities

10

19

26

1

14

12

58

NO:

investor-owned

Nonregulated electric, publicly owned

Nonregulataed electric,
Nonrequlated electric,

NEIL:

investor-owned

Regulated electric,
Regulated electric, publicly owned

REI:

no

NEP:

REP

coopacatlve

NEC:

coopercative

Regulated electric,

REC

2

Includes standards that utilities have
anthority or nonregulated utility.

put into effect and stantacds for which a detecaination to adopt has been made by the state regulatory

84.

** Referred to soclal service agencies.

Five days.
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Exhibit 3.t
NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD*
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il 8| & 5123 | 5523 ) 3832 | 323812 |ss
n x o& 38 [ Y] 2aal 8uw& X502 = 43
State Regulatory - ~ - < " © ~ © P -
Authority or Utility ’ <« < < < - < . < < <
CA Anaheim Electric 1 .
Vivision
L.A. Dept. of t
Water § Power
DC District of 2
Columbia
FL Jacksonville 1
Elec. Auth.
IA Iowa Commerce ?
Commisglion . .
Muscatline 1 1 1 ‘" 1 : 1
Power & Light
LA SW Loulstiana . 1
Elecrric
ME Maine PUC -3
MA Mass. Dept. . ) 7
of Pub. Util.
[LV Lansing Board ) 1 1
of Water & Light
Ms Singinyg River ’ 1

Electric

(continued next page)

* 1Indicates number of utilities for which elements of zhe consideratlon pronads were reported to he not
in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status reported  Ircludes only
state regulatory authorities and nonregulated utilities which had made a dztermination on the standard.

** Applies only to electeic utilities.
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Exhibit 3.t (continucd)
NONCOMPLIANCE WI'l'H PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS: TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD*
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State Requlatory - ~ ™ < w 0 ~ [ o - -
. N . o . o . o . . .
Authority or Utility <« < < < - - < < << <
NB NW Pub. Service 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
NH New flampshire 2
NY New York 7
OH Cleveland Div. 1 1 1 1 1 1 ) 1 1
of Light & Power '
PA Pennsylvania PUC ’ 19
Sb So. Dakota PsSC 6
vr Vernont PSC 2 2
VA City of Richmond 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1
224 wisconsin PSC 13
wY Wyoming PSC 9
TOTALS q 4 2% qBe e q 38 0 4 3 3

* Indicates nunber of utilitles for which elements of the consideration process were repockad Lo be not
in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent witil the status repocted.  Includes only
state regulagory aubthorities and nonrequlated utilities which had ma:le a determination on the standard.
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Exhibit 3.u
CUSTOMERS COVERED BY THE TERMINATICN OF SERVICE STANDARD

Type of Utility

Customer
Group

Customers Covered
Nationwide (000)

Customers Covered
as a Percentage
of All Customers

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

Regulated

Electric

Gas

Nonregulated

Electrical

Gas

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

Residential

Commercial &
Industrial

Other

15,058.6

1,059.2

40.8
8,980.3

408.7

1,462.6

194.0

93.1

12.1

24.4

1.7

8.5
22.9

12.8

16.0

26.1

28.5 -

11.0

13.0

59.0

100.0

56.8

89.3
94.7

60.7
94.1
100.0
79.3

67.0
100.0

100.0

100.0

L8




Exhibit 3.v

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF PUTTING
THE TERMINATION OF SERVICE STANDARD INTO EFFECT

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer

Follow-up Public Changes in System - Revenue

Type of Utilitly Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics Tevels Other
Regulated

- Electric 2- 0 3500 2200 3300 50.0

- Gas 2.0 39.0 19.0 31.0 56.0
Nonrequlated

- Electric - 12,5 37.5 25.0 50.0 0.0

- Gas ‘0-0 0.0 000 000 0.0

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been- made.
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Exhibit 3.w

STATUS OF CONSIDERATION PROCESS FOR THAE ADVERTISING STANDARD

Status
Prccess Started Determination

Regulatory Process But No Determin- Made to Adopt Standard Put Standard
Standard Not Started ation Made Standard Into Effect Rejected Total
Regulated

-~ Electric 79 79 15 74 0 247

- Gas 84 55 9 50 0 198
Nonregulated

- Electric 56 7 0 5 1 69

- Gas ' 6 1 0 5 0 12
Total 225 142 24 134 1 526
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BT 8 3ex
C! FERISTICS OF ADVERTISING STANDARDS*
Sc..___ le 12, Question 10: Does your advertising standard require the following:
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. > g PIE 2] « 0
o9 o cw® o AL
State Utility (type) - o0 - g N - 2 m
CA Generic (6 REI, S5 RGI) Y Y Y
Anahelm Elec. Div. (NEP) N N N
Lns Angeles DW&P (NEP) Y Y N
co Public Service Co. of CO (REI) Y Y Y
Colorado .Springs DPU (REP) Y Y
Greeley Gas Co. (RGI) Y Y Y
Iowa Electric L&P (RGI) Y Y Y
Northern Natural Gas (RGI) Y Y Y
Public Service Co. of CO (RGI) Y Y Y
Colorado Springs DOPU Y Y Y
cr Connecticut L&P (REI) Y Y Y
ttart.ford Electric Light (REI) Y Y Y
United Illuminating (REI) Y Y Y
Connecticut LAP (RGI} Y Y Y
Connecticut Natural Gas (RGI) Y Y Y
. Southern Conn. Gas (RAT) Y Y Y
FL Generic (4 REI, 3 RGI) Y Y Y
1A Generic (7 REI, 9 RGI) Y Y Y
LA Central Louisiana Elec. (REIX) na na na
louisiana Power & Light (REL) na na na
Southwestern Elec. Power (REIL) na na na
Gulf State Utilities Co. (REIL) na na na
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (RGI) na na na
Louisiana Gas Service Co. (RGI) na na na
Entex, Inc. (RSI) na na na
Southwest Lowisiana EMC (NEC) Y Y N
{continued next page)
N: no REL: fRegulated electric, investor-owned HEY:  iloragalated electric, investor-owned
Y: yes REP: Regulate.l 2lectric:y, pablicly owned NEP: Honregulated electric, publicly owrad
A o answer REC: Regulatel alectric, cooperative NEC: Ncncegulated elockele, cooperative

* TIncludes standards that utilities have put into effecct and stamlards for which a determination to adogt
has been made by the state requlatory authority aor nonrequlated utility.
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Exhibit 3.x (continued)
CIII.\RRCTERISTXCS OF ADVERCPISING STANDARDS*
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State Utility (type) - o0 LY v
ME Generic (3 REI) Y Y Y
MN Northern States Power (REL) Y Y Y
Interstate Power Co. (REI) Y Y Y
Otrer Tail Power (REI) Y Y Y
Minnesota P&L (REI) Y Y Y
Minnesota Gas Co. (RGI) Y Y Y
MS Singing River EPA (NEC) N N N
[3e] Independence P&L (NEP) Y N N
NB Iowa Public Service (NGI) Y Y Y
' Kansas-Nebraska NG (NGI) Y Y Y
Minnesota Gas Co. (NG1) 4 Y Y
tlorthwestern Public Sve. (NGI}) Y Y Y
NM Generic (5 REI[, V RGL) Y Y Y
NY Generic (7 RELI, 9 RGU) Y Y Y
ol Generic (8 REL, 6 RGI) - ‘Y . Y Y
onr Generic (4 REL, 3 RGI) Y Y Y .
sC Carolina Power & Light (REI) Y Y Y
Duke Power Co. {REI) : Y Y Y
South Carolina E&G (REX) ’ . Y Y Y
) Generic (6 REI, 4 RG1) !’ N N N’
TX Generic (14 REX) Y Y Y
ur Utah Power & Light (REI) N N N
VT Generic (2 REI) Y Y Y
VA ity of Richmond, DPU (NGP) Y Y Y )
Wl Ganerlc (6 REI, 7 RGI) Y Y Y
TOTAL 158 Utilities . YES: 138 ) 137 135 .
: NO: 13 14 16 )
na: 7 7 7
HN: no REI: Regula€§5 electric, investor-owned HET: Nonregulated electric, invest-r-owned
Y: vyes REP: Regulated electric, publicly owned NEP: Nonregulated electric, publicly owned
na: no answer REC: Regulated electric, conperative . NEC: Nonregulated electric, cooper=Live

' 1Includes standarads that utilities havz put tnto eff and stanlirits foo which a determinatinn to adopt
aas been made by the state raqgulatory authority or nomregulated utility.
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HNONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS:

bit 3.y

. State Reéulatory
Authority or Utility

Prior public notice of hearing(s)

4.1

Hearing(s) open to the public

4.2

4.3 Opportunity for intervenor

participation**

4.4 Opportunity for intervenor

compensation®*

ADVERTISING STANDARD*

appropriate not to imglement rhis

standard to carry out the 3 pur-

poses of PURPA

4.8 Decision renderedl bagsed upon find<

ings included in such determina-

tion and evidence presented during

hearing

ion

-
-

4.9 Written determina

4.10

4,11 Determination mede availablas

to public

CA

‘cr

A

LA

MH

MS

MO

California PSC
Anaheim Electric
Division

L..A. Dept. of
Wwater & Power

Connect icut
Florida Generic

lowa Conmmerce
Commission

Louisiana PSC
SW Loulisiana
Electric
Maine PUC

Minnesota

Singing River
Electcic

Independence
Power & Light

(continued next page}
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in compliance with PURPA procedural requirements or inconsistent with the status roenocted,
gtate requlatory authorities and nonecegelated utilities which hadl made a determination on the standard.

** applies only to alecLric alililies.

Indicates number of utilities for which elements of the consideration process were reported to be not
Includes oanly
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Exhibit 3.y (coatinued)
NONCOMPLIANCE WITH PURPA PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS:

ADVERTISING STANDARD*
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* Indicates number of utilities for vhich elemeats of ti: ¢onsideration process were repocte ko e nok
in compliance with PURPA procedural requlirements or inconsistent with the status reported. Includes only
state regulatory awthorities and nonregulated utilities which had mal: o datermipatiom on the staadavd.

* Applies only to electric ukilirtas.
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As a result of 74 regulated and S5 nonregqulated 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 19B 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

33 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 requlatory 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 regqulatory 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 requlatory 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 centage of Custoners Served
Customer Nationwide Percentage of by Utilities Which Had Put
Type of Utility Group (oo0c) 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 . 204.1 42.4 87.8
- Gas : Residential . 15,275.6 i 38.9 100.0
Commercial & 1,089.9 34.1 100.0
Industrial ’ ’
Other 7.5 15.0 ) 100.0
Nonregulated
- Electric Residential 1,194.7 21.3 99,9
Commercial & . 168.5 4 24.7 ) " 100.0
Industrial o o i
Other . 6.0 - . 6.4 . . 100.0
- Gas Residential 256.1 31.4 100.0
Commercial & a7.0 . 51.2 .100.0
Industrial .
Other 0.1 " sg.8 100.0

S6




Exhibit 3.aa

METHODS SELECTED TO MONITOR IMPACTS OF PUTTING
THE ADVERTISING STANDARD INTO EFFECT

Monitoring Methods*

Consumer Follow-up Public Changes in System Revenue

Type of Utility Questionnaire Hearings Characteristics Levels Other
Regulated

- Electric 0.0 25.7 10.8 27.0 39.2

- Gas 0.0 36.0 8.0 38.0 50.0
Nonregulated

- Electric 40.0 40.0 20.0 0.0 0.0

- Gas 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

* Percentage of utilities for which a determination to adopt the standard had been made.
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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 nonregqulated
utilities in response to their review of draft copies of the state-
by-state summaries.

4.1 OVERVIEW

Exhibit 4.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
requlatory 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.



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 Corp.

Pacific Gas & Electric Co.

San Diego Gas & Electric

Southern California Edison

Southwest Gas Corp.

Anaheim Public Utility

Los Angeles Dept. of Water & Power

Cco Central Telephone & Utility Co.

Public Service Co. of Colorado

Colorado Springs Dept. of Public Utilities

Greely Gas Co.

lowa Electric Light & Power Co.

Peoples Natural Gas Div. of
Northern Natural Gas

Public Service Co. of Colorado

Colorada Springs Dept. of Public Litilities

CcT Connecticut Light & Power Co.

Iartford Clectric Light Co.

United llluminating Co.

Connecticut Light & Power Co.

Key

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

O Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978.
8
5  Standard rejected.
9

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.



Exhibit 4.8 {continued)
States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards

State  Utility

CcT Connecticut Natural Gas Corp.

Southern Connecticut Gas Co.

DC Potomac Electric Power Co.

Washington Gas Light

FL Florida Power Corp.

e

FioFlaa Power & Light s

Gulf Power Co.

P
Tampa Electric Co.

City Gas Co.

Florida Gas Co.

Peoples Gas System

Jacksonville Electric Authority O

City of Tallahassee

1A lowa Electric

O

&

lowa Public Service Co.

lowa Power & Light

Interstate Power

lowa-lllinois

lowa Southern

Union Electric

Q0000|000
Q0010000

ololooooD
eleleclee]elele]e]ele]e

lowa Electric

lowa Pubtic Service

towa Power & Light

Interstate Power

lowa-Hlinois

lowa Southern

Peoples Natural Gas Div. of
Northern Natural Gas

-

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978,

O Adopted. implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978.
8
5  Standard rejected.
9

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.
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States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards

State  Utility

1A North Central

Minnesota Gas Co.

Muscatine Power & Water

KY Green River RECC

Henderson Union RECC

Kentucky Power

Kentucky Utilities

Louisville Gas & Electric

Union Light, Heat & Power

Louisville Gas & Light

Union Light, Heat & Power

Columbia Gas

Equitable Gas

Inland Gas

Western Kentucky Gas

LA Central Louisiana Electric

Gulf States Utilities Co.

Louisiana Power & Light

Southwestern Electric Power Co.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas

Entex !nc.

Louisiana Gas Service

Southwest Louisiana Electric
Membership Corp.

ME Bangor Hydro Electric Co.

Central Maine Power Co.

Public Service Co. of New Hampshire

Key

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

O Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of> November 1978.
8
5  Standard rejectéd.
9

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.



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 Gas & Edison Light

Western Massachusetts Eleciric Co.

Mi

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.

MSs

Singing River Ejectric Power Association

L[]

City of Independence Power & Light Dept.

Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas Co.

Minnesota Gas Co.

lowa Public Service Co.

Northwestern Public Service Co.

NH

Public Service Co. of New Hampshire

Bay Gtate Gas

NM

New Mexico Electric Service Co.

Community Public Service Co.

El Paso Electric Co.

Key

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

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

Standard rejected.

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.

Gas Co. of New Mexico

NY Central Hudson Gas & Electric O O O
Consolidated Edison Co. of New York O

Long Island Lighting Co. O O O
New York State Electric & Gas O

Q0|00

\|

Ol0I00I0I0I0IOI0I0I0I0IOI0I0IO] .

Niagra Mohawk Power Corp.

Orange & Rockland Utilities Inc. - O

o

Rochester Gas & Efectric Corp.

5

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 York State Fleciric & Gas Corp.

Niagra Mohawk Power Corp.

Orange & Rockland Utlities Inc.

Rochester Gas & Electric Corp.

Q00000000

NC Carplina Power & | ight Co,

Duke Power Co.

000

oololololool0o
Ol0[0[0I0[0[BI0[0

Virginia Electiic & Prawer

o]e] €]

OH Cincinatti Cas & Electric

Cleveland Electric Illuminalting

Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric

..,
@)
®)
@)
O
@)

Dayton Power & Light

Monongahela Power Co.

Ohlo Edison Co.

Q0o

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

M
i

Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978,
Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

Standard rejected.

o oo

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.



Exhibit 4.a (continued) 103
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.

East Ohio Gas Co.

National Gas & Qil 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.

Wast Pennsylvania Power Co.

Carnegie Natural Gas Co.

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since Novémber 1978.

O Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978.
8
5  Standard rejected.
9

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.



Exhibit 4.a {continued) : 104
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 Elsctric Co.

T W. Phitips Gas & Qil Co.

UGI Corp.

SC Carolina Power & Light

Duke Power Co.

South Carolina Electric & Gas

SD Black Hilts Power & Light

lowa Public Service Co.

Montana-Dakota Utility Co.

Northern States Power

Northwestern Public Service Co.

Otter Tail Power Co.

lowa Public Sarvice Co.

Minnesota Gas Co.

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.

Northwestern Public Service

TX Central Power & Light

Community Public Service

Dallas Power & Light

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

O Adupled, impleniented, or rejected standard as ot November 1978.
8
5§  Standard rejected.
9

Standard implemented hut subsequently rejected.



Exhibit 4.a (continued) 105
States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards

. &
& &S /§5/8
& 8'& «5 & f o§ #e
/) 8/ 8/ E/E/S/E e/
/8 / /&) F /8 o/ &/ S/ 5/ &
S/ e/ ¥ &/ 83/ /5 s/ &/ &
S/ § S f éé 2 & $ ) £ é§ &
State  Utility S/E/E/F /& J’,f & v"g’ /)@
TX | ElPaso Electric Co. O O O
Guif States Utilities Co. O O O
Houston Lighting & Power O o O
Southwestern Electric Power O
Southwestern Electric Service O O O
Southwestern Public Service O O O
Texas Electric Seivice O O O
Texas Power & Light O O O
West Texas Utilities Co. O
Pedernales Electric Coop. O
Lower Colorado River Authority O O
UT | Utah Power & Light O O

Moon Lake Electric Association

CP National Corp.

000000 0000000

000V OO0

[e](e]le]

Mountain Fuel Supply

vT Green Mountain Power Corp.

@)
010
Q0

Central Vermont Public Service Co.

®)
@)

VA City of Richmond

WA Seattle City Light Department O

wi Lake Superior District Power Co.

Madison.Gas & Electric

Northern States Power Co.

Wisconsin Electric Power Co.

Wisconsin Power & Light Co.

olelol®
Ol0l0I0I010

Ol0[0I000
@®0/0I00
Olol0@Io]

Ole0le0®

Q00000

Wisconsin Public Service Corp.

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

O Adopted, implemented, or rejected standard as of November 1978.
8
8§  Standard rejected.
9

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.



Exhibit 4.a .
States and Utilities That Have Adopted Standards

State

Utility

wi

Madison Gas & Electric

Northern States Power Co.

Wisconsin Fue! & Light Co.

Wisconsin Gas Co.

Wisconsin Natura! Gas

Wisconsin Power & Light Co.

Wisconsin Public Service Corp.

wy

Black Hills Power & Light

Montana-Dakota Utitities Co,

Pacific Power & Light

Utah Power & Light

Cheyenne Light Fuel & Power

Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas

Montana Dakota Utilities Co.

Mountain Fuel Supply

Key

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

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

Progressed from adoption to implementation since November 1978.

Standard rejected.

Standard implemented but subsequently rejected.
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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 nonregulatea 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 opportunity for intervenor 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 reqgulatory 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:

e 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 utilities.
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e 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, substantially 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. '

e References t.o the total numbers of electric and gas customers in
each state pertain only to customers seérved by utilities Lhat are
covered by PURPA. 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. .

e Similarly, refererices to the numbers of eélectric and yas utlli-
ties regulated by a state requlatory 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. Thelir 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 characteris-
tics 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.

&

A
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 980,000 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
Alaska. 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.

. - BEERY

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 nonregulated, publicly owned electric utility, had not yet
begun the PURPA consideration process. It planned, however, to
render a decision regarding the requlatory 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.
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Arkansas

The Arkansas PSC regulates 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 management, and information to consumers
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
customers 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 California 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. 'he
other regulatory standards (with the exception of 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 determination 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 standarg,
both utilities allocated costs to major customer groups, identified
cost components, and specified an accounting cost methodology. 1In
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 interruptible rates - -
standard for none.
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Colorado

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. 1In 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.
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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, ail 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 been 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 PURPA, and has limited jursidiction -- 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 reported to have agreed to become
party to the consideration and detemmination promess nf 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 PSC 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.

i
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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 determination 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 September 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 Cboperative 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 utilities,
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. Albdny Water, Gas & Light Commission had not
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begun consideration nor had it formulated any plan for reviewing and
reaching determinations on the standards.

None of the 1.3 million 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 requlated 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.
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Indiana

The Indiana PSC had held hearings on the information to consumers,
termination of service, and advertising 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 PFURPA
standards.

Iowa

The lowa 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 nonrequlated 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 A _
The Kansas State Corporation Commission had begqun the consideration
process for all the standards for the six electric utilities 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 determinations 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 requlatory 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 customerc in Louisiana. The 50,000 electric 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 regqulates 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. The 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 were
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 decdisions in
November 1980.

. ~N
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 198f1. )

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 75,000 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 considered 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 master metering and automatic adjust-
ment clauses standards; 75,000 by the cost-of-service and termination
of service standards; 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) regqulates 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 reguired 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
begun 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 technlques standard.

The PSC had scheduled generic hearings in 1980 for the nine electric
utilities to consider four of the five regulatory standards. )
Automatic adjustment clauses had been 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

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-
ing all customers. The Department and Missouri's other nonregulated
utility, Springfield 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 the PURPA
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 regqulatory 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.

Nebraska

No state commission reqgulates 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 sunmer 1980 and to begin consideration of the six
ratemaking standards in Augqust 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. BAll 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. 1In 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. WNone 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 questions abuult the gquality of the methndology
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 interruptible rateo 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 in compliance with PURPA
requirements.

A state statute prohibiting the master metering of clectric and yas
services for any new residential customers was enacted Septcmber 1,
1979. In 1975, the North Carolina legislalure 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
begqun the consideration process for any of the standards. Greenville
Utilities Commission and Wilson Utilities Department planned to make
a determination on the requlatory 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 discussion 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 regqulatory standards
and expected to reach a decision in March 1980. Consideration of -
the six ratemakiné 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

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. 1In 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 implement 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 begqun
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 customers, 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 the
interruptible rates and load management techniques standards.

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 conciusion, 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 energy
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 1979Y. '

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 Jjurisdiction.
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 caver 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 standard for six utilities, the
PUC 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 compohents, 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 customers were covered by the adverlLislng 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 bequn 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 regqulates two covered electric utilities and
one covered gas utility in the state. Consideration had not yet
bequn 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.30, 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 adjustment 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 requlatory
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 rcported that ilLs determinations to implement the declining-
block rates standard for Duke Power Co. and to adopt the automatic
adjustment clauses standard for all three electric utilities followed
compliance with PURPA procedural requirements, but that its determina-
tion to implement the interruptible rates standard for Duke Fower 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 nonregulated elec-
tric utility. It completed hearings on the requlatory 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 elecdtric 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. 1In
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 metering standard had been completed and a PUC
determination was expected shortly after the time the report was
filed. Although 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
customer groups 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 the City 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 throughout TVA's jurisdiction. A proposed
determination was scheduled to be published in the Federal Register
on July 6, 1979, with a final determination to he 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 Federal Register 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 complete
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.

pesr s ra

In summafy, 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. )

Texas
LEX

Three regulatory authorities have jurisdiction over utilities in the
state of Texas: the Texas Railroad Commission requlates 6 gas
utilities, the Texas PUC regulates 14 electric companies, and the
City of El1 Paso regulates 1 electric and 1 gas utility.

The Texas Railroad Commission reported that it planned to begin
hearings on a proposed rule regarding termination 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.



137
STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS

The Texas PUC planned to consider the PURPA ratemaking stahdards 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 advertising that 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, because 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 dates had been scheduled for any
of the regulatory standards.

Because Lhe PUC had not yet made a determination regarding the
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 El1 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 ARustin, Garland, and Lubbock planned to work together
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 regqgulatory 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. The interruptible 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. +The 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 utilities 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 technigues
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 with 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.

* gSee the third and fifth comments in Vermont PSB's response to
draft summary, Section 4.3.
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Virginia

The Virginia State Corporation Commission had begun hearings on the
ratemaking standards for Virginia Electric Power Co., but had not
bequn 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
ratemaking 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 and advertising
standards into effect prior to the enactment of PURPA and believed
that its consideration process complied with theé reguirements of the
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 ongoiﬁg proceeding expected
to be concluded in November 1980.

Twelve nonregulated electric utilities operateée in the state of
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. BAll 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 apquf"
the PURPA standards, except for the customers of ‘the Seattle 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.

L

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.

Wzoming

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, 1979 was to address the PURPA standards.

The PSC also requlates four gas utilities.

Generic rulemaking hearings had been held and final orders and rules
promulgated on the mastér 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 TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
AL Alabama PSC Electric Alabama Power Co. (I) 0 0 v 0 0 0 00 0 0
Gas Alabama Gas Co. (I) ‘ 0
Mobile Gas Service (I) 0
Tennessee Valley
Authority Electric Decatur Electricity Dept. (P) 0 D (V] 0 0 0 3 3 3 3
: Florence Electricity Dept. (P) 0 D 0] 0 0 0 3 3 3 3
"Huntsville Utilities (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3
Gas None
Nonregulated Electric City of Dothan {P) 0 D 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
' Gas None
AK Alaska PUC Electric Chugach Electric Assoc. (C) 0 D a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas Alaska Gas & Service Co. (I) 0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None
Status Codes:
0. Consideration process not begun. I = Investor-owned
l. Hearing scheduled. P = Publicly owned
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed. C = Cooperative
3. Hearing completed. F = Federally owned
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
5. Official determination made to not adopt or implement standard.
6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending.
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.
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURFA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Tvpe Utility CCS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT 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
Tuscon Electric Power Co. (1) 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 0 2 2
CP National Corp. (I) Nz data submitted
Gas Arizona Public Service Co. (I) 2 2
Southern Union Gas Co. (I) 2 2
Southwest Gas Corp. (I) 2 2
Nonregulated Electric Sait River Project Agricultural
Improvement & Power District (P) 0 o o o O O O 0 0 0 O
Gas None
AR Arkansas PSC Electric Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. (I) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0
Arkansas Power & Light (I) 2 0 0 0 0o 2 0 O 2 1 0
Southwestern Power Co. (I) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0
Ok-ahoma Gas & Electric Co. (I} 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0
First Electric Cooperative (C) 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0
Gas Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (I) 1 0
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co. (I) 1 0
Arkansas Western Gas Co. (I) 1 0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None

vyT



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

Standard
State Requlatory Authofity Utility Type Utility V COS DBR TOD 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. (1) 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 20 0 0 8
Sierra Pacific Power Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 0 0 0 8
Southern California 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. (1) 0 8
Southern California Gas Co. (I) 0 8
Southwest Gas Corp. (I) - 0 8
Nonregulated Electric Anaheim Electric Division (P) 8 3 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 J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Imperial Irrigazion District (P) 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
L.A. Dept. of Water & Power (P) 8 3 8 1 1 1 8 8 8 8 8
Modesto Irrigation (P) 0 J 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
Palo Alto Electric Utility (P) 0 J 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0
Pasadena Water & Power (P) 0 ) 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0
Riverside Public Utilities (P) 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1
Sacramento Municipal Utility (P) 0 J 0 0 0 0 c o 0. 0 0
Santa Clara Electric Dept. (P) 0 J 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

Sv1T
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Eech Utility Covered by PURPA (coni'd)

State

Regulatory Authority

.

Utility Type

Utility

Standard

COs DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

co

CcT

Colorado PUC

Nonregulated

Connecticut Division
of Public Utility
Control

Nonregulated

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Central Telephone & Utilities (I)
Public Service Co. of Colorad> (I)
Colorado Springs Dept. of Public
Utilities (P)

Greeley Gas Co. (I)

Iowa Electric Light & Power (L)
Kanses-Nebraska Natural Gas ([)
Northern Natural Gas Co. (I)
Public Service Co. of Colorads (I)
Colorado Springs Dept. of Public
Utilities (P)

Western Area Power
Admiristration (F)

None

Connecticut Light & Power Co. (I)
Hartford Electric Light Co. (I)
United Illuminated Co., (I)

Connecticut Light & Power Co. (I)
Connecticut Natural Gas Corp. (I)
Southern Connecticut Gas Co. +I)

None

None

(=2 & B ]

N

[+0)

N

NN

N

w W

o

NN

NN

NN DN

oo b b [

o

0w Ooww
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

- Standard
State ﬁégulatory Authority Utility Type Utility ) COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
DE Delaware PSC Electric Delmarva Power & Light Co. (I) 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 o 0 0 0
Gas Delmarva Power & Light Co. (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) 0o o o0 0 O O0o o0 O0O o0 O0 8
Florida Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 8
Gulf Power Co. [(I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 8
Tampa Electric To. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
Gainesville/Alachua Board (P) 0 0 0 o. 0 0
Jacksonville Electric Authority (P) 0 2 2 0 0 2
Lakeland Dept. of Electricity (P) 0 0o 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

LvT



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

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility ) COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
FL Nonregulated Electric Gainesville/Alachua Board (P) 0o o 0 0 0
Jackscnville 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 O 0
. Savannah Electric & Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas Atlanta Gas Light Co. (I)

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

OCO0OO0OO0O OO
OO0 OO0

S Y Snd | o United Cities Gas Co. (I)
Tennessee Valley . . .
Authority Electric North Georgia Electric
Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3- 3 3
Sas None
Nonregulated Electric Flint Electric Membership
Corp. {(C) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Jackson Electric Membership
Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
Albany Water, Gas & Light
Commission (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o 0 0 0

3as None

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

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility . CCS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
HI Hawaii PSC Electric Hawaiian Electric Co. (1I) 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 o 0 0 0
Gas None
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None
1D 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 o0 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 o 2 2 2
Gas Intermountain Gas Co. (I) 2 2
Washington Water Power (I) 2 2
Nonregulated Electric None = r+y fuw < Ja ¢ T, . »
Gas None
IL Il1linois Commexrce Electric Central Illincis Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
Commission Central Illincis Public Service (I) © 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 o0 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 o0 0 0 0
Union Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

PR O
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (conz='d)

Szandard

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility DS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

IL Illinois Commerce

Commission Gas Central Illinois Light Co. (I)
Central Illinois Public Service (1)
Illinois Power Co. (I)
Interstate Power Co. (I)
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I)
NMorth Shore Gas Co. (I)
Northern Illinois Gas Co. (1.
People's Gas, Light & Coke (I)
United Cities Gas Co. (I)

OO OO0 OO0 O
OO OO0 OO0 OO

o
o

Nonregulated Electricz Springfield Water Light & Power (P) ¢ .0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Gas None

A
.. rroo

IN Indiana PSC Electric Indiana & Michigan Electric Co. (I)
Indianapolis Power & Light (I)
Northern Indiana Public Service (I)
Public Service Co. of Indiana (I)
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric (I)
Richmond Power & Light (I)

OB 0 0@ Q
OO0 O0OO0O0
(=R = B = B = B o I =]
OO 00O
(= =« B -l o]
OO0 000 O
N N Y
[= 2 = B = B e I e I o ]
wWwwwww

Gas Indiana Gas Co. (I)
Kokomo Gas & Fuel (I)
Northern Indiana Public Service (I}
Southern Indiana Gas & Electxr-_c (I}
Terre Haute Gas Corp. (I)
Citizens' Gas & Coke Utility (I}

WWwwwww Wwwwww
WWwwwww wwwwww

Nonregulated Electric None

Gas None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
IA Iowa State Commerce
Commission Electric Jowa Electric Light & Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Iowa Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Interstate Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Jowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Iowa Southern Utilities Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Union Electric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 4 8 8 8
Gas Interstate Power Co. (I) 8 8
Iowa Electric Light & Power (I) . 8 8
Jowa-Illinois Gas & Electric (I) 8 8
Iowa Power & Light Co. (I) 8 8
Iowa Public Service Co. (I) 8 8
Iowa Southern Utilities Co. (I) 8 8
Minnesota Gas Co. (I) 8 8
North Central Public Service (I) 8 8
People's Natural gas Division of
Northern Natural Gas (I) 8 8
Nonregulated Electric Muscatine Power & Light (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 8 0
' Gas None
KS Kansas State Corporation
Commission Electric Central Telephons & Utilities (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Empire District Electric Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Kansas City Power & Light Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Kansas Gas & Electric Co. (I} 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Kansas Power & Light Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Southwestern Public Service (I) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

16T



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

Standard

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

KS Kansas State Corpora-

tion Commission Gas Anadarko Production Co. (I)
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (I)
Gas Service Co. (I)
Greelev Gas Co. (I)
Eansas-Nebraska Natural Gas (I)
Kansas Power & Light Co. (I)
Northern Natural Gas (I)
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline (1I)
Union Gas System (I)

NNDMNMNNMNDNNNDNDDN
NNDNNDMDNMNDNMNNODNMN

Nonregulated Electric Kansas City Board of
FPublic Utilities (P) 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 © 0 0 0

Gas None

KY Kentucky ERC Electric Kentucky Power Co. (1)
Kentucky Utilities Co. (I)
Iouisville Gas & Electric (I)
Union Light, Heat & Power (I)
Green River Electric Corp. (C)
Henderson Union RECC (C)

MV NN
NNMNDNMNDNDNMDNMDN
NN NDDNDN
NNNMNDNDDN
NNNNDDNDN
NNNDNDMNDNDDNDN
OO0 00 OO0
® oo oo oo
o0 o000 oOo

Gas Columbia Gas of Kentucky (I)
Equitable Gas Co. (I)
Inland Gas Co. (I)
Louisville Gas & Electric (I)
Uaion Light, Heat & Power (I)
Wastern Kentucky Gas Co. (I)

@ oomOowowaow ooowowaomomw
WWwwwwiw Wwwwww

Nonregulated Electric None

Gas None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Stendard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
LA ‘Louisiana FSC Electric Central Louisiana Electric (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4
Louisiana Power & Light (I) 0 0o 0 0 0 O 8 0 2 2 4
Southwestern Electric Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4
Gulf State Utilities Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 2 2 4
Arkansas Power & Light (I) No Data Submitted :
Gas Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co. (I) 2 4
Louisiana Gas Service Co. (I) 2 4
Entex, Inc. (Z) 2 4
City of New Orleans,
Department of Public .
Utilities Electric New Orleans ‘Public Service (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Louisiana Power & Light Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0o .0 0 0 0" 0
Gas New Orleans Public Service (I) 0 0
Nonregulated Electric Southwest Louisiana Electric
Membership Corp. (C) ) o 0 0 0 0O 0O 8 0 8 8 8
Lafayette Utilities System (P) Report Submitted too Late to be Included*
Gas None
ME Maine Public Utilities
Commission Electric Bangor Hydro-lectric Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4
Central Maine Power Co. (I) 0 4 2 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4
Public Service Co. of New
Hampshire (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 4 4
Gas None
Nonregulated ~Electric None
Gas None

* Lafayette Utilities System's report was received March 3, 1980.
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility CCS 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 Co. (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
Pctomac 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 Maésachusetts‘Department
of Public ‘ i ]
Utilities Electric Boston Edison (I) 2 2 222 0 o0 0 0 8 O
Brockton Edison (I) 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0
Cambridge Electric Light (I) 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 8 0
Fall River Electric Light Co. (I) 0 c 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0
Massachusetts Electric Co. (I) 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 0 0 8 0
New Bedford Gas & Edison Light (I) ¢ ] 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 8 0
Western Massachusetts Electric (I) 2 2 2 2 2 0 0 O 0 8 0
Gas Bay State Gas Co. (I) 8 0
Boston Gas Co. (I) 8 0
Lowell Gas Co. (I) . ] . 8 0
New Bedford Gas & Edison (I) 8 0
Commonwealth Gas Co. (I) 8 0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas . None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type - Utility =~ ’ COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT 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 o 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 o0 0 2 2
Wisconsin Public Service (I) 2 2 2 0 0 3 0o 0 0 2 2
Gas Consumers. Power Co. (I) 2 2
Michigan Consolidated GAs (I) 2 2
Michigan Gas Utilities (I) 2 2
Michigan Power Co. (I) 2 2
Southeastern Michigan Gas (I) 2 2
Wisconsin Public Service Corp. (I) 2 2
, . L . . T VR i - < 3 3 , . :
Nonregulated ‘Electric Lansing Board of Water & Light (P) B S 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
Interstate Power Co. (I) 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 8 8
Otter Tail Power Co. (I) 0 8 8 8 8 8 0 8 8
Minnesota Power & Light (I) 8 8 5 9 8 0 0 8 8

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

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

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS.DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
MN Minnesota Department .
of Public Service Gas (cont'qd) Peoples Natural Gas Division of
Northern Natural Gas (1) . -3 0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas Peoples Natural Gas Divison of
Northern Natural Gas (I) 1 0
MS Mississippi PSC No Report Submitted
Nonregulated Electric Southern Pine Electric Power
Assoc.(C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3
Singing River Electric Power
Assoc.(C) c 0 0 0 0 0 8 8 8 8 8
Gas Hone
MO Missouri PSC Electric hrkansas-Missouri Power Co. (I) a 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
Empire District Electric (I) 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
Fansas City Power & Light (I) 0 2 0 2 2 0 0o 2 2 2 0
Missouri Edison Co. (I) 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
Missouri Power & Light (I) 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
Missouri Public Service (I) 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
Missouri Utilities Co. (I) o 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 2 0
St. Joseph Light & Power (I) 0 2 Y 2 2 0 0 2 2.2 0
Union Electric Co. (I) 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 2 2 2 0
Gas Gas Service Co. (I) 2 0
laclede Gas Co. (I) 2 0
Peoples Natural Gas Division
of Northern Natural Gas (I) 2 0
Missouri Public Service Co.(I) : 2 0
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'q)

) Standard - -
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility- COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
Nonregulated Electric fndependence Poweg_& 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
Gas Springfield City Utilities (P) 0 0
MT Montana PSC Electric Black Hills Power & Light (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0
: Montana—Dakota Utilities (1) 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0
Montana Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pacific Power & nght Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washlngton Water Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0
Gas Montana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 0
Montana Power Co. (1) 0 0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None .
NB None Electric None
. - Gas None
Nonregulated Electric Lincoln Electric System (P) 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nebraska Public Power Dist. (P) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Omaha Public Power (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o o 0 0 0
Gas Iowa Public Service 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)
Iowa Electric Light & Power (I)

No Réport Submitted
No Report Submitted
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Requlatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
NV Nevada PSC Electric CP National Corp. (1I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0
4 Idaho Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nevada Power Co. (I) , 0 6 0 o0 o0 O 0 0 0 0 0
Sierra Pacific Power Co. (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 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) 1 1 2 2 0 1 0o 1 0 8 2
Gas Bay State Gas Co. (I) 8 2
Nonregulated Electric Wone 1 "fTC pitteott e s a6 4 “ 9
‘Gas None
NJ New Jersey Department
of Energy: Board of Electric Atlantic City Electric Co. (ZI) o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Public Utilities Jersey Central Power & Light (I) 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Public Service Electric & Gas (I) 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0 0 0 0
Rockland Electric Co. (I) o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas Elizabethtown Gas Co. (I) 0 0
New Jersey Natural Gas Co. (1) 0 0
Public Service Electric & Gas (I) 0 0
South Jersey Gas Co. (I) 0 0
Nonregqulated Electric None
Gas None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

State

Regul@to;giguthority

Utility Type

Utility

Standard

COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

NM

NY

New Mexico PSC

Nonregulated

New York PSC

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Community Public Service (I)

El Paso Electric Co. (I)

New Mexico Electric Service (I)
Public Service Co. of New
Mexico (I)

Southwestern Public Service (I)

Gas Co. of New Mexico (I)

None

None

Central Hudson Gas & Electric (I)
Consolidated Edison Co. of

New York (I)

Long Island Lighting Co. (I)

New York State Electric & Gas (I)
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. (I)
Orange & Rockland Utilities (I)
Rochester Gas & Electric (I)

Brooklyn Union Gas Co. (I)
Columbia Gas of New York (I)
Consolidated Edison Co. of
New York (I)

~Long Island Lighting Co. (I)

National Fuel Gas Distribution
Corp. (I)

New York State Electric & Gas (1)
Niagara Mohawk Power (I)

Orange & Rockland Utilities (I)
Rochester Gas & Electric (I)
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by FURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD 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 0o .0
Gas None
NC North Carclina Utilities ) .
Commission Electric Carolina Power & Light Co. (L) 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 0 1 3 3
Duke Power Co. (I) 4 4 2 4 4 4 0 0 1 3 3
Virginia Electric & Power (I} 4 4 2 "4 4 4 0 O 1 3 3
Gas Rorth 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
' Commission (P) , , | o 0 0 o o0 o0 0 O O 0o .0
Greenville Utilities Comm. (F) o 0 0 0 O o0 o0 0 0 0 O
Wilson Utilities Dept. (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0
Focky Mount Public
Utilities (P) No Report Submitted
Gas None
ND North Dakota PSC Electric ‘Moptana-Dakota Utilities (I) 0 0 0 0 ;0 o 2 2 2 2 2
_Northern States Power (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 2
O:tter Tail Power Co. (I) o o o o0 o0 o0 2 2 2 2 2
Gas Montana Dakota Utilities (I) 2 -2
Northern States Power Co. (I) 2 2
Nonregulated Electric None :.
’ ’ Gas None i
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
OH Ohio PUC Electric Cincinnati Gas & Electric (1) 4 4 4 4 3 4 1 8 0 1 8
Cleveland Electric Illuminating (I) O 4 4 4 4 4 1 8 0 1 8
Columbus & Southern Ohio
Electric Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 8 0 1 8
Dayton Power & Light Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 3 4 1 8 0 1 8
Monongahela Power Co. (I) 4 4 4* 4 0 4 1 8 0 1 8
Ohio Edison (I) 4 4 4* 4 3 4 1 8 0 1 8
Ohio Power Co. (I) 0 4 4* 4 4 4 1 8 0 1 8
Toledo Edison Co. (I) 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 8 0 1 8
Gas Cincinnafi Gas & Electric (I) 1 8
Columbia Gas of Dhio, Inc. (I) 1 8
Dayton Power & Light Co. (I) 1 8
East Ohio Gas Co. (I) 1 8
National Gas & Qil Co. (I) 1 8
West Ohio Gas _Cd. (I) . ; 1. 8,
e Lo e vy - 3 . .
Nonregulated Electric Cleveland, Division of Light
' & Power (P) o 0 8 0 2 2 0 8 0 8 5
South Central Power Co. (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas None
OK Oklahoma Corp.
Commission Electric Empire District Electric (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 3
Oklahoma Gas & Electric (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 3
Public Service Co. of
Oklahoma (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 3
Southwestern Public Service (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 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.
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Tvpe Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
OK Oklahoma Corp.
Commission Gas Arkansas-Louisiana Gas (I) 0 3
Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas (I) 0 3
Gas Service Co. (I) 0 3
Lone Star Gas (I) 0 3
' . Oklahoma Natural Gas (I) 0 3
Southern Union Gas Co. (I) 0 3
Jnion Gas Systems (I) 0 3
ﬁonreguiated Electric None
W%
Gas None
OR Public Utility
Commission of
Oregon Electric CP National Corp. (I) 8 8 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 2 8
Idaho Power Co. (I) 8 8 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 2 8
Pacific Power Light Co. (I) 8 8 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 2 8
Portland General Electric (I) 8 8 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 2 8
Gas CP National Corp. (I) 2 8
Cascade Natural Gas Corp. (I) 2 8
Northwest Natural Gas Co. (I) 2 8
Nonregulated Electric Central Lincoln PUD (P) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Clatskanie PUD (P) 2 0 0 0O 0 0O 0 0 0 -0 O
Eugene Water & Electric Board (P) 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Soringfield Utilities Board (P} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Umnatilla Electric Cooperative {C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bonneville Power Administration (F) 1 1 1 1 1 -1 0 0 0 0 0

Gas None i
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard

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

PA Pennsylvania PUC Electric 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)
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Gas Carnegie Natural Gas Co. (I)
Columbia Gas of Penn., Inc. (I)
Equitable Gas Co. (I)

National Fuel Gas Distribution (I)
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)
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Philadelphia Gas
Commission ' Electric None -

Gas Philadelphia Gas Works (P) : 3 0

Nonregulated Electric None

- . Gas None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (ccnt'd)

Standard
State Requlatory Authority Utility Type Utility . COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
PR None Electric None
Gas None
Nonregulated Electric Fuerto Rico Water Resources
Mathority (P) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas None
RI Rhode Island PUC Electric Blackstone Valley Electric (I) b] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Narragansett Electric (I) J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gas Providence Gas Co. (I) 0o o0
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None
sC South Carolina PSC Electric Carolina Power & Light Co. (I) 8 8 0 8 0 0 0 8 0
Duke Power Co. (I) 8 8 0 0 8 0 0 8 0

South Carolina Electric & Gas (I) 8 8 0 8 8 0 0 8 0

Gas Carolina Pipeline Co. (I)
Piedmont Natural Gas Co. (I)
South Caroclina Electric & Gas (I)
United Cities Gas Co. (I)
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utilitv Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS. DBR TOD SLR INT IMT 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
SD 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-Dakotz 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
TN 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 Co. (I) . 0 0
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration. Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

Standard

State Regulatory Authority  Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT ILMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

TN 'Tennessee Valley
Authority Electric Bristol Electric Co. (P)

Chattanooga Electric Power (P)
Clarksville Dept of Energy (P) .
Cleveland Utilities (P)
Greenville Light & Power (P)
Jackson Utility Division (P)
Johnson City Power Board (P)
Knoxville Utilities Board (P)
Memphis Light, Gas & Water (P)
Nashville Electric Service (P)
Applachian Electric Coop. (C)
Cumberland Electric Membership (C)
Duck River Electric Membership (C)
Four County Electric Power Assc. (C)
Gibson County Electric
Membership Corp. (C) °
Meriwether Lewis Electric (C) 0 0 0 0 ] 0 3
Middle Tennessee Electric
Membership Corp. (C) 0 0 0 0 o 0 3
Pennyrile Rural Electric ‘
Cooperative (C)
Southwest Tennessee Electric
Membership Corp. (C)
Tri-County Electric Membership (C)
Upper Cumberland Electric (C)
Volunteer Electric Coop. (C)
Warren Rural Electric Coop. (C)
West Kentucky Rural Electric
Cooperative (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'3)

Standard
State Regqulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT LMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
City Council of the
City of Memphis Electric None
Gas ) Memphis Light, Gas & Water (P) - 1 1
Noaregulated Elecﬁric Tennessee Valley Authority (F) 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 3 3
Gas" None ’ !
TX Texas Railroad
Commission Electric None
Gas Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co. (1I) 0 3
Entex, Inc. (I) 0 3
lone Star Gas Co. (I) 0 3
People's Natural Gas Division of
Northern Natural Gas (I) 0 3
Pioneer Natural Gas (I) 0 3
Southern Union Gas Co. (I) 0 3
! Anadarko Gas Co. (I) No data submitted
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA {(cont'd)

Standard
State Requlatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT 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
El Paso Electric Co. (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8
o Gulf States Utilities (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0o 2 0 0 8
‘ : Houston Lighting & Power (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8
Scuthwestern Electric 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 0o 2 0 0 8
Texas Electric Service Co. (I) o 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 o0 0 8
Texas Power & Light Co. (I) 0 8 2 8 2 0 0 2 0 0 8
West Texas Utilities Co. (I) a 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 '8
Lower Colorado River Authority (P) " @ 8 2 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 8
Pedernales Electric Coop. (C) ] 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 8
Gas None
City of El Paso Electric El Paso Electric Co.
(in E1 Paso) (I) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 0
Gas Southern Union Gas Co. (I) 0 0
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process

for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'Qd)

Standard
State Regulatory Authority Utility Type Utility COS CBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS
TX Nonregulated Electric Austin Electric Drpt. (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 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Garland Electric Dept. (P) 0 1] 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
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 ane
vT Vermont PSB Electric Central Vermont Ppblic Service (I) 8 8 8 8 0 0 0 8 0 8 &8
Green Mountain Power Corp. (I) 8 8 8 0 0 0 00 0 8 8
Gas None
Nonregulated Electric None
Gas None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

State

Regulatory Authority

Utility Type

Utility

Standard

CCS DBR TOD SLR INT

IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

VA

WA

Virginia State Corpora-

tion Commission Electric

Gas.

Nonregulated Electric

. Gas

Washington Utilities &
Transportation
Commission

Electric

Gas

. e

Virginia Electric & Power (I)
Appalachian Power Co. (I)
Potomac Edison (I)

0ld Dominion Power Co. (I)
Delmarva Power & Light (I)
Potomac Electric Power (I)

. i x
Columbia Gas of Virginia (I)
Virginia Electric & Power (I)
Washington Gas Light Co. (1I)

-

None
Cizy of Richmond,’Department

. of Public Utilities (P)

Pacific Power & Light Co. (I)
Puget Sound Power™& Light (I)
Washington’ Water ‘Power Co. (I)

Cascade Watural Gas Corp. (I)
Northwest Natural.Gas Co. (I)
Washington Natural Gas Co. (I)
Washington Water Power Co. (I)
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process for Each Utility Covered by PURPA (cont'd)

State Requlatory Authority

Utility Type

Utility

Standard

COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC ITC TOS ADS

WA 'Nonregulated
Wwv West Virginia PSC
Nonregulated

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

Electric

Gas

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 County (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 Ligat Dept. (P)
Tacoma Public Utilities (P)

None

Appalachian Power Co. (I).
Mononghela Power Co. (I)
Potomac Edison Co. (I)
Virginia Electric & Power (I)
Wheeling Electric Co. (I)

Cabot Corp. Utility Div. (I)
Columbia Gas of West Virginia (I)
Consolidated Gas Supply ('I)
Equitable Gas Co. (I)

None

None
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Exhibit 4.b Status of Consideration Process

fcr Each Utility Covered by PURPR (cont'd)

State Regulatory Authority Utility Type

Gtility

Standafd

COS DBR TOD SLR INT IMT MM AAC

ITC TOS ADS

Wl Wisconsin PSC Electric

Nonregulated Electric

Gas

WY Wyoming PSC Electric

Gas

Nonregulated Electric

Gas

Lake Superior District Power (I)
Madison Gas & Electric (I)
Northern States Power Co. (I)
Wisconsin Electric Power (I)
Wisconsin Power & Light Co. (I}
Wisconsin Public Service Corp..(I)

-

Madison Gas & Electric (I)
Northern 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)

None
None
Black Hills Power & Light (I)
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I)

Pacific Power & Light (I)
U-ah Power & Light Co. (I)

Cheyenne Light, Fuel & Power (I)
Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas (I)
Montana-Dakota Utilities (I)
Mountain Fuel Supply (I)

None

None
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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. v :
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Exhibit 4.c

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE
SUMMARIES

Responded
With Without
State . Comments Comments
Alabama Alabama Public Service Commission X
Arkansas Arkansas Public Service Commission X
Arizona Arizona Corporation Commission X
Salt River Project X
California California Public Utilities
Commission ' X
Burbank Public Service Dept. X
Glendale Public Service Dept. X
Imperial Irrigation District X
Los Angeles Dept. of Water and
Power X
Modesto Irrigation District X
Pasadena Water & Power Dept. X
Riverside Public Utilities Dept. X
Sacramento Municipal Utility
District X
Colorado Western Area Power Administration X
Connecticut Connecticut Division of Public
Utility Control . X
" Delaware Delaware Public Service Commission X
Florida Florida Public Service Commission X
Gainesville Regional Utilities X .
City of Lakeland X
Lee County Electric Cooperative X
Orlando Utilities Commission X
City of Tallahassece - X
i
Georgia Albany Water, Gas & Light Commission X
Flint Electric Membership Corp. X ,

Jackson Electric Membership Corp. X



Exhibit 4.c

175

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES .
PROVIDING RESPONSES TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE .

SUMMARIES
Responded
With Without
State Comments Comments
Hawaii Hawaii Public Utilities Commission X
Idaho Idaho Public Utilities Commission X
Illinois Illinois Commerce Commission X
Indiana Public Service Commission of
Indiana X
Kansas Kansas City Board of Public
Utilities X
Kentucky Kentucky Energy Regulatory
Commission X
Louisiana Louisiana Public Service Commission X
City of Lafayette X
City of New Orleans X
Southwest Louisiana Electric '
Membership Corp. X
Maine Maine Public Utilities Commission X
Massachusetts Massachusetts Dept. of Public
Utilities X
Michigan Lansing Board of Water and Light X
Minnesota Minnesota Dept. of Public Service X
Peoples Natural Gas Div. of
Northern Natural Gas X
Mississippi Singing River Electric Power ASSOC. X
Southern Pine Electric Power ASsoC. X
Misséuri Missouri Public'SerQice Commission X
City Utilities of Springfield X
Montana Montana Public Service Commission
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Exhibit 4.c 6

STATE REGULATORY AUTHORITIES AND NONREGULATED UTILITIES
PROVIDING RESPONSES' TO REVIEW COPIES OF DRAFT STATE-BY-STATE
SUMMARIES

Responded
. With Without
State Comments Comments
Nebraska Iowa Public Service Company X
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. X
Lincoln Electric System ‘ X
Nebraska Public Power District X
Northwestern Public Service Co. X
Omaha Public¢ Power District X
Peoples Natural Gas Div. of‘
Northern Natural Gas X
New Mexico " New Mexico Public Service
Commission A X
New York . New York Public Service Commission X
Power Authority of the State. of
New York N X
North Carolina Fayetteville Public Works Commission X
Greenville Utilities Commission X
North Dakota North Dakota Public Service
’ Commission . X
ohio Ohio Public Utilities Commission X
0Ok1ahama Nklahoma Corporation Commission X
Oregon Eugene Water & Electric Board . X
Springfield Utility Board X
Central Lincoln Peoples Utility .
District X
Clatskanie. Peoples Utility District X
Pennsylvania Pennsylvania Public Utility
Commission X
Puerto Rico Puerto Rico Electric Power

Authority X



Exhibit 4.c
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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

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Vermont

Virginia

Rhode Island Public Utilities
Commission

South Carolina Public Service
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 Utilities

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X



Exhibit 4.c
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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
Public Utility District of

Washington

West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming

Chelan County

Public Utility District of"
Benton County

Public Utility District of
Clark County

Public Utility District of
Franklin County

Public Utility District of
Grant County

City of Tacoma, Dept. of
Public Utilities

West Virginia Public Service
Commission

Wisconsin Public Service
Commission

Wyoming Public Service Commission

X

X
X

X
X
X
X

X
X



AL, Alabama Public Service Commission:

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 Annua] PURPA Report to Congress.

/z / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submwtted to Congress.

-

The Alabama Public Service Commission has completed consideration
of the certaln standards in sectlon 113 and 303. The proposed rples
have been circulated, and comments received. The final rule w111
likely be published and placed into effect. by June, 1980.

The Commission has completed the first phase of the section 111.
They are being considered in conjunction with a major rate case o%
Alabama Power Company. . Considerable attention is being given the
standards, with 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,

1980, with a dec.ision rendeEW.OPyCMEWg?ETI&PSO.

/" / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Luther L. Hall

Title: Executive Director

Organization: Alabama Public Service Commission

Date: April 7, 1980

"



AR Arizona Corporation Commission

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014)
Wwashington, 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.

/XX7 We would like the following comments incorpurated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

RE: Page 4.1b, paragraph 1: The Arizona Corpouration Commission 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: ELECIRLU--Arizéna 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.

END OF .COMMENT SECTION

/ /] We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: James J. Apperson

Title: - PURPA Director

Organization: Arizona Corporation Commission

Date: __April 4, 1980




AR Salt River Project

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/ 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
Corporation 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 term ie generally

* used. ' ' :

- END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.
Submitted by: Dale L. Pohlman (Dg./é' f %‘Aq
Title: Manager, System Plamming

Organization: Salt River Project

Date: Abril 8, 1980




CA California Public Service Commission

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 / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

Due to the inadequacy 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 summarized below:

l. Lifeline- The CPUC jurisdictional utilities provide inverted seasonal rates for
all of their residential customers.

2. Seasonal and Time-of-Day Rates- All CPUC jurisdictional customers over 1,000 kW
vere on seasonal time-of-day rates by the end of the reporting period. These
customers represent 32% of kwh sales. In addition, by June 1980 -all customers
over 500 kW will be on these ratee and the Commission 418 overseeing experiments

to determine whether such rates are cost effective for smsller usage customers.

3. Interruptible Rates- All the major utilities offer interruptible rates. Nine
customers with a potential for 1,250 mW of load reduction are under contract.

k. Load Management- Numerous experiments are under way to test the effectiveness
and customer acceptance of various load control equipment.

5. Cost of Service- Sime 1976, the CPUC has required tbe filing of marginal cost

data in electric utility rate proceedings. Such data, which are used extensively
in rate design, distinguish among customer, energy and demand components and are

differentiated by time of use.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

) Submitted by: Jackalyne Pfannenstiel (Suiith)
Title: Senior Econcmist
Organization: California Public Utilities Commission

Date: April 8, 1980




CA Burbank Public Service Department

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems .
Department of Energy p
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 40}8)

Hashington, D.C. 2046}

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 198C Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

We would 1ike the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
f1na1 report submitted to Congress.

The City of Burbank Public Servic’e Department provided DOE on November 5, 1979
fts PURPA Implementation Plans as required by Question 4.0 of Schedule [ of

ERA Form 166. In our response we provided the scheduled hearing dates for
consideration of all the PURPA standards and the estimated personnel hours

and cost required for each. To date we have completed hearings and implemented
the Cost of Service Standard, the Master Metering Standard, the Information to
Consumers Standard, the Advertising Standard, and the Pmcadures for Teraination
of Electric Sarvice Standard.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

{7 e have no comments at this time. - ,
Submitted by: Xavier 6. Baldwin ‘

| Title: - Seaigr Electrical Engineer y

Organization: Burbank Public Service Dapartment
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 _/ Ve 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, 1979. 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.

i

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: pepnis B. Whitney

Title: Rate Manager

Organization: 105 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.

/XX, “XX/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim 1nto the
—— final report submitted to Congress. :

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 commercial,.
industrial, and agricultural ratepayers; and one to represent environmental and con-
servation concerns. The League of Women Voters, Sacramento Metropolitan Chamber of
Coinmerce,, and the Environmental 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 Beoard of Directers 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.

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Donald G. Sa]ow

Title: Rate Economist

V7

Organization:  Sacramento Municipal Utility District

Date: April 8, 1980

03



CO Western Area Power Authority

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Requlatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014)
Wwashington, 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 / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

Page 4.22 First Sentence - Insert after the word “hearing" the words '"commenced
on July 13, 1976 and continuing”" so it will read "In a generic hearing commenced
on July 13 1976 and cont1nu1ng after November 1978 the Colorado --~------

Page 4. 23 The first two complete sentences should be deleted and the fo110w1ng
inserted "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."

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ "7 We have no comments a his OZ;
AQL%%ycxanf
Submitted by: ry . 1gan,

Title: Executive Secretary

Organization: Colorado Public Utilities Commission

Date: April 17, 1980




CO Western Area Power Administration

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 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 rate
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

/ __/ We have no comments at this time.

Title: — Assistant Administrator for Power Management-and 0&M

Organization: Western Area Power Administration

Date: 7///Z/5' o




CT Connecticut Division of Puklic Utility
Control

Mr. Howard Perry .

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.¥., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461 :

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordance with 90ur letter of March 28, 1980, we have reQiewed the re]evdnt
draft 'section of the 198C Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/ X/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

Page Paragraph Line
4,24 1 2 Delete the word "effectively."”

(Corment: word "effectively" is not consistent with ooncerns expressed in
paragraph 3 page 4.24) '

Page Paragraph Line

4.24 3 2,3 Delete "...raises questions about the
methodology employed by the DPUC to identify..."
Replace this phrase with "... does not permit
optimum...."

Page Paragraph Line .

4.24 3 4 Insert ... better ... between word "to" and the

word "determine." Phrase should read ... and to

better determine the ...

(Comment: DPUC ocould not respond to cost of service standard so soon after Legislation
was enacted but we felt it important to implement Time of Day Standard based on pre-

National Energy Act studies and considerations).

END OF COMMEMT SECTION

/___/ MWe have no comments at this time.

Submitted by =_“_Char1es_'n._cap:inq_ﬂ?[{z{&ém?: -/énwf |

Title: . Director, Rate Analysis & Research”

Organization: _ piyision of Puhlic Ntility Control

Date: April 1, 1980 _




DE Delaware Public Service Commission

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/ We would like the following commente incorporated verhatim into the
final report submitted 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 standards, both gas and
electric, have been concluded.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted. by: Robert J. Kennedy, III

Title: . Executive Director

Organization: Delaware Public Service Commission

Date: April 7, 1980




FIL. Florida Public Service Commission

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 accordapce with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/XX / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

The PSC has implemented the advertising standard for 1ts covered electriT

and gas utilities. The PSC Report, due to a reporting error on page 137 (Form 166)
which failed to include the electric customers 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,

pages 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 Automatic Adjustment Clauses and Advertising Standards."

On Exhibit 4.b, Jacksonville Electric Authority shows consideration has started
for DBR, TOD, 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 DBR standard in March 1980 and the
TOD standard in April 1980.

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Michael E. Horne

Title: Rate Analyst

Organization: FPSC, Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Date: April 9, 1980




FL. Gainesville Regional Utilities

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/ We would like the following 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 Servicé'Commission is the regulatory body for these

utilities only to the extent that rate structure matters are involved.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

o bldes Engce

/ / We have no comments at

Submitted by

Title:

Date: April 9, 1980




FLL Orlando Utilities Commission

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Requlatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 2046}

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the re1evant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/! x/ X/ 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 suggested 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

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Gerald F. Erickson
Title:

Asst. Di System Planning Division
Organization: __ orlando Utilities Commission

Date: 4/2/80




Item 1

In Florida, PURPA covers four investor owned electric util-
ities, three investor owned gas utilities, five muniéjpal electric
utilities, and two cooperative electric utilities. The Florida
PSC has complete jurisdiction over the investor owned utilities, but
has jurisdiction over the municipal and cooperative electric util-
~ities with respect to rate structure only. The municipal and
cooperative electric utilities covered by PURPA have ;greed to
become a party to the consideration and determination” process to be

carrieéd out by the Florida PSC with regard to the ratemaklng standards

covered in Sectlonslll(d) and 115

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).

995 /80



FL City of Tallahassee

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
dratt section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/ X/ We would like the foilowing comments incorporated verbat1m into the
final report submitted to Congress.

Since tae  Subwizsion Of Own  ERA FoRat 166 4+ DoE  fouswing

Pvcavess 4os peew waode

4. City ©of Tolakassee —has  fived @ Comsullant o et
W, 'C.Ovv\rl.‘c,mCQ Procedwas og PURPA Stawdonds -

2. Tae Cily ot present 15 Comduckng om Applicucs  Soburokion
Swnvey Wi IS e pretlude }o Cousidevakon of
L ood AAau~ﬁ}»~Am~J: _récinnimﬂus

3. Flovida PSC das  Fokew o definte Shep + bty s
‘De_c,Lm.'.mé Block. Reotas Tois il offeck o Ciby's soles s web

4. Frovida Nm'ruadwled wbtles ove C_ons;dgy.',\? o Jowmb fleed

ne¢ e onche {or Cost of Senvice dota Covechon —
M:n.’wze C.OS“: Fo( Lo ch ukﬁl)( .

RIS Staould

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: A A . K- (peN) SHARMA
Title: Systew Plouning  Eugmeey
Organization: C ity of TaWalassee

Date: Apvl 3 1980



Mr. Howard Perry

GA Flint Electric Membership Corporation

Director of Regulatory Assistance

Office of Utility Systems

Department of Energy
2000 M Street, N.W.,

Dear Mr. Perry:

(Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461

In accordance wifh your‘letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/] We wou]d like the following comments incorporated verbat1m 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

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by:

Tit'le:

Organization:

Date:

Harold B. Smith

Generg Mgnager

Flint Electric Membership Corporatxon

April 2, 1980




HI Hawaii Public Utilities Commission

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:

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/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Cangress.

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

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Melvin S. Ishihara
Title: '  Administrative Director
Organization: __ Hawaii Public Utilities Commission

Date: April 7, 1980




ID Idaho Public Utilities Commission

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. '

/xxy/ 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 iﬁvestor-ownéd 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 fhe re-
maining regulatory standards for the spring of 1980 and on the rate-

making standards for the summér of 1980.

>T0~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

/__/ MWe have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: William-E. Winiger

Title: Executive Assistant

Organization:_ . Jdaho Public Utilities Commission

Date: April 4, 1980




II. Illinois Commerce Commission

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.

/[ xXx/ XX/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim 1nto the
final report submitted to Congress.

COMMENTS ATTACHED

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Charles E. Teclaw

‘ © Acting Manager
Title: ‘ Policy Analysis and Research Division
Organization: I1linois Commerce Commission

Date: April 8, 1980



Over the last decade the Illinois Commerée 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 consideréd but
implemented standards covering the elimination of declining
block rates, load management techniques, termination of service,
informafion 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 régulatory 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.

I



\ D ' IN Public Service Commission of Indiana

A\

——

“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
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 SECTION

/ / We have.no comments at this time.

Submitted by:

Title: . Administrative Assistant

Organization: - ‘Public Service Commission of Indiana

Date: April 7, 1980.



IA Iowa State Commerce Commission

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 R;Eprt to Congress.

!/ X / we wou1d like the fo110w1ng comments 1ncorporated verbat1m 1nt0 the
final report submitted to Congress.

4.36 Change - See Attached Sheet

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/] We have no commenfs at th1s time.

Submitted by John E Hense]

Title: Executive ‘Secretary’

Organization: Jowa State Commerce Commission

Date: April 8, 1980




4.36
Paragraph #1 should be corrected to:

The Iowa State Commerce Commission plans tn hegin consideration of
the ratemaking standards by November 9, 1980, and to make a detcrmination
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. " The 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 compliance,;
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 ;orrectipns.
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. . A1l of lowa'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 to customers, termination of
service, and advertising standards. The automatic adjustment clause
standard effective date is January 1, 1980.



Mr. Howard Perry

IA Muscatine Power and Water

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 rev1ewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/ %/ We would like the fo11owing 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 estlmated.‘
It is anticipated that Muscatine Power 'and Watéer will : ' )
commence its hearing on ratemaking standards after the

first of October,

1980 and have determlnatlons made 1n tlme

to comply with Section 112(b) (2) -of- PURPA.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / MWe have no comments at this time.

Submitted by:

Steven J. Pershing

Title:

Rate Engineer

Organization:

Muscatine Power and Watér

Date:

April 7, 1980




LA City of New Orleans

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:

In accordance with ybur letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the re]evant
draft section of the 198C Annual PURPA Report to Congress..

INC]  We wou1d 1ike the following comments 1ncorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

The City of Néw Orleans réguiates 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

/7 We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by : ‘755%% 5 M/f/géé
Title: Z&E’é{@/é

organization: _ JIMGIEAT OF /76
Date: _?WC =




LA City of Lafayette

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N,¥., (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

/ xx/ We would like the following comments 1ncorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress. :

The City df Lafayette is preparing to hold its
first public hearing to serve as an evidential
hearing as called for under the provisions.of
16 USCA g 2601 et. seq. during the month of
April, 1980 or May, 1980.

The City of Lafayette is also a'nonfregulated
utility in Louisiana that is subject to PURPA

requirements.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ _/ MWe have no comments at this time.

Submitted by:

) S. J. Richard
Title: Director of Utilities

Organization: City of lafayette, louisiana

Date: April 9, 1980




ME Maine Public Utilities Commission

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
dratt section ot the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

- /X MWe 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.0.E. staff, Maine does not have an "automatic"
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. has since 197 2 required 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 Hydru 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: Maine Public Utilities Commission

Date: 4/7/80




Item 1:

Item 2:

[tem 3:

MN Minnesota Department of Public Service

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 / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

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.

Page 4.48 implies that Minnesota has not yet adopted or implemented the master
metering standard. This is incorrect. Minnesota Statute 116H.129, Subd. 8, directs
the Commissioner of Administration in consultation with the Director of the Energy
Agency to promulgate rules which prohibit master metering in multiple dwelling units.
Such rules have been promulgated and implemented. Therefore, the Department of Pub-
lic Service does not have authority concerning master 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.

Page 4.49 indicates that Peoples Natural Gas is 2 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

/ __/ We have no comments at this time.
‘Subm‘itted by. Ph"'”ip\l. Zins
Title: Public Utility Rates Analyst

Organization: Department of Public Service

Date: April 3, 1980




MN Peoples Natural Gas Division of
Northern Natural Gas

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 relevent
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/X / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

| /2,_7;2 449 = Flinmesobe

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 establishes
for Peoples regulated operations,

Note: Include Peoples on "Exhibit 4.,b = MN - Gas''‘in the
requlated section. Delete from nonregulated section.

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitfed by : G. L. Stamm
Title: - Vice Pfesident Administration -
Organization: Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company

Date: April 3, 1980




MO Missouri Public Service Commission

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
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
estsblished 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

l "7 We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: 2;;3’ tﬂ éz Z iﬂéﬂ: 42.4

Title: D1rector of Utilities

Organization: Missouri Pub]ic Servicehtomﬁ?ééibﬁm.“.m”w

Date: April 7, 1980




MO City Utilities of Springfield

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.

v V''/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
f1na1 report submitted to Congress.

ge 452, Line. 2, delete Hhe word "by'and insert +he word
"in",

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

sunitted by:_Cathoen . Meyer |

-Organization: ‘ 4]' Ub.la.I!.ES Q_f Si)ﬂlgﬁild Mo.
Date: _Bpril 3190




MT Montana Public Service Commission

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/ MWe would like the following comments 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 Commission juris-

diction.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/] We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Judy Curtis L

Title: Chief, Rate Design Bureau

Organization: Montana Public Service Commissién

Date: April 1, 1980




NB Nebraska Public Power District

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:

March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant

In accordance with_y _
ual PURPA Report to Congress.

drqft section of

/;‘:/ We 1d 1ike sfle following comﬁents incorporated verbatim into the
al repory”submitted to Congress.

The Nebréska Public PoWerLDistrict has the following comments regarding _

Exhibit 4.b:

Under "cost of service" change the "2" to “3"“.

. END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/- ] We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Henry Rica
Title:
Organizafﬁon: Nebraska Public 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 yobr letter of March 28, 1980, we have rev1ewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA. Report to' Congress.

/ x “yx / 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. In one sentence it states that four gas utilities in Nebraska 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

/ / We have no comments at this time

. ,/r' 1\‘
Submitted by: Alan D. Dietrich _4Z;¢,v~;> W £

Title: -Corporate Attorney

Organization;uNorthVestérn Public Service Company

Date: - April 7, 1980




NB Omaha Public Power 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.

/X / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into.the
final report submitted to Congress.

L.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 policies 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 [QPQOM QMMJ

\’VU

Title: ) Manager, Cost of Service and Rate Desugn

Organization: Omaha Public Power District

Date: . April 7, 1980




NB Peoples Natural Gas Division
of Northern Natural Gas

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.%., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordance with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the reVevant

draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

- changes

/x _/ We would like the following <omment<~ incorporated «ewbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress. .

Exhibit 4,b - NB Section = Gas
Delete ''Northern Natural Gas (1) No report submitted'

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 listed,

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / MWe have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: G. L. Stamm
Title: Vice Preﬁident, A&minfstration
Organization: Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company

L]

Date: ___April_3, 1980




NM New Mexico Public Service Commission

M. Howard Perry :
Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Encrgy- -

2000 M Street, N.4., (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.

-/ >7 We would like the following comments 1ncorporated verbat1m into the

final report submitted to Congress.

END OF COMMEMT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at th1s tipe.

Submitted by: 4? iﬁ?

Organization: /l///{/1,/7 J\ (:

Date: _m___ijZEGKZETC: —_—



STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 4.59

New Mexico 4 ,//,//ff#“~-\\

The New Mexico PSC has adopted but - not implemented the

information to consumers (electric only), términation of
service, and advertising standards for the six electric
and one gas utility under its jurisdiction. The consider-
ation procedures met PURPA reqﬁirements. The other eight
standa;ds are bging considered in generic hearings. The
PSC has not established a time frame for completion of

the hearings or set a decision date.

Ig“short, none of New Mékigglir:fo,ooo electric customers
or its 280,000 gas customers are covered by the I

.

mentation of éﬁ?*RPRPA standards. ~
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NY New York Public Service Commission

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.

/X7 We would 1ike the following comments incorporated verbatwm into the
final report submitted to Congress.

By requiring 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
considering the PURPA standards in their own terms.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/~ 7 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 accordapce with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. o

! x / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

The following sentence should be added to the paragraph
that discusses the Power Authority on page 462:

” "Howcver, since filing its report the Authority has

hired a consultant who has drafted a PURPA implementation
plan which is to be finalized shortly." .

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ ]/ We have no comments at this time.

e

Submitted by: Edward J. Brown

Title: _Principal Economist

Organization: pQWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Date: _April 2, 1980



ND North Dakota P,S.C,

Mi-. lloward 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 198C Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

, 7 We would like the tollowing comments incorporated verbdalim into the
final report submitted to Congress

"f‘ f . EEA IS

4.63 Line 18 should read: The Commission has completed hearings &n
~ the termination-of-service and advertlslng
standards. On November 14, 1979, the’ fg'

Commission adopted the termination-of- .
service PURPA standard in an Order issu d

in Docket M-100, Subs 28 and 61, and any,

Order of Clarification dated November 20
1979. An Order regarding the advertlslng

standard will be issued later this year.,

:)L;)

o .o
RIOR S

4.64 Line 6 should state that three utilities rather than one use

. own-system load research data. The eoik

5 language following the semicolon shouldsnk

be deleted. : b3

, . ' R
In Exhibit 4.b under North Carolina Nonregulated Electric = ifi:

Utilities, Rocky Mountain should read Rocky Mount Public.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ __/ We have no comments at this time.
Submitted -by: - -~ /LA [ /é;jiaz;-j

Title: . Chairman

Organization: North Carolina Utilities Commission

Date: April 3, 1980




ND North Dakota Public Service Commission

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.4W., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461

Dear Mr. Perry: .

In accordance with ynur letter of March 28. 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/xxx/ We wou]d 1ike the following comments incorporated verbat1m into the
final report submitted to Congress. :

It is incorrect and untrue to state 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 consideration of the Section 113
policy standards shortly after PURPA was enacted. Formal consideration of the Section 113 PURPA
standards 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 hearing record, nearly all of
the elements of the Section 113 policy standards prior to November 9, 1980. Furthermore, it
should be 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 COMMEMT SECTION

/7 We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Richard A. Elkin

Title: President

Organization: North Dakota Public Service Commission

Date: April 7, 1980




* OH Ohio Public Utilities Commission

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:

March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
ual PURPA R;gprt to Congress.

In accordance with y
draft section o

1d like »ffe following comments incorporated verbatim into the
al reporg”submitted to Congress.

1Y

The Ohio PUC has the following comments rgarding the matrix:

Under "seasonal rates":, for Monongahela, Ohio ‘Edison and Ohio Power,
changeﬂ 4" to ll5ll

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/__J We have no comments at this time.

Organfzation:  Ohfo PUC

Date:




OR Eugene Water & Electric

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance : %
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy .
2000 M Street, NW (Room 4014) . 3
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.

A

We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
v 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 five days of ev1dent1ary
hearings and on recommendations offered by the pre51d1ng officer.-of the
hearings, the following PURPA ratemaking standards were adopted in total:

- Cost of Service, Declining Block 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

[:] We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Garry R. Kunkel - ’

Title: . - Manager of Rates *

Organization: Eugene Water & Electric Board




OR Springfield Utility Board

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/ We wou1d 11ke the following comments incorporated verbat1m into the
final report submitted to Congress.

R 1 y

The Springfield Utility Board will conduct PURPA hearings on sections 111(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

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Gale H. Banry
Title: 5 Assistant General Manager
Organization: Springfield Utility Board

Date: - April 7, 1980




PA Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

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
final report submitted to Congress.

D.0.E.'s questioning of quality of costing methodology for ratemaking
purposes 1is myopic regarding the standards which are of a recent
nature and rates which have existed for over 30 years. Declining
block rates do not decline in energy component costs, only 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

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: C. A. Smetak, Division Chief

Title: Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

Organization: _ P. 0. Box 3265, Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

Date: April 2, 1980




PR Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority

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

Deaf 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 / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

See attached corrected copy.

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ 7/ We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by:_Elfas Orta g\/&”’ @t‘

Title: _Head, Planning & Research Division

' Organization: Puerto Rico ~E"lectric'J?owe::.A.I.li:ho..'l:llt;L._—_'
Date: April 9, 1980




STATE-BY-STATE CONSIDERATION OF PURPA STANDARDS 4.75

Puerto Rico

There is no commission regulating utilities in Puerto

Rico.

The Puerto Rico Electric Power Authority (formétly the
Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority) a nonregulated
utility supplying electric power to customers in Puerto
Rico, has not begun consideration of any of the PURPA
standards. Héarings 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 requlatory standards by November'1980.

In brief, none of Puerto Rico's 950,000 electric customers
have been considered as required by '
are-covered-by-mry-of the PURPA standards. Puerto Rico

has no gas utilities covered by PURPA.



RI Rhode Island Public Utilties Commiss

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:

March 28, 1980,’we have reviewed the relevant
ual PURPA Report to Congress.

In accordance with
draft section o

/R[] We 1d 1ike sfle following comments incorporated verbatim into the
al reporg”submitted to Congress.

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

/__] We have no comments at this time.
Submitted by: Tom Chmura
Title:
Organization: Rhode Island PUC

Date:




SC South Carolina Public Service
Commission

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 1ncorporated verbatim into the
final 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

/ / MWe have no comments._at th1s t1me Et-
Submitted by Ron ld T. Nolte

Title: manager, Corporate Forecasting, Rates & Statistics
Organization: South Carolina Public Service Authority

Date: April 3, 1980




SD South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

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 th

e relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress. :

E / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.
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END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/- / We have no comments at this time.
Submitted by: %"‘"\

T sreprel L. BLometE
Title: Erewhue  Secve bavy

Organization: St .\D:(uk Pb“( U.[,,’l.k‘u Corvucissr A
Date: ﬂb/ia |




TN City Council of the City of Memphis

Attention of Ms. Katherine Van Sickle
Office Room # 4306

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Reqgulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy .
2000 M Street, N.W., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461 B

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordapce with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

D<T We would like the following comments 1ncorporated verbatim into the
f1na1.report subm1tted to Cnn-rpss .Added ,

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 Memphis.

Regulatory Authority, and as to the dates of the Sec. 303 Public Hear1ngs This
entire paragraph should be amended to read verbatim as follows:

"ﬂhg 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 scheduled

for June {1980} and the City Counci]to complete and implement the

standards by July 31,(1980)"

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitfed by:

. 67Joe Evrard
Title: Director of Rates & Statistics

Organization: yeponis |ight Gas & Water Division (Reporting for Memphis City
i1)

‘ Council
Date: April 3, 1980

n Y




TX Public Utility 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 Congress.

/ xx/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

The 111(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
111(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 section 133, The Commission has not yet made a final
determination regarding the appropriateness of any of the 111(d) standards.

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / We have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Paul N, Smolen
Title: ~ Assistant Director, Economic Research Division
Organizatibn: PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION OF TEXAS

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 re]evant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress

XX _/ We would like the fo110w1ng comments incorporated verbat1m into the
final report submitted to Congress

A public hearing on a proposed rule régardlng termination of
service was held in February, 1979. A rule regardlng advertising
expenses was adopted in December, 1979.

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/ ' / 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



TX City Public Serv1ce Board,
San Antonio

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 wifh your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/777 We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report subm1tted 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 the regulatory, standards are:due by mid-October
1980 and the rate-making standards by November 1981.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/___/ We have no comments at this time. p
Submitted by:  Dopald §. Thomas ég; " M(ﬂ»ﬂ— >

Organization: City Public Service Board

- Date:- P.O. Box 1771 San Antonio, Texas 78296




VT Vermont Public Service Board

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 re1evant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

[ X X/ We would 1like the following comments incorporated verbat1m into the
final report submitted to Congress.
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"END OF COMMENT SECTION

/7 We have no comments at this time.
Submitted by: £ e <;*2/}~
ritte: Resconclon
Organization: Rhl e Sewue 3M¢Q
Date: §;/:I-/@ |




VA Virginia State Corporation Commission

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N. H (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 Annua1 PURPA Report to Congress.

We would Hko the fonowing comments 1nc0rporated verbatia into the
final report submitted to Congress.

— - Sem—

While the PURPA ratemsking and regulatory standards had not been formally
considered prior to Juns 30, 1979, the Virginis State Corporation Commission
had considered and implemented prior to that dste, policies, procedures and
rates, vhers determined to be appropriate, vhich address the issues of
sessonal and declining block rates, 1osd msnagement, master metering, auto-
matic sdjustment clauses, terminstion of sarvica and advertising. It is
believed that under the procedusl requiremants sstablished in PURPA, it will
be determined that existing state policies and standards pertaining to meny of
these issuves substantially, and in sone cases completely comply with PURPA
standards.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ 7 We have no comments at this '-time.

Submitted by:_ Jemes R. Wittine
Title: _DPirector, Division of Energy Regulation

Organization:  virginis State Corporation Commission

Date: 1y —AELCD, 1980




WA City of Tacoma, Department of
Public Utilities

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 re]evant
draft section of the 198C Annual PURPA Report to Congress

/ X _/ We would like the following comments 1ncorporated verbat1m 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."

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

at this time.

/ / We have no comment

Submitted by:

Title: Superintendent of Lig

Organizati City of Tacoma, Dept of Public Utilities, Light Division

Date: April 7, 1980



WA Public Utility Df¥strict of Clark County

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Uttice 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.

/xx / We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final report submitted to Congress.

Public Utility District No. 1 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 Board of Commissioners on February 19,
1980. Formal action to consider all remaining eleven Standards
will be'taken in April of 1980.

END OF COMMENT SECTION

/ / 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




WA Cowlitz County

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems
Department of Energy

2000 M Street, N.Y., (Room 4014)
Washington, D.C. 20461

Dear Mr. Perry:

In accordarice with your letter of March 28, 1980, we have reviewed the relevant
draft section of the 1980 Annual PURPA Report to Congress.

/ _x/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the
final r port submitted to Congress.

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 Commissicners of Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County,
Washington 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

/ /- V¥e have no comments at this time.

Submitted by: Robert L. McKinney

Title: General Manager

Organization: Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County

Date: April 1, 1980




PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT OF GRANT COUNT

P.O. BOX 878 ® EPHRATA, WASHINGTON 98823 ® 509/754-3541
April 9, 1980

Mr. Howard Perry

Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems

U. S. Departiment 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, Nash1nqton
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 ut111t1es 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: "Steps have been taken and progress is being made by both
regulated and non-regulated utilities to achieve compliance with PURPA.
Public hearings on the rate standards, utility practices and 1ifeline ‘
rates have been held or are scheduled that will be applicable to 1.5 mil-
‘Tion 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.

Sincerely yours, Aay@/éﬁ
A Lk,

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 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.

!l =z “/ We would like the following comments incorporated verbatim into the:
f1na1 report submitted to Congress.

Re: W. Va. consideration of PURPA standards. The third paragraph is inaccurate
1 two respects:

1. The statement '‘none of West Virginia's 730,000 electric customers or
its 250,000 gas custamers are covered by any of the PURPA standards.” is misleading
and incorrect. PURPA standards do not cover anyone. Under PURPA, state commissions
are to consider the appllcablllty of those standards to customers in W.Va. At the
present time, the W.Va. P.S.C. is considering the termination standard and will
undertake con31derat10ns of other regulatory standards and §111 ratemaking

standards.

2. By statutory mandate §24-2-15, this Commission is prohibited froulpmmuitting
utilities to use an automatic adjustment clause. Therefore, at least one regula-
tory standard under PURPA is applicable presently to all electric custamers in

© W. Va. :

END .OF COMMENT SECTION

/7 We have no comments at this time. ‘
Submitted by:  Robert R. Rodecker.
Title: General Compsel
Organization: W Va. Publi é i ce Commission
o Date: April 1, 1980 ’




. - ' ED HERSCH1

THE STATE OF W'VOMING HERSCI
Public Fervice Commissi
“‘/&0 eL¥ece ommeddeon
CAPITOL HILL BUILDING
320 W. 26TH STREET CHEYENNE. WYOMING 82002
. . FRANK L. RAUCHFUSS
C'E"cumﬁnDAANJOHNSON : . DIRECTOR, UTILITIES DEPARTMENT
- : TH . ’ DELBERT L. BOYER
Jo%':vﬁwsqumww CHIEF ENGINEER
G. KEITH OSBORN WILLIAM M. ROONEY
COMMISSIONER DIRECTOR, MOTOR TRANSPORTATION
ALEX J. ELIOPULOS WILLIAM L. JOHNSON
. CHIEF COUNSEL AND C ' : DIRECTOR, RATE AND 1AH{H

ADMINISTRATIVE SECRETARY

April 3, 1980

Department of Energy
. Washington, D.C. 20461
ATTENTION: Howard Perry
Director of Regulatory Assistance
Office of Utility Systems

Re: Department of Energy
Annual Report to Congress

Dear Sir:

The Wyoming Public Service Commission respectfully
represents 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 follows:

(1) Information to customers standard govern-
ing the four covered electric utilities with
105,074 customers;

his



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 home 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:1b



DOE ACTIVITIES
IN SUPPORT
OF PURPA

Under Sections 116(b)(3) and 309(b)(3) of PURPA, DOE is required to
list and briefly describe the various financial, regulatory assis-
tance, and intervention activities that it is carrying out to further
the purposes of Titles I and III of PURPA.* 1In 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: ' ’

e Financial
e Regulatory Support and Analysis

e 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 under Title II of ECPA). The applicable
provisions of PURPA and ECPA are generically similar, in that they
both relate to federal involvement in state reyulalion of utilities.
Moreover, several key provisions of PURPA take the form of amendments
parallel to the provisions of ECPA. Separate PURPA and ECPA annual
reports would, therefore, be largely duplicative and potentially
confusing. Accordingly, this annual Yeport incorpurates Lhe reguire-
ments of Section 206 of ECPA. Specific applicable references

to ECPA, as well as to any relevant interrelationships with PURPA,’
are delineated in each of the sections of this chapter describing

DOE's activities.



DOE ACTIVITIES IN SUPPORT OF PURPA 245

o

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.*

S.1.1 Division of Regulatory Assistance

The long-range goal of the Division of Regulatory Assistance (DRA) is
to further federal energy conservation and alternative energy supply
objecctives Lhrough improved public regqulation 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, DRA promulgates rules;
provides financial assistance for basic state implementation, innova-
tive rates projects, and consumer offices; and performs analytical
studies and provides technical assistance far carrying out reyulatory
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 energy 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 advocacy 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 Reliability, has as its
long-range goal the assurance of continuing reliability and adequacy
of the nation's electric power supply.
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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 Titles I and III. In FY1979, Congress
appropriated a total of $17.5 million for this purpose, which was
distributed as follows:

® Basic PURPA grants -- $10 million to acquire the technical
expertise needed for consideration of the 11 PURPA standards and
other PURPA-related actlvilies

® Consumer offices —- $2 million to establish or continue state-
level offices to represent consumer interests in electric utility
regulatory proceedings

e Innovative rates -- $3.8 million to initiate or continue innova-
tive rate stucture analysis and implementation

‘e ECPA activities =-- $1.7 million to continue 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 5.a (see end of chapter) presents a
profile of the level and type of funding awarded to each state
commission and nonregulated utility.

In the following 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 éligibility criteria in receiving basic PURPA grants.
In August 1979, DRA 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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5.2.2 Innovative Rates Program

Established under 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 nrganizational resources 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; testing direct
load management systems; rate incentives 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.
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Exhibit 5.b '~

-

FUNDING UNDER INNOVATIVE RATES PROGRAM

Task Funding State

Cost-of-Service $806,500 - Arizona

Information Systems ~ Connecticut (Groton)
- Idaho

- Rhode Island
- Texas (San Antonio)

- Virginia
Estimating Customer 246,300 = North Carvlina
Class Load : (Blue Ridge EMC)
Characteristics - Rhode Island
= Texas

Metering for 170,000 - Florida
Innovative
Electric Rates
Rate Information 195,750 - Massachusetts .
for Consumers - Missouri (Springfield)
Assistance to 512,000 - Connecticut
Low=Income - Iowa
Electric Consumers ~ Massachusetts

i - North Carolina

: ' - Virginia
Solar Rate 152,000 - New Mexico
Incentives - Utah
Testing Direct 598,500 - Texas (Austin)
Load Management ~ California
Systems - North Carolina
Rate Incentives for 892,500 ~ Florida

Utility Efficiency ~ Illinois
: - Massachusetts
~ New Hampshire-
= Utah
~ - Virginia
Analysis of’ o 278,891 - Illinois .
Cogeneration - Nebraska (Lincoln
Systems
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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 of 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 requla-
tory commissions have been involved in pilot utility implementation
projects 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 . conserva-=
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 ne 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. DRA has
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~

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 utilities; providing direct
technical assistance to states by ERA staff or through support
contractors; and providing financial assistance.

In the following sections, we outline the requlatory 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 informa-
tion to initiate and carry out the PURPA consideration process.
DRA's activities have included:

e Publishing (in the federal Register) listings of all utilities
covered by the requirements of PURPA for 1979 and 1980

e Issuing voluntary guidelines (as authorized by Section 131 of
PURPA) on termination of service and solar and renewable energy
resources

e Compiling and disseminating technical information on previous
federal research dealing with rate design and ratemaking practices

e Providing assistance through the National Regqulatory 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, DRA 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
requlatory 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. DRA 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 solar energy and renewable resources as they
relate to the 11 PURPA standards. Over the next year, DOE plans to
publish additional guidelines addressing the following ratemaking and
regqulatory standards and policies:

e 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 gquidelines 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:éntly developing an information package for state regula-
tory commissions consisting of case studies of lifeline electric
rates as well as alternative approaches to the problems of low-income
ratepayers. The case studies include in-depth reviews of 10 lifeline
electric rates that have been implemented as well as 10 that have
been rejected. The inforﬁation, which has been gathered from utility
companies and state regulatory authorities, should be avallable 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 issuecs 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 safequard 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
implementation 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 incréasing 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 the 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 1

Section 132 of PURPA calls for the Secretary of DOE to provide, 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'fesulting from federaily 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
utilities. This 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 investigated.

During the past year, DRA 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. 1Issues 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 FERC 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 standards.
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5.3.1.4 Assistance Through National
Requlatory Research Institute

Under Section 603 of PURPA, DOE may make grants to "an institute
established by the National Association of Regulatory Utility Commis-
sioners" (NARUC) to conduct regearch on electric and yas utilily
regqulatory policy issues, develop data processing and retrieval
methods for Eatemaking,'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 hefping to achieve these objectives.

In FY1979, DRA provided over $1 million to NRRI to assist in educat-
iny state and local authorities on the provisions of PURPA and to
provide support in four specific areas: rate design, cost oontrol; -
computer-assisted regulatory analysis, and regulatory information.
NRRI has sponsored numerous workshops and conferences and prepared
' publicationg' (see Appendix B) to disseminate information and 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 funding 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 include:

® 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
PURPA consideration process

e 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 for the states and nonregulated utilities, DRA 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 c¢urrently 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 computer facilities, programs, and staff capabilities
required to develop computer capability. (DRA conc¢luded 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 methodologies for dealing with
marginal-cost pricing, power brokering and pooling, time-of-
day rates, and general data gathering for cost-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-166s) will serve as DRA'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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Y

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 o? the next 10 years.,

DRA developed Form ERA-166 to obtain the necessary information from
the state }egulatory authorities and utilities. 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 requests 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.

5.3.2.3 DNatural Gas Rale Design Study

t

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 legislative proposalo, DOE has provided the
opportunity for comment and consultation by the states, private
industry, and the general public.

The study is 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 simulate a gas distributor and its
customer base; 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 curfently 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 a 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 authority 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
requlatory 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 interconnection proyraus; establishment
of reasonable oil, gas, coal, and other energy price and’transportaj
tion policies; and recognition of new and alternative energy supplies,
including solar, geothermal, wind, biomass, and other renewable
energy resources.

The Division of Regulatory Proceedings is addressing reform of
electric rates and requlatory 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 din 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 setting 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 pnoling, 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 electric
utilitles. DRP has also filed testimony in a proceeding in which
FERC is delermlning fundamental issues on oil pipeline regulation.
Another intervention before this forum supported the nation's first
coal gasification plant using commercial scale equipment. 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

e Maryland/Virginia/District of Columbia: Washington Gas Light.
Shortly after the passage of PURPA, DRP petitioned to intervene in
requlatory 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 advocated in the proceeding.

e 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. 1In 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.

e 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.

e 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.

e 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.

® Williams Pipeline Co. DOC has advucated rate-base principles 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 o0il pipelines. This position
is consistent with DOE's position in anather FERC prooccding, Trans
Alaska Pipeline (TAPS).

5.4.3. Other Federal Agencies (ICC)

e San Antonio V. Burlington Northern, Inc. DOE arguedithat 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

ve. Burlington Northern, Inc. (ICC Docket No. 36180). DOE is
awaiting ICC's decision in Ex Parte 347, Western Coal Investiga-
tion Guidelines for KRaiiroad Rate Structure, and is participating
in Chicago and Northwestern Transportation Company (ICC Docket No.
29066) to ensure competition in rail service to the DPowder River
Basin. Appeal of the ICC'S adverse decision issued in Increased
Rates on Coal, Louisville and Nashville Railroad (ICC Docket No.
37063 = Bastern Coal rates) is under congideration.




Exhibit 5.a

LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979)

BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT

STATE COMMISSION PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Alabama Public Service Commission 200,000 ’ 228,500 428,500
Alaska Public Utility Commission . 200,000 . 200,000
Arizona Corporation Commission © 150,000 133,000 283,000
Arkansas Public Service Commission » 200,000 190, 000 R 390,000
-California Public Utility Commission 100,000 250,000 ‘ 502,500* 852,500
Colorédo Public Utility Commission 195, 880 205, 00C 400, 880
Connecticut Public Utility Control Authbrity 200,000 105,000 : 325,000 630,000
Delaware Public Service Commission 167,600 208,000 375,600
District of Columbia Public éervice Commission 190,600 V . 190,600
Florida Public Service Commission 125,000 370,000 ' : ) 495,000
Georgia Public Service Commission 100,000 142,500 242,500
Hawaii Public Utility Commission 200,000 ' 200,000
Idaho Public Utility Commission 200,000 120,000 B ’ 320,000
Illinois Commerce Commission 167,430 152,891 244,009 564, 321
Indiana Public Service Commission ' 200,000 o . . 200,000
Jowa State Commerce Ccmmission 175,000 110,000 : 285,000
Kansas State Corporation Commission 171,429 ‘ 171,429
Kentucky State Corporation Commission ' 200,000 . v 200,000

Louisiana

* California Energy Commission {not PUC)

T9c



‘Exhibit S.a (continued)

LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO- STATES (FY1979)

BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT
STATE COMMISSION PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Maine Public Utility Commission 200,000 200,000
Marylaﬁd Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities 200,000 483,500 683,500
Michigan Public Service Commission - 200,000 205,000 405,000
Minneqéta Public Service Commission 193,946 ' 193,946
Mississippi
Missouﬁi Public Service Commission 179,875 179,875
Montana Public Service Comﬁission 200,000 200,000
Nebraské (No PUC)
Nevada %ublic Service Commission 200,000 200,000
New Hambshire'Public Utility Commission 200,000 130,000 330,000
New Jersey Department of Energy 200,000 200,000
Neﬁ Meiic@ Public Service Cqmmission 200,000 72,000 225,000 497,000
New Ybr? Department of Public Service 200,000 183,000 383,000
North Cﬁrolina Utilities Commission 198,896 325,000 434,973 958,859
North Dakota Public Service Commission 200,000 ‘ 200,000
ohio Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
Oklahoma Corporation Commission 200, 000 © 200,000

'OregonE

T i e e e S
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Exhibit 5.a (continued)

LEVEL AN@ TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979)

: BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT
STATE CO%MISSION " PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Pennsylvénia Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
Puerto Rico
Rhode Isfand Public Utility Commission 200,000 200,500 400,500
South Ca{olina Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
South Dakota Public Utility Commission 200,000 200, 000
Tennesseé
Texas Publ;lic Utility Commission 69, 020 83,300 152,320
Utah Public Service Commission 200,000 222,000 169,000 591,000
Verﬁont P@blic Service Board 199, 055 199,055
Virginia State Corporation Commission 200,000 500,000 700,000
Washingtob
Wést Virgﬁnia Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
Wisconsin%Public Service Commission 200,000 200,000
Wyoming ;
TOTAL 8,183, 721 3,257,191 2,000,000 14,703,385

£9c



Exhibit 5.a (continued)

LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TQ STATES (FY1979)

Hawaii

Idaho

. N . BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT
NONREGULATED UTILITIES PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Elabama: Office of the Attorney General 22E,500 228,500
Alaska
Arizona: Salt River Project 50,000 2 50,000
Arkansas: Office of the Attorney General " 190, 000 190, 000
Californija: - Sacramento Munic. Util. District 17,333
California: Santa Clara Electric Department 18,667
Califérnia:- Turlock Irrigation District 64,000 100,000
Colorado: - Office of Energy Conservation 205,000 205,000
Conhecticut: Groton Department of Utilities 39,000 39,000
Delaware: Offiqe of the Public Advocate 208,000 208,000
District of Columbia
Flogida: Clay Electric Cooperative, Inc. 20,250
Florida: Jacksonville Electric Authority 8,250
Florida: Lakeland Department of Electricity 23,250
Florida: Orlando Utilities Commission. 23,250 75,000
Georgia: Consumer Utilities Counsel | 142,000

- Georgia: Flint Elec. Membership Corporation 50,000 '
Georgia: Jackson Elec. Membership Corporation 50,000

242,500

14°X4



Exhibit 5.a (continued)

LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TC STATES (FY1979)

- BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT
NONREGULATED UTILITIES PURPA_GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Illinoié; Office of Consumer Services 244,000
Illinois: Springfield Dept. of Pub. Property 32,570 276,570
Indiana _’
Iowa: Mpscatine Powef and Water . 25,006 ’ 25,000
Kansas:A Kansas City Board of Public Utilities 28,571 28,571
Kentucky .
Louisiana: City of New Orleans 127,525 127,525 .
Maine
Maryland‘
Massachusetts ,
Michigan:.qoffice of the Attorney ngeral 205,000 205,000
Mipqesotéﬂ . B . .
Mississippi: Sinéing‘River Elec. ?6wgr‘Assn. 63,953' o
Missi§s%ppi: Séutherp Pine Elec. Power Assn. 64:64Q_ 128,593 .
Missouri: Springfield City Utilities 20,006 62,750 154,000 237,250
Montana -
NeSraska: Lincoln Electric System 68,000 168, 000
Nebraska: . Nebraska Public Power District 36,000 A
Nebraska: Omaha Public Power District 96,000 368,000

Nevada

s9c



Exhibit 5.a (continued)

LEyEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TC STATES (FY1979;

!
1

!

; . BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT

'NONREGULATED UTILITIES PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES =~ CONTINUATION TOTAL

" New Hampshire
New Jersey
New: -Mexico: Office of the Attorney Géneral 225,000 225,000
New York: State Consumer Protection Board: 183,000 183,000

° North Carolina: Blue Ridge Elec. Memb., Corp. 87,000 87,000
North Dakota
ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon: Clatskanie People's Utility District © 86,851 T o S
Oyggdn: Umgtil}g Elec,_ngp._Associqtion GO,QQO o 147:451
Pennsylvania
Puerto  Rico: Water Resources Authority 200,000 200,000
Rhode Island .
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee .
Texas: Cities of Austin, Garland, Lubbock 84,700
Texas: Austin Municipal Utility System 98, 500
Te%as:' San Antonio City Public Service Bcard ) 140,000 323,200
Utah: Commission of Consumer Services 169,000 169,000

992



Exhibit 5.a (continued)
LEVEL AND TYPE OF FUNDING AWARDED TO STATES (FY1979)

BASIC INNOVATIVE STATE ECPA PILOT
NCONREGULATED UTILITIES PURPA GRANTS RATES CONSUMER OFFICES CONTINUATION TOTAL
Vermont
Virginia
Washington: Snohomish Co. Pub. Util. Dist. #1 64,364 378,644
Washington: Seattle City Light 30,000 473,008
West Virginia '
Wisconsin )
Wyoming
TOTAL 1,413,774 595,250 2,000,000 533,144 4,542,168 -

Loz '
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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 briefly
review:

e Development of Reporting Requirements and Form ERA-166
® Form Format

® Form Receipt

® Data Proucessing

® 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 reporting. After preparation of a preliminary repnrt form,
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 distribution, OUS had bequn 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 s
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. BAlthough 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 nonregqulated 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.
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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.5 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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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Economic Regulatoryvy Administration
Washington, D. C. 20461
PURPA ANNUAL REPORT ON ELECTRIC AND GAS UTILITIES

This report is mandatory under Pub.L. 95-617 (PURPA) sections 116
and 399 A

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 completed by each State regulatory authority (with
respect to each co?ered electric and gas'utility for which it
has ratemaking authority) and each covered nonregqulated electric
and gas utility consistenﬁ with these instructions. Ali.infor-
mation shall be pfoﬁided in a clear and concisé manner. In-
- formation requiied regarding the .consideration process for
each standard shall, to'the maximum extent practical, be
surmarized from the written determinations and orders issued.
ERA reserves the right_to requeét any supplementary informa-
- . tion from the State regulaﬁory authority or covered nonregulate§
utility as may be needed to fully understand the report.
Iz, cévgrage
A. FElectric uttlities, The electric utilities and r

regulated electric utilities covered by this report a-

whose total_éales of electric energy for purposes
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other than resale exceeded 500 million kilowatt-ﬁours during
any calendar year beginning after December 31, 1975, and before
the immediaiely preceding calendar year. For example, in the
case of the first report (due November 9, 1979) the applicable
vears for determining the threshold are 1976 and 1977.

B. Gas utilities. The gas utilities’,and nonregulated
gas utilities covered by this report are those whose total
sales of natural gas for purposes other than resale exceeded
10 billion cubic feet during any calendar year beginning
after December 31, 1975, and before the immediately preceding
calendar year. (See example in paragraph A, above.)

C. Ezclusion of wholescle sales. The regquirements of
this report do not apply to the operaticn of an electric
or gas utility, or to proceedings respecting such operations,
to the extent that such operations or proceedings felate to
sales of electric energy or natural gas for purposes of resale.

D. Lis: of cavered~u:ilities. ERA will publish in the

Federal Recister a list of utilities covered under PURPA for each

reporting year (i.e., for 1979, 44FR17448, March 21, 1979).
'The inclusion or exclusion of any utility on the list does not
affect the legal obligation to repoft by such utility or the

responsible State regulatdry authority under PURPA,
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III. Schedule

A. Due date. The report shall be submitted not later than
November ‘9, 1979, and annually thereafter for 10 years.

.B. Reporting pertod. 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 July 1 of the
previous year to June 30 of the year in which the report
is due.

IV. Address; Number of Copies

| Each reporting entity shall send the original and two
copies of the PURPA Annual ﬁeport on Electric and Gas Utilities
to the following address:

PURPA -Annual Repart on Electric and Gas Utilities,
Office of Utility Systems, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy, 2000 M Streset,
N.W., Room 4016, Washington, D.C. 20461.

V. 1Inclusion 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 §nd Gas
Utilities, the Annuél Report on the Prohibition on Sale and

- Direct Industrial Use of Natural 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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VI. Definitions
Unless otherwise expressly provided, for the ourposes

of this reporting requirement--

(Ai The term "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 ény of the standards established by sections 111, 113 or 303
of PURPA, the set of appropriate procedures 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 agency. to which electric energy is sold.
other than for purposes of resale,

(E) The term "electri¢ utility" meéans any person, State
agency, or Federal agency, which sells electric energy..

(F) The term "evidence" means any testimony, data, stafs
reports, :echnical analyses, briefs, or any other statements,
documents or information adqitted-into the record
of the proceedings respecting the consideration of the

standards.
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(G) The term "FedéralvagenCy” means an executive agency
(as‘defined in section 105 of the United States.?ode).

(H) The term "gas consumer"” means any pers;n, State
agency, or Federal agency, to which natural gas is sold other
than for purposes of resale. -

(I) The term "gas utility"” means any persoh;,s:ate

agency, or Federal agency, engaged in the local distribution
of natural gas, and the sale of natural gas to any ultimate

consumer of natural gas.

(J) The term "impleﬁent" means, with respect to the standards
established by section 111 of PURPA, to put into effect.

(X) The term "load management technique" means any
technigue (other than a time-of-day or seasonal rate) to
reduce the‘maximum kilowatt demand on the electric utility,
including ripple or radio control mechanisms, and other types
of interruptikle electric service, energy storagé devices,
and load-limiting devi;es.

(L) The term "nonregulated electric utility" means
any electric utility with respect to which neither the
-Ten&essee Valley Authority (TVA) nor any State-fegﬁlatory
authority has ratemaking authority. :

(M) The term."nonregulated éas utility® means ény gas
utility with respect to which no State regulatory authority

has ratemaking authority.
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(N} The term "person" means an individual, partnership,
corpogation,'unincorporated assqqiation or any group,
organization or entity.

(0) . The term "rate” means: '

(1) Any price, rate, charge, or classification madé,
demanded, observed, or received with respect to the sale
of electric energy by an electric utility to an electric
consumer or the sale of natural gas to a gas consumer.

(2) Any rule, regulation, or practice respecting any
such rate, charge, or cléssification: 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,

kP) The term "ratemaking authority” means authority to
fix, modify, approve, or disapprove rates. )

(Q) The term "sale" means a trgnsfer to a pu;chaser
for consideration and:’

(1) when used with respect to electric energyi_includes
any exchange of electric energy; or )

(2) when used with respect to natural gas, inclgdes
any exchange of natural gas, ‘ o

(g) The term “Staté" means a State, the District of
Columbia, and Puerto Rico. |

(i) The term "State agency”" means a State,_pol;g%cal
subdivision therecf, and any agency or instrumentality of °

either.

bRy I 2
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(T) The term "State regulatory authority" means any
tate agency which has ratemaking 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 ratemaking 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. Schedules. The PURPA Annual Report on Electric and
Gas Utilities consists of the following 12 schedules:

Schedule 1 - General Information on the State Requlatory

» Authority or Covered Nonregulated Utility
Schedule 2 - Cost-of-Service Standard

- Schedule 3 = Declining Block Rates Standard

>
'

Schedule Time-of-Day Rates Standard

Schedule - Seasonal Rates Standard

Schedule - Interruptible Rates Standard

Schedule

5
6
Schedule 7 -~ Locad Management Technigues Standard
8 - Master Metering Standard
9

Schedule - Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard
Schedule 10 - Information to Consumers Standard
Schedule 11 - Procedures for Termination 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 3.1(a) of Schedule 1. Only
Schedules 1, 11, and 12 are to be completed for each gas
utility listed in section 3.1(b) of Schedule 1.

B. Attachments. Space in addition to that provided may
be necessary for supplementing the answers to some quesfions.
IA sucﬁ a case, please provide a numbered attachment to the
appfopriate schedule and indicate the attachment number next
to the answer. The use of an attachment does not void the
recuirement that all duestions be answered ana,fables compleéed.
Attachments éhould be designated by using the schedule nunber
followed by a dash followed by a sequential numnber starting
with 1 for each schedule. (For example, attachment "3-1"
would be the first attachment to schedule 3; attachment "2-3"
would be the £ifth attachment to schedule 2.)

C. Utility designations. The completion of sections

3.1(a) and (b) of Schedule 1 will provide a list of all

covered electrie and gac utilities, respectively. When

completing these sections, please designate each by a
seéuential number starting with 1, 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 3.1l(a)

and (b). For each utility listed indicate the corresponding
utility code from the attached ligp of codes. If no code is

listed, please contact person specified in paragraph VIII

for assignment of a code number.
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3.1(a) El
E2
E3
E4
ES
£20

3.1(b) Gl
G2
G3

G4

G15

. (D) CGeneric option.

Name

) Elec -

Elec.
Elec.

Elec.

Utility
Utility
Utility

Utility

Gas Utility A

Gas Utility B

o 0O w oy

Utility No.

Utility Code

1
2

designed to allow one report for two or more utilities

12345
56789
90123
34567

78901
56789

The tables in Schedules 2-12 are

for which the consideration process was conducted on a generic

basis for the applicable standard.

provided at the beginning of Schedules 2-12 to indicate

Please use the space

which utilities are included in the "generic"” category for

that standard.

under the generic category should only be placed in the

Answers to gquestions for utilities included

"Generic" column which has been provided, and not redundantly

under each utility's colunmn.
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(E) Omission of informatton. 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.Gasﬂ
Utilities. _

(F) Additional utilities. The tables in Schedules 2-12
are éésigned to accommodate a maximum of 15 utilities. If
there are more than 15 utilities that need to be listed on
the tables, use extra forms and renumber the column; as
needed.

VIII. Additional Information and Assistance

I1f additional information or assistance is needed in com-

‘pleting the form, please contact:

William G. (Bill) Smith, Office of Utility Systems,
Economic Regulatory Administration, U.S. Department
of Energy, 2000 M Street, N.W. (Rocm 40l6E),
Washington, D.C. 20461, (202) 254-8209.
IX., Certification
Seg;ion 2.0 of Schedule 1 shall be completed ﬁy'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.
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Schedule 1

General Information on State Regulatory Authority;
or Covered Noaregulated Utility
{:
Instructions
_— 7,
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 ‘ , o

1.1 What is the néée, address and code
of your State regulatory authority

N
(or covered nonregulated utility)? ame
See attached list for code designa- Stroet
tions. Please insert this code at
the top of each page of this reporF City Stace 3ip Code

as indicated.

Regulatory (or Usility) Code

1,2 What {s the name, title, address and phone number of the person(s) designated
~ as a point of contact:

(a) for che electric utility portions of this report? ' “
(D T (2)
Name Title Name . - Ticle
Street . . Street
City State Zip Code Cicy State Zip Code
A . H
( )
Phone Numbgr . ) Phone Number

n
(b) for the gas utility portion of this report? (If same as 1.,2(a), write
"SAME" under 1,2(b)(1).)

(1) (2)
Name Ticle Name Ticle
Street Street
Cicy State Zip Code Cicy ! State Zip Code
( ) (

Phone Number Phone Number
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code-

Schedule 1
General Information

-

2.0 CERTIFICATION

I certify that the information and data presented in this report (Schedules 1
through 12 and attachments) are true, accurate and cowplete to the

best of my knowledge, and I hereby authorize its release for the purpose of
complying with sections 116 and 309 of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies
Act, Pub. L, 95-617,

Name & Title Signature Date

" 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 Staces any
false, fictitious or fraudulent statements as to any matter within his or her
Jurisdiction.

3.0 - LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES

3.1{a) List the covered electric utiliries for which you have ratemaking authority.
(If none, write "NONE" in (El)). Covered nonregulated electric utilities
should énter name on line (El1). 1In the case of combination ytilicies,

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.,1(a) and (b). For each utility listed,
please 2assign numbers séquentially scarting with 1 and enter each numler
under the "Utility Number" column. Each utility will be reported on by
this number in subsequent schedules. For each urility listed, also
indicate the corresponding utility céodeée from the actached list of utllicies.

Name Utilify Numbe Utiliry Code
1] ’
(E1) .
L4 1
(E2) i
X
(E3)
(E4)
(ES)

(E6)
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General Information

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued)

3.1(a) continued

Name Ucility Number Utility Code

(E7) : - ‘ E

(EB) - t

(£9) .-

(E10)

(E11)

(E12)

(E13)

(E14) _ | . :

(E15)

(E16)

(E17)

(E18)

(E19)

(E20)

3.1(b) List the covered gas utilities for which you have ratemaking authority.
(If none, write "NONE" in (Gl).) Covered nonregulated gas utiliries should
‘enter name on line (Gl). For each utility listed, assign numbers sequen-
tially starting with the next number in the series which ended utility
numbers in 3.1(a) and enter each number under the "Utility Number' column.
If no utilities are listed in 3.1(a), begin numbering sequence with 1.
For each utility listed, also indicate the corresponding utility code
from the attached 1list of utilities, -

Name Uediliey Number .Utility Code
(Gl) -
t .
(G2) . -
(G3)

(Gs)
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General Information

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued)

3.1(b) continued

Name Utility Number Utilicy Code

(GS)

(G6)

(67)
(G8)

(c9)

(G10)

11y

G12)

(G13)

(Gl4) _

©15)

(Gl1s)

(G17)

(G18) .

(619) -

(G20)

3.2(a) List the additional electric utilities to be covered by next year's
annual report. (If none, write "NONE" in space 3.2(a)(l).)

0]
(2
(3
(%)
(s
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3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued) ’ q
3.2(b) List the additional gas utilities to be covered by next year's annual

report. (If none, write "NONE" in space 3,2(b)(1).)

1)

(2)

3

(&)

(5)

3.3(a)

(b)

List (by name and citation) applicable State laws and regulations which
provide ractemaking authority with respect to the covered electric utilities
listed in 3.1(a). Please include a list (by citation) of applicable
administrative laws and procedures.

(1).

(2)

(3)

(4)

(3) .

List (by name and citation) applicable. State laws and regulations which
provide ratemaking authority with respect to the covered gas utilicies
listed in 3.1(b). Please include a list (by citation) of applicable
administrative laws and procedures.s (If same as 3.3(a), write "SAME"

in 3.3(®)(1).)

1)

(2)

R L g

(3) _ ‘ -

(4)

(3)
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General Inforamation

3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued)

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 111(d) and 113(b). Also, describe such restrictionms
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 limitations.

1)
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3.0 LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES (continued)

3.5 Please describe the eviden:iary'standard applied in State judicial reviev
of your regulatory decisions (e.g., substantial evidence, preponderance
evidence, etc.). ) .

4.0 PURPA TMPLEMENTATION PLAN

Please describe briefly your overall plan for considering the standards set
forth in sections 111(d), 113(b) and 303(b) of PURPA. Please describe the
plan in a general way, but include the following elements:

(1) A schedule of the anticipated commencement and completion dates
for the PURPA consideration process, delineated by standard and by
utility. '

(2) Resources to be‘allocated, including budget and personnel.

(3) Procedures for satisfying requirements of sections 121 and 122 of
. PURPA,
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§.0 PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING TABLE FOR BACH -UTILITY LISTEZD IN QUESTIONS 3.1(a) and (b): _

5.1

$.2

Ueiliey

Geueric 11 2 p] [ ] [] 7 8 9 10 11 12

13

14

15

| by class (in thousands)

Tocal number of cuscowmers

o Residencial

o Industrtal

o Commercial

o Ocher (specify)
(a)

———————————

(%)

" caleadar year (CY)

kWl (Mcf) consumpclon of
all custooers for preceding

- Residencial

o [aduscrial

o Cocmercial

o Ocher (specify)
(a)

——————————
e ————————

%)
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Cost-of -Service Standard

Introduction

Section 111(d) (1) of PURPA establishes the Cost-of-Service Standard which states: "“Rates 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(a)."

Section 115(a) states: “In undertaking the consideration and making the determination under section 111 with respect to the
standard concerning cost of service established by section 111(d) (1), the costs of providing electric service to each class
of electric consumers shall, to the maximum extent practicable, be determined on the basis of methods prescribed by the State
regulatory authority (in the case of a State regulated electric utility) or by the electric utility (in the case of & non-
rejulated electric utility). Such methods shall to the maximum extent practicable--

“(1) permit identification of diferences in cost-incurrence, for each such class of electric
consumcrs, attributable to daily and seasonal time of use of service and

“{2) permit identification of differences in cost-incurrence attributable to differences in
customer demand, and energy components of cost, In 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--

B

“(A) additional capacity is added to meet peak demand relative to base demand; and

" (B) 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. Tbese 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 process for this standard:

1 6
2 7
3 8
4 . 9
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.C

A. Inscrt in the appropriate space for guesticns 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below

20

which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:

Consideration process not bequn.

Hearing scheduled.

Consideration process. started but hearing not completed
Hearing completed

Official determination made to adopit or implement standard.

Standard put into effect by utilitylies).
Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

LCOCNOND WD

Official determination made %0 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 standard is pending.

Regulatory (or Utility) Coda

B. 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 utility.

C. If the status code for any utility is designated as J in question 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2

4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility.

D. Complete question 1.3 hy attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number ot

the attachment provided,

-0 What is the status of your consideration process for cach utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and {(b) of schedule 1}:

(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19782

i.1,

4.2,

4.3,

o - Utility
Generic 1 2 k] 4 S 6 7 10 11 12 11 14 15
1.1 ' | Status as of end of reporting period
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1970
1.3 Attachment Number
1.4 Humber of customers covered by

order (in thousands):

° Residential

° Industrial

° Commercial

* Other (Specify)
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Generic 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
(in thousands of dollars)

-
5.3

® Residential

° Industrial

® Commercial

—
Other (specify)
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2 0 for each utility whose status code {s:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for -the answer ta question 1.2 of this schedule ,
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
. utility
Generic |1 2 J L 5 6 1 B 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
-
2.0 In your opinion, nave your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-~
formed to the requirements of Title
I (or IT1) of PURPA for this stand-
ard
TS ICTIINS PN COMPLTTING OUNSTIIN, 3.0
A. Answer question 3.0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this séhedule; and

2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = you N = no
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Regulatory {or Utility) Code

ERA Form 166 Schedula 2
Form Approved
Nl No. 038-RD$22 Cost-of-Service Standard
Exp. 12-82 )
- " UeiTity :
. Gener:c |1 2 3 [} 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1 1) 14
1.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
. 1ngs and actions satisfied the re-.
quirements of PURPA Title I (or If)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the consideration
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978?
lflel‘l(llC'l‘lo.)NS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4.11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
‘B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each.utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensatior. (i.e.,
answer to question 4.4 is "¥") by fill:ng in the appropriate number.
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"}.
p. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this standaxd is expected to have on the
items listed by using the following codz:
P = Positive effect N = Negative effect Z = No effect
4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken?
Utility
Generic[ 1 2 3 4 5 6 2 8 9 10 11 17 13 1T.14
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s)
4.2 lmearing(s) open to the public
') opportunity for Intervenor
. Participation
4.4 Opportunity for intorvenor
compiensation
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Form Approved ' Cost-of-Service Standard ’ ¢
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Exp. 12-82 . ‘e : ’ .
* 4 .
. o Utility
Generic | 1 2 3 | 1 5 6 1 8 9 10 11 12 13
4.9 Testimony or other evidence taken
1.0 vetermination made that it is -
appropriate to jmplement chis
standard to carry ouc the 3 pur-
poses of PIMPA
1.7 flctermination made that it is
appropriate not to jimplement tnis
standard to carry out the 3 pur- )
poses af PURPA ' *
Ppecision rendered based upon find-
1.4 inys incluled in such deterwina- N
tion and evidence presented during .
‘hearing
.9 Propased or interim written
determinacion
: B
4.10 Final written determination
q.11 Detérmination made available to . ' e r 1 .
public
4.12 Total Wo. of intervenors
compensated *
4.12 Total dollar amount paid to
i intervenors * -, ,
4.14 Cangervation of eneryy supplied ,
. by c¢lectric or gas utility *#
2.15 Optimizacion of the af€icicncy
of usc of rfacilities and
reiources by electric or gas
utility e
.46 Equitable rates tu clectric or
A S COnsMMers e

a

See instructinn “C* Lo this question
s

See instraction "P* to this auaktiog
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ERA Form 166 :
F A :
O o' 036oh Schedule 2 Requlalory/lor utality) Code

OMB No. 038-RO4$22
Exp. 12-82

5.0

tost-of -Service Standard

INSTHRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following code:,
Y = yes N = nO L

. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y* complete question 5.1 by desigﬁatlng the number of the
attachment provided which triefly describes the method{s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for

this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period uged.

13

Utility
Tt 1 T

~

Genuric [} 2 k) {

Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard? : ] I i

Attachment numher

.

THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0

A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is “y".

B. Answer question 6.0 by using the-follouinq‘code:

v
i

Y = yes N = no

No the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:

15

(138157
[

Generic | 1 2

To the utility?

~o the conguncr?




A Form 166 25 Requlatory (or Utility) Code
Form Approved .
OMB No. 018-RO422 Schedule 2
Exp. 12-82 .
Cost-of-Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for-each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; ard
2. Answer to question 4.14 is ;P', “N* or “I".

B. Answer gquestion 7.2 for each utility whose:
1, Status ;od; is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.} of this schedule; and
2. Answer ta question 4¢.15 is “P", "N" or “i".

C. Answer question 7.] for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this‘schedule; and
2.. ‘Answer t# question 4.16 is “P", "N" or “i°.

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code:
¢ = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is "C*, *I", or "N*, completé question 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which bricfly describes the type of evidence
presented about the impacts of this standard.

7.0 wWhat was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following:

UG Tty

Generic]| 1 2 1T 4 5 6 ] 8 9 10 11 12 13

14

5]

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied
by electric {or gas) utility

7.2 Ooptimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resources
by elcectric (or gas) utilily

|

7.3 puitable ratas to clectric {or
qasn) consamers

7.4 ALLACIipaont wo.,




ERA Form 166
Form Approved
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26 Regqulatory (or Utility) Code

schedule 2

CostL-of -Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION B.O

A.

(2}

8.0

Which methods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standarc?

Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, U or Y fCcr tn2 answer to question .1 of this
schedule. .

Answer question 8.0 by using the followina code:

Y = yes N = no )
For eaeli utility whose answer is “Y" tc question 8.1 please indicate next to each of the “Y" answers the time
period (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) ocomplated.

Otilicy

Generic |1 T[4 S 6 7 [} 9 10 11 12 13 14

15

Mandatory

° Residential

® Commercial

* Industrial .

° Other (specify)

{a) ; .

(b)

Voluntary

° Residential : -

° Commercial

S Industrial




ERA ‘Form 166
Form Approved

OMD No. 038-RO422
Exp. 12-82 Cost-of-Service Standard
_ utility
— Generic il 3 3 ] S 6 7 8 9 110 11 ] 12 131 14 15
° Other (specify)’
(a)
{b)
8.) Phased
INSPRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9,0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tgQ question 1.1l
of this schedule.
B. Apswer question 9. p by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no .
9.0 Hhich methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
- Ueilit
Generic] 1 2 3 [] 5 6 7 [} 9 10 11 12113114 15
9.1 Consumer Questionnaire
9.2 Folluw-up public hearings
9.1 Changes in system characteristics
9.4 Revenue  levels
’, - - - — - —— ———— -— —— — Cm——
9.% Other (specify) -
tay .
(')‘ ¢ ——— ——10 % ———im 4. -
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Form Approved
oM Ho?pula—ROQZI Schedule 2 {con't)

Exp. 12-82

Regulatory (or ltillty) Code

Cost-of-Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

Answer question 10.0 for each utility wiose status is ¢-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0 solicits

A.
information reqarding the quality of tha evidence considered when the determination was made either to implement or
not to implement this standard,
R. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:
C = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N = minimal or no evidence
C. Complete question 10.4 by designating the number of the attachment provided which briefly describes the type(s) of
costing methods permitted for developing cost-of-service estimates.
10,0 what was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the following:
) ucilit
Type of Evidence Generic 1 2 1 1l 5 6 1.1 (] 9 10 111 121 111 1% 15
g 1 / g -
10.1 Class load data froms >K: ¢ 7 \N<:
, \ . /
10.11 Utility's own system
10.12 Another utility system, i,e.,
transferred load data
‘ - - y % A
10.2 Marginal costs for utilities using: :>< ’ :>y/
s \
: A ’ \l |
10.21 ‘ ‘Long-run costs (including
capaclity costs)’
! :‘
10,22 Short-run costs -(operating

. 7 .
10.3 Causes of Capacity Expansiom: . :>< :><: N /

10,31 Need to maintain system

10.32 Opportunity to reduce taotal
: costs of electricity service
10.33 Need to replace existing
capacity

10,4 Acttachment number !

and fuel costs) ~

reliability

— e —
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Form Approved - Requlatory (or uUtility) Code

OMB No. 038-RO422

Exp. 12-82 Schedule 2 (con't)

Cost-of-Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 11.0

A. Answer question 11,0 for each utility whose status is ¢, 6, 8 ‘or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. QJuestion 11,0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Cost-of-Service.Standard you implemented.

B, Answer question 11.0 using tac following code:
Y = yes N = no

C. For each utility whose answer is "Y" to quéstidn 11.12 please indicate next to each of the “*Y" answers the time horizon
(in months) over which future costs will be calculated.

13.0 " Does your Cost-of~Service Standard require the following?
. Utility
‘ Characteristic Generic 1 2 11 4 Sl16 ? 8 |9 10 11 12 13 ] 14 15
1.1 The use of any of the. following

types of cost data in determining
cost-of-~-service:

1.1 Babedded costs
11.12 Future costs (specify time
< *horizon)
11.13 ) Margimal costs
11.14 Other (specify)
(a)
by,
11.2 Use of residential load data ! \\ \ ,/ //
of the following types: “
\ V '
: s e i B
11.21 Actual usage (individually
metered)
11,22 Scatisticat sample
11,23 Transfer data from other

utility(ies)
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Form Approved _ ) ) Regulatory (or Utility) Code

OMB No. 038-R0O422
Exp. 12-82 - Schedule 2 (con't)

———— e

Cost-of-Service Standard

JRp———

i ] utTYity
. { Characteristic Ocneric | 3 | 2 [ 3 [ 4[5 [ 6] 7189 1o i1] 1213 14a]15
u.zi« Other (specify)
[ . la)
3 :
(b)
11.3 Ise of load data for all classes
other than residential of the
following typess
11,31 Actual usage (individually
metered)
11,32 Statistical sample
11,33 Transfer data from other
utility(ies)
1.4 Other (specify) -
(a)
{(b)
11.4 Allocation of cost-of-service -
to major customer classes |
. \ [
11,5 That the following facto-s be
taken into account in determinfing
class cost-of-service: /
/ / /
11.51 Total system load curve




.

ERA Form 166
Form Approved
OoMB No. 018-RO422

K} |

Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-82 Schedule 2 (con't)
) Cost-of-Service Standard
utility
Characteristic Ceneric 2 6 7 10 11 12 1) 14 15
11,52 Class load curve
11,53 utility reserve margin
11.54 Class kilowatt~hour usage
11.55 Share of total costs which
: — are capacity related
11.56 Share of total costs which
arc enerqgy related
11,57 Effect of more or less peak
kilowatt demand on need for
construction of additional
capacity
11.58 Ef fect of more or less
kilowatt-hour usage on need
for construction of additional
capacity
11.59 Coincidence of class loads
with system loads -
[\,
1.6 Specific procedures for calculat- \\// //
ing return which include: / .
/ , ,
—
11.61 . The calculation of rate base
by class




EFA Form 166
Fcrm Approved
OMB No. 018-R0422
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Schedule 2 {(con't)

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-82
Cost-of-Service Standard
utillity
Characteristic Generic [ 1 21y a1 sTefrfo1soTiol 11121137 11¢] 18
11.62 Requirement that the same rate
of return be used for each
class
11.63 Use of different rate of
returns for each customer
class
11,7 kProviQiona vhléh require that
class cost-of-service be used to
determine:; '
1.7 Customer charges
11.72 ' Energy charges
1.7 Demand charges
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 12.0
A. Answer question 12.0 for each utiiity whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for questian 1.1 of this schedule.
B. Answer question 12.0 using the followlna code:
Y = yes N = no
12,0 ‘Have you specified a method for the developﬁent of calculations to be used by the utility for the following
subsections of CPR Title 18, Chapter I, Subchapter K, Part 290 (which addresses section 133 of PUNPA):
UDEITity
Characteristic Generic 1 131371 [BRANKEERRL 11 12 1} 14 15
12,1 3J07(a) (}) - Carrying charge rate ;
12,2 501 (a) - Accounting cosé
calculations
12.3 502 (a) (2) - Marginal cost
: calculations
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Form Approved
OMB No. 018-R0422
Exp. 12-82
Schedule 2 {(con't)

Cost~of-~Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 13.0

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

A. Answer question 13.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule.
B. Answer question 13.0 using the following code:
Y = yes N = no

13.0 With respect to section 133 of PURPA reqgarding exemptions and extensions for covered utilities

(CFR, Title 18, Chapter 1, Subchapter K, Part 290, Subpart F), have you:

- Utility
Characteristic Generic 1 2 J 4 H 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1) 14 15

13.1 Established a procedure for

commenting or concurring on a
request by the utility?

11,2 Established a procedure for
requesting an exemption or
extension on the utility's behalf?

13.3 Planned for such a request or /
concurred in the utility's
request in: '

13.31 This reporting year?

13.32 The next reporting year?




34
EftA Form 166 : .
Form Approved Regulatory (or Dtility) Code
oMB No, 036-R0422
Exp. 12-82

Schedule 3

Declining Block Rates Standard

Introducticn

Section 111(d} (2) of PURPA establishes the Declining Block Rates Standard whicl states: “The energy component of a rate,

or the amount attributable to the energy component in a rate, charged by any electric ucility for providing electric

service during any period to any class of electric consumers may not decrease s kilowatt-hour consumption by such class
increases during such period except to the extent that such utility demonstrates that the costs to such utilizy of providing
electric scrvice to such class, which costs are attributable to such energy conponent, decrease as such consumption
increases during such period.® .

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS

Please complete the following questions regarding the conaideration and determination of this standard. .These questions
are to be answered for each covered utllity listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1. A “"GENERIC" option has been provided to allow
for reporting on multiple utilitles 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’ prccess, )

-

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration pnroceas for this standardi

1 - 6
2 7
3 8
4 9
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EiA Form 166 Requlatory (or utility) Code
Form Approved Schedule )

OMB No. 010-RO422

Exp. 12-82 Declining Block Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTIUN 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration process not bequn.
1. llearing scheduled.
2. Consjderation process started but hearing not completed
3.  Nearing completed
4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
5. Ofticial determination made to not adopt or implement standard.
6. Judicial review of determinatjon to adopt or implement standard is. pcndan.
7. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
8. Standard put jinto effect by utility(ies).
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

B. 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 utility.

C. 1f the status code for any utility is designated as J in questnon 1.1, answer only questiona 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.2,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility,

D. Complete question 1.1 Ly attaching a copy of each determinztion madc and/or order issued and by designating the nurmber or
the attaclment provided.
1.0 What is the status of your consideratnon process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:
{a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19782

utiliry
Generic 1 -2 b] [] S 6 7 1] 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
1.1 Status as of end of reporting period
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1978
1.3 Attachment Number
1.4 Numbier of customers covered by

order (in thousands);

° Residential

¢ Industrial

° Commercial

* Other (specify)




36
FRA Form 166

Regulatory {or Utility) Code

formed to the requirements of Title
I (or I1I) of PURPA for this stand-
‘ard

Form Approved .
OMB N>. 018-10422 ' Schedule 3
Exp. 12-82 Peclining Nlock Hates Standard
utility
Generic 1 2 k] 4 5 6 7 9 160 T 11 12 13 13 15
1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
(in thousands of dollars) .
° Residential
° Industrial
® Commercial
Other (specify)
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2,0 for each utility whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer ta question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule:
B. . Answer question 2.0 by using the following code: .
- !
Y = yes N = no
] . ] - utility
) Generic |1 2 ] 14 5 [ 7T 18 ) 10 1T 12 1) 14 15
N o
2.0 In your opinion, have. your proceed-
.]ings and actions substantially con-

THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESYTION 3.0

A. hngwer question 3.0 for each utility whose status is: .
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
4. 1, 2, or 3 for the answev ta questbon 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer question 1.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
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37 :
Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Schedule 1]

Declining Block Rates standard
T utility
\ Generic |1 2 k] 4 5 6 7 8 9 0111 12T 13 14 15
In your opinion, have your proceed-
anys and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title 1 (or II)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the cansidéeration
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978?
INSTIUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION ¢.0
A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4,11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = 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*) by filling in the appropriate number.
C. hnswer questions 4.14, 4.15 and ¢.16 for each utility for which a deturmination of appropriate impact was made
{i.e., answer to question 4.6 is “¥Y").
p. 1In questions 4.14, ¢.15 and 4.16 please indicate the type of effect this standard is expactcd to have on the
items listed by using the following code: ) .
P = posgitive effect H = Negativue effect Z = No effect
In your consideration process, which of the follouwing steps have you taken?
Y [ 139811
Generic] 1 2 k] 4 5 [3 h) 8 ) 10 T 1T 17713 114 15
Prior public notice of hearinq(s)‘
llearing(s) open to the public
_—
opportunity for Intervenor B
Participation
Opportunity for intcrvenor

compensation
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flegulatory (or Utility) Code
Schedule ) .

Declining Block Rates Standard

uctility
Generic |} 2 3 4 5 6 7

15

Testimony or other evidence taken

vetermination made that 1t is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA

peterminacion made that it is
appropriate not to implement tnils
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses 0f PURPA

Decision rendered based upon find-

ings incluled in such determina-

tion and evidence prescnted during

hearing

Proposed or interim written
determination

Final writter determination

Determination wade available to
public

Total No. of intervenors
compensated *

Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors ¢ -

Conservation of enerqgy supplied
by electric or gas utility #*

optimizacion of the cfficicncy
of usc of facilities and
ruesources by electric or qas
utility »

Equitable rates to electric or
gas consumers **

See instruction "C* to this question

*4  See instruction “p*" ro this anestinn
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ERA Form 166 - ‘
Form Approuved | ’ Schedula 3 .
OMB No. 0318-R0O422 L Requlatory (or Utilaity) Code
Exp. 12-82 Declining Block Rates Standard
INSTRUCTIONS POR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0
A. Answer question 5.0 By using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
B. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complaete question 5.1 by designating the aumber of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost~benefits for- -
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used.
] Otility
Generic | 1 2 3 { 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
5.0 - Was a cost-henefit analysis
performed for this standard?
5.1 Attachment number
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0
A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is "y",
B. Answer guestion 6.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
6.0 Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
t [ B L I . § Utll‘tL - .
Generic| 1 2 i) L] 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

6.1 To the utility?

f.D T0 the oconsumer?




ERA Form 166 40 Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Farm Appraoved Echedule 1
OMB No. 018-RO422
Exp. 12-82 Declining Block Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
}. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question l.{ of this schedule; and
2. Answer to question 4.|Q‘i8 "P", "N" or “2". . .
B. Answer question 7.2 for each u:ility whose:
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®, “N" or '2‘.‘
C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the énswet to question 1.1 of this schedule; and .
2. Answer to question 4.16 is “"P", “N" or "Z%.
D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code:
C = conclugive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence
E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 i; *c®, "I*, or "N", complete question 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence
presented about the impacts of this standard.

7.0 what was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following:

Utility

Generic | 1 2 3 4 5 6 T 8 9 10 11 12

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied
by electric (or gas) utility

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

7.3 Equitable rates to electric t(or
gas) consumers

7.4 Attaciment wo.
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Forw Apptoved )
oMB Ho. 038-RO422 . peclining Block Rates Standard

Exp. 12-82

JHSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, U or Y tor tne answer to questjon 1.1 of this
schedule.

B. Answer question 8.0 by uaing the following code:
¥ = yes N = no

C. For each utility whose answer is "Y" to guestion 8.) please indicate next to each of the 'v' answers the time
period (in months) over which phased implémentation will be (has been) completed.

8.0 wWhich methods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

. Utility
Generic [T [ 2 3 [] 5 [ 7 ] 9 10 11 12 13 14 1%

8.1 Handatory

. * Residential

¢ Commercial

* Industrial

¢ Other (specify)

(a)

(h) ; :

8.2 Voluntary o ‘

* Residentjal

®* Zommercial

* Industrial
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Schedule 3

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

UtiTiEy

Generic

6 7

10

11

12

14

¢ Oother (specify)

(a)

[ i

(b)

———ee .

Phased

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose etatus code is 4,6, 8 or 9

of this schedule.

8. Answer question 9.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = rno

for the answer ta question 1.1

Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?

Generlc

(134 803%
(3

10

11

12

1)

14

15

Consumer Questionnaire

follow-up public hearings

Changes in system characteristics
A

Revenue levels

Othor (apccify)e

{a)

- (b)

RELNTS b

A 2E1 4

L

»
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

V43T

-

Schedule 3 (con't)

Declining Block Rates Standard

A. Answer question 10,0 for each utility whose status is $-9 for questions 1.1 of this schedule.

information reqardirg the quality of the evidence considerec¢ when the determination was made either to implement or
not to implement this standarxd. - -

p. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:

10.0

10.1

10.11

10.12

10.13

10.2

10.21

10.22

10.2)

10.3

10.31

10,32

10,33

C = conclusive evidence
1 = inconclusive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence

'

what was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the following:

' 7 ‘negulatory (or!utility) Code

- -

Question 10.0 solicits

Type of Evidence

uesllt

Generic

.

2 3

2

[

1.

10

11

12

14

15

Extent to which demand costs are
included in energy charge for:

/

Residential class

Commercial class N

Industrial class

The change in load curve charac-
teristics arising from a chanqge

in the way demand costs are billed
for thes

Residential class

Commercial class

Industrial class

The impact of declining block rates
on kilowatt-hour usage for the:

Residential class

Commercial class

Industrial class

}
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gz:mpgggr;::d neqdlatory {or Utility) Code
2:3.N?i-g;8-no‘22 Schedule 3 (con't)
Declining Block Rates Standard ’
’ utility
Cieee Type of Evidence Gemeric Iy 2] afsTe]2lafofie]larliaziialaelsls
10.4 The impact of declining block rates \ [ .

on kilowatt demand for the:

10.41 Residential class
10.42 Commercial class
10.4) Industrial class g

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 11,0

A. MAnswer questijon 11.0 for each utility whogse status Is 4, 6, B or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. (Question 11,0 solicits
information regarding the characteristics of the Declln{nq Block Rates Standard you implemented.

8. Answver question 11.0 using the following code:’

Y = yes N = no

11.0 Does your Declining Block Rates Standard require the followings

UEITIty
Characteristic Generic 1 2 3 4 H 6 7

11,1 Recovery of the following costs
through the energy component of
the declining block rate: // \

11.11 Fuel and purchased power

11.12 Production operatfion expenses
(other than fuel costs and
purchased power)

11.13 Production maintenance
expenses '
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11.14

11.15

11.16

11.17

11.18

11.19

11.2

11.21

11.22

11.23

11.24

038-RO422

45

Schedule 3 (con‘t)

Declining Block Rates Standard

Regulatory {or Utility) Code

Type of Evidence

=Ut|llty

Generic 1 2 1 11 s 6

10

11

12

1)

14

15

Operation and maintenance
expenses (other than production)

Capacity costs (generation and
transmission}

Property taxes

Return and associated income
taxes

Taxes (other than income on
property taxes)

Special facllities costs

Separate demand and customer
charges used for;

Residential rates

.-Commercial rates

!

Industrial rates

Other {specify)

{a)

(b)
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Exp. 12-82 nodz2 Schedule 3 (con't)

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Declining Block Rates Standard

] utility
Type of Evidence Generic TV [ 2 T3y T 41 5] el T 8]9[10f1al12[127 14115

11.3 An energy rate which is based on
changes in energy costs alone for:

1.3 Residential class

11,32 Commercial class

1.1 Industrial class

11.34 Other {specify)
(a)

{b)

———— e
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Exp. 12-82 Schedule 4
Time~-of-Day Rates Standard -
Introduction

Section 111(d) (1) of PUNPA establishes the Timec-of-Day Rates Standard which states: “The rates charged by any electric
utility for providing electric service to each class of electric consumers shall be on a time-of-day basis which reflects
the casts of providing electric service to such class of electric consuners at different times of the day unless such rates
are not cost-effective with respect to such class, as determined under section 115(b).”

Section 115(b) states: “In undertaking the consideration and making the determination required under section 111 with
respect to the standard for time-of-day rates established by section 111{(d) (1), a time-of-day rate charged by an electric
utility for providing electric service to each class of electric consumers shall be determined to be cost-effective with

" respect to each such class if the long-run benefits of such rate to the electric utility 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.*®

SRECTIAL INSTRUCTIONS

Please complete the following questions regarding the consideration and determination of this standard. These questions
are to be answored 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 cach utility covered under such a generic process.

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration process for this standard:

1 €
2 7
k 8
4 .9
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among thre status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration process not bequn.
1. Hearing scheduled.
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed
Hearing completed .
Official determination made-to adopt or implement standard.
Official determination made &0 not adopt or implcment standard.
Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending.
Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
Standard put into effect by utilizy(ies).
. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

)

CoNOVaE W

B. Tf the status code for any utility is des.gnated as 0, 1 or 2 in guestion 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this
schedule for such utility.

C. If the status code for any utility is designated as ) 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 such utility.

'D. Complete question 1.) py attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and b* designating the number or
the attachment provided.

1.0 What is the status of your consideratiom process for each utility listed in questions 1.} (a) and (b) of schedule 1:

{a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19782

Ut lity
Ceneric 1 2 1 1 [] S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 1s

1.1

Status as of end of reporting pericd
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1978
, }
1.3 Attachment Number
1.4 Number of customers covered by

order (in thousands):

* Residential

* Industrial

* Commercial

e Other (Specify)
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Schedule ¢

Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-02 Time-of-Day Rates Standard .
. Utility
Generic 1 2 3 4 6 7 -8 10 11 12 1 13 14 15
-1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
F {in_ thousands of dollars)
* Residential
¢ Industrial
* Commercial
Other (specify)
i INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utillity whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to rfuestion 1.2 of this schedule |
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
otility
Generic]1 2 3 { 6 2 [] 10 11 12 131 14 15

+ 2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title
. I (or IIX) of PURPA for this stand-

ard .

INSS20CTIINS PIR COMDLNTING CUSSTINY. 1.0

A. Answer question 3.0 for each utility whose status is:

1. 4-9 for the ‘answer to question L.l of this schedule; and

2. 1. 2, or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule

-B. Answer question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes H & no
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ERA Form 166 Schedule 4
Form Approved
OMB No. 018-RO422 NPT I Rates Standard
Exp. 12-82 Time-of -Day
utility :
. Generic | 1 2 3 [ 5 [ 7 8 9 T 1o T IT 1 32713 T34
1.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
. ings and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title I (or II) - '
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the consideration
process conducted after Nov, 9,1978?
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4.11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
8. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility that offered oppo-tunity for intervenor compensation {(i.e.,
answer to question 4.4 is "Y") by filling in the appropriate number,
- C. Answer questions 4.14, ¢.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*).
p. 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 using the following code:
P = positive cffect N = Hegative effect Z = No effect
4.0 In your conasideration process, which 2f the following steps have you taken?
Utilit
GenericJ 1 T 2 3 4 5 [ ¥ 8 3 110 1l 17 TI3T T 14
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s)
4.2 slearing (8) open to the public
opportunity for Intervenor
1.3
pParticipation
4.4 Opportunity for intoervenor
compensgation
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Schedule 4

Time-of-Day Rates Standard

Regulatory (or Utilicy) Code

Generic | 1 2 k] 4 5

Utility
6 1

10

11

12

13

14

4.5 Testimony ar other evidence taken

4.6 vetermination pade that 1t is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PORPA

4.7 Determination made that it is
appropriate not to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA

Decision rendered based upon find-
4.8 ings incluied in such determina-
tion and avidence presented during
hearing

1.9 | Praposed or interim written
determination

4.10 Final written determination

4.11 Determination made available to
public

4.12 Total No. of intervenors
compensated *

P

4.1 Total dollar amount_ paid to
intervenors ¢

..

4.4 Conscrvation of energy supplied
by electric or gas utility *#

q.15 Optimizacion of the cfficicncy
of use of facilities and
resources hy electric or gas
utilicy s

4.16 Equitable rates to electric or
gas consumers **

Sae instruction “C* to this question

L]

See ingtruction “P” to this auestion
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer question 5.0 by-using'the following code; I

Y = yes N = no

Schedule 4

Time-of -Day Rates Standard

Regulatory (or Utilsity) Code

B. For each utility whosa answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefitas for

thisg standard and any estimated savings and coste for any

o

time period uged.

5 ueylity
Generic |1 2 3 L} 5 [ 1 S 16T 1Y 12 ITT 14 15
Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard?
Attachment number .
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMP'LETING QUESTION 6.0 [
A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to questiol 5.0 is “y".
B. Answer question 6.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes . N = no
Do the cost-benefit mothods utilized determine costs
Utility
Generic| 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 ] 9 101 11 12 13 | 14 15

To the utility? : ;

<o the consunmer?
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Exp. 12-82 ' Time-of -Day Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
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 "“%".

‘B. Answer question 7.2 for qéch utility whose:
1. Status code is ¢-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. Answer to question 4;15 is “P", "N" or “2°. -

C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whose:
L. Status cod9 is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; 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. Por each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is “C*, “I*, or "N", complete question.7.4 by
designating the number of the attachment swhich briefly describes the type of evidence
presented ‘about the {mpacts of this standard.

7.0 What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following:

Utility

Generic| 1| 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

7.1 Conservation of eneryy supplied
by electric (or gas) utility

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

7.3 Equitable rates to electric lor
qas) consumers

7.4 AtLtacingnt wn,

— e . }
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THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMILETING QUESTION 8.0
A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or ¥ for tne answer to question 1.l of this
schedule.
B. Answer question 8.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
C. For each utility whose answer is "Y" to question 8.3 please indicate mext to each of the "Y" answers the time
period (in months) over which phased implementation will be {has been) completed.
8.0 Which methods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this stamdard?
A ) i DETYTty
Generic | 1 2 3 4 [ ? B 9 10 11 12 1 13 14 15
8.1 Mandatory
® Residential
¢ Commercial
* Industrial
. Other (specify)
(a)
{b)
8.2 Voluntary
* Residential
f—
¢ Commecrcial
¢ Industrial
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Exp. 12-82 'Tlme-of-Day Rates Standard i i , ¥
) : Gtlilty —
Generic | 1 2 ] 4 H 6 i 10 11 12 13 14 15
° other (specify) :
(a) ' '
(b)
8.3 Phased
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0 i
t
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whoso status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer to guestion 1.1
of this schedule. : .
B. Answer question 9. by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no )
9.0 tlhich merhods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
Utility
Generic| 1 2 3 [ 5 6 7 10 11 12 1] 14 5
9.1 Consumer Questionnaire i "
9.2 Follow-up public hearings
9.1 Changes in system characteristics ,
9.4 Rcvuuuc‘luvclu
9.5 Other {(specify)
(a)
by e

55
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Time-of-Day Rates

INSTRUCTIONS POR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

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 regarding the quality of the evidence considercd when the determination was made either to implement or
not to implement this standard. . -

B. Answer question 10.0 using the following code: 3

i C = conclusive evidence
1 = inconclusive evidence '
N = minimal or no evidence
16.0 What was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the followings I
’ ueilitc
Type of Evidence Gemeric T ') T 2 1 2] 41 51 61 2710t 9]120]11]221133]13147]15}

10.1 Time-related variation in cost-of- ;
service assessment utilizing:

10.11 System lambda -

10,12 Class demand elasticityw

. —t
10,13 Long-term incremental operating
cost

10,2 Identification of periods where
system lambda was higher than
its daily average

10,3 Adéquacy of procedure to identify
hours of the day and days of the
weck where system lambda was higher
than its daily (weekly) average

/

10.4 Assessment of both capacity and / / / // ’/
energy costs of providing service $
for: /

f /

10.41 An increase in peak demand

- é
10,42 An increase in kilowatt-hours
of scrvice
e S U S

*Flasticity of demand is thc ratio of the percentaqe change in the quantity lemanded
to the percentage change in price.
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.

Regulatory (or titility) Code

Time-of-Day Rates

; utility
Type of Evidence Generic T 1 J 2 1 31 41 st 61 2}e6l 9 F1el] y1 ¥ 121 13] 14 7] 15

10.4) Adequacy of procedures used to
determine the capacity and
energy costs of providing
service ta an increase in

peak demand

10. 44 Adequacy of procedures used to
determine the capacity and energy
costs of praoviding service to an
increase in kilowatt-hours of

service
10.5 Costs and benefits: N
10.51 ﬂengfits in generation fuel- *
savings .
10.52 Benefits in total generation

cost savings

10.53 Benefits in shift from scarce
- fuel usage

10.54 Benefits in future capacity

requirecments
10,55 Costs of metering and billlnq' .
10.6 Benefits exceeded costs of

implementing standard

10.7 Resolution of possible over or
under collection of revenue
requirciments '
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Time-of-Day Rates

utility ’
Type of Evidence . Generic 2 1] 4 e J2Jefolielnilazl 3] yafs
10.8 Causes of capacity expansion: ‘ g 7
\ / i / P

10.81 Need to maintain system

reliability .
10.82 Opportunity to reduce total -

costs of electricity service
10.83 Heed to replace existing -

capacity
INSTRUCTIONS FOR CCMPLETING 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 regarding the characteristics of the Time-of-Day Rates Stancard you implemented.

B. Answer question 11.0 using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
1.0 Does youf Time~of-Day Rates Standard require the following:
' UELTTE
Characteristic Generlc 1 2 3] ¢ S T 6 779 [ Y 11 12 1) 11 15
1.1 A demand charqge for: X
AZANFAN? N EQN
11,11 One period
11.12 Two periods
11,13 Three periods or more
N N » N/ 7 ~ 7 N
11.2 An energy charqe for: / )< >< \< ’ X NN e
RSV NZANZANZA I NV
11.21 One period '
11,22 Two periods
11,23 Three periods or more
11,3 A customer charge
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Schedule S

Scasonal Rates Standard

Introduction

Section 111(d) (4) of PURPA establishes the Seasonal Rates Standard which states: “The rates charged by an electric utility
for providing electric service to each class of electric consumers shall he on a seasonal basis which reflects the costs of
providing service to such class of consumers at different seasons of the year to the extent that such costs vary seasonally

for such utility.," -

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS

Please complete the following questions regarding the caonsideration and detemination 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 process for this standardx

-1 ’ "6 CT
2 ?
,.43 . ] 8

q 9
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INSTRUCTIONS _FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.} and 1.2, the number from amonqg the status codes provided below

which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration process not bequn.
1. learing scheduled. .
Consideration process started but hearing not completed
lNlearing completed
. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
Official determination made s0 not adopt or implement standard.
Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending.
Juiticial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is perding.
Standard put into effect by utility(ies).
Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

WO D W

B. If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, | or 2 in question 1.1, complete only

schedule for such utility,

C.. 1f the status code for any utility i3 designated as J in question }.), answer only juestions 1.1, 1.2

4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility,

D. Complete question 1.) py attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating thé number ot

the attachment provided.

.

1.1,

4.2,

1.1 and 1,2 of this

wWhat is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:

(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19782

4.3,

utility

Generic 1 2 3 4 S 6 [ 17 a

10

11

17

1]

14

15

t

Status as of end of reporting periodﬁ

i
Status as of Nov. 9, 19178

Attachment Humber

Number of customers covered by
order (in thousands);

° Resijdential

° Industrial

° Commercial

* Other (Specify)
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‘Seasonal Rates Standard
Utility -
Generic 1 2 k) [} 5 6 7 8 9 JofT T ] 12 13 13 15
1.5 | Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
{in thousands of dollars)
° ﬁcsidential
° Industrial
° Commercial
Other (specify)
THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0 -
A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code js:
1.- 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to quostion 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes ' N = no
: Oeility
u Generic |l 2 3 L] S [ 7 5 10 11 12 13 14 15
2.0

In your opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title

I (or 111I) of PURPA for this stand-
ard

IUAT20TIINS FOR COMDLNTING CUNSTINHN, 1.0

A. Answer questlon 3,0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 41-9 for.the answer to question 1.1 of thig schedule; and
2. 4, 2, or ) for the answer to question 1.2 of thls'scheduln
B.

Answer question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes H = no
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j vtility
Generic |1 2 k) [] S 6 7 ] 9 10 11 12 1) 14
In your opinion, have your proceed-
1.0 1nqs and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA TPitle I (or II) .
to the maximum extent practicable A ..
for the portion of the consideration '
process conducted after Nov. 9,19782
' INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION (.0
_A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4,11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no A .
B. hnswer questions 4.12 and 4.1) for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e.,
answer to question 4.4 ia “Y") by filling in the appropriate rumber,
“¢. 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").
p. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 piease indicate the type of effect this standard is expected to have on the
items listed by using the following code:
P = positive effect N = Negative effect 2 = No efrect
4.0 In your consideration process, whicy of the following steps have ycu taken?
Utility }
' Generlc|[1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 3 J1o 11 12 T13 14
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s) i
. . ¥
4.2 Hearing(s) open to the public L
1. Opportunity for Intervenor ?
: Participation !
r-_.. 1
4.4 Opportunity for intervenor
compensation
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TUiilTey

2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 1)

4.5 Testamony or other evidence taken

4.6 - | vetermination’ made that it 1s
appropriate to implement chis
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PIMPA

4.7 Determination made that it is
appropriate not to implement tnls
standard to carry out the 13 pur-
poses of -PURPA

Decision rendered based upon find-
4.8 ings incluied in such determina-
tion and evidence presented during
_hearing

4.9 Proposed or interim written
determination
4.10 Final written determination
4.11 Determination made available to
public
[
“4.12 Total No. of intervenors

compensated ¢

4.1) Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

4.14% Conservation of energy suppliéd
by electric or gas utility **

4.15 Optimizacion of the cfficicucy
of usc of facilities and
resources by electric or gas
utility oo

4.16 Equitable rates to electric or
1Jas consumers A4

Y See dnstruction *C" Lo this question
¢ Sce instruction “D* to this auestian




64

ERA Form 166
Form Approved

OME No. 018-R0422 Schedule 5

Exp. 12-82

5.1

Regulatory (or Utility) Code
seasonal Rates standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QoBrsrion .0

A. Ansver question 5.0 by us:ng the following code:
Y = yes N = no
B. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is “Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the

attachment provided which briefly describes the method({s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used.

\}

Neility ’
Genoric| 1l 2 3 4 5 & 7 8 5 110 11 12 13 14 15
i
Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard? B
Attachment number
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0 .
A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to gquestion 5.0 is "y*.
B. Answer question 6.0 by uwaing the following code:
Y = yes N = no
Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
Otility
Generic| 1 2 3 ] 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1] 14 15

To the utility?

~0o the consuner?
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Regulatory {or Utility) Code

Schedule 5

Seasonal Rates Sténdqrd

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question
1. Status
2. Answer

B. Answer question

1. Status

2. Answer
Answer question
1. Status
2. Answer

Answer question

7.1 for each utility whose:

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; a;d
to question 4.14 is “pe, “N" or “Z°.

7.2 for each utility whose:

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; amnd
to question 4,15 is “P", “N" or =2", -

7.3 for each utility whose:

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
to question 4.16 is “P", "N® or “2%.

7.0 by using the following code:

C = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence

N - minimal or no evidence N

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is “C", "I", or "N%, complete question 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence
presented about the impacts of this standard.

~

What was the guality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard.on each of the following:

Utility

Guneric|] 1 2 k) 4 5 [3 7 B 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

Conservation of energy supplied
by electric (or gas) utility

optimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resources
Ly electric (or gas) utility

Equitable rates to electric {or
qas) consumers

Attaciuent wn,

S
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

66

Requlatory (or Utility) Code
Schedule 5

Seasonal Rates Standard -

A.

Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, #§ or Y ror tne answer to guestion 1.1 of this
schedule. . T
Ny . - - . - .- . . : ! .

4 i ¥ :
Answer question #.0 by using the following code;

Y = yes N = no

for each utility whose afiswer is “Y" to question 8.3 please indicate next td each of the "Y" answers the time
period (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) completed.

8.0 Which methods of implgmentation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

- ) Utility

Generic 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 110 11 12 13T 14

15

8.1 Mandatory

* Residential

* Commercial

¢ Industrial

* Other (specify) ' . -

(a)

(b)

8.2 Voluntary

° Residential

* “ommercial

- 9 Industrial
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utility
Generic | 1 2 | 3 q S 6 ki 1] 9 10 11 12 13 14 13

° other (specify)

(a)

{b)

—————— e

8.1 Phased

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0

A. Answer question 9.0 for each utjlity whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 - for the answer tQ question 1.1
of this schedule.

'B. Answer question 9.0 by using the following code;

Y = yes . N = no
9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to he (were) utlllzed?
utillty
“Generic] Y | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 13 14 15

9.1 Congumer Questionnaire .
9.2 Follow-up public hearings
9.3 Changes in system characteristics
9.4 fRevenue levels
9.5 Other (specify) -

(a)

by
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Form Approved .
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Exp. 12-62 Schedule 5 (con't)

Secasonal Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

A. Answer question 10.0 for each ytility whose status is 4-9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10,) solicits
information reqgarding the quality of the evidence considered when the determination wvas made vither to implement or
not to implement this standard. : -

~
%

8. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:

- € = conclusive evidence: ‘ : ' i . ! S {
1 = inconclusive evidence
H = minimal or no evidence
10.0 What was tﬁe quality of the evidemce regarding this standard with respect t> the followinq:
Ueility
Type of Evidence eneric | ) | 2 1 311 4} 31 6] 1] 2 (=30 1 11 ] 121 13 [ 14 ] 15
10.1 Cost data: / /
< N
10.11 Monthly peak period system )
lambda i3 higher than its
annual average . 1 =
10.12 Adequacy of the method used to

identify the months for which
the peak value of system
lambda i{s above ita annual
average

10.13 The capacity and energy costs
of providing service to an
increase in peak demand

10.14 Adequacy of procedures used to
deternine the capacity and |
energy costs of providing ser-
vice to an increase in peak
demand

10.15 Capacity and energy costs of
providing service to an increasc
in kilowatt-hours of service

10.16 Adequacy of procedures used Lo
determine the capacity and
encrqy costs of providing an
increase in kilowatt-hours of
service
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Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Seasonal Rates Standard

. utillty
Type of Evidence Generic ] ' I 2 T3] 4516 ol 912t nla127 13 1] 15

10.17 The months of the year for which
average system operating cost
was above annual average operat-

ing cost

10.2 | Effects: ’

10.21 nengfits in generator fuel
savings

10,22 ° Denefits in total operating

cost savings

10.2) Benefits in capacity
10.24 | Cost of billing
10.3. Class demand elasticitye
i . /1 v
10.4 | Causes of capacity expansion:
: \
10.41 Nced to maintain system

reliability

10.42 Opportunity to reduce total
costs of electricity service

10.413 Need to replace existing
service

*Elasticity of demand is the ratio of the percentage change in the quantity demanded
to the percentayce change in price.
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e

Interruptible Rates Standard

Introduction
Section 111(d) (S) of PURPA establishes the Interruptible Rates Standard which stabes: “Bach electric utility shall offer

each industrial and commercial electric consumer an interruptible rate which reflects the cost of providing interruptible
service to the class of which such consumer is a member,®

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS

Prlease complete the following questions regarding the consideration and cerermination 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 Ueilities covered in a single generic consideration p:ocesé for this standard:

 § 6
2 7
3 : 8
4 9

.
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INSTRUCT [ONS_FOR_COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard. .

Status Codes:
0. Consideratiun process not bequn.
Bearing scheduled.
Consideration process started but hearing not completed
Hlearing completed ' '
Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
Official determihation made so not adopt or implement standard.
Judicial review of determination Lo adopt or implement standard is pending.
Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
Standard put into effect by utility(ies).
Standard jmplemented and subscquently discontinued..

. .

VYOG W~
« . s e

* v s

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 utility. ~

C. If the status code for any utility is designated as 3 in question 1.1, answer only questions Y.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility.

D. Complete question 1.3 Ky attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the nuiber ot
the attachment provided. . :

1.0 what is the status of your consideration process for each utility llsted.in'queﬁtions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:
-{a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as-of November 9, 19787

Utitity

Status as of end of reporting period

Generic I T 2 ] { H 6 7 [}] 9 10 11 12 13 14 1S

b Statua as of Nov. 9, 1978

Attachment Number

Nunber of customers covered by
order ,(in thousands):
order ,(in,

* Residentijial

Industrial

® Commercial

* Other (Specify)
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utility
6 7

Generic | 1 2

1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
(in thousands of dollars)

®* Residential

° Industrial

®* Commercial

"Other (specify)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0

A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule ,

B. Answer qu;stion 2.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no

. Utiiity
Generic |1 2 3 1 5 |- 6 7 ] SJTIO T YXI T 1201 13

2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requiremcnta of Title
I (or III) of PURPA for this stand-
ard

INSP2ICTIINS POR CONDPL TING OUnETION, 3.0

7

A. Answer question ),.0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of this achedule
B. Answer question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
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Interruptible Rates Standard

Exp. 12-82
e o eility
Generic |1 2 3 4 9 6 7T 2 8 9 10 11 12 1] 14 15
In your opinion, have your proceed-
1.0 15 and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title I (or 11)
to the masimum extent practicable
for the partion aof the consideration
process conducted after Nov, $,1978?2
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4,11 by using the follcwing code:
Y = yes N = no
B. Answer questioné 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e.,
answer to question 4.4 is "Y") by filling in the appropriate number.
- /
C. Answer questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 for each utility for which a dotermination of appropriate impact was made
{i.e., answer to question 4.6 is “¥").
p. 1In 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 using the following code:
P = positive effect N = Negative effect 2 = No effect
4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken? .
)
utility
Generic] 1 2 3 4 S [ 7 [] £ 10 1 17 13 T11 1
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s)
4.2 Hearing{s) open to the public A ’
%
1.3 Oopportunity for Intervenor
N Participation
4.4 Qpportunity for intorvenor
compensation
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Utilicy
[ Generic | 1 2 3 ] 5 6 7 8 9 10 1T 12 13 11 15
4.5 Testimony or other evidence taken
4.6 vetermination made that it is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pux-
poses of PURPA
4.7 Determination made that it is
appropriate not to implement this
standard to carry out the 13 pur-
poses of PURPA
Decision rendered based upon find-
4.8 ings incluled in such determira-
tion and evidence presented during
hearing
4.9 Proposed or interim written
determination
4.10 Final written determination ‘
4.11 Determination made availéble to
public
4.12 .| Total No. of intervenora
compensated ¢ :
4 1) Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors ¢ .
.14 Conservation of energy kupplieﬂ
by electric or gas utility #¢ ]
4.15 Optimization of the cfficicnecy
' of use of facilities and
resources by electric or gas
utility se
4.16 Equitable rates to electric or
gas consumers %4 .

See instruction "C® to this question
LN ]

Sce instruction "D" to this auestinn
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THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer question 5.8 by using the following code;

¥ = yes N = no
B. Por each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete queation 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determlning the cost-bhenefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used.

Utility
Generic[1 2 3 { 5 [ 7 [ 9 10 11 12 1] 14 13
5.0 Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard?
5.1 Attachment pumber
INSTRUCTTONS FOR COMPLETIHNG QUESTION 6.0
A. Ansver question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is "Y',
B. Angswer question 6.0 by using the following codes
Y = yes N = no
6.0 Do the cost-benaefit moethods utilized determine cost:
. : . i
Ueility
Generic| 1 2 3 [] 6 7 g 9 10 11712 13 1 14 15
6.1 To the utility?
.3 “~o0 the consunor?




ERA Form 166 .
Form Approved
OMR No. 038-RO422 Schedple 6

. 12-82 .
Exp Interruptible Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is ;-9 for the answer to question 1.l-of this schedule; ?nd
2. Answer to gquestjion 4.14 is “p*, "N" or “2".

B. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose:
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®, "N® or 'z;.

C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schazdule; and
2. Answer to question 4.%¥6 is "P", "N" or “Z".

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code:
C = conclusive evidenc2
I = inconclusive evideace

N - minimal or no evidance

E. For each utility whose answsr to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is *“C", "I", or “N*", complete question 7.4 by

designating the number of tne attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence
presented about the impacts of this standard. ’

76 Regulatory (or Utility} Code

S O ose

7.¢ What was the quality of the evidence precented about the impact of the standard on each of the following:

Utility

Generic| 1 2 3 [] H [ ] B 9

10

11

12

13

11

15

7.1 Conservation of energy supplied
by electric (or gas) utility

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resourccs
by electric (or gas) utility

7.3 Equitahle rates to electric (or
qgas) consumers

7.4 Attaciuent no.
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THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code .is 4,6, B or Y for tne answer to question 1.1 of this
schedule.

0. Asiswer question 8.0 by using the following coda:
Y = yes N = no

C. For each utility whose answer is "Y* to question 8.3 please indicate next to each of the *"Y* answers the time
period (in months} over which phased implementation will be (has becen) completed.

8.0 ﬁhich methods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

Utility

Generic I'1 2 3 [] 5 6 7 1-8 9 101 11 12 1 131 14

13

4.1 Mandatory

¢ Residential:

¢ Commercial

* Industrial

® Other {(specify)

{a)

(b)

e T A . R S AN KL

8.2 Voluntary .

® Rasidential

* Commercial

® Industrial
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utitity
GCeneric| 1 2 3 4 S [4 7 [] 9 10 11 22 13 14 15
* other (specify) ' L . L : : ' . 1 !
(a) |
{b)
8.3 Phased
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9,0 for each utility whose status code is ¢,6, 8 or § for the answer to question 1.1
of this schedule. )
B. Answer question 9,0 by using the fallowing cade:
Y = yes N = no
9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
DEIlity
Generic] 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 | 11 12 13 14 15
9.1 Consumer Questionnaire
9.2 Follow-up public hearings
9.3 Changes in system characteristics : -
9.4 Revenue levels
9.5 Othor (specify) -

(a)

(b)
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Interruptible Rates Standard

THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

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 regarding the quality of the evidence considered when the determination was made either to implement or
not to implement this standard., :

v

D. Ansuwer question 10.0 using the following code:

C = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N = minimal or no evidence

10.0 what was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the following:
] Utillty
Type-af Evidence Generic T 1 ] 2 13 ] 4] s] 6J2]e]9eJiae]rrli2l 13T 1415
Ve . o
10.1 Costs: / 4 ’ s
s . s / / d /
10.11 pemand costs associated with

providing firm gervice by
rating period

10.12 Enerqgy costs associated with
providing firm service by
rating period

10.13 Customer costs agsociated with
providing firm service by
rating period

10.14 Enerqy costs associtited with

" providing interruptible ’
scrvice by rating period

¥ B L L I L L O ] ] it H .

-

10.15 Customer costs associated with
providing interruptible ’
seivice by rating period

10.2 Impacts:
. / / g

10.21 on potential industrial
customers

<l

10.22])" On potential commercial
custoners -
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Utilicy i}
Type of Evidence Ceneric T y I 2T 371 4] 51 61 9 1ot r t121 131 14115
10.23 On utility expansion plans
10.24¢ On customer rates
10.3 Dther ;
>< f><\/></

10.31 Optimal amount of interruptible

load
10.32 Potential magnitude of

interruptible load
10,133 Coincidence of Interruptible

class peak load with system

peak
10.¢ Causes of Capacity Expansion: )x

/

10.41 Need to maintain system

reliability
10,42 Opportunity to reduce totai

coygts of electricity service
16.43 Heed to replace existing

capacity

80

Regulatory (or Utility) Code
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Interruptible Rates Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 11.0

A. Answer question 11.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule, Question 11.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Interruptible Rates Standard you implemented. )

B. Answer question 11,0 using the following codet

Yayes N = no
.
11.0 pDoes your Interruptible Rates Standard require the following:
. UEility
Characteristic i Genericf 1 } 2 3 3T 4 SsSTeTiTaJoTio 1t 12 1 13 ] 14 15
11,1 Criteria for initiating /// i '
interruption which take into ; |
account the following: /// |
11,11 System peak ex;eedinq critical
level
11,12 - . Reserve margin falling holow
’ predetermined level
il.l] Peaking energy which ls
constrained
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Load Management Techniques Standard

Introduction
Section 111(Q) (6) of PURPA establishes the Load Management Techniques Stanlard which states: “Each electric utility shall
offer to its electric consumers such load management techniques as the State regulatory authority (or the nonregulated
electric utility) has determined will--

"(A) be practicable and cost-effective, as determined under section 'll5(c),

*(B) be reliable, and

“(C) provide useful energy or capacity management advantages to the electric utility.*
Section 115(c) states: "In undertaking the consideration and making the determination required under section 11l with
respect to the standard for load management techniques established by sectlon 111(d) (6), a load management technique shall
be determined, by the State regulatory authority or nonregulated electric ntility, to be cost-effective if--

“(1) -such technique is likely to reduce maximum kilowatt demand on the electric utility, and

“(2) the long-run cost-savings to tha utility of such reduction are likely to exceed the long-run

costs to the utility asscciated with implementation of such techmijue.*

SPECIAI INSTRUCTIONS

Pleasc complete the following questrions regarding the consideration and determination of this standard. These questions
are to be answered for each covered utility listed in 1,1 of Schedule l. A "GENERIC® option has been prowvided to allow
for reporting on multiple utilitics 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 process for this standards

1 6
2 7
b ] 8
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Form Approved Schedule 7 .
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
" which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration grocess not bequn.
1. learing scheduled.
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed
. Hearing completed
. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
Official determination made so 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 standard is pendlnq.
Standard put -into effect by utility(ies).
. Standard implemunted and subsequently discontinued..

WD e w

B. If the status code for any utility is deaignated as 0, 1 or 2 i{n question 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this
schedule for such utility, ’

C. 1f'the status code for any utility is designated as ] in question 1.}, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, $.1, 4.2, 4.3,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility.

D. Complete question 1.1 py attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number or
the attaclwment provided,

.0 wWhat is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions 1.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19787 .

. : utility
Generic | 1 2 ) [| S 6 7 8 9 101 11 12 111 14 IS

1.1 Status ag of end of reporting period

1.2 Status as of Yov. 9, 1978

1.3 Attachment NHumber +
1.4 Humber of customers covered by |

arder (in thousands):

* Residential

]
Industrial

Commercial

e Other (Specify)




ERA Form 166 84 Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Form Approved
OMB No. 038-R0422 Schedule 7
Exp. 12-82
Load. Managament Techniques Standard .

Utility

Generic 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 [ 9 10 11 12 13

1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
{in thousands of dollars)

° Residential

° Industrial

* Commercial

Other (specify)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0

A. Answver question 2 0 for each'utltlty whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to quastion 1.1 of thia schedule; and
2. 4¢-9 for the answer to qu2stion 1.2 of thie schedule ,

D. Answer question 2.0 by using the [following code:

Y = yes N = no

Uti_ ity

GeneZic| 1 2 3 L 5 6 7 8T 3 10 11 12 13

2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-
inga and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title
I (or III) of PURPA for thig stand-
ard

JNSR2OCTIINS PR COMDLTING OuSTION. 3.0

A. Ansuver questfon 3,0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question !.l of this schedule; and
2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer ro .queation 1.2 of this schedule
B. Ansver question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes H = no



ERA Form 166

form Approved
OMB No. 0338-R0422

Exp. 12-82

85
Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Schedule ?
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3.0

: utility
i Generic | 1 2 ] [ S 6 ) 8 9-1 10 11 12 137 Y4 15
In your opinion, have your proceed- '
1ngs and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title I (or II)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the consideration
process conducted after Nov, $,1978?
THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.1 through ¢,11 by using the following code: d
Y 2 yes H = no

B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.1) for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation {i.e.,

answer to quesation 4.4 is "Y") by filling in the appropriate number,
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 “¥").
p. 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 using the following code:

P = pogitive effect N = Nagative effect Z = No effect
In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken? '
UEility
Generic]'1l 2 3 [] 5 6 7 8 3 110 1Y T 12 13T U 15

Prior public notice of hearing(s)

Hearing(s) ‘open to the public

Opportunity for Intervenor
Particlpatior

Opportunity for intcrvenor
compeansation
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Requlatory (or uUtility) Coda

Generic | 1 2 ) 4 S

Ueility
6 7

11

12

13

BY]

15

4.5 Testimony or other evidence takeén

9.6 vetermination made that it is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the ) pur-
poses of PORPA

4.7 Determination made that it is
appropriate not to implement tnis
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA

pecision rendered based upon find-
4.8 ings inclufed in such determina-
tion and evldence presented during
hearing

4.9 Proposed or interim written
determination

t.10 Final written determination

4.1 Determination made available to
public

4.12 Total No..of intervenors
compensated ¢

4.11 Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

4.14 Conservation of energy supplied
by electric or gag utility #*s

4.15 Optimization of the ecfficicncy
of uge of facilities and
resources by electric or gas
utility ee

4.16 Equitable rates to electric or
qas consumersg 44

See instruction “C" to this question

44 See instruction “D" to this auestion’
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Load Management Techniques Standard

INSTRUC'TIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answar question 5.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
B. For cach utility whose answer to 5.0 is Y" compleze question 5.1 by designating the number of the

" attachuent provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and coets for any time period used.

Uellity

Generic [ 1 2 k] [} 5 6 7 8 9 101 11 12 13T 14

S.D '..~ a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard?

5.1 Attachment number

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0

“A. MAnswer question 6.0 for oach utility for which the answer to question 5.0 ia "y*.

B. Answer question 6.0 by using the following codes

Y = yes H = no
6.0 ‘Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
UtiTity
Generic | 1 3 3 [] S 6 7 [E 9 10 11 12 13 14
6.1 To the utility?

6.2 ~0 the consune: ?
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Load Management Techniques Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETYNG QUESTION 7.0

A.

Answer question
1. Status
2. Answer
Answer question
1. Status
2. Angwer
Answer question
1. Status
2. Answer

Answer question

7.; for each utility whoses

code is 4-9 for the answer to quéstlon 1.1 of thia schaedule; and
to question 4.1{ is “p*, “K" or "Z". ~

1;2 for each utility wh&sex ~

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
to questioa 4.15 is "P*, "N or"z'.

7.3 for each utility whose:

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of thia schedulej; and
to questiom 4.16 is “P", "H" or "2Z°.

7.0 by using the following code:

C = conclusive evidence

I = fnconclusive evidence ' -

N - minimal or no evidence

Por each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is *“C*, "I", or "N%, complete question 7.4 bv
designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes ghe type of evidence

presented about

the impacts of this standard.

Requlatory (or Utility) Code

What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the standard on each of the following:

(1313437
A )

10

11

12

13

14

15

Conservation of energy supplied
by electric (or gasa) utility

Generic| 1 2 3 [] 5

Optimization of the officiency of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility )

Equitable ratea to electric (ar

gas) consumers

~

Attaciwsent no,




"ERA Form 166
Form Approved

Exp.

&9

Schedule ?

Regulatory (or Utility) Code
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P N?i-g;s not Load Management Techniques Standard
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0
A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, ¥ or ¥ for the answer to guestion 1.1 of this
schedule. .-
~B. Answer question 8.0 by using the following code: .
Y = yes
C. For each utility whose answer is "¥Y" to question B8.) please.indicate next to each of the "yY" answers the time
period (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) completed.
4.0 Which methods of implementation are to be (were) utllizéd for this standarad?
UEllity
Generic 2 3 6§ 1 7 51 1eT 1Y 12 113 4 13
8.1 Mandatory
* Residential
¢ Commercial
¢ Industrial
® other [specify)
(a)
(b}
8.2 Voluntary
® Residential
¢ Commecrcial
* Industrial
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66
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Load Management Technfques Standard
ueility
ceneric 2 3 [ E 6 10 1T 1712 13 [ 14 15
° Other (specify)
(a)
{b) ’
Phased
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer tQ question 1.1
of this schedule. :
B. Answer question 9_0 by using ‘the following code:
Y = yes ‘M = no
Which methods of monlitoring impzct of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
Leilie
Generic 2 3 [] 5 ] € 7 10 11 12 13 14 15

Consumer Questionnaire

Follow-up public hearings

Changes in gystem characteristics

Revenue levels

Other (specify) -

{a)

(L)
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Load Management Techniques Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

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 regarding the quality of the evidence considered when the determination was made either to implement or
not to implement this standard. ’ IR— -

B. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:

10.0

10.1

10.11

10.12

10.2

10.21

10.22

10.23

10.)

10.31

10.132

10.33

C = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N = minimal or no evidence

What was the quality of the evidence regarding this standard with respect to the following:

Utillty

Type of Evidence Generic T ) T 2T 3V 4] st e 2189 110]1) . 14 ] 1S

Utility costs associated with
implementation of load management
techniquess

Installed costs

Operating and maintenance costs

Relijability of load management
techniques: .

Life Expectancy

Frequency of failure

Duration of failure

Cost savings to the utility in
terms of:

Capaclty

Eneryy

Scarce fuels
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) UtiTlty
Type of Evidence eneric 1 2.1 ) 4 1 5 [ 1.1 819 10 1 111 124§ 1) 14 ] 15
10.4 Benefits to customers; h
N vl
10.41 When special load management
rates are in place
10.42 In the absence of load management
rates
| N, R
10.5 Customer acceptability;, )
' /
10.51 Residential
.52 Commercial
10.53 . Industrial
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COM"YLETING QUESTION 11,0 .
A. Answer question 11,0 for each utility whose status is l} 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 11.0

solicity information reqarding the characteristics of the Load Management Techniques Stardard you implemented,

B. Answer question 11.0 using the following =ode:

Y = yes N = no
11.0 Does your Load Management Techniques Standard require the followings
UE{Tity
Characteristic Generic 1 2 i) [] 5 6 17 8 10 11 12 | §) 14 15

9
11.1 The utility to offer any of the, \\\\ / ING|
following: ////\\ i

E N |

11,11 Time switches ¢
11.12 Load limiters to control the
maxiwum electric demand of .

an appliance




ERA Form 166 93
Form Approved
. OMB No. 0308-R0422
Exp. 12-82 Schedule 7 (con't)

Load Manaqement Techniques Standard

Regulatory (or Utility) Code__

Utility

Characteristic Ceneric 1 2 b 4 H 6 7

w12 ] D] 1[5

11.13 utility load controlled devices
for customer appliances

11.14 Energy storage systems with
solar
11.15 Enerqgy storaqge systems without +
solar
11.2 The utility to offer. such load
management devices as are shown
to:
11.21 Reduce maximum kilowatt-hour

demand on the utility

11.22 Provide long-run cost savings
' which will exceed the long-run
costs of implementation

11.3 Load management rates:

11.31 Load control rates for utility
controlled devices

11.32 Load control rates
without utility control

11.1) Rates with scparate demand
) charge
1.4 Solar rates for custcomers with

storaqge
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Introduction

Section 113(b) (1) of PURPA establishes tae Master Mctering Standard which states: "“To the extent determined appropriate
under section 115(d), master metering of electric service in the case of mew kuildings shall be prohibited or restricted
to the extent necessary to carry cut the purposes of this title,*

Section 115(d) states: “Separate metering shall be determined appropriate for any new building for purposes of
section 113(b) (1) if--

* (1) there is more than one unit in such building,

*(2) the occupant of each such unit. has control over a portion of the electric
cnergy used in such unit, and

*(3) with respect to such portion of electric energy used in such un.t, the

long-run benefits to the electric consumers in such building execeed the
costs of purchasing and installing separate meters in such building.”

SPECIAL TNSTRUCTIONS

Please complete the following quéestions regarding the consideration and detennination of this standard. These questions
are to be answercd for each covered utility listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1. A "GENERIC® option has been provided to allow
for reporting on multiple utilitiss covered in a generic consideration pracess for :zhis standard, 1In the following
space list the utility number of each ut:lity covered under such a generic process,

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration process for thls scandard:

1 . 6
2 : 7
3. - 8
4 9
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2,

which most correctly reflects Lthe status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration pracess not bequn.
1. Hearing scheduled.
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed
3. llearing completed
4. Official determination made to adopt or lmplemant gtandard.
5.. Official determination made 8o not adopt or implement standard.
6. Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard {s pending.
7. Judicial yeview of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
8. Standard put into effect by utility(les).
9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

B." If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question 1.1, complete only

schedule for such utility,

)

1.1 and 1.2 of

95 Regulatory (or Utility) Code

the number from among the status codes provided below

this

C. If the status codc for any utility is designated as 3 ln question 1.1, answer only questlions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedulce for such utility.

D. Complete questijon 1.1 hy attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number og

the attachment provided.

1.0 wWhat is the status of your conslderation process for each utility listed in questions ‘3. 1 (a} and (b) of schedule 1:
(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19787
- veility .
Generic 1 2 )] 4 H 6 1 10 11 12 1] 14 15
1.1 Status as of end of reporting period
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1978
1.3 Attachment Numbher
1.4 Humber of customers covered by

order (in thousands);

®* Residential

® Industrial

° Conme rcial

e Other {Specify)
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otility ;
Generic 1 2 T3 4 H 6 ] ] 9 16T I1 12 13 14 15
1.5 ] salea in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
{in thousands of dollars)
* Residential
* Industrial
¢ Commercial
Other (specify)
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2 ,0 for each utility whaose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the angwer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule .
n. .Ansver question 2.0 by using the Ffollowing code:
Y = yeo N = no
Otility
Generic] ¥ 2 3 4 5 [ 1 7 1] ) 10 T1 12 1 11 ] 14 [ 15
2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-

ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title
‘I (or YII) of PURPA for thia satand-
ard -

INST2UCTIING PR COMPLTTING OUISTION, 1.0

A. Angwer question 3,0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for tho~answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer.to question 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer question 3.0 by using the following ccdes .

Y = yes N = no.
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Ueillity .
Generic | 1 2 3 4 5 6 (] 9 10 11 12 13 14

In your opinion, have your proceed-
1.0 1ngs and actions satisfied the re-
quirenents of PURPA Title I (or TI)
to the maximum extent practicable
tor the portion of the consideration
process conducted after Nov, 9,19782

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0

A. Answer questions 4.l through 4,11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no

DB. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e.,
answer to quegtion 4.4 is "Y") by £illing in the appropriate numbar.

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 qucstion 4.6 is °*¥Y").

p. 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 using the following code:

P = Positive effect N = Negative effect 2 = No effect
4.0 In your congideration proéeas, which of the following steps have you taken?
utility
Generic 2 3 ] 5 6 7 8 9 10 ITT 12 13 14
4.1 Prioxr public.notice of hearing(s)
4.2 Hearing (s) open to the public

Opporcunity for Intervenor
Participation

4.4 Opportunity for intirvenor
compensation
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4.16
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Fegulatory (or Utility) Code

3813

Generlc 1 T2

RN ERRERINBRIRREEE

15

Testimony or other evidence takan

petermination made that it is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the J} pur-
poses of PURDA

Determination made that it Is
appropriate not to implement thls
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA ,

Decision rendered based upon find-
ings incluied in such determina-
tion and evidence presented during

hearing

Proposed or interim written
determination .

Final written determination

Determination made available to
public

Total No. of intervenors
compensated *

Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

Conservation of energy supplied
by electric or gas utility 4+

optimizacion of the cfficicncy
of usc of facilities and
resources by electric or gas
utility »e

Equitable rates to electric or
gas consumersg *4

See ?nstruction “C" to Lhis question
** See instruction “D" to this auesting
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer guestion 5.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
B. Por each utility whose answer to 5.0 is “Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the

attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefita for
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used,

ueility

Generic| Y 2 b) [} 5 b 7 ] 9 ODYTITJ 127 137 14

5.0 Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard?

5.1 Attachuent number

INISTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0

A. BAnswer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to quesation 5.0 is "y*.

B. Answer question 6.0 by using thu follawing codes

Y = .yes N = no 4
6.0 Do the cast-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
) - DEilTey
} Generic|1l +2 k] [] 5 6 7 8 9 ] 10 11 12 13 14
6.1 To the utility?

6.2 ~o the conauner? ! i
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A.

Answer question 7.1 for eich utility whose:
' 1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and i
'2. Answer to question 4.14 is *p®, "N" or “I".
Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose:
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", “N® or "I%.
Answer question 7.) for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. Answer to question 4.16 ia ®P", "N" or ~z-,
Answer question 7.0 by using the following code: .
C = conclusive evidence
I = inconcluaive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence
Por each ﬁtlllty whﬁse apswer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 {8 "C", "I®, or “N°%, complete question 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence
presented about the jmpacts of this standard. '

What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact af the standard on each of the following:

————————————

GEI Ity

Generic | 1 7 3 [] ] 7 T 1.5 [ 10 L IT 12

BE)

4

15

Conservation of enerqgy supplied : ’
by electric (or gas) utility . !

Optimization of the cfficlercy of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

Equitable rates to electric (or
gas) consumers

Attacinsent wo,
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Haster Metering Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR_ COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

‘R.

Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or Y for tne answer to question 1.1 of this
schedule. .

Answer question 8.0 by using the following code;

Y = yes N = no

For each utility whose answer is “"Y* to question 8.) please indicate next to each of the “Y" answers the time
period lin months) over which phased implcmentation will be (has been) completed.

~

which methads of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

1338037

Generic [ 1 2 3l [] 5 [ 7 8 9

15

Mandatory

* Residential

® Commercial

* Industrial

¢ other {(specify)

(a)

(b)

Voluntary

< -

® Residential

® Commercial

° Industrial
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utility
Generic | 1 2 3 4 5 . & ? ] 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
* other (specify)
’ ' i
(a)
(b)
Phased
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose atatus code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the amawer to question 1.1
of this schedule.
B. Answer question 9.0 by using the following code:
Y = yea N = nc
Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
utility =
Generic| 1 2 k) 4 S 6 7 [] 9 10 11 12 1 14 1

Consumer Questionnaire

Follow-up public hearings

Changes in system characteristics

Revenue levels

Other (specify) -

ta)

(L)
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

A. Answer question 10.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Master Metering Standard you adopted,

B. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:

Y = yes N = no

10,0 Does your Haster Metering Standard require the following:

1333137

Characteristic Generic 1 2 i) [} H 6 7 8 9 10 1} 12 1) 14 15
10.1 Restriction or prohibition of ’ ' \ /
master metering for a ncecw building

whenever: \\

10.11 There is more than one unit
in the building

10.12 The occupant of each unit has
control over a portion of the
clectric energy used in such
unit

10.11) The long-run benefits to the
electric consumer in the
building exceed the costs of
purchasing and installing
scparate meters

10.2 That costs other than those of
pwrchasing and installing scparatc
meters must be consideren in
detcermining applicability ot
standard ’ ]

R =R e,

< ® \ V! N - K K 1 7 2 7 ;
- e / ’ ; .
10.1 Special exclusions for: \>< Y \, ) N N '/ >< \< 4 3 /
N ;’_.'\S\ 2NN NN N/ \l/ 7NN/

10,31 Publicly~-owned bnildings

10,12 Residential builldings

10,11 Commneraial buildings
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Schedule 9

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Automatic Adjustmaent Clauges Standard

“No electric utility may

increase any rate pursuant to an automatic adjustment clause unless such clause meets the requirements of section ll5(e).

Scction 115(e) states:

(1) An automatic adjusiment clause of an electric utility mects the requiremeats of this subsection if--

“{(A) such clause is determined, not less often than every four years, by the State regulatory authority ith
respect to an electric utility for which it has ratemaking 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 utility, and

“(B) such clause is reviewed not less often than every two years, in the manner described in paragraph (2},
by the State requlatory authority having ratemaking authority with respect to such utility (or by the
electric utility in the case of a monregqulated electric utility), toc lInsure the maximum economies In

those operations and purchases which affect the rates to which such clause applies.

*(2) 1In making a review under subparaqraph (B) of paragraph (1) with respect to an electric utility, the reviewing
lf appropriate, cause to be audited the practices of such electric utility
relating to costs subject to an automatlic adjustment clause, and shall require such reports as may be
necessary to carry out such review (including a diaclosure of any ownership ar corporate relationship

between such electric utility and the seller to such utility of fuel, electric energy, or other 1tems)

authority shall examine and,

(3} As used in this subsection and section 113(b), ‘the term ‘automatic adjustment clause' means a provlsxon of a
rate schedule which provides for increases_or decreases (or both), without prior hearing, in rates reflecting

increases or decreases (or both) in costs incurred by an electric utility.

Such term does not include an-

interim rate which takes effect subject to a later determination of the apprcpriate amount of the rate.”

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS

Please complete the following questions rejarding the consideration and determination of this standard. These guestions
A "GENERIC" option has been provided to allow

are to be answered for each covered utility listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1.
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for thls standard.

space list the utility number of each utility covered under such a generic process.

o Utilities covered in a single generic consideration process for this standard:

1
2

6

10

In the following
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CINSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

flegulatory (or Utility) Code

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below

which most correctly reflects the status of ecach utility for this standard,

Status Codes:

Consideration process not bequn.

Hearing scheduled.

Consideratinn process started but hearing not completed

llecaring completed

Official determinalion made to adopt or implement standard.

Official determination made &0 not adopt or implement standard.

Judicial review of determination to adopt or implement standard is pending.
Judicial review ot determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
Standard put into effect by utility(ies).

Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

.

.

CDNRAN S wN-O

f. If the status.code for any utility is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in questijon 1.1, complete only

schedule for such utility.

C. tf the sctatus code for any utility is deslgnated as 3 in question 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1

4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such uwtility.

1.1 and 1.2 of

, 4.2,

this

4.3,

D, Complete question 1.3 py attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number ot

the actachment provided.

What is the scatus of your cossideration process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:

(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19702

Pl

ity

{
| Genecic | 1 "2 173 ] H (3 1 8

10

11

12

14

15

Status as of cnd of reporting period

Status as of Nov. 9, 1974

Attachiment Humher

Number of customers covered by
ocder (in thousands):

® Residential

Industriatl

Coimnmercial

* Other (Specify)
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: Utility
Ceneric 1 2 3 4 5 6 3 10 11 12 13 11 15
1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covercd by this order ! v, . .
(in thousands of ‘dollars)
' .
* Residential
* Industrial
* Commercial
Other (specify)
JUSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0,
A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this gchedule ,
B. Answer question 2.0 by usln§ the followlng code:
Y = yesn " N = no
Otlilit
Generlc] ] 2 3 T 51 & T 0T ITT 121 13713 15~
2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-

106

Regulatory (or utility) Code

Jingas and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title
I (or IXII) of PURPA for this stand-
ard

INSP2CTIINS PIR COMPLTTING QULSTION. 3.0

A. Answer queation 3.0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question L.l of this schedule; and
2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer questlon‘3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
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‘ Regulatory (or Utility) Code
ERA form 166 Schedule .9
Form Approved
OMA No. 018-R0422 Automatic Adjustment Clausea Standard

Exp, 12-82

Utility -
Generic 1 2 3 1 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12T 13 T 14
In your opinion, have your procecd- ’
1.0 1ngs and actionsg satisfied the re-
-quirements of PURPA Title I (or 1)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the consideration
process conducted after Nov. 9,1978?2
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Ansuef questiong 4.1 through 4,11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no '
B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e..
angwer to question $#.4 is *¥") by filling in the appropriate number.
C. Answer questions ¢.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"),
p. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indicate ths type of effect this standard is expected to have on the
items listed by using the following code:
P = pogitive effect N = Negative effect 2 = No effect'
4.0 In your- consideration process, which of the follduing steps ﬁave you takon?
- Utility
Generic] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 [] 3 110 11 12 1T 1T 14
4.1 Prior public rnotice of hearing{s)
4.2 llearing{s) open to the public
) Opportunity for lntervenor
- rarticipation
4.1 Opporctunity for intervenor
compi:nsacion




ERA Form 166
Form Approved
OMB Ha.

Exp.

12-82

4.10

4.11

4.15

4.16

038-R0O422

108.

Schedule 9

Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Generlc

Utility
[ 7

11

12

13

By

15

Testimony or other evidence taken

petermination made that it is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA

Oetermination made that it is
appropriate not to implement trniy
standard to carry out the 1 purc-
roses of PURPA

pecision rendered hased upan flind-
ings incluied in such determina-
tion and evidence presented ducing
hearing

Proposed or interim written
determination

Pinal written determination

Determination made avajlable to
public

Taotal No. of intervenors
compensated *

Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

Conaservation of energy supplied
by electric or gas utility 4

optimizacion of the efficicncy
of uge of facilitiea and
resources by electric or gas
utility e

Equitable rates to electric or
gas consumerg *¢

Sce instruction “C" to this qﬁestion

¢ See instructian *pP* ta this avestion
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ERA Form 166
torm Approved
OMB No. 018-RO422

Schedule 9

Automatic Adiustment Clauscs Standard

Regulatory {or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-82
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0 N -
'. : a. ’ A. Answe; question 5.0 by using tﬁe follouingucdde: - -
Y = yes N = no
D. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used.
Utility
Generic [ 1 2 6 2 10T 1Y 12 13 14 15
5.0 Was a cost-benefit analysis
performed for this standard?
5.1 Attachuwent number B
THSTRUCTTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0
A. Anguer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is "y*.
fi. Answer question 6.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
6.0 Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost;
J — Utility
Generic [ 1 2 6 7 10 11 12 13 J 14 J 15
6.1 To the utility?

6.2 To the conaumcr?
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ERA Form 166 Requ%atorv {(or utility) Code

Form approved Schedule 9
OMB No. 038-RO422 i
Exp. 12-82 Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
‘_}. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this scﬁedula; and
2. Answer to question 4.14 is “p®, "N*® or “2". .
B. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this echedule; and
2. Answer to question 4,15 is "P®, “N" or "z~.
C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this echedule; and
2. Answer to question ¢.16 is “P", “N" or "2".
D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code:
€ = conclusive evidence
I = inconclusive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence
E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or)7.J ig "c*, "1", or "N", complete quesflon 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type.of evidence
presented about the jmpacts of this standard. '

7.0 #hat was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the @tandard on each of the following:

j Ueiliity
Generic|[ 1 [ 2 3 { 5 6 1 7 8 9 10 I T 12

13

14

7.1 Conservation of energy supplled
by electric (or gas) utility

7.2 Optimization of the efflclency of
- Juse of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

7.3 Equitable‘rates to electric (or
qas) consumers

7.4 Attacnment HNo,




ERA Form 166
Form Approved

OMB Na. 03)8-RO422

Exp. 12-02

8.2

Automatic

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

1

Schedule 9

Adjustment Claises Standard

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code {as 4,6, U or 9 for tne answer to question 1,1l of this

schedule.

B. Answer question 8.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes

C. For each utility whose answer is "Y* to question 8.3 please indicate next to each of the "Y" answers thc time
period (in months) over which phased implementatioa will be (has been) completed.

Which methods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

Generic

Utility
[3 7

11

12

13

14

Mandatory

* Residential

* Commercial

¢ Industrial

¢ Other (specify)

{a)

(b)

Voluntary

®* Residential

* “ommarcial

¢ Industrial
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Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Form Approved '
OMB No. 038-RO422 Schedule 9

Exp. 12-02

Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard

Utility
[ 7

. Generic| 1 2 3 [] 5 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
¢ Other (specify)
(a)
(b)
Phased
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTIOM 9.0
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose étatgs code is 4,6, 0 or 9 for the answer to question 1.1
of this schedule.
B. Answer question §. 0 b§ using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
utilicy
. 15

Generic]1 2 3 4 S 6 YT 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Consumer Questionnaire

Follow-up public hearings

Changes in system characteristics

Revenue levels

Other (specify) -

(a)

(b)
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Form Approved

OMB No. 038-
Exp. 12-82

INSTRUCTIONS

RO422
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Schedule 9 (con't)

Automatic Adjustment clausgs Standard

FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

A. Answer question 10.0 for each-utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 3

B. Answuer question 10.0 using the following code:

10.0 Does your Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard require or permit the following:

ches N = no

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

for question 1.1 of this schedule, _Question 10.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Automatic Adjustment Clauses Scandard you adopted.

Characteristic

ity

Generic

n

2

3

4

5

UETY
3

7

11

12

1)

14

15

10.1 Provisions which permit automatic

. adj

ustments for the following

types of costs:

10.11

0il

10.12

Natural gas

10.1)

pPurchased power

10.14

Power purchases during
emergencies (e.g., oll embargo,
coal strike)

10.2 A review process for automatic

adjustment clauses which:

10.21

Specifies full evidentliary
hearings to be held not less
often than every 2 ycars to
insure maximum economies in
operations and purchases which
affect automatic adjusiment
clause rates

10.22

.Specifies full evidentiary

hearings to be held not less
often than cvery 4 years on
cfficiency incentives for
use of scarce fuels




ERA Form 166

114

Form Approved Regulatory (or Utility) Code
OMB No. 038-RO422 . -
Exp. 12-8
*p. 12-82 Schedule 9 (con't)
Automatic Adjustment Clauses Standard
UtiTity
Characteristic Generic ] 6 171 [RRIAEN 12 1 13 ] 14 15

10.23 Addresses general utility

management practices o
10,24 Addresses audit of automatic v

adjustment clause billings
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ERA Form 166 Regulatory (or Utility) Code
Form Approved Schedule 10

oMy No, 038-R0422

Eip. 12-82 Information to Consumers Standard

Introduction

Section 113(b) (3) of PURPA establishes the Information to Consumars Standard which states: “Each electric utility shall
transmit to cach of its electric consumers information regarding rate schedules in accordance with the requirements of
section 115(f).

Scction 115(f) states:

(1) For purposes of the standard for information to consumers established by section 113(b) {3), ecach electric utility
shall transmit to each of its electric consumers a clear and concise explanatiaon of the existing rate schedule and
any rate schedule applied for (or proposed by a nonregulated electric utility) appllcable to such consumer. Such
statement shall be transmitted to each such consumer--

“(A) not later than slxty days after the date of commencement of service to such consumer or ninety days
after the standard established by section 113{b) (3} is adopted with respect to such electric utility,
whichever last occurs, and

“(B) not later than thirty days (sixty days in the case of an electric utility which uses a blmohthly billing
system) after such utility®'s application for any change in a rate schedule applicable to such consumer (or
praposal of such a change in the case of a nonregulated utility).

"{2) For purposes of the standard for informatjon to consumers established by section 113(b) (3), each electric utility
shall transmit to each of ita electric consumers not less frequently than once each year--

“(A) a clear and conclse 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

“(B) an identification of any classes whose rates are‘not sumnarized.

“Such summary may be transmitted together with such ccnsumer's billing or in such other manner as the State
regqulatory authority or nonreqgulated electric utility decems appropriate.

"*{3) For purposes of the standard for information to consumers established by section 1113(b) (3), each electric utility,
on rejquest of an electric consumer of such utility, skall transmit to such consumer a clear and concise statement
of the actual consumption (or degree-day adjusted consumption) of electric cnergy by such consumer for each billing
period during the prior year (unless such consuwmption data is not reasonably ascertainable by the utility).*

SPECIAL IMSTRUCYTIDNS .

Please complete the following questions raqgarding the consideration and determination of this standard, These quastions
are to bLe answered for each covered utility listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1. A "GENERIC® option has becn provided to allow
for reporting on wultiple utilities covered in a generic consideration process for this stancard, In the following
space list the utility number of each utility covered under such a generic process,

o Utilities covered in a sinyle generic cousidcration process for this scandard:

L 6
2 7
k] 1
4 9
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ERA Fcrm 166 Schedule 10

Form Approved

. 038-R04922 .
223 N?2—g2 Information to Consumers Standard

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

INSTRUCTTONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appropriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.
Status Codes; .

. Consideration process not bequn. >

1. learing scheduled.

2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed

J. Hearing completed

4. Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.

S. Official determinatjon made so not adopt or implement standard.

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

7. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending. .

8. Standard put into effect by utility(ies).

9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

B. 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 utility.

C. If the status code for any utility is designated as 3 in question 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, ¢.2, 4.3,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility, ‘

D. Complete question 1.3 phy attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number ot
the attachment provided.

-0 What is the statua of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:
{a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of Novenber 9, 19782

Utilitw
seneric 1 2 k] { 5 6 7t B 9 10 11 12 11 14 Ts
1.1 Status as of end of reporting period ‘
1.2 Status as of Nov. 9, 1978
.3 Attachment RNumber
1.4 Number of customers covered by

order (in thousandsg):

° Residential

° Industrial

° Commercial

* Other (Specify)
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‘

ings and actjons suhstantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title
I (or I1I) of PURPA for this stand-
ard .

Requlatory (aor Utiljty) Code
Form Approved schedule 10 9 v | ity)
OMB No. 038-10422
Exp. 12-82 Information to Consumers Standard
utility
. Generic 1 2 3 J- 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 1] 1 15
1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covered by this order
[in thousands of dollars)
° Residential :
* Industrial
* Commercial
Other (specify)
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2,0 for each utility whose status code {is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedile ,
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code: !
Y = yes H = no,
411
: L. Utility
[~ Gereric]l 2 3 4 5 6 7 [ ) 10 11 12 13 T 14 15
2.0 In your opinion, have your proceed-

.

INST2CTIINS FIR CONDPLUTING OUSSTION, 3.0

A. Answer question 3.0 for each utility whose status is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and

2. 1, 2, or 3 for the anawer to question 1.2 of this schedule
B. Answer question 3.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
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ERA Form 166 Schedule 10
Form Approved

OMB No. 0)8-R0422 Information to Consumers Standard

Exp. 12-82
J j Utility .
GCeneric |1 2 k] 4 S 6 7 [ 9 10 11 12 1] 14
In your opinion, have your procecd-
3.0 1ngs and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title I (or II)
to the maximum extent practicable
tor the portion of the conslideration
process conducted after Wov. 9,1978?
. " INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0 . .
A. Answer questions 4.1 through 4,11 by using the following code: - .
Y = yes N = no
B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utillty that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e.,
answer to question 4.4 is "Y") by fllling in the appropriate number.
C.  Answer questions .14, 4.15 ard 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 using the following code:
P = Poasitive effect ¥ = Negative effect Z = No effect
4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken?
Utility
- Generic[1 2 3 [] 5 b T ] 9 110 11 12 T 13 ] 14
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing{s) .
4.2 ltearing (s) open to the public
1.3 Opportunity for Intervenor :
: Participation ;
4.4 Opportunity for intarvenor
compensation | 4
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Form Approved

OMB No. 014-KO422

Exp. 12-62

.14

4.15

4.16
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Schedule 10

Information Lo Consumers Standard

1

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

urility

Generic [ 1 3 3 /] 5 3 7 8 3110

11

12

1]

14

15

Testimony or other evidence taken

vetermination made that Lt is
appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out cthe 3 pur-

poses of PURPA

Determination made that it is
appropriate not to iwplement this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses of PURPA

pecision rendaered basced upon find-

ings incluled in such deterwina-.

tion and evidence presented during

hearing

Proposed or interim written
determination

Final vricten determination

Determination made available to
public

Total No. of intervenors
compensated *

Total ‘dollar amount paid to
intervenors * 7

Conservation of energy supplied
by clectric or gas utility #¢

Optimizacion of the cfficicncy
of use of facilitica and
resources by eleckric ar gas
utilicy e

Equitable rates to clectric or
Qgay consumers ¢

“ 5
.ls

e instruction *C" to this question
ee instruction "b* vo this auestion
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ERA Form 166
Form Approved

OMB No. 0318-RO422 . .
" Exp. 12-82 Information to Consumere Standard

Schedule 10 ) .
i Requlatory (or Utility) Code

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following-code:
Y = yes N = no

B. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method{s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and costs for any time period used.

- UEiTity
Genceric 1 2 3 [} 5 6 7 8 3 TI0 T 11 12T 13T 13 15
5.0 Was a cost-benefit amnalysis -
performed for this atandard?
5.1 Attachment number
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0
A. Answer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to questiom 5.C is *y".
B. MAnswer question 6.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
4
6.0 ba the cost-benefit methode utilized determine cost:
UeiTity
Seneric| 1 2 3 4 H 6 ? [] 9 10711 12T 13 ] 14 18
6.1 To the utility?

£.2 ~0 the consuner?
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Form Approved fchedule 10
OoMB No. 038-RO422
Exp. 12-82 Information to Cansumers Standard

THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Agéwer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
1. Statusa code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedu)e;'and
2. Answer to question .M is “p*, "N" or “2°".

L. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is ¢-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
i. Answer to question 4,15 is “P*, "N® or 2.

C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whosé: .
1. Status code is 4-9 for the answer to questlo; 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. MAnswer to question 4.16 is "P*, “N" or "1%.

D. Answer question 7.0 by|uslng the following code:

C = conclusive evidence

I = inconclusive evidence . ’ .

H - minimal or no evidence

E. For each utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is "C*, "I*, or "N®, complete question 7.4 by
designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evldhnce
presented about the jmpacts of this standard.

7.0 What was the quality of the evidence presented about the i@pact o!'the etandard on each of the following:

-

Generic] 1 2T [] 5 6 7 ] STIoT 1 27T 1118

15

7.1 ' Canservation of enerqy supplied
by electric (or gas) utility

7.2 Optimization of the efficiency of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

7.) Equitable ratea to clectric (or
gJas) consumers

7.4 Attaciuwent wo,
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ERA Form 166 Schedule 10
Form Approved
OMB No. 018-RO422

Exp. 12-82

Requlatory {ovr Utility) Code
Information to Consumers Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING JUESTION 8.0

R. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or ¥ for tne answer to question 1.1 of this
schedule. . .

B. Answer question 8.0 by using the following code: -

Y = yes N = no i a

C. For each utility whose answer is “Y" to question 8.) please indicate next to each of the "Y" anawers the time
period (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) completed. .
. . . A . )
8.0 tthich methods of implementztion are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

UtIlley
[ 7

Generic [T T 2 k] L]

8.1 Mandatory

* Residentijal

° Commercial

° Industrial

° other (specify)

(a)

(b)

8.2 Voluntafy

° Residential

° Zommercial

° Inpdustrial
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3 Regulatory (or Utility) Code

ERA Form 166

Form Approved : Schedule: 10
OMB No. 018-R0422 .
Exp. 12-82 Information to Consumers Standard

Otiliey

Genericj 1 2 3 [] 5 6 7 ] E] 160 T 11 12 1 13 14 15

¢ Other {specify)

ta)

(b}

———e s

8.3 Phased

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0

A. Anawer question 9.0 for each utllity whose status ccde is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer to question 1.1
of this schedule.

B. Answer question 9.¢ by using the following codes

Y = yes N = no
9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
Otility
Generic] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 T1oJ 11 112713 § 14 115

9.1 Consumer OuentIOQnaire
9.2 Follow-up public hearings !
9.3 Changes in system characteristics
9.4 Revenue levels
9.5 Other (specify) -

(a) -

(b}
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Form Approved
OMB No. 038-R0422 . Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-82
Schedule 10 {con't)
!nformation.to Consumers Standard

INSTRUCTIOHS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10.0

A. Answer question 10.0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for question 1.1 of this schedule. Question 10.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Information to Consumers Standard you adopted.

B. Answer question 10,0 using the following codes

Y = yes N = no
10.0 Does your Information to Consumers Standard require the following)
. UtTliky
Characteristic Generic 1 2 ] [} S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 [X] 15
10.1} Tranamittal of information to
' consumers of exiating rate schedule
and any rate schedule applied for: //
10.11 Not later than 60 days after

commencement of service to con-

sumers or 90 days after . !
standard adopted, whichever
occurs last

10.12 Not later than 30 days (60 days]
in case of utility which uses
a bLimonthly billing system)
after utility's application for
any change in rate schedule
applicable 'to consumers

10.2 Transmittal to consumers not less
frequently than once each year of: .

10.21 A summary of the existing rate
gchedules applicable to each of
the major consumer classes for
which there is a separate rate

10.22 Identification of any classes
whose rates are not summarized

10.13 Transmittal to consumers, upon re-
quest, of statement of actual con-
sumption (or degree-day adjusted
consumption) for each billing per-
iod during the prior year (unless
such consumption data is not
reasonably ascertainable by the
utility)
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Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Schedule 11

Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard

Intcoaduction

Section 113({b) (4) (for electric) and section 303(b}) (1) .(for natural gas) of PURPA establish.the Termination of Service
Standard which states: “No electric (gas) utility may terminate electric (natural gas) service to any electrnc (gas) con-
sumcr except pursuant to procedures described in section 115(g)/304(a))."”

Sections 115(q)/304(a) state: “The procedures for termination of service referred to in section 113(b) (4}/3013(b) (1) are
procedures prescribed by the State requlatory authority (with resmect to electric (gas) utilities for which it has rate-
making authority) or by the noanrequlated utility which provide that--

“(1} no electric (gas) service to an electric (gas) consumer may be terminated unless reasonable prior notice
(including notice of rights and remedies) is given to such consumer and such consumer has a reasonable
opportunity to dispute the reasons for such termination, and

*(2) during any period when termination of service to an electric (gas) consumer would be especially dangerous

© to health, as determined by tlie" State regulatory authority (with respect to an electric (gas) utility for
which it has ratemaking aubLhority) or nonrequlated electric (gas) utility, and such consumer establishes that--

“(A) he is unable to pay for such service in accordance with the requirements of
the utility*s billing, or

“(B) he is able to pay for such service but only :in installments,
“such service may not be terminated.

“Such procedures shall take into account the need to include reasonable provisions for elderly and handicapped consumers.®

SPECIAL THSTRUCTIOHNS

Please complete the following questions regarding the consideration and determination of this standard, These questions
are to b2 answered for each covered utility listed in 3.1 of Schedule 1. A “GERNERIC" option has been provided to allow
for reporting on multiple utilities covered in a qeneric consideration process for this standard., 1In the following
space list the utility number of each utility covered under such a generic process.

o

o Utilities covered in a single qeneric consideration orocess €or this standard:

1 . 6
2 7
3 [}
4 9
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Reogulator
Schedule 11 N y lor Utility) Code

ERA Form 166
Form Approved

2:2 N?i g;a “no4z2: Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard ' -

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUFESTION .1.0

A. 1Insert in the appropriate space fcr queslions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for thls standard.

Status Codes:
0. Consideration process not bequn.
1. MHearing scheduled.
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed
llearing completed :
Official determination made to adopt or implement standard.
Official determination made %o mot adopt or implement standard.
Judicial review of determ:nation to adopt or implement standard is pending.
Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
Standard put into effect by utility(ies).
Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued..

O ad O D

e+ s s e s e

B. If the status code for any utility is designated as 0, } or 2 in question 1.1, complete only 1.1 and !.: of this
schedule for such utility.

C. 1If the status code for any utility is designated as ) in question 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 utility.

D. Complete question 1.3 by attaching a copy of each determination made and/or order lssued and by designating the number ot
the attachment provided.

1.0 What is the status of your consideration process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:

(a) as of the end of the reporting period, znd (b) as of November 9, 19782

) Jeility :
Generic 1 2 k] [} S 5 17 8 ] 9 10 11 12 1] 14 15

1.1 Status as of end of reporting period
1.2 Status as o; Nov. 9, 1978
1.] Attachment Number

Humber of customers covered by

order (in thousands):

®* Residential ,

° lnddstrial

* Commercial

* Other (Specify)
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rﬂ;ﬁrésfd hhas Regulatcry (or Utility) Code
OMB Ho. 038-R0422 Schedule 11
Exp. 12-82:
’ procedures for Termination of Blectric (Gas) Service Standard
Utility
Generic 2 3 [] 6 7 9 IoT 11 12 13T 14 18
1.5 Sales in preceding year of
customers covured by this order
{in thousands of dollars)
* Residential 1
° Industrial
* Commercial
Other (specify) -
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Ansawer question 2 .0 for each utility whose atatus code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to qucstion 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to duestiou 1.2 of this schedule .,
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
OtTlity
Gaeneric 2 1T 13 { 5 [ 1 ] 9 10 11 12 1371 14 15

In your opinion, have your proceed-
ingu and actions substantially con-
formed to the requiréments of Title
I {or III) of PUNPA for this atand-
zrd

INE2CTEINS PIR _COMDLTTING OUNSTION, 3.0

A. Answer question 3.0 for each utility whosé status is:

- 1. 4-9 for the ansuer to question 1.} of this schedule; and

2. 1, 2, or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of thls schedule

B. Answer quastion 3.0 by using the following code:

+Y = yes N = no

~ R -
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Schedule 11

OMB No. 010-RO422 Procedures for Termination of Electric {Gas) §ervice Standard
Exp, 12-82 .
trility
Generic [1 2 k) 4 S & 7 8 9 e 11 12 13 14 15
In your opinion, have your proceed- A
3.0 1ngs and actions satisfied the re-
quirements of PURPA Title I (or II)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the considerztion
process conducted after Nov. 9,19782
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.} through 4,11 by using the following code:
- N C
Y = yes = n ,
B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.13 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation {(i.e.,
answer to questjon 4.4 i3 “¥*") by filling in the appropriate number. '
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 queation 4.6 is “¥¢*).
p. In questions 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16 please indic&te the type of effect this standard is expected to have on the
items listed by using the fallowing code:
P = pPogitive effect N = Nagative effect 2 = No effect
4.0 In your congideration processa, which of the following steps have you takem?
utilit
Genericl 1 2 3 4 5 € 7 ] 5 10 ] 11 127 TYI3 T 14 15
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s) ) ' -
4.2 | learing(8) open to the public
1 Opportunity for Intervenor ’
. Participation -~
4.4 Opportunity tor‘intcrvenor

campengation
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Schedule 11

Raegulatory (or Utllitf) Code

Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard

ptilit

Generic

7

n

13

14

15

Testimony or other evidence taken

vetermination made that it is
appropriate to inplement this
standard to carry out the } pur-
poses of PURPA

Determination made that it is
appropriate not to implenant this
standard to carry out the 3 pur-
poses aof PURPA

Decision rendered based upon find-
ings incluied in such determina-
tion and evidence presented during
hearing

Proposed or interim written
determination

Pinal written determination

Netermination made available to
,public

Total Ro. of intervenors
compensated »

Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

N

Conservation of energy supplied
by electric or gas utility ¢#

Optimizacion of the cfficicncy
of uue of facilities and
resources by clectric or gas
utility e

Equitable rates to electric or
gas cORsumeyg 4o

(Y]

Seo @nstruction “C" to thia question
Sce inatruction *D* to this auestinn
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ERA Form 166
Form Approved
OMB No. 0)8-RO422
Exp. 12-02

Schedule 11 Requlatory (or Utility) Code

Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard

THSTRUCTIONS - FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer questién 5.0 by using the following code:

Y = yes N = no

B. For each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the mothod(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for
this standard and any estimated savings and cogts for ‘any time period used.

. veiTity
Generic [ 1 2 3 { 5 [ 7 ] SJI867 11 13 I3 T 14 15
5.0 Was a cost-benefit analysis . '
performed for this standard?
5.1 Attachment humber T ]
JNSTRUCTIONS FOR'COMPLETING‘OUBSTION ‘.0
A. Answver questlon‘G.o far each utilit} for wiich the ansue} to question 5.0 is "y*.
B. Answver questlbn 6.0 by using the following code:
Y =“yes " M =no
6.0 Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
) i [398437 j
. Generic |l 2 b) 4 H 6 7 8 9 101 11 12 13 ] 14 15
6.1 To the utility?

L 7a the_consuner?
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1 Regulatory {or Utility) Code

Schedule 11

Procedures for Termination of Elactric (Gas) Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QbEST!ON 7.0

A

Answer qﬁoa&lon
1. Statua
2. Answer
Answer queatlén
1. Status
2.' Answer
Anéuer quéstlon
1. Status
2. Answer

Answar question

7.1 for each utility whose:

code is 4-9 for the answver to gueatlonjl.l of this schedule; and
to question 4;i4 is “p*, "N" or "%, .

5.2.(0: each ut{lity whose:

code is 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule: and
to question 4,15 is "P*, “H" or "3".

7.3 to; each utility whose;

code fs 4-9 for the answer to queattbn 1.1 of this schedule; and
to queatibn 4.16 is “P%, °N" or “2".

7.0 by usihg the following code: .

€ = conclusive evidence

I = inconclusive evidence

N - minimal or no evidence

For each utility vwhose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is “C",
designating the nuuber of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence

presented ahout

the jampacts of this standard.

“I*, or *N*, complete question 7.4 by

What vas the quality of the evidence presented about the lupacf of the standard on each of the following:

utility
Generic] I 6 7

o
=
-
W
.

10

11

12T 1

14

15

Conservation of encrqgy supplied
{ by clectric (or gas) utility

l optimization of the efficiency of
{ use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

Equitable rates to electric lor

qas) consumers

Attacinaent wo,
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Form Approved . ) '

OMB No. 038-RO422 Pracedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service standard
Exp. 12-82

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, B or 3 for tne answer to gquestion 1.1 of this
schedule. : : .

. s ey ’ . A H . i

D. Answer question 8.0 by us_ng the following code:

.Y = yes N = no
C. PFor each utility whose answer is "Y* to question B.) please indicate next to each of the "y" answers the time -

‘period (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) ccmpleted.

8.0 *  #hich methods of 1mp1qmgntation are to be {were) utilized for this standaxrd:

utility
Generic | 1 2. k] 4 5 [ 7

8.1 Mandatory

* Residential

* Commercial

* Industrial

ot ‘* Other (specify)

I3 ' (3)

- (b) ‘ ‘ | -

8.2 ‘ { voluntary

® Residential

¢ Commercial

° Industrial ' ) - .
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Schedule. 1l

Regulatory (or Utility) Code

Exp. 12-82 Procedures for Termination of Electric (Gas) Service Standard
UtiYity
Generic| 1 2 3 T 4 4 7 10 11 12 13 14 1
~ * Other (specify)
(a)
{b)
8.3 Phased - .
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose .status code is (,6,8 or 9 for the answer tq questjon 1.1
of this schedule.
B:. Answer question 9,0 by using the following code: ;
!
Y = yes N = no :
9.0 Which methods of monitoring impact of this standard aye to-be (were) utilized?
Utility
Generic| 1 2 k) L] [ 7 10 11 12 13 14 15
9.1 Consumer Questionnaire .
9.2 Follow-up public hearings
9.1 Changes in system chavacteristics
9.4 Nevenue levels

’

9.5 Octher (specify) .

ta)

(L)
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Form Approved . Regulatory (or Utility)-Code
OMB NHo. 038-R0422

Exp. 12-82 Schedule 11 (con‘t)

Termination of Service Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10,0

A. Answer question 10.D for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 for quesction 1,1 of this schedule, Quesation 10.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Termination of Service Standard you adopted,
* - L3 . N - . A\l . . ¢ t .I

B. Answer question 10.0 using the following code:

Y = yes N = no
10.0 ' Does your Termination of Service Standard require the following:
N [1139813Y

Chnructerlqtlc Generic 1 2 3 415 6 LR ) 3 10 11 12 1) 14 15
10.1 Prior notice of termination with:
10.11 , Two or more such notices to

be issued

. [

10.12 The last such notice to be

issued 7 or more days prior to
termination date

10.13 Notification to indjvidual
occupants of master metered
building if service is to be

shut aoff

10:14 “Special procedures for notify-
ing elderly and handicapped.
consumers :

10.2 A notice of rights and remedies

be provided to the consumer with
all termination notices

10,1 Jdentification to customers of
procedures and individuals for
-~ . | handling disputes

10.4 Providing repayment information
: Lo customers




ERA Form 166
Form Approved

OMB No.
. Exp.

‘10.5

10.6

la.61

10.62

10.6)

10.64

038-R0O422
12-82. . .
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Schedule 11 (con't)

Termination of Service Standard

Regulatory {or Utility) Code

Characterlstic

UETTEY

Generic

11

12

1)

14

15

(That specifically-defined proce-

dures for. considering possible
dangers to customer health be
adhered to before service is
terminated

1 2 ) 4 5 6 7

Service not be terminated when:

Consumexr has not received
notice (including notice of
“rights and remedies) at least
7 days prior to termination

date*

Conshﬁer has not had at least
7 days to dispute the raeasons
for termination .

Consumer health exists and
consuuer is unable to pay in
accordance with requirements
of utility's billing

Consumer health danger exista
-and consumer can énly afford
to pay in installments
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ERA Form 166 N or Utilit code
Form Approved . Regulatory ( y)

OMB Ho. 038-R0422 . Schedule 12

Exp. 12-82 .

Advertising Standard
Introduction

Section 113(b) (5) (for electric) and sect_on 303(b)(2) (for natural gas) of PURPA estanlish the Advertising Standard which
states: * No electric (gas) utility may recover from any person other than the shareholders (or other owners) of such utility
any direct or jndirect expenditure by such utility Zfor promotional or political advertising as defined in section 115(h)/

104 (b).*

Scections 115(h)/304(b) state: \
*{1) For purposes of this section and section 113(b) (5)/303~-

*(A) The term ‘advertising’ meams the commercial use, by an electric (gas) utility, of any media, including
newspaper, printed matter, radio, and television, in order to transmit a message to a substantial number
of members of the public or to such utility's electric (gas) consumers,

“(B) The term ‘political advertising’ meams any advertising for the purvose of influencing public opinion
with respect to leqgislative, administrative, or electoral matters, or with respect to any controversial
issue of public importance.

“(C) The term ‘promotional advertising® means any advertising for the purposa of encouraging any person to
select or use the service or additionmal service of an electric (gas) utility or the selection or installation
of any appliance or equipment designed to use such utility's service.

>

"({2) For purpaoggs of this subsection and section 113(b) {5) /303, the terms ‘political advertising®' and ‘promotional
advertising® do not include--

“{A) advertising which informs electric (matural gas)>consumers how they can conserve energy (natural gas) or
can reduce peak demand for electric energy (natural gas),

*(B) advertising required by law or requlation, including advertising required under part 1 of title I of the
Hational Energy Conscrvation Policy Act, |

“(C) advertising regarding service interruptions, safety mcasures, or emergency conditions,

* (D) advertising concerning employmzant opportunities with such utility,

*(E) advertising which promotes the use of energy efficient appliances, equipment or services, or

“(F) any explanation or justification of existing or proposed rate schedules, or notifications of hearings thereon.“

..

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS

hY

Please complete the following questions rzgarding 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 muwltiple utilities coverzd in a generic consideration process for this standard. In the following
space Jist the utility number of each utility covered under such a generic process.

o Utilities covered in a singl2 generic consideration process for this standard:

1 - 6
2 7
] [}
1 9
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 1.0

A. Insert in the appraopriate space for questions 1.1 and 1.2, the number from among the status codes provided below
which most correctly reflects the status of each utility for this standard.

Status Codes: . A
0. Consideration process not bequn. - -
1. Hearing scheduled. i
2. Consideration process started but hearing not completed
3. Hearing completed
4. ‘Official determination made to adopt or lmplement standard.

S. Official determination made so not adopt or implement standard.

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

7. Judicial review of determination to not adopt or implement standard is pending.
8. Standard put into effect by utilitylies).

9. Standard implemented and subsequently discontinued.

B, If the status code for any utxllty is designated as 0, 1 or 2 in question 1.1, complete only 1.1 and 1.2 of this
schedule for such utility. . .

C. §f the status code for any utility is designated asg 3 Jin question 1.1, answer only questions 1.1, 1.2, 4.1, 4.2, ¢.3,
4.4 and 4.5 of this schedule for such utility,.

D. Complete question 1.) Ly attaching a copy of cach determination made and/or order issued and by designating the number ot
the attaclunent provided.

1.0 what is the status of your consideratlon process for each utility listed in questions 3.1 (a) and (b) of schedule 1:

(a) as of the end of the reporting period, and (b) as of November 9, 19782

- : - Ueility
= Generic 1 12 k| 4 5 6 1 8 3 10 11 12 13 14 [
1.1 Status as of end of reporting period ; T . .
1.2 . Statua as of Nov., 9, 1978
. Attachment Number
1.4 Humber of customers covered by

order (in Lhousands):

®* Residential

Industrial

Commercial

e Other [Specify)

.
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OMB No. 030-R0422 X
Exp. 12-82 Advertising Standard
- Utility
Generic | 1 2 k] 4 5 6 1 107 11 12 13 T 14 15
1.8 Sales in preceding year of . N ) N ) , .
customers covered by this order ! ' ' !
{in thousands of dollars)
° Residential )
¢ Industrial
¢ Commercial
Other (specify)
fHSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 2.0
A. Answer question 2 .0 for each utility whose status code is:
1. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.1 of this schedule; and
2. 4-9 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule ,
B. Answer question 2.0 by using the following code:
Y = yea ' H = no
[ utility -
[ Generic |1 2 3 { 5 [ 7 10 I1 12 p] 14 15

In your opinion, have your proceecd-
ings and actions substantially con-
formed to the requirements of Title

I (or Ill) of PURPA for this stand-
ard

.

THSRICTIING PAR COMDLTING OUNSTION, 1.0

A. Answer questlon 3.0 for each utility whose status is:

1. 4-9 for the answer ta question 1.} of this schedule; and

2. 1. 2. or 3 for the answer to question 1.2 of this schedule

B#. Answer question 1.0 by using the following code:

¥ = yes N = no
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ERA Form 166 ' Schedule. 12
Form Approved . . .

OMB No. 038-R0322 ’ : Advertising Standard
Exp. 12-82 . .

- veility .
] Generic |1 2 3 4 S 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
In your opinion, have your proceed- )
3.0, ings and actions satisfied the re-
;quirements of PURPA Title I (or I1I)
to the maximum extent practicable
for the portion of the consideration
process conducted after MHov, 9,1978?
lrlS'i‘mlC'l‘IONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 4.0
A. Answer questions 4.l through 4,11 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
B. Answer questions 4.12 and 4.11 for each utility that offered opportunity for intervenor compensation (i.e.,
answer. to question 4.4 is “¥Y") by filling in the appropriate number.
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").
p. In questions ¢.14, 4.15 and 4.16 plcase indicate the type of effect this standard is expocted to have on the
items listed by using the following code:
P = poaitive cffect N = Negative effect Z = No effect
4.0 In your consideration process, which of the following steps have you taken?
otility -
Generic] ) 2 3 1 4 5 6 ) 8 3 10 1f 12 I3 T 14
4.1 Prior public notice of hearing(s)
\ - u .
4.2 llearing(s) open to the public
13 Opportunity ror tontervenor
. Participation
4.4 Opportunity for intervenor
compensation
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ERA Form 166 o .
torm Approved Advertising Standard
OMB Ho. 018-R0422
Exp. 12-82
utility
Genesic {1 2 k] q 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 T 15
4.5 Testimony or other evidence taken
- Pa— pe - B [ - [ S P 1 - RS 3 £ R .
1.6 vetermination made that it is

appropriate to implement this
standard to carry out the J pur-
poses of PURPA

4.7 NDetermination made that it is
appropriate not to implement this
standard to carry out the J pur-
poses of PURPA

Decision rendered based upon find-

1.0 ings incluled in such determina-
tion and evidence presented curing
hearing

4.9 , Proposed or interim written

determination
4.10 - Final writgen detgrmination
4.11 Determination made available-to
public
4.12 Total.No. of intervenors

compensated *

4.13 Total dollar amount paid to
intervenors *

4.1 Conservation of energy supplied
by electric or gas utility #38

4.15" Optimizacion of the cfficiency
of use of facilities and
resources by electric or qas
utility =

1.1 Equitable rates to clectric or
Gas copsunerg 44

* Sec instruction “C" to thias question

“* Sce inatruction *N* to this auesting
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OM8 Ho. 0318-R0422

Exp. 12-82 o : o Advertising Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLBTlNd QUESTION 5.0

A. Answer question 5.0 by using the following cddes

¥ = yes N = no

B. Por each utility whose answer to 5.0 is "Y" complete question 5.1 by designating the number of the
attachment provided which briefly describes the method(s) utilized for determining the cost-benefits for

this standard and any estimated savings and coats far any time period uged.

flegulataory (or btilizyl Code

OtiTity
Generic[ 1T 2 3 L] 5 [3 7 10T 11 12 13 I 115
5.0 Was a cost-benefit analysis :
performed for this standard? °
5.1 Attachment number
Ll
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 6.0
AN
A. MAnswer question 6.0 for each utility for which the answer to question 5.0 is "y".
B. Answer question 6.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes H = no
6.0 Do the cost-benefit methods utilized determine cost:
L3S,
N Genaric[ 1 2 3 ] 4 5 [ 7 10 11 12 13 14 15
6.1 fo the utility?

6.2 70 the cmonsumer ?
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Form Approved Schedule 12
OMB No. 0318-10422

Exp. 12-82 ] Advertising Standard

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 7.0

A. Answer question 7.1 for each utility whose:
. 1. Status code_is 4-9 for the_answer to question 1.1 of this schedule.:"and1
2. Answer to question 4.}4 is “p*, 'N; or “2%.

B. Answer question 7.2 for each utility whose:
1. Status code is 4-9 For the answer to question 1.} of this schedule; and
2. Answer to question t.lS’is “p*, *"N" or “2°. ) .

C. Answer question 7.3 for each utility whose: )
‘1. Status code .is 4-9 For the answer to question 1.1 of this echedule; and
2. Answer to question 1.16 is 'i‘, “N" or “2°.

D. Answer question 7.0 by using the following code:

[ conclusive evidence

I = inconclusive evidence
N - minimal or no evidence
E. For cach utility whose answer to 7.1, 7.2 or 7.3 is *"C*, "I*, or "“N°, complete question 7.4 by

designating the number of the attachment which briefly describes the type of evidence
presented about the jmpacts of thiia standard.

- 7.0 What was the quality of the evidence presented about the impact of the atancard on each of tha fallowing:
.
] Ueility
v ‘[ Generic| 2 3 4 5 6 T T8 9 10 11 12

7.1 Conéér&atiun of encrqy supplied
by electric {or gas) utility’

7.2 Optimization of the cfficiency of
use of facilities and resources
by electric (or gas) utility

7.1 Equitable rates to electric (or
gas) consumers

2.4 Attaciuient nwo,
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. . Requlatory (or Utility) Code
ERA Form 166 : . ' Schedule 12 .

Form Approved .. B .

OMD Ho. 038-RO422 ) Advertising Standard

Exp. 12-82 ' o
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THSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 8.0

A. Answer question 8.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or ¥ for tne answer to question 1.1 ofAtpla
t  schedule.

B. - Answer question 8.0 by using the following coda:
Y = yes- N = no

C. Por each utility whose answer is “Y" to question 8.3 please indicate next to each of the "Y" answers the time
periad (in months) over which phased implementation will be (has been) completed.

' .

8.0 Wwhich amethods of implementation are to be (were) utilized for this standard?

Oerlity

Generic |1 2 k) [] 5 6 7 [] 9 1 10 11 12 13 14

8.1 Mandatory

et

¢ Residential

¢ Commarcial

% Indistrial

* Oother (specify)

(a)

(b)

D Ly e ey

8.2 Voluntary

° Residential

ro. i
® Commarcia

% JIndustrial
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rorm Approved

OMB No. 0)18-RO422
Exp. l2-82° Advertising Standard
Ueility
Generic | 1 2 3 4 [ 7 9 10 11 12 1] 14 15
* other (specify)
(a)
(b) ~e -
8.3 Phased
TNSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 9.0
A. Answer question 9.0 for each utility whose status code is 4,6, 8 or 9 for the answer to question 1,1
. of this schedule. '
0. Answer question 9.0 by using the following code:
Y = yes N = no
9.0 Vihich methods of monitoring impact of this standard are to be (were) utilized?
Utility
Generic] 1 2 B) 4 6 7 8 9 10 11 12711 14 15
9.1 Consumer Questionnaire
9.2 Follow-up public hearings
9.3 Changes in system characteristics
9.4 Revenue levels
9.5  Other (specify):-
(a)
(b)

144
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Regulatory (or utility) Code
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Cal Schedule 12 (con't)

Advertising Standard
INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING QUESTION 10,0

A. Answer question 10,0 for each utility whose status is 4, 6, 8 or 9 or quastion 1.1 of thig schedule. .Questlon 10.0
solicits information regarding the characteristics of the Advertising Standard you adopted.

B. Answer question lﬂ.o‘usinq the following code:

Y = yes N = no
10.¢ Does your Advertising Standard require the following:
uEiTity
Characteristic Generic 1 2 3 4 S 6 7 [] 9 10 11 12 1) 14 15

10.1 Definitions of political and
promotional advertising which
conform with those given in
section 115(h) or 304(b) of PURPA

16.2 | rrohibitions on the recovery of |
political and promotional

advertising expenses from rate-

payers

10.3 Requirements that political and
promotional advertising expenses
be recovered from shareholders or
other owners
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List of Utility Codes

ELECTRIC UTILITIES - INVESTOR-OWNED

Name of Company Code

Alabama Power Company : 000195
2ppalachian Power Company (VA) . 000733
Appalachian Power Company (WV) 000722
Arizona Public Service Company 000803
" Arkansas-Missouri Power Company (AR) _ nnna21
Arkansas-Missouri Power Company (MO) . 000815
Arkansas Power & Light Company 000814
Atlantic City Electric Company 000963
Baltimore Gas & Electric Company : 001167
Bangor Hydro-Electric Company 001179
Black Hills Power & Light Company (SNh) . .- 019545
Black Kills Power & Light Company (WY) 001415
Blackstone Valley Electric Company - 001796
Boston Edison Company 001998
Brockton Edison Company 002267
Cambridge Electric Light Company i 002886
Carolina Power & Light Company (NC) . - 003046
Carolina Power & Light Company (SC) ‘ 003059
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corporation ) 003249
Central Illinois Light Company 003252
Central Illinois Public Service Company 003253
Central Louisiana Electric Company 003265
Central Maine Power Company 003266
Central Power & Light Company . 003278
Central Telephone & Utilities Corporation (CO) . 003286
Central Telephone & Utilities Corporation (XS) 003285
Central Vermont Public Service Corporation 003292
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Company . 003542
Cleveland Electric Illuminating Ccmpany : 003755
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Ccmpany 004062
Commonwealth Edison Company (IL) 004110
Community Public Service Company 004116
Connecticut Light & Power Company . . 004176
Consolidated Edison Company of New York 004226
Consumers Power Company _ - .004254
C? National Corporation (CAa) ) . 002837
CP National Corporation (NV) . 002845
CP National Corporation (OR) T 0028456
CP National Corporation (UT) L . 002847
Dallas Power & Light Company : ) ) 004737
Dayton Pcwer & Light Company . - - 004922
. Delmarva Power & Light Company (DE) . 005027
Delmarva Power & Light Ccmpany of Maryland i 005029
Celmarva Power & Licht Company of Virginia 005032

Detroit Edison Company 005109
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

ELECTRIC UTILITIES -INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.)

Name of Company

Duke Power Company (NC)

Duke Power Company (SC)

Duguesne Light Company

El Paso Electric Company (NM)

El Paso Electric Company (TX)

Empire District Electric Ccmpany (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 Company (LA)
Gulf States Utilities Company (TX)
Hartford Electric Light Company
Hawaiian Electric Company, Iac.
Houston Lighting & Power Company
Idaho Power Company (ID)

Idaho Power Company {OR)

Illinois Power Company

Indiana & Michigan Electric Company (IN)
Indiana & Michigan Electric Company (MI)
Indianapolis Power & Light Company
Interstate Power Company (IA)
Interstate Power Company (IL)

Jowa Electric Light & Power Company
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IA)
Iowa-~Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IL)
Jowa Power & Light Company

Iowa Public Service Company

Iowa Southern Utilities Company
Jersey Central Power & Light Company
Kansas City Power & Light Company (XS)
Kansas City Power & Licht Company (MO)
Kansas Gas & Electric Company

Kansas Power & Light Company

Kentucky Power Company

Kentucky Utilities Company

Kingsport Power Company

Lake Superior District Power Company (MI)

Lake Superior District Power Company (WI)
Long Island Lighting Company
Louisiana Power & light Company

Code

005416
005447
0054753
005657
005701
005907
005860

Q05917

006166 -
006455
006452
007140
007601
007801
007807
007806
008211
008287
008901
009191
009205
009208
009249
009271
009273
009392
009332
009423
009438
009437
009429
009435
009432
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 Companv

Louisville Gas & Electric Company
Madison Gas & Electric Company
Massachusetts Electric Company
Metropolitan Edison Company
Minnesota Power & Light Company
Mississippi Power Company
Mississippi Power & Light Company
Missouri Edison Company

Missouri Power & Light Company
Missouri Public Service Company
Missouri Utilities Company
Monongahela Power Company (OH)
Mononcahela Power Company (WV)
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (MT)
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (ND)
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company (SD)
Montarna-Dakota Utilities Company (WY)
Montana Power Company

Narrangansett Electric Company
Ne-sada 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 Sexrvice Company
Northern States Power Company (MN).
Northern States Power Company (ND)
Northern States Power Company (SD)
Northern States Power Company (WI)
Northwestern Public Service Company
Ohio Edison Company

Ohio Power Company

Oklahoma Gas & Electric Company

0ld Dominion Power Company

Orange & Rockland Utilities

Otter Tail Power Company

Pacific Gas & Electric Company
Pacific Power Light Company (CAa)
Pacific Power Light Company (ID)
Pacific Power Light Company (MT)
Pacific Power Light Company (OR)
Pacific Power Light Company (WA)
Pacific Power Light Company (WY)

v RTC

Code
011249
011479
011804
012330
012647
012686
012685
012693
012€9¢6
012698
012701
012791
012796
012820
012816,
012823
012824
012825
013212

- 013407

013415
013474
013478
013511
013573
013756
013781
013778
013779
013780
013809
013998
014006
014063
014084
014154
014232
014328
014326
014327
014329
014356
014331
014332
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

ELECTRIC UTILITIES =~ INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.)

Name of Company Code
Pennsylvania Electric Company 014711
Pennsylvania Power & Light Company 014715
Pennsylvania Power Company 014716
Philadelphia Electric Company 014940
Portland General Electric Company 015248
Potomac Edison Company (MD) 015263
Potomac Edison Company (VA) 015266
Potomac Edison Company (WV) . 015265
Potomac Electric Power Company (DC) "015270
Potomac Electric Power Company (MD) 015268
Public Service Company of Colorado 015466
Public Service Compary of Indiana 015470
Public Service Company of New Hampshire: ' 015475
Public Service Company of New Mexico - 015473
Public Service Company of Oklahoma 015474

. Public Service Electric and Gas Company 015473
Puget Sound Power & Light Company 015500
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation ' 016183

_ Rockland Electric Company , _ 016213
St. Joseph Light & Power Company : 017881
San Diego Gas:*& Electric Company 016609
Savannah Electric & Power Company 016687
Sierra Pacific Power Company (CA) 017161
Sierra Pacific Power Ccmpany (NV) 017166
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 017539
Seuthern California Edison Company 017609
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric Company 017633
Southwestern Electric Power Cocmpany (AR) 017676
Southwestern Electric Power Company (LA) 017698
Southwestern Electric Power Company (TX) 017735
Southwestern Electric Service Company 017699
Southwestern Public Service Company (NM) ‘017528
Southwestern Public Service Company (OK) 017526
Southwestern Public Service Comgany (TX) 017718
Tampa Electric Company i 018454
Texas Electric Service Company " . 018729
Texas Power & Light Company ' : 018763
Toledo Edison Company N 018997
Tucson Gas & Electric Company 019259
UGI-Luzerne Electric Division ' : 019452
Union Electric Company (IA) < 019656
Union Electric Company (IL) 019655

Union Electric Company (MO) 019436
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

ELECTRIC UTILITIES -~ INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.)

Name of Company . Code
Union Light, Heat & Power Company 019946
United Illuminating Company 019497
Upper Peninsula Power Company 019578
Utah Power & Light Company (ID) 019666
Utah Power & Light Company (UT) . 019659
Utah Power & Light Company (WY) . 019661
Virginia Electric & Power ‘Company (NC) 019868
Virginia Electric & Power Company (VA) 019876
Virginia Elec¢trie & Power Company (WV) 019875
.Washington Water Power Company (ID) 020145
Washington Water Power Company (WA) 020169
West Penn Power Company 020387
West Texas Utilities Company 020404
Western Massachusetts Electric Company 020455
Wheeling Electric Company 020521
Wisconsin Electric Power Company (MI) 020161
Wisconsin Electric Power Company (WI) 020847
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 020856
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (MI) 020166

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (WI) s ) 020860
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

ELECTRIC UTILITIES - PUBLICLY--OWNED

Name of Company

Albany Water, Gas & Light Commission
Anaheim-Electrical Division

Austin Electric Pepartment

Bristol Elecitric System (TN)

Burbank Public Service Department

Central Lincoln Peopl° s Utility Dzst*zct (OR)
Chattanooga Electric Power Board
Clarkeville 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 Department (AL)

Detroit Public Lighting Department

Eugene Water & Electric Board (QOR)

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)
Greeneville Light & Power System (TN)
Greenville Utilities Commission (NC)
Huntsville Utilities (AL)
Imperial Irrigation District (Ca) .
Independence Power & Light Department (MO)
Jackson Utility Divisicn-Electric Department (TN)
Jacksonville Electric Authority (FL)
Johnson City Power Becard (TN} .
Kansas City Board of Public Utilities (KS)
Knoxville Utility RBoazd (TN)
Lafayette Utility System (LA)
Lakeland Department of Electricity andéd Water (FL)
Lansing Board of Water & Light (MI)
Lincoln Electric System (NB)
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
lower Colorado River Authority
Lubbock Power & Light (TX)
Memphis Light, Gas & Water Division (TN)
Mocesto Irrigation District (CAa)
Muscatine Power & Water (IA)
Nashville Electric Service (TN)
Nebraska Public Power District
Omaha Public Power District -

Code

000230
000590
001015
002247
002507
003264
003408
003704
028541

- 003762

003758
003989
004958
005107
006022
006235
006422

C06809
006958

" 007294

007625
007639
009094
009216
009231
009612
009617
009777
009996
010421
00%00¢
010623
010704
011018
011208
011269
011292
012293
012745
013143
013216
013337
014123
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

‘ELECTRIC UTILITIES - PUBLICLY~OWNED

Name of Compa

ny

Orlando Utilities Commission (FL)
Palo Alto Electric Utility (CA)
Pasadena Water & Power Department
Power Authority of New York

Port Angeles Light & Water Department (WA)

(ca)

(cont.)

Public Ut;lxty District No. 1 of Benton County (WA)
Public Utility District No. 1 of Chelan County (WA)
Public Utility District No. 1 of Clark County (WAa)
Public Utility District No. 1 of Cowlitz County (WA)
Public Utility District of Franklin County (WA)

Public Utility District of Grant County (WA)
Grays Harbor

Public Utility District No. 1 of
County (WA)
Public Utility District No. 1 of
Public Utility District No. 1 of
Puerto Rico Water Resources Autho
Richmond Power & Light (IN)
Riverside Public Utilities (CA)
Rocky Mount Public Utilities (NCQ)

Sacramento Municipal Utility District (CA)

Lewis County (WAa)
"Snohomish County {(WA)

rity

Salt River Proiect Agrlcultural 1’mprovernen.. and Power

District (AZ) ,
San Antonio Public Serv1ce "Board

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

~ Santa Clara Electric Department (
Seattle City Light Departmént (WA

South Carolina Public Service Authoéity

Springfield City Utilities (MO)
Springfield Utilities Board (OR)

(TY)

CA)

o

e T

Springfield water, Light & Power Department (IlL)

Tacoma Public Utilities-Licght Division (WA)

Taunton Municipal nghtlng Plant

Tallahassee, City cf (FL)

Turlock Irrigation District (CA)

Vernon Municipal Light Department
Wilson Utilities Department (NC)

(MA)

(ca)

Code

014186 -

014401
014524
015296
015231
001579
003413
003660
004442
006716
0C7504

007548
010944
017470
015497
015989
016088
016226
016534

016572
016604
016614
016655
016868 .
017541
017833
017839
017828
018429
018488
018445
019281
019798
020785
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

GAS UTILITIES - INVESTOR-OWNED

Name of Company

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 Corporation
Central Illinois Light Company
Central Illinois Public Service Cormpany
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 :
Columbia Gas of Kentucky, Inc,.
Columbia Gas of-New York, .Inc.
Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc.

Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, Inc,
Columbia Gas of Virginia, Inc.
Columbia Gas of West Virginia, Inc.
Connecticut Light & Power Company
Connecticut Natural Gas Corporation
Consolidated Edison Company of New .York, Inc.
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation
Consumers Power Company

CP National Corporation (NV)

CP National Corporation (OR)

Dayton Power & Light Company
Delmarva Power & Light Company (DE)
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

Ceode

000190
028542
000587
000803
000810
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



154
List of Utility Codes (cont.)

:

GAS UTILITIES -~ INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.)

Name of Companvy Code
Illinois Power Company 009208
Indiana Gas Company 009256
Inland Gas Company 009301
Inter City Gas Limited 009321
Intermountain Gas Company 028547
Interstate Power Company _ 009392
Iowa Electric Light & Power Company . 009423
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IA) . 009438
Iowa-Illinois Gas & Electric Company (IL) » 009437
Iowa Power & Light Company 009429
Iowa Public Service Company , . 009435
Iowa Southern Utilities Company . 009432
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company 010022
Kansas Power & Light Company 010011
Kokomo Gas & Fuel Company 010439
Laclede Gas Company Consolidated 010554
Lone Star Gas Company . 001157
Long Island Lighting Company 011172
Louisiana Gas Service Company 011233
Louisville Gas & Electric Company S : 011249
Lowell Gas Company ) . 011267
Madison Gas & Electric Company . . 011479
Michigan Consolidated Gas Company . 021531
Michigan Gas Utilities Company 012430
Michigan Power Company 012433
Minnesota Gas Company 012643
Mississippi Valley Gas Company _ _ 012691
Missouri Public Service Company 012698
Mobile Gas Service Corpcration , 012739
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company ’ 012820
Montana Power Company - 012825
Mountain Fuel Supply Cempany 013043
Nashville Gas Company 013217
National Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation ‘ 013247
National Gas and 0il Company . 013262
New Jersey Natural Gas Company ) 013459
Mew Orleans Public Service, Inc. . 013478
New York State Electric & Gas Corporation 013511
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 013573
North Carolina Natural Gas Corporation . . . 028543
North Central Public Service Company S . 013698
North Shore Gas Company o L 013729
Northern Illinois Gas Company , ’ . 013755
Northern Indiana Public Service Company . _ 013756
Northern Natural Gas Company .. R 013767
Northern States Power Company (MN) \ . .o 013781
Northern States Power Company (ND) e ' . 013778

Northern States Pcwer Company. (WI) 013780
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List of Wtility Codes (cont.)

GAS UTILITIES - INVESTOR-OWNED (cont.)

Name of Company Code
North Penn Gas Company 013723
Northwest Natural Gas Company 013796
Northwestern Public Service Company . D13809
Oklahoma Natural Gas Company 014070
Orange & Rockland Utilities 014157
Pacific Gas & Electric Company ’ 014328
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Company ' 014423
Pennsylvania Gas § Water Company 014713
Peoples Gas, Light and Coke Company 014767
Peoples Gas System 014770
Peoples Natural Gas Company 014772
Peoples Natural Gas Division of Nothern Natural Gas Company 014774
Penn Fuel Gas, Inc. 014684
-Philadelphia Electric Company 014940
Piedmont Natural Gas Company C 015024
Pioneer Natural Gas Company : . 015080
Providence Gas Company 015442
Public Service Company of Colorado 015466
Public Serivce Company, Inc. of North Carolina 028549
Public Service Electric and Gas Company 015478
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation 016183
San Diego Gas & Electric Company ‘016609
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 017539
South Jersey Gas Company 028550
Southeastern Michigan Gas Company 017601
Southern California Gas Company . 028551
Southern Connecticut Gas Company 028552
Southern Indiana Gas & Electric Company 017633 .
Southern Union Gas Company ‘ 031874
Southwest Gas Corporation 017677
Terre Haute Gas Corporaticn A 028553
Tucsen Gas & Electric Company : : 01925%
T.W. Phillips Gas and 0il Company 028554
UGI Corporation 019390
Union Gas System 019442
Union Light, Heat & Power Company 019446
Uniteé Cities Gas Company ~ 028555
Virginia Electric & Power Company ) C19876
Washington Gas Light Company 020149
washington Natural Gas Company 020158
Washington Water Power Company (ID) ' 020145
Washington Water Power Company (WA) 020169
West Ohio Gas Company : ' - 020384
Western Kentucky Gas Company 020454
Wisconsin Fuel & Light Company 028556
Wisconsin Gas Company 0208590
Wisconsin Natural Gas Company 020853
Wisconsin Power & Light Company 020856
Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (MI) 020166

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation (WI) 020860
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- - '
List of Utility Codes (cont.)

-~

GAS UTILITIES - PUBLICLY-OWNED

Name of Company . Code.

Citizens Gas & Coke Utility (IN) 003602
City of Richmond, Virginia, Department of Public Utilities 015984

~ City Puhlic Service Board (San Antonio) 016604
Colorado Springs Department of Public Utilities : . 003989
Long Beach Gas Department 028557
Memphis Light, Gas & Water Division 012293
Metropolitan Utilities District of Omaha 014127
Philadelphia Gas Works ' 014943

Springfield City Utilities (MO) . 017833
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVES

Name of Company

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

Gibson County Electric Membership Corporation

Green River Electric Corporation

Henderson-Union Rural Electric Cooperative Corporation
Jackson Electric Membership Corporation

Lee County Electric Cooperative

Meriwether Lewis Electric Coope*atlve

Middle Tennessee Electric Membership Corgporation
Moon Lake Electric Asscciation

North Georgia Electric Membership Corporation
Pendernales Electric Cocperative

Pennyrile Rural Electric Cooperative Corporatlon
Singing River Electric Power Association

South Central Power Comgany

Southern Maryland Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Southern Pine Electric Power Association

Southwest Louisiana Electric Membership Corporation
Southwest Tennessee Electric Membership Corporation
Tri-County Electric Membership Corporation

Umatilla Electric Cocperative Association

Upper Cumberland Electric Membership Corporation
Volunteer Electric Cooperative

Warren Rural Electric Cooperative

West Kentucky Rural Electric Ccoperative Cooperaticn

Code

000727
003522
003757
004624
005399
006342
006411
006641
007174
007572
008400
009601
010817
012330
012470
012866
013716
014626

"014724

017252
017548
017637
017647
017684
017694
019162
019325
019574
019898
020130
020377
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List of Utility Codes (cont.)

FEDERAL AGENCIES

Name of Company Code
Bonneville Power Administration - 001738
Tennessee Valley Authority : 018642

Western Area Power Administration - 028501



43.

45.
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.

159

CODES FOR
PUBIC UTILITY COMMISSIONS

Alabama Public Service Commission

Alaska Public Utilities Commission

Arizona Corporation Commission

Arkansas Public Service Commission

California Public Utilities Commission
Colorado Public Utilities Commission
Connecticut Public Utilities Control Authority

" Deleware Public Service Commission

Public Service Commission of the District of Columbxa
Florida Public Service Commission

" Georgia Public Service Commission

Hawaii Public Utilities Commission

Idaha Public Utilities Commission

Illinois Commerce Commission

Indiana Public Service Commission

Jowa Commerce Commission

Kansas State Corporation Commission
Xentucky Public Service Commission
Louisiana Public Service Commission

Maine Public Utilities Commission
Maryland Public Service Commission
Massachusetts Department of Public Utilities
Michigan Public Service Commission .
Minnesota Department of Public Service
Mississippi Public Service Commission
Missouri Public Service Commission

Montana Public Service Commission-

Nevada Public Service Commission

New Hampshire Public Utilities Commission

New Jersey Department of Energy, Board of: Public Utl’l;les

New Mexico Public Service Commission

New York Public Service Commission

North Carolina Utilities Commission
North Dakota Public Service Commission
Ohio Public Utilities Commission
Oklahoma Corporation Commission

Public Utility Commissioner of Oregon
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Puarto Rico Public Service Commission
Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission
South Carolina Public Service Commission
South Dakota Public Utilities Commission

Tennessee Public Service Commission
Tenneéssee Valley Authority

Railroad Commission of Texas

Texas Public Utility Commission

Utah Public Service Commission

Virginia State Corporation Commission
Washington Utilities ané Transportation Corporaticn
West Virginia Public Service Commission
Wisconsin Public Service Commission
Wyoming Public Service Commission



Exhibit A.2

FORM ERA-1668 RECIIVED

State Authority Date Raceived
Statas Raqulatory Authorities
Alabama Alabama Public Service Commission Oct. 31, 1979
Alagka Alaska Public Utilities Commission Nov. 14, 1979
Arkansas Arkansas Public Service Commission Nov. 21, 1979
Arizona Arizona Corporation Commission Nov. 14, 1979
California California Public Utilities Nov. 9, 1979
Commission
Colorado Colorado Public Utilities Commigsion Nov. 6, 1979
Connecticut Oivision of Public Utility Control Nov. 6, 1979
Daelaware Oelaware Public Service Commission Nov. 14, 1979
District of District of Columbia Public Service Nov. 23, 1979
Columbia Commission
Florida Florida Public Service Commigsion Nov. 14, 1979
Georgia Georgia Public Service Commission Nov. 8, 1979
Hawaii Bawall Publlic Utilicias commission Sov. 8, 1979
Idaho Idaho Public Utilities Commission Oes. 30, 1979
Illinois Illinois Cocmerca Commission Nov. &, 1979
Indiana Indiana Public Service Commission Nov. 6, 1979
Iowa Iowa State Commerce Commissicon Oct. 30, 1979
Kansas Kangag State Corporation Commission Nov. 13, 1979
Xantucky Kentucky Enerqy Requlatory Oct. 26, 1979
Commission .
- Louigiana louisiana Public Service Commission Oct. 23, 1979
Maine Maine Public Utilities Commission Nov. 14, 1979
Maryland Maryland Public Service. Commission Nov. 14, 1979
Massachusetts Magsachusetts Department of Public Nov. 20, 1979
Utilities
Michigan Michigan Public Service Commission Nov. 16, 1979
Minnesota Minnesota Departaent of Public Nov. 16, 1979
Service
Missouri Miggouri Public Service Commigsinn Now. 8, 1979
Montana Montana Public Service Commission Nov. 8, 1979
Nevada Nevada Public Service Commisgsion Nov. 8, 1979
New Hampshire New Hampghire Public Utilities Nov. 19, 1979
Commission
Naw Jersey New Jarsey 3oard of Public Utilities Nov. 19, 1979
New Mexico Naw Maxico Public Sarvice Commission Nov. 27, 1979
New York Yew York Public Service Commission Nov. 13, 1979
North Carolina North Carolina Public Utilicy Nov. 16, 1979
Commigsion
North Dakota Yorth Dakota Public Service Nov. 6, 1979
Commigsion
Ohio Ohio Public Utilities Commission Dec. 13, 1979
Cklahoma Oklahoma Corporation Commission Nov. 21, 1972
Oregon Oragon 2ublic Utilities Commissgion Nov. 27, 1979
Pennsgylvania Pennsylvania PuBlic Utility Nov. 9, 1979
Commission
Rhede Island 2hode Island Public Utilities Nov. 9, 1979
Commission
South Carolina South Carolina Public Saervice Now. 14, 1979
Cemmigasion
South Ddakota South Dakota Public Utilitiess Nov. 14, 1979
Coomission
Tennessaee Tennessae Public Service Commission Nov. 7, 1979
Tenndsses Valley authority Nov. 14, 1979
Taxas Taxas Public Qtility Commission Nov. 9, 1979
Texas Railroad Commission Nov. 14, 1973
Utah Utah Public Service Commission Nov. 9, 1979
Varmont Varmont Public Service 32card Nov. 15, 1979
virginia Virginia State Cozporation Jan. 29, 1980
Commigsion .
Washington “ashingron Utilities and Nov. 14, 1979
Trangportation Commission
Wast Virginia Wast Virginia Public Service Nov,., 19, .1979
Cotimission .
Wiscoasin Wisconsin Publiz Service Commigsion  Nov. 13, 1979
‘Ayoming Wyoming Public Service Commisgsion Nov. &, 1979



Exhibit A.2 (continued)
FORM ERA~166a RECEIVED

State Authority Oate Raceived
Electric Utilities (Nonregulated)
Alabama City of Dothan Nov. 14, 1979
California Anaheim Public Utilities Daepartmant Nov. 16, 1979
Burbank Public Service Department Nov. 13, 1979
Glendale Public Servics Department Nov. 14, 1979
Power Department, Imperial Nov. 13, 1979
Irrigation District
los Angeles Department of Ocet. 25, 1979
Water & Power
Modegto Irrigatioa District Dec. 26, 1979
* Palo Alto Electric Utility Nov. 20, 1979
- Pagsadena Water & Power Department Nov. 14, 1979
Riverside Public Utility Department Dec. 17, 1979
Colorado Colorado Springs Department of Nov. 14, 1979
Dublig Jrilities
Florida Gainesville/Alachua County Regional oce. 31, 1979
Elecrric, Water § Sewer Utilities
Board
Jacksoaville Elactric Authority ‘Now. 2, 1979
Lakeland Departmant of Elactric Nov. 8, 1979
and Water
Orlando Utilities Commission oce. 25, 1979
Georgia Albany Water, Gas & Light Commission Oct. 24, 1979
Iowa Muscatina Power and Water Nov. 13, 1979
Kansas Kansas City Board of 2ublic Nov. 6, 1979
Utilities
Louisiana City of Lafayette Mar. 3, 1980
. Cepartmant of Utilities, City of Nov. 13, 1979
New Orleans .
Michigan Lansing Board of Water and Light Oct. 23, 1979
Miassouri City of Independence Power and Nov. 9, 1979
Light Department
Nebraska Lincoln Electric Systam Nov. 27, 1979
Nebraska Public Power Disetrict Nov. 16, 1979
Qmaha Nov. 8, 1979
New York New York Power Authority Nov. 9, 1979
North Carolina Fayetteville Public Works Commission Nov. 6, 1979
Greenville Utilities Commission Nov. 13, 1979
Ohio Cleveland Oivision of Light and Nov. 14, 1979
Power
Oregon Cantral Lincoln People’s Utility Nov. 21, 1979
Districe
Clatskanie Peoples’ Otility Oistrict Oct. 15, 1979
Eugena Water & Electric 3ocard Nov. 6, 1979
Pennsylvania Philadelphia Gas Commission Nov. 8, 1979
Puerto Rico Puerto Rico Water Resources Nov. 3, 1979
Authority
Tennessee Council of the City of Memphis Nov. 14, 1979
Texas Augtin Elactric Oepartment Nov. 14, 1979
Cizy of EL Paso R Nov. 26, 1979
Garland Electric Department Nov. 27, 1979
Lubback Power & Light Nov. 14, 1979
dashington Port Angeles Light Department Now. 14, 1979
Public Utility Disgtrict No. 1 of Nov. 14, 1979
Benton County
Public Geility Disetrict No. 1 of Nov. &, 1979
Chelan County
Public Utility District of Clark Nov. 14, 1979
County '
Public Utility Oistrict of Cowlitz Nov. 6, 1979
County
Public Urility Dsitrict No. 1 of Sept. 26, 1979
Franklin County
Pablic Utility Oistrict of Grant Ocet. 29, 1979
County
Public Utility Oistriet No. 1 of Nov. 5, 1979
Grays Harbor County
Public Uitlity Diserict No. 1 of Nov. 14, 1979
Lewis County
Public Utility Oistrice No. ! of ocsz. 23, 1979

3nonomisn Councy



Exhibit A.2 (continued)
FORM ERA-1663 RECEIVED

State Authority Oate Raceived
Municipal Utilities
Arizona Salt River Project Agricultural Nov. 15, 1979
Improvement and Power Diserict
California Sacramanto Municipal Utility Dec. 11, 1979
District
Santa Clara tSlectric Cepartment Nov. 14, 1979
. Turlock Irrigation District Now. 14, 1979
Plorida City of Tallahassee Electric Oct. 10, 1979
Department
Illinols Springfield Water, Light & Powar Nov. 8, 1979
Department '
Miggouri | Springfiesld City Utiltiaes . Now. 13, 1979
North Carolina City of Wilson Utilities Departmen Nov. 13, 1979
Oregon Springfield Utility 3docard Now. 7, 1979
South Carolina South CArolina Publié services wovs 0, 1979
Authority R s
Texas $San Antonio City Public Service Nov. 14, 1979
8card
Washington Seattle City Light Oepartment Nov. 8, 1979
Tacoma Department of 2Public Nov. 7, 1979
Utilities, Light Division
Gas Utilitiss (Nonrequlated)
Iowa Iowa Public Service Commigsion Jan. 23, 1980
Peoples Natural Gas Division of Nov. 8, 1979
Northern Natural Gas Company
Nebraska Kansag-Nebraska MNatural Nov. 27, 1979
Gas Co., Inc.
Mianesota Gas Company - Nov. 27, 1979
Gangag Civision }
Cmaha Metropolitan Utilities Nov. 6, 1979
Districe '
South Dakota Northwestarn Public Sarvics Nov. 6, 1979
Commission
Virginia Richmond, Virginia Department of Oce. 29, 1979
Public Utilities
Cooperatives
®lorida Clay Electric Cooperative Nov. 14, 1979
Lee County Zlectric Cooperative Nov. 14, 1979
Gaeorgia Flint Electris Membership Nov. &, 1979
Corporation
Jackson Electric Membership Qct. 23, 1979
Corporacion
Louisiana Southwest Louisiana Zlectric Nov. 8, 1979
- Mambership Corporation
Mississippi singing River Zlactric Powar Now. 20, 1979
Asgociation .
Southern Pine Electric Power Nov. 16, 1979
> Association :
Ohio South Cantral Powar Company Nov. 14, 1979
Qragon Umatilla Electric Cooperactive <. 26, 1979
Asgociation
federal Svstems
Colorado Western Area ?2owar Administracion Nov. 14, 1979
Oregon Sonnevilla Power Administration Now. 13, 1979
Tennessee Nov. 14, 1979

Tennessees Valley Authority



Appendix B | |
L.
NRRI NATIONAL CONFERENCES, WORKSHOPS, AND PUBLICATIONS

NRRI NATIONAL CONFERENCES
"The National Energy Act and its Impact on State Utility Regulation”
Purpose - To assist state regqulatory 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 requlatory commission personnel 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 regqulatory 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 5-6, 1979

"Cost-of-Service Workshop"

Purpose ~- To train state requlatory 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 requlatory commissioners and senior
staff peréonnel with an overall uﬁderst&nding of the concepts and
reyulatory issues related to conservation voltdge reégulatioefi;
power factor improvement, distribution transformer life-cycle
costing, and street lighting efficiency improvement.

Chicago (IL) Workshop - November 8-9, 1979



PUBLICATIONS LIST

of the
NATIONAL REGULATORY RESEARCH INSTITUTE

January 1980

National Regulatory Research Institut
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 Regu]atony Research Inst1tute 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
state commissions with developing innovative solutions 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.

A11 of the reports may be ordered directly from NRRI by using the
order form found on the last page of this report.

The NRRI Publications List is updated periodically.
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CASE STUDIES

The case studies were prepared under a contract with the U.S..
Department of Energy and describe innovative energy manage-
ment and conservation activities undertaken by state regu]atory
commissions. , .

NRRI-78-1

NRRI-78-2

NRRI-78-3

NRRI-79-1

- ENERGY MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION IN ARKANSAS December

1978

By Raymond Lawton, Julie Perone and, David Hall, NRRI;
. and Douglas -E. Warns, Information 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
companies.
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 reform.

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



NRRI-79-2 " UTILITY REGULATION AND THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS IN
‘ OREGON, January 1979

‘s

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 COMPUTER ASSISTED REGULATORY ANALYSIS AND ITS POTENTIAL
» !  APPLICATION TO THE COLORADQ PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION,
January 1979

)

By Mark 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 pages $11.00
ELECTRIC SYSTEM LOAD PATTERNS AND DEMAND CHARGES, May 1979
By J. Stephen Henderson, The Ohio State University

Assesses economic efficiency of using time varying
‘demand 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, 0ctober
1975

By Seymour Goldstone and Kevin Ke]]y, 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 ADJUSTMENT CLAUSE: AN ANALYSIS AND RECOM-

-~ MENDATIONS FOR CHANGE November 1975

By Seymour Goldstone and Kev1n Kelly, The 0h1o State
University

Analyzes the advantages and disadvantages of Ohio's
clauses and recommends a un1form clause for all
electric ut111t1es

134 pages $5.50



NRRI-76-1 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
NRRI-77-1 ELECTRICITY PRICING POLICIES FOR OHIO, July 1977

By Daniel Czamanski, J. Stephen Henderson and Kevin Kelly,
The Ohio 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 plan.

2 vols., 268 pages $7.50

NRRI-77-2 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
curtailed customers.

111 pages $5.00

NRRI-77-3 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



NRRI-77-4

NRRI-78-10

'NRRI-78-11

NRRI-78-15

ELECTRIC UTILITY ANALYSIS PACKAGE: A SET OF COMPUTER
PROGRAMS DESIGNED TO ASSIST 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 . 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
lTevels to air and water emissions standards.

291 pages $8.00

ALLOCATION OF INCREASING GAS SUPPLIES IN OHIO, November
1978

By Dan1e1 Czamanski and J.M. Guldmann, NRRI

~ Develops a Regu]atory 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



NRRI-79-32

NRRI-79-38

NRRI-79-40

ALTERNATE COAL CONVERSION TECHNOLOGIES, November 1979
By Robert H. Essenhigh, The Ohio State University

Discusses guidelines for state utility regulatory
agencies faced with proposals from electric and gas
utilities for investing in the conversion of coal
to fucl oils and gasses; considers technoluyical
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 Allen 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. .

150 pages  $6.75
A USERS MANUAL FOR MARGINAL COST, A COMPUTER PROGRAM

.DEVELOPED BY CHARLES J. CICCHETTI

By Stephen N. Storch, The Ohio State University

Assists in the adaptation of the Cicchetti computer
program to compute long run marginal cost of ., -
electricity with some modifications for specific

applications.

90 pages ) ‘$5.§0

)

STUDIES PREPARED FOR THE OHIO ENERGY CREDITS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

NRRI-79-10

ALTERNATIVES TO THE OHIO ENERGY CREDITS PROGRAM
By Kevin Kelly, Davideuran.and Myra Adp]ﬁqn, NRRI

Discusses advantages: and disadvantages; of programs

to assist low-income persons with their energy

bills, including direct aid, ut111ty pricing policies
and, weatherization. ~

50 pages __ $4.50 .



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, Ihc.
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 methodo]og1es for use
in Nevada.

36 pages $4.50

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATE RATE STRUCTURES FOR PHILADELPHIA
GAS WORKS, September 1978

By Jerome Hass, Robert Smiley and R1chard Curtis, Cornell
University

Examines the impact of alternate rate structures.

57 pages $4.50



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 streetlighting 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 CH2M Hill
Explains a method for implementing the NERA approaéh
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
TECHNICAL 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 long- range
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
Qutlines the procedures for the development and
implementation of a computerized regulatory information
system.

30 pages $4.50



NRRI-79-12

NRRI-79-13

NRRI-79-14

* NRRI-79-15

REVIEW 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.COMPANY, September 1979

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc.

“Evaluates the rates filed by Central Maine Power
Company and recommends specific improvements..

27 pages $4.50

AN EVALUATION OF THE FUEL ADJUSTMENT CLAUSE OF THE
ALABAMA POWER COMPANY, September 1979

By J.W. Wilson and Associates, Inc.;
Assesses a fuel adjustment clause submitted by the
Alabama Power Company to the Alabama Public Service
Commission. . . .

64 pages T $5750



NRRI-79-16

NRRI-79-17

NRRI-79-20

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 financial 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

feasibility of adopting time-of-day pricing 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

10



NRRI-79-22 MODIFICATIONS TO THE WIEN AUTOMATIC SYSTEM PLANNING
PACKAGE (WASP) FOR IMPROVING 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

NRRI-79-25 APPROACH FOR CONSIDERING SELECTED RATEMAKING STANDARDS
OF PURPA, September 1979

By Resource Planning Associates, Inc.

Prbvides guidelines and recommends steps to be
taken by the Oklahoma Corporation Commission to
meet the requirements of PURPA ratemaking standards.

. 59 pages -$5.50

NRRT-79-26 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

NRRI-79-30 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
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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

COMMISSION-ORDERED MANAGEMENT AUDITS OF GAS AND ELECTRIC

UTILITIES, November 1979

By Raymond W. Lawton and Richard Seiden,fNRRI

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 utility

+ 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 Ohio
. State University

Identifies~and'c1assifies existing programs in all

states for responding to electric energy emergencies
and conducts a simulated test.-of Ohio's contingency

plan.
178 pages $7.25 R
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NRRI-79-23

NRRI-79-24

NRRI-79-27

g7

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;
summarizes studies and activities by the federal
government, industry and state regulatory commis-
sions 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 TREATMENT 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

i

By Raymond W. Lawton,'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 - $8.75 2 4 v’
-
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
recommendations.

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 solar

- energy regu]atory issues, an inventory of public

- utility commission activity in solar energy policy
development, a profile of perceived solar energy
policy needs by elactric utilities and 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 enerqgy instailations.

70 pages : $5.00

BUDGET BILLING PLANS FOR ELECTRIC AND GAS UTILITIES: AN
ANALYSIS AND RECOMMENDATIONS, October 1979

By Kar1lMcDermott, 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 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
100 pages $6.00

NRRI-79-37 ELECTRIC FUEL ADJUSTMENT CLAUSE DESIGN, October 1979

By Kevin A. Kelly, NRRI
Reviews recent fuel clause praclices and discusses
the design of a model fuel clause and associated

monitoring practices.

100 pages $6.00

OTHER PUBLICATIONS

NRRI-78-4 REGULATORY CHARACTERISTICS PROFILE, March 1978
By NRRI staff

Describes the regulatory commissions of each state
and the District of Columbia using data from a variety
of 1975, 1976 and 1977 sources.

261 pages $7.25

NRRI-78-12 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 o $15.00
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NRRI-78-14% 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
NRRI-79-3 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

ANRRI-79—34 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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