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norida Public Sctvice Commission 
Capitol Circle Office Center 
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Re: llockct No. 960912-EI 
Notice Of Proposed Rule lxvclopmcnt 

llcar Ms. Bayt), 
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Enclosed for filing in the referenced Docket un behalf of Bruward C'uumy. 1-'lurida. 
please find five (S) copies of this linn's correspondence In yuur Richard Uellak. Estauir·c 
pertaining to issues raised by the rcfcrcm:cd Notice Of l'roposcd Rule tlcvclornncnt. If yuu 
laavc any questions n.-garding dais liling. please do nut hesitate to call. 
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Sincerely. 

Richaul A. Zamhu 
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December 26, 1996 

Assoc:iate Director - General Counsel 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Gunter Building 
2540 Shumard Oak IJoulevard 
Tallahassee, f"1 32399-()870 

Re: Docket No. 960912-EI 
Notice Of Proposed Rule De~lopmmt 

Dear Richard. 

COOi f<fftAJION. AI fUWIAfllfl "'"''• ' 
( NrROY II[ QUI A IIJitV II• 'II 

Following up on our recent conversations. this will formally advise you of possible 

areas of concern to Broward County, Florida (the: "County'') resulting from the referenced 

~orice of Proposed Rule Development. The County· s interest in this mancr arises from the 

fact that il relies on -solid waste facilities .. for the disposal of what is commonly rdcrred to 

as municipal solid waste. Those facilities are qualifying small power production facilities -

or QF's ·under federal law and. as such. could be negatively affected by tht: proposed rule 

r"-peals. Given that the Conunission is only in a rule development posrure. \)Ur commems on 

behalf of the County will be both prelimiruuy and bri.:[ simply inh:ndcd au identify lftr\:c 

initial areas of potential conc.:m. 

~the proposed repeal of rule 25·1 7.001 (.a) Cd) appears to signal a Commissim1 

policy shift away from the tradilional en~ouragement of QF' s such as solid waste facilities. 

which is embodied in both state and federal law. The County would urge the Commisswn 

to abandon its proposal co repeal this rule. 

Second, regarding the repeal of rule 25-17.08-' ( Thc Uti lily · s Obliga110n to Sdl) 11 

appears dw s"'h rule is required under federal law and that repeal would be inad\i'sablc if 

not unlawful. Although the methodology for determining rates for eleclric sales to QF' s arc 

established in detail by Commission order. the rule provision is necessary to assure the 

availability of electric 54:rvicc: to QFs at just. reasonable and non-discriminatory rates 

Accordingly. the County would urge the Commission to abandon its proposalr.o repeal th1s 

mle. 
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Ihild. regarding the reJJCtll uf rule 25-17.(1') I ({iuvenunental Sulid Waste Em:rgy :mel 
Capacity), it appears that this rule has been im:otpOI'IIcd by reference into the Cor•nnisswn' ~ 
recently amended rule 2S-17.0832 (4), and as such would be: crucial to the proper 
interpretation and implementation of that rule. The County would therefore also urge the 
Commission to abandon its proposal to repeal this rule. 

We 1JUSt these com~ts will be of use to the Commission as it proceeds in the ruh: 
development process. By addressing the County's concerns at this initial stage. a future 
rulcmaking hearing may be: avoided. (Note that the C'ounty dues not seck ur rc'I"C't a 
wurk~hu&> in this maucr but reserves the right to rc,jucsl a hearing if and when rh~.: 

Commission moves fOIWard to rulemaking in this regard.) 

If you have any questions. require any furtJM:r information. or would like to discuss 
this matter, please do not hesitate to call. · 

Sincerely. 

RA7.Jsn 

xc: Tom Henderson 
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