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Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Division of Records&. Recording 
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Re: Docket No. 970410-El 
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Proposa.IIO Extend Plan for the Recording of Certain Expenses for the Years 
1998 and 1999 for Florida Power & Light Company 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed please fioo for filing wilh the PubUc Service Commission the original and fifteen copies 
of AmeriSteel Corpor.uion's R.equesl for the Florida Public Service Commission 10 Take Judicial 
Notice of its Former Ruling on AmeriSteel Corporarion's Petition 10 lnu:rvene. 

Thank you for your assismra: in filing the above. Should you have any questions. please do not 
besiwe 10 contact the undersigned. With kindest personal regards. I am 

ACK Very truly yours. 

AFA 4;0, RM. SAXON&. NIELSEN. P.A. 
Af'P 
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STATE OF fLORIDA 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Proposal to Extend Plllll for the 
Recording of Certain Expenses for 
the Years 1998 and 1999 for Flori!U 
Power & Light Company 

) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO. 970410-EI 

REQUEST FOR THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF ITS FORMER RULING 

ON AMERISTEEL.COilfDRATlON'S PETITION TO INTERVENE 

AmcriSteel Corporation (" AmeriSteel") hereby requests the Florida Pubhc Service 

Commission (the "Commluloa") take judicial notice of a prior Commission Order granung it.s 

Motioo1to Intervene in Docket No.950359·EI ( .. Prior Docket"). Order No. PSC ·95-1 035·PCO·EI, 

1ssued August 21, 1995 (the " Prior Order"). A copy of the Prior Order iutUIChcd hm:to as Edubit 

"A." 

In the Prior Order, the Commission grnntcd Florida Steel Corporouon 's (now AmcriSteel) 

Petition to Intervene in a docket involving subsllU'IUally s1m11ar 1ssucs u arc mvnl\ cd 10 the mstwll 

docket. The Prior Order was issued by the Commission notw1thslllndmg the Mouon 10 Oppos1110n 

to Petition for Lenve to Intervene filed by FloridB Power & Light Corporouon (04 FPL"). a copy of 

which is attached hc:rcto u Exhibit "B." FPL's objections to AmenSteelmtcrvemng in the Pnor 

Docket are substantially the same as its objecuons to AmeriStecl Intervening 10 th1s doc led as set 

forth 10 FPL 's Rcspo11$C to Petition of AmeriSteel Corpon&l1on for LeO\e to In ten cnc In fact. the 

Commission Staff recommendation filed in thia docket states: 

In the instant ease, FPL. the Office of Public Counsel. ano the Sutff 
met to discuu a eoatiau•tJoa oft be plan approved Ia Docket Nu. 
950359-EI. AmeriStoel,lne., an FPL customer. also p1111icipatcd 111 

the re"ICW of the plan u u lattrested penon. The current proposal 
(Attachment A) would extend and modJfy the plan through 1998 and 
1999.' 

'see. MeltiORIIdwn daled Apntl. 1997 from diC l)tmoon or AudlllnJ .Ai~T ~~-.QATC 
Sl<mkewoct), DIVIIIOn or Uleculc & Ou (Jtnkll\l); and !)ov .. oon or~,., Scrvt<"1 (JI,I.I,a),lp.Q;IPJAR••~t•ll" uf 

Reeord.o and Reporuna. flkd In Doekc1 No. 970410·1!1 (emplwll added) U If J 0 n, T -{.., 

FPSC ·R(C~ROS/R[PORT IHG 
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Inasmuch as the instant docket is a continua/ton of the plan approved m the Prior Docket 

where the Commission determined AmeriStecl could intervene, Arn.:riStccl, hkewu;c, ts cntttled to 

intervene in this docket.. PursunntiO Chapter 25·22. FlondaA.d.miniJuutJve Code. Rules Govermng 

Pra~ticc Wld Procedure, Wld under lhe doctrine of stare decisis. the Prior Order acts as precedent 

which should be rccogni.z.ed by the Commission in ruling on ArneriStc:el's pending Peti tion to 

Intervene and Objection to Proposed Aijcncy Action. 

Therefore. Am...riSteclrapcctfully rcquesls that the CommtUton take JUdtrual notice of the 

Prior Order in the inswU docket. 

Dated: May 1. 1997 

Respectfully submitted, 

AMERJSTEEL CORPORATION 

By: Ch aM 0'-<"V 8 · Jk .c 4 ~<'-? 
R.ichliJ'd J. SaJcm 
Florida Bar No. 152524 
Mnrian B. Rush 
Florida Bar No. 3 73583 
Salem, Saxon & Nielsen, P.A 
Suite 3200. One Barnett PliWI 
101 East Kennedy BoulC\ard 
Tampa. Florida 33602 
Phone: (813) 224-9000 
Fax: (813) 221 ·8811 

Peter J.P. Bric:kfic:ld 
James W. Brew 
Bncklield, Burchette & Ritts, P.C. 
1025 Thomas JeiTcnon Street. N.W 
Eighth Floor, West Tower 
Washmgton, DC .!0007 
Phone: (202) 342..()800 
Fax: (202) 342..()807 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERV1CE 
(PSC DOCKET NO. 970410-EI) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of AmeriSteel Corponuion's Request 
for the Florida Public Service Commission to Take Judicial Notice of its Former Ruling on 
AmeriSteel Corporation's Petition 10 Intervene: bru been furnished via U.S Mail on the I" day of 
May. 1997, to the following: 

Robcn Elw. Esq. 
Florida Public Service Commwion 

Gernld L. Gunter Building 
2.'i40 Shulllllrd Oak Blvd. 

Room 301 
Tallahtisee. FL 32399.{)850 

Facsimile: 904-413-6250 

Matthew M. Childs. E5q. 
Steel. Hector & Davis 

215 South Milnroe 
Suite 601 

Tallahassee. FL 32301-1804 
Facsimile: 904-222· 7510 

William Feaster 
Florida Power & Light Company 

215 S. Monroe 
Suite 810 

Tallahassee. FL 32301 -1859 
Facsimile: 904-224-7197 

Jacl: Sbreve, Esq. 
Roger Howe, Esq. 

Office of Pllblic Counsel 
Ill West M.adison Street 

RCKJm 812 
Tallahll5see. FL 32399 
Facsimile: 904-488-4491 



&&:FOR£ TH£ FLORIDA PVliL IC S&:l!VIC£ C'OI'9<1SS:CN 

In Re : Petition to .. tablhn 
amortization aehodulo for 
nuclear generating unite to 
addreaa potential for a trandad 
inveatment by Fl orida Pover 4 
L1ght COfiiJ>a ny 

DOC~ NO. 9SOlS~·£1 

ORDER NO. PSC · 9~ lOJ~ · ~CC ~: 
fSSUEO Au'J',_ I 2l. lHS 

ORDER QRANIINO FLQBIM STEEL 

CQRPQRATION 'S PtT!TlOS TO INTERVEnE 

On J uly 10, 1995, Florida St eel Corpora tion ftlcd a petltton 
for l eave to intervene in thi 10 proceeding and r .. qu ... at f e r A 
hearing . Thia proceeding vaa inic:iated wna n Florida Pover 1o !.~qht 

Co=pany IFPLI f iled a pet ition f or authorizat ion to record 
acce l e r a t ed depreciation for ita nucl ear generat ing unt t• t r 

.ddreaa the potential for that invaa tmant baing a tra ndad . 

On July :n. 1,5, FPL filed it• motion In oppo• lt t on r o 
Florid~ Steel'• peti t!~n to intervene . Although not contemplated 
by Commiaaion rulea, Florida Stee1 filed a reply to FPL' e mot~on on 
Auguat l, 1 HS . 

In eupport of ita petition, Florida Stee l aaecrta H haa a 
aubatantial into ree t in thl a proc:eed1ng bocAuae • rul1n9 whteh h Aa 
an adve r ee it~aet on ita a l aetr!e eoat a coul d impair 1~1 ability t~ 
cOU!.pete . If FPL'a petition 1a 9ranted, Florida Stee! argue•. a 
would redue~ the level of wha t otherw1ee would be exc e•• ... • rntng
rlorida Staal eont anda that permitting FPL to amortize add~tiona: 

depreciation, v itnout acrutinizing a ll of FPL' a revenue• , cxpcnaea 
And earn>nga, v lll reault in r a tea vh!cn are unr.,.oaonAbJ ,. •n<l 
unjuet. 

F"PL a rguea thAt impain~~ent to F'l or!d.o St.,el'a &hi! ny t;:o 

compete i a an economic: harm and tha t any proapectiva impact on ita 
r atee i a epeeulative . FPL a l ao argue• that th1a proeeedtng, w~ieh 
.., ... inltl.a ted pureuAnt t? aectlon l~~ . OS!ll, FloridA St.otut·" · "' ';! 
not r eeult in a change o! ita rataa . 

Upon cona iderAtion, the Prehe.ortng O(f:c~r (Indo th.o· Fl ~r l<l& 

Steel haa ahovn it• e\lbatant i al intereata w.ll be affected and 
t.hue, i e entitled to int i!rvene in thie proceeding FUrther. 
Florid• Steel'• lnterv~ntlon in chi• doc:l1"t ! a eone i •t.-nr wtt h r~.· 

Coll'.mieaion• a ruling in Orde r No. 11651, iaeuad Augu•t l, .•&9, !" 
Docket No . 890256 · TI.., 9rantin9 Florida Cable Te:evai OII 
A•eoei .a tion• " tFCTAJ reque•t t o int~rv.., n, rn tL.at ; .c ~e:~ r. 

!XHIBIT 

A 
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ORDER NO. PSC- 95· 1035-PCO·EI 
DOCKET NO. 950359·El 
P~GE 2 

Southern Bell requeeted authority to c"-'rg• ~ccelerHed 

d epreciation in order to f inance 1te plane to p l ace f1bcr 1n the 
home• of i ta cue tomere FCTA had a ll eged t ha t •aa cu• tome r • o f 
Southern Bell who would ~ Cll lle d on t o pay ratu ~nd provide 
revenue• deel.gncd to !ur:d the dcp:-ccu, ion reprcDcript ion e ought by 
Southern Bell, f'CTA'e =ember• have a n intereet in a•eurtns that •h~ 
utility doee not impoee un!llir and unreaeon~le cha rgee and burden• 
on ratepayer• beyond thoee ra~o• and r ato · related practice• 
r equired t o flli rly compe neate Southern Bell for te l ephone anrv lce 
they receive. • The intereete aeearc.d by Florida St ee l in thio 
doc~et are eimilar to tho ee aeeerted by FCTA i n Docket No 8902S6 
TL . 

The Cocoahe ion would ~netit froca full e.<plora tlon o ! the 
pol icy i eeuee to be addreeeed 1n thi • docket FPL haa ••ked th~ 

Coc=ieeion to clang• ite traditional llpproach t o depreci ~t ~on 
po licy and practice becauee of the company ' • concern a bout t>.,. 
lldveree coneequencee o f atr a nded !nveetment to it • cu et om.,r• 
Florid~ Steel' • participat ion will provide a bal~r.ce to thft 
concern• of FPL. Having thie information wil l permit the 
Commiea ion to better aeeoee how the publ ic lntere• t will be .,.rve~ 

in thh doclcet . 

Fo r the above r eaeone, Flor\da Stee l ·• pe tition f or l ft Ave to 
~ntervene and r e queec ! or hear ing ie granted Purau~nt to 
Rule 25 · 22 .039, Flor i da Adminiatratlve Code, Floridll Stee l take• 
the Cllao •• it f inde i t Tn it • petttton to inte~n,. , FloridA 
Stee l haa propoeed i eauae to be cone idared in thi e docket Tho 
appropri ate time to propoee 1eeuee i e 1n Flor1da btoel ' e prehear1 n9 
etAtemant 

Baaed on the f oregoing, it i a, 

ORDERED by Chainu.n Sunn F" . Clark, 
thllt florida Steel Corpora tion· • petltion 
And requeet for hoa r1ng 1a hereby gra nted 

lie Prahe.trinq OfCice r. 
f or leave t o intervene 

It i e furt h .. r 



ORDER NIJ. PSC·liS· l OlS · PCO·E l 
DOCKET NO. 950359·£1 
PAGE 3 

ORDERED that all partie• to t hie proceeding eha l! !urn! a t. 
copiea of al l t cetimony, exh1bite , p leading• and other document• 
~hich may he reina ft e r be f1l ed 1n th l e proceed1ng, t n 

Richard J . Sale111 Peter J . P. Br i c:lt!ield 
Florida Bar No . 15252 4 Michael £ ~ufmann 

Mari an 9. Rueh Br!ekfield. Burchect a " Rat. o . P c 
Florida Ba r No. 373583 102~ Thoma • Je!toreon Strc.:. II w 
Sa lem, Saxon " Ni c l een, P. A. Eighth Floor , Wee t Tow~r 
101 Eae t Kennedy Boulevard Wa•h i ngt on, D. c. 20007 
Suite 3200, One Barnet t Plasa 
P 0 Box ll99 
Ta:o;pa , FL 31501 

Stephen R. Yurek 
Dahlen, Berg. " Co. 
2 150 Dain Boeworth Plaza 
6 0 South Sixth Street 
Minneapolie , MN 554 0 2 

By ORDER o! Cnai rman Sue an F . Cla rk , a• Prehea r!nq Officer , 
thia ~ d ay o! AYau•t . ~. 

( SEAL ) 

/ e / Su••n E Cla rk 
st.ISAH F . CLARK. Chai rm.an 
Prchcaring Of ficer 

and 

Thi e 1• a fac a imile copy A a igned 
copy of the order may be obt a i ned by 
calling 1 · 904·413·~77 0 

NQTIC& OF fURTHti PRQCEEQIHQS OR JUDICIAL REYIEij 

The Florida Public: Serviee Comaiea ien ' • required by Sect : c~ 
12 0 5'1 ( 4 ) , Florida Statutftl, to not 1 {y part j,.~ o f a ny 
;ul!ninia tra tive hearing or judicial review ef Com:niuion ornera that 
ia ava ilable under Section• 1 2~ 57 or 120.68, Florida Sta tute• . a• 
well .01 the procedure• and timf' l1111lte that apply Th1 ,. " ' n ~ 
ahould not be con• trued :o mean all requeete !or an •~1n1 a tr~t 1vo 

hea r1n9 or judicia l review will be 9ran~ed or rc1ul~ 1n the rellc! 
• ought 



ORDER NO. PSC·,S·l OlS·PC0·£1 
DOCKET NO. 'SOJS,·£1 
PAO£ 4 

Any par~y advereely affee~ed by ~hie ~rder. which io 
preliminary, procedural or intermediate in nature , may requeet 11 l 

rcconeidcrat ion within 10 daye pureuant to Rul" 25·22 OJ A 12 1 , 
Florida Adminietrative Code , if ieeued by a Prehearlng Officer , ( l ) 
rccone idcration wi thin lS daya pure1.1ant to R1.1lc 25 · 22 . 060, n o n d~ 
Adminietrative Code, if ieeued by the Commieeion, or ( 1) JU<It c l "l 
review by the Florida Supreme C?urt, in t he caee o! an elec tr i c . 
gae or telephone utility, or the riret Di etrict Court of Appeal. 1n 
the caee of a water or waetewater ut1lity A motl on fo r 
reeondderation ehall be filed with the Diree~or, O'. vie i o n of 
Recorda and Reporting, in the form prcecribed by Ru le 2~ · 22 ~60, 

Florida Adminietra tivc Code Judicial revi ew of .a prt' liml n.a ry , 
procedura l or intermediate ruling or order ie availabl e I f rev~ev 
o f chc final action will not provide an adequa~e remedy Such 
review may be requeeted from the appropriate court, ae n~err1~d 

above, pureuan~ to Rule ,.100, Florida Rulee of Appellate 
Procedure. 



BEFORE TKB FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

IN RE: Petition to Establish 
an ~morti zation Schedule for 
Florida Power & Light 
Company ' s Nuclear Generating 
Units to Address the Potentia l 
For Stranded Investment 

DOCKE'l' NO. 950359 -EI 

FILED: JULY 21. 1995 

M.O'riON Ul OPPOSITION TO 
PB'l'ITION P'OR L&AVB TO INTERVENll 

Florida Power & Light Company I "FPL "l hereby files th1s 1ts 

Motion in Opposltion to the Petition for Leave t o Intervene of 

Florida Steel Corporation. 

l. This Motion is filed pursuant to Rule 25-22.037 !21 , Fla. 

Admin. Code ·.lith respect to the Petition of Florida Steel 

Corporation ol July 10. 1995. 

2. Florida St eel has not pled legal authority wh1ch entltles 

it to intervention in this proceed1ng. The Comm~ss1on's 

1ntervention rule , Fla. AdnUn. Code Rule 25-22.039, requires that 

a petition to intervene •must conform with Commission Rule 25-

22.036(7) (a) . · One of the requirements o f Rule 25-22.036(7) (al ts 

that the petition state "the rules and statutes whi c h entltle the 

petitioner to relief. · Florida Steel's Petltion fails co meet thls 

requirement. The only statute referred to 1n Flo r 1da Steel· s 

Petit ion to Intervene is Section 366.06. Florida Statutes. Th1s ~s 

a proceed1ng initiated under Sect1on 366.05Cll. Flortda Statutes. 

The s1mple fact is that if the relief requested by FPL 1s grant~d. 

FPL's rates w1ll be unaffected . Flor1da Steel has fa:led t ~ state 
EXHIBIT 

B 



any statut e or rule which entit les 1t t o the relief it seeks. 

3. Florida Steel has tailed to demonstrate It has standlng t o 

participate. Both Rule 25-22. 037(91, the CommlSSlOn's ru ~e -;r. 

int:ervention, and Rule 25-22.03617 1 (a I requtre plead1ng racr.. s 

designed to show ~;tanding. Florida Steel's Petition f.-.lls r. o 

allege facts sufficient t t'l demonstrate that tt will have a 

substantial interest that wi 11 be affected by the Colllln.l ss ion· s 

determination in thi s p roceeding. 

4. To demonstrate standing. Florida Steel must allege either 

!a) that it is ent itled to participate as a matter of Constitutional 

or statucory right or pursuant co a Commission rule. !b1 that :cs 

substantial interests are subject to determ.lnaoon in the 

proceeding. or (c) its substantul Interests '"'tll be af~ected 

through the proceeding. Rule 25-22.039. F.A.C. Flonda Steel 

makes no at:tempt to show that lt is entitled to partic i pate as a 

matter of law in this proceeding . Moreover. Fl or1da Steel makes nc 

effort to plead that it has a subscantlal inte rest whlch wtl be 

determined in this proceeding. Consequently. Flor1da Stee: 

att:empts to show that it has a substantial lntere~· that w1l l be 

affected in the proceeding; however . 1ts allegations do not sac~sty 

the standard. 

5. To have standing to paruct pate l.n a Secuon :2o.s-
proceeding on the basis that the person 's substanual tnce:-es:s 

will be affected. the person must show: "l lthat h~ w1ll suffer a~ 

inju ry-in- fac e of a sufflcient 1mmed1acy t o enucle h1m to a 

Section 120.57 heanng; and 2ithat h1s tn)ury musr. be o t ~h~ ":r;e 

2 



or nature the proceeding is designed t o protec " . · Agr>co <h~m·ra! 

Company y. The Dept . of Eoyiroomentol Regulanon, ~ ·)6 So. 2d 

478,482 !Fla. 2d DCA 1981 1 . rev. denied. 41 5 So. 2d 1 ~53. : 3oL 

!Fla. 19821. The interests alleged by Flonda Steel 1n th1s case 

do not satisfy either pronq of the Agrico test. 

6. Florida Steel simply asserts the conclus1on that :t has a 

d1rect and substantial interest. that its interest s ,,.. 11~ be 

affected, and then tha t any ruling "which has a Slgnlf tcant ad•terse 

impact on Florida Steel' s electric costs could further impair 

Florida Steel's ability to compete .... • (Petition at paragraph <l l . 

'i'hese conclusory allegations are insuf t icient. If conc lusio ns 

suffice to demonstrate standing . then Florida Steel could simp ly 

allege "Florida Steel has standlng · and meet the standa~~ . 

Clearly, what is required is not conclusions but allegat1 ons 0 f 

facts whict support the conclusions. 

7. r lorida Steel's alleged 1nterest is that the rull:~g 10 

this Docket will have an adver se impact o r. Florida Steel ' s elect r1 c 

costs (i . e., raise Florida Steel's rates l . impairing lts ab: ~ltY to 

compete. 1 These bare economic allegatlo ns pass ne1the:: Aoo ro 

standard . 

8 . In regard to whether Flor tda Steel ha s ar. 1mmed1ate 

lo)ury-in-fact, this can be demons t ra ted by a pett~1or.er 

1 Flo rida Steel 's abillty t o compe te has nothin9 to do '•H th 
lntervention in this o r any o ther Commissio n proceeding. Flo =:da 
Steel's ability t o compete lS irrelevant t c CvmmlSS l On 
determinations. Irrelevant alleqat1o ns do not sat1sfy the Ao r~ ~: 
test. International Jai-Alai Pl ay,.:-s Ass· n y. Eloo1a Pa n-Muc:;a : 
Convn•s:non, 561 So. 2d 1224.1226 CFla. 3d DCA 1990 1. 

) 
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demonstrating in his petltion e1ther: ' ! llthat he has s~sca1 ned 

actual injury-in-fact at the tlme of f1linq h1s pet1t1on: o r !2 

that he is immediately 1n danger o f susta1n1ng some d1recc 1n:u~· 

as a result of a challenged agency's acc1on .· Ytllaoe ea~x Mobt l~ 

Home Ass·o y. Dept. of Bys1oess Brgylattoo, 506 So. 2d 42 6 (Fla . 

1st DCA 1987), rev. denied , 513 So . 2d 1063 !Fl a. 1987 1 . F'londa 

Steel has not alleged and has not suffered any actual ln)ury at the 

time o f the filing of its petition. Moreover. Florida Steel 1s not 

immediately in danger of a rat.e increase I increased elect rical 

cost) as a result of the requested Commission act.on . Thi s Docket 

does not involve the setting of rates and charges for Flor1da Powe: 

& Light. Instead, as acknowledged 1n Florida Steel's Petltlon c. :: 

Int ervene. this Pocket invo1 ves FPL · s request to tmp le:neot a 

revised amortizatlon ~chedule t o address the potentlal fo r st randed 

tnvestment. : FPL's rates wi ll rema1o unchangP.d as a r esul: of 

Commission act ion. Any prospecti"le 1.mpact on rates 1s pu:-ety 

speculative and conjectural as we ll a s be1ng ~ependent upon a whol~ 

host of intervening fac tors. ~s the Court noted in the YtllaoD 

~case: ' abstract injury is not enough. The inJury o r threat of 

in ju ry must be both rPal and immed1ate, not con)ectu :-a! or 

1 Flor ida Steel suggests that the amount o f revenues whtch 
will be used to quantify the amortization for strand~d 1nvestment 
might be considered excess earnings and would have to be retu rned 
to ratepayers. ~1en if this speculative and inaccurate conJect~ r e 
were assumed t o be true (that these revenues wou111 consutute 
excess earniugs) , there 1s no statutory requi rement that such 
r evenues would have to be returned to rate~ayers . FPL •s enttr.led 
to earn more than its authorized rate o f return w1 thouc :ncur~~n~ 
a refund obllgation. So the l egal prem1se underly:ng Ul'"'" tlc':•Ja! 
asse r t1on in its Petit ion 1s . once agatn. erroneous. 

4 
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hypothetical.· village PMk. 506 So. 2d at 432 . Specula::ve 

economic i njuries that may or may not happen as a resul t :>E 

intervening actions are not sufficient t o meet the in)ury-ln-fact 

standard. ~ The Comm1ssion should conc l ude here as the Cou:t 

did in village Park: 

Att empting to anticipate whethet ana when 
these events will transpire takes us into the 
area of speculation and conjecture. The 
threat of injury alleged by appellants 1s not 
of sufficient immediacy to warrant invocation 
of the administrative review process . 

villagP Park, 506 So. 2d at 434. 

9. In regard to the second Agrico standard. the so-called 

zone of interest standard. reducing Fl orida Steel's electric cost 

at its plant to allow it to be more competitive is not an 1nterest 

these proceedings are designed to protect . This proceed:nq 

involves solely FPL's request to lmplement a rev 1sed arnort1zat1on 

schedule. The Commission has not been asked t o and '"'111 not be 

establishing rates in th1s proceeding. This proceed1ng 1s net 

lntended to protect o r enhance Florida Steel's ab1 l1~y to compete. 

The in terest which Florida Steel seeks to protec t falls outs ~de 

this proper scope of this proceeding. Consequently, Florid~ 

Sr:eel' s allegations also fail to meet the second 0gnco s:::and1ng 

test. 

WHEREFORE. FPL moves the Cormussion to d~n~· or :n the 

alternative dismiss Florida Steel ' s Petition fo r Lea·te to 

Intervene. The Petition is prem1sed upon an e:-:-oneous :~gal 

theory. and the Petit1.oner has failed to demonstrate:: :; s::and1nq. 
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Either basis is sufficient to deny the Petitton . 

DATED this 21st day of July. 1995. 

Respectfully submttted . 

STEEL HECTOR & DAVIS 
215 South Monroe Street 
Suite 601 
Tallahassee. FL 32301 
Attorneys for Florida Powe r 
& Light Company 

By:~~~ 
Matthew M. Childs , P.A . 
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CDTIPICA'rll OF SUVI~ 
DOCD'l' NO. 950359-IU 

I KEJUUSY cmtTirY that a true and correct copy of F'londa ?ewer 
& Light Company's Motion in Opposition to Petnion for Lea·,e tc 
Intervene has been furnished by Hand Dellvery (when lndtcated . ..,.1::h 
'' l . facsimile transmission (wh.en indicated ""ith ' l or u.s . Mall 
this 21st day of July, 1995. to the following: 

Vicki D. Johnson, Esq. •• 
Division of Legal Services 
FPSC 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.l370 
Tallahassee, FL 32399 

Peter J .P . Brickfield, Esq . 
Brickfield, Burchette. 

& Ritts, P.C. 
1025 Thomas Jefferson St. NW 
Eighth Floor, West Tower 
Washington . D.C. 20007 

Jack Shreve. Esq. 
Office of Public Counsel 
111 West Madison Street 
Room 812 
Tallahassee. Florida 32399 

Richard J. Salem, Esqu1re · 
Marian B. Rush. Esquire 
Salem. Saxon & Nielsen 
101 E. Kennedy Blvd. - 3200 
One Barnett Plaza 
Post Office Box 3399 
Tampa. Florida 33601 

Stephen R. Yurek. Esquire 
Dahlen, Berg & Co. 
2150 Dain Bosworth Plaza 
60 South Sixth Street 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 
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