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AOGOST 1 8 I 1997 

R£: DOCKET NO . ~7~10-£1 - Proposal to e x tend plan for re~ording oi 
ce rtain e xpenses for year s 1998 and 1999 for fl oLlda Power & Light Company . 

Isrue 1: Should the Commission addrPss AmeriStee l 's Motion ior Leave to 
file an Amended and Supplemental Petition and Frotest t o Proposed Agency 
Action, AmeriSt eel ' s Request for Oral Argument, and Amer1Steel's Request 
for Continuance at this time? 
Recommendation: No. A decision on the two motions Llo<.~l wer-e urst 
presented at the July 15 , 1997 agenda conference might render t~ese fllinqs 
moot. further , FPL has not had a full opportunity to respond to the 
pleadings . 
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VOTE SHEET 
MONDAY, AUGUST 18 • 
DOCKET NO. 970410-EI - Proposal 
expenses for years 1998 and 1999 

(Continued from previous page ) 

• 
to exterd plan for record1ng of cc rta1n 
for florida Power 6 Light Company. 

Issue 2: Does a ratepayer hove standing to ch.:lllenge the tnclusion o f an 

expense in the calculation of a utility's regulated earnings where rates do 

not change? 
B~commeodation: Yes. A ratepayer has a substantial 1nterest 1n assuring 

that only prudent expenses are included in ut1l1ty rates, even if rates 

will not change as a result. 
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Issue 3: Should florida Power & Light Company's Mot ion to Deny and D1smiss 

the Petition and Protest of AmeriSteel Corporat ion be grant ed? 
Recommendation: No. AmeriSteel has demonstrated it has a substanttal 
interest in thia proceeding. AmeriSteel' s protest specifically 1dentl! tes 

those factual mattera that are in dispute. Further, since AmeriSteel has 
protested the extension and modification of the plan, and ~ince Lhe pl an 

was the only action proposed in Order No . PSC-97-D499·f0f-EI , Sect1on 
120 .80(131 (bl , florida Statutes, ia not operative in this s1tuat1on. 
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Issue 4: Should AmeriSteel Corporation'>~ Petition fo r l.e<o~vc tc. Intervene 

be granted? 
Recvmrnenda t fon : Given the Comm1ssion ' s de~lsion on fPL's Motton to 
D1sm1ss. th1s issue ia moot . 

No vo~IAIWA M<c.-o4•"'1" c::(..4.&. It,~ d«e..(~c~ 
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VOTE SHCET 
MONDAY, I.UGUST 18 • • 
DOCKET rW. 970410-EI - Proposal to extend plan t or n:co r:d1 nq o f C <' rta 1n 
expenses for years 1998 and 1999 for florida Power & L1ght Compd roy. 

(Continued f~om previous page ) 

Issye S: Who has the burden o f proof 1n thi s proceed1ng? 
Recommendation : rPL has the burden to demons tra te , by a pre~onde rance o f 
the evidence, that the plan Lo change the cu rrently author ized expense 
l evels for 1998 and 1999C"the PlanH) is reasonable , appropr iate , and 1n the 
public interest . 
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Issue 6: Wha t is t he appropriate s cope of this docket ? 
Recommendation: The scope o f this docket should be limited to the 
consideration of extending the plan f o r 1998 and 1999 and t o the 
e xaminat ion of the elements of the plan. 

APPROVED 
Is sye 7 : Should this do~ket be closed? 
Recommendation : No. This docket shouJd remain open pending reso lution of 
AmeriSteel's protest of the proposed agency action . 

APPROVED 
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