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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF WINNIE POWERS 

DOCKET NO. 090009-E1 

May 1,2009 

Please state your name and business address. 

My name is Winnie Powers. My business address is 9250 W. Flagler St, 

Miami, Florida 33 174. 

By whom are you employed and what is your position? 

I am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL or the Company) as 

New Nuclear Accounting Project Manager. 

Have you previously filed testimony in this docket? 

Yes. 

Are you sponsoring any exhibits in this case? 

Yes. I am sponsoring portions of the following exhibits: 

Appendix I containing the Nuclear Filing Requirements Schedules 

(NFRs) for the Uprate project. Page 2 of Appendix I contains a table 

of contents listing the NFRs that are sponsored by FPL witness 

Kundalkar, FPL witness Sim and me, respectively. 

Appendix I1 containing the NFRs for Turkey Point 6 & 7 pre- 

construction costs. Page 2 of Appendix I1 contains a table of contents 
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listing the NFRs that are sponsored by FPL witness Scroggs, FPL 

witness Sim and me, respectively. 

Appendix Ill containing the NFRs for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Site 

Selection costs. Page 2 of Appendix I11 contains a table of contents 

listing the NFRS that are sponsored by FPL witness Scroggs and me, 

respectively. 

Additionally, I am sponsoring the following exhibits: 

Exhibit W-I which summarizes the costs, carrying charges and base 

rate revenue requirements for which FPL requests a 

prudenceheasonableness determination from this Commission. 

Exhibit WP-2 which details the in service dates and amounts of plant 

going into service in 2009 and 2010, the reasonableness, necessity and 

timing of which is discussed in the testimony of FPL witness 

Kundalkar. 

What is the purpose of your testimony? 

The purpose of my testimony is to provide an overview of FPL’s filing and 

demonstrate that the filing complies with Florida Administrative Code Rule 

25-6.0423, Nuclear or Integrated Gasification Combined Cycle Power Plant 

Cost Recovery (the Rule). Consistent with the Rule, my testimony requests 

that the Commission approve a Nuclear Power Plant Cost Recovery 

(“NPPCR”) amount of $62,792,990 on a jurisdictional adjusted basis to be 

recovered through the 2010 Capacity Cost Recovery Clause (“CCRC”). In 
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conjunction with approval of the NPPCR amount, FPL requests that the 

Commission review and approve as reasonable for the Uprate Project: 

2009 ActualEstimated and 2010 Projected construction expenditures of 

$258,926,772 ($252,3 17,529 on a jurisdictional, net of participants 

basis) for 2009 and $391,614,248 ($376,703,895 on a jurisdictional, net 

of participants basis) for 2010. Additionally, FPL requests the 

Commission approve the related carrying charges of $20,297,390 for 

2009 and $41,594,197 for 2010 as a result of truing up of actual and 

estimated expenditures and carrying charges compared to carrying 

charges we are currently collecting of $20,286,022. This amount is 

then included with the 2010 Projected carrying charges and will be 

recovered effective January 1, 2010 as presented in the testimony and 

NFR schedules of FPL witness Kundalkar and me. 

Recoverable O&M of $544,467 for 2009 and $2,147,983 for 2010 as 

presented in the testimony and NFR schedules sponsored by FPL 

witness Kundalkar. 

The base rate revenue requirements of $70,566 related to the Gantry 

Crane going into plant in service at St. Lucie Unit 2 in October 2009 

and $16,007,584 related to St. Lucie Unit 1, Turkey Point Unit 3 and 

transmission plant going into service in 2010 for recovery through the 

Capacity Clause in 2010. The reasonableness, necessity and timing of 

these expenditures is supported by the testimony and exhibits of FPL 

witness Kundalkar. The calculation of the base rate revenue 
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requirements related to the plant going into service in 2009 and 2010 

can be found on Exhibit WP-2. 

FPL also requests the Commission review and approve as reasonable for the 

Turkey Point 6 & 7 Project: 

Preconstruction Costs - The 2009 Actuamstimated Preconstruction 

expenditures of $45,640,661 ($45,444,468 on a jurisdictional basis) and 

related carrying charges of $3,560,771 and 2010 Projected 

Preconstruction expenditures of $91,730,615 ($90,654,124 on a 

jurisdictional basis) and related carrying charges of $973,735, as a 

result of truing up actual and updating estimated expenditures 

compared to costs and carrying charges we are currently collecting to 

be collected effective January 1, 2010, as presented in the testimony 

and NFR schedules of FPL witness Scroggs and me. 

Site Selection Costs - The 2009 ActuaUEstimated and 2010 Projected 

carrying charges on Site Selection expenditures of $472,938 for 2009, 

and $233,136 for 2010, as a result of truing up of actual and estimated 

expenditures and carrying charges compared to costs and carrying 

charges we are currently collecting. This amount is then included with 

the 2010 Projected carrying charges and will be recovered effective 

January 1, 2010, as presented in the testimony and NFR schedules of 

FPL witness Scroggs and me. 
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NUCLEAR COST RECOVERY RULE 

Please describe the purpose of the Rule. 

On March 20, 2007, in Order No. PSC-07-0240-FOF-E1, this Commission 

adopted the Rule to implement Section 366.93, Florida Statutes (the Statute), 

which was enacted by the Florida Legislature in 2006. The stated purpose of 

the Statute is to promote utility investment in nuclear power plants, and it 

directed the Commission to establish alternative mechanisms for cost recovery 

and step-wise, periodic prudence determinations with respect to costs incurred 

to build nuclear power plants. The Rule provides the mechanism and the 

annual recovery of these costs through the CCRC. FPL has been working 

with Commission Staff, the Office of Public Counsel, Progress Energy Florida 

and others to develop a comprehensive set of schedules, Nuclear Filing 

Requirements, setting forth construction and cost information on a nuclear 

project. 

Have these schedules been formally adopted? 

Although the schedules have not been formally adopted by the Commission, 

the Company has been trying to make them as transparent as possible by 

including the information necessary to facilitate an understanding of the 

schedules and calculations. However, the forms are still evolving and 

deviations from specific details of the forms may be appropriate. The NFRs 

provide an overview of the financial and construction aspects of nuclear plant 
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projects, outline the categories of costs represented, and provide a roadmap to 

the calculation of detailed project revenue requirements. 

Does the Rule describe the annual filing requirements that a utility is to 

make in support of its current year expenditures for Commission review 

and approval? 

Yes. The Rule states: 

" 1. Each year, a utility shall submit, for Commission review and approval, as 

part of its Capacity Cost Recovery Clause filings: . . . 

b. True-Up and Projections for Current Year. By May 1, a utility shall 

submit for Commission review and approval its Actual/Estimated true-up of 

Projected pre-construction expenditures based on a comparison of current year 

ActuaUEstimated expenditures and the previously-filed estimated 

expenditures for such current year and a description of the pre-construction 

work projected to he performed during such year; or, once construction 

begins, its ActuaVEstimated true-up of Projected carrying costs on 

construction expenditures based on a comparison of current year 

ActuaVEstimated carrying costs on construction expenditures and the 

previously filed estimated carrying costs on construction expenditures for 

such current year and a description of the construction work projected to be 

performed during such year." 

Is FPL complying with these requirements with respect to its 2009 

ActuaVEstimated Uprate and Turkey Point 6 & 7 project costs? 
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A. Yes. FPL has included the ActualEstimated True-up (AE) Schedules in 

Appendix I for the Uprate Project, Appendix I1 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 

Preconstruction costs and Appendix I11 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Site Selection 

costs in this filing. Included in these schedules is the impact of the 2008 T 

Schedule True-Up amounts as reflected in FPL’s March 2, 2009 filing. As 

contemplated by the Rule, these AE schedules provide the basis for 

determining the reasonableness of FPL’s 2009 ActualEstimated costs. In 

their testimony, FPL witness Kundalkar for the Uprate project and FPL 

witness Scroggs for the Turkey Point 6 & 7 project provide the reasons why 

these ActuaUEstimated costs arc reasonable. 

Does the Rule describe the annual filing requirements that a utility is to 

make for the projected year expenditures for Commission review and 

approval? 

Q. 

A. Yes. The Rule states: 

“ 1. Each year, a utility shall submit, for Commission review and approval, as 

part of its Capacity Cost Recovery Clause filings: . . . 

c. Projected Costs for Subsequent Years. By May 1, a utility shall 

submit, for Commission review and approval, its Projected pre-construction 

expenditures for the subsequent year and a description of the pre-construction 

work projected to be performed during such year; or, once construction 

begins, its Projected construction expenditures for the subsequent year and a 

description of the construction work projected to be performed during such 

year.” 
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Is FPL complying with these requirements with respect to its 2010 

Projected Uprate and Turkey Point 6 & 7 project costs? 

Yes. FPL has included the Projection (P) Schedules in Appendix I for the 

Uprate project, Appendix I1 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Preconstruction costs and 

Appendix 111 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Site Selection costs of this filing. As 

contemplated by the Rule, these P schedules provide the basis for determining 

the reasonableness of FPL’s 2010 Projections. These schedules also flow 

through any (over)/under recovery of 2008 actual costs and 2009 

ActuaVEstimated costs to costs that we are currently collecting. In their 

testimony, FPL witness Kundalkar for the Uprate project and FPL witness 

Scroggs for the Turkey Point 6 & 7 project provide the reasons why these 

projections are reasonable. 

Please explain the costs that FPL is requesting to include for recovery 

effective January 1,2010. 

The costs FPL is requesting to recover in 2010 reflect OUT projections of 2010 

Preconstruction costs, carrying costs on construction costs, recoverable O&M 

and the base rate revenue requirements for plant going into service in 2009 

and 2010. Included in the costs we are requesting to recover are the 

(over)/nnder recoveries due to costs we are currently collecting being different 

than the 2008 Actual costs in our March 2,2009 filing and our updated 2009 

Actual/Estimated costs that we are filing now. Any resulting (over)/under 

recoveries of costs are included in the calculation of carrying charges in the 

month they occur and will be recovered, along with the 2010 projected costs 
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and related carrying costs, over a twelve month period beginning January 1, 

2010. 

How is FPL providing an update to the original Uprate and Turkey Point 

Unit 6 & 7 project costs, respectively? 

FPL has included the True up to Original (TOR) Schedules in Appendix I for 

the Uprate Project, Appendix I1 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Preconstruction costs 

and Appendix 111 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 Site Selection costs of this filing. 

The TOR schedules provide a comparison to originally filed project costs and 

summarize the revenue requirements for the recovery period beginning 

January 1,2010. 

COST RECOVERY FOR THE UPRATE PROJECT 

What are FPL’s ActuaVEstimated Uprate project expenditures and 

associated carrying charges for the period January 2009 through 

December 2009, the amount that FPL is currently collecting, and the 

resulting (0ver)lunder recovery of costs? 

As presented in FPL witness Kundalkar’s testimony and provided on Schedule 

AE-6 of Appendix I, FPL’s ActuaVEstimated Uprate project expenditures for 

the period January 2009 through December 2009 are $258,926,772. Schedule 

AE-6 of Appendix I deducts the portion of this total for which the St. Lucie 

Unit 2 participants are responsible and then applies the retail jurisdictional 

factor to the remainder. (In 2008, the St. Luck Unit 2 participants, Orlando 
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Utilities Commission and Florida Municipal Power Agency, confirmed that 

they intend to maintain their participation percentages in the uprate projects). 

For actuals, adjustments are made to present the expenditures on a cash basis 

(i.e., excluding accruals and pension and welfare benefit credits) for the 

calculation of carrying costs. This adjustment is necessary in order to comply 

with the Commission’s current practice regarding AFUDC accruals. After 

making these adjustments, the net 2009 ActualEstimated uprate expenditures 

are $256,521,483. FPL’s previously Projected 2009 uprate expenditures as 

filed in Docket No. 080009-E1 were $233,294,413 on a jurisdictional basis net 

of participants’ share. The calculations of the carrying charges on these 

expenditures are provided on schedules AE-3 and AE-3A and result in a 

carrying charge of $20,297,390 for 2009. As a result of the Commission’s 

decision in Docket No. 080009-E1 that FPL’s ActualEstimated 2008 and 

projected 2009 costs were reasonable, FPL is currently recovering 

$20,286,022 in carrying charges on its construction expenditures for the 

Uprate Project through the CCRC in 2009. As a result of the True-Up of 2008 

costs as filed in the March 2, 2009 filing and the updates to the 2009 

expenditures in this May 1, 2009 AE filing, FPL should have recovered 

$22,655,386 resulting in an underrecovery of $2,369,363 in 2009. AS shown 

on schedule AE-4 and as discussed in FPL witness Kundalkar’s testimony, 

there is $544,467 of O&M for which FPL is requesting recovery in 2009. 

Additionally, as shown on Exhibit WP-1, there is $70,566 of base rate revenue 

requirements for plant going into service in 2009. 
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What are FPL’s Projected Uprate project costs for the period January 

2010 through December 2010 and what is the impact of prior year’s 

(over)/under recoveries on the recovery of these costs in 2010? 

As presented in FPL witness Kundalkar’s testimony and provided on Schedule 

P-6 of Appendix I, FPL’s Projected Uprate Project expenditures for the period 

January 2010 through December 2010 are $391,614,248. Schedule P-6 of 

Appendix I deducts the portion of this total for which the St. Lucie Unit 2 

participants are responsible and then applies the retail jurisdictional factor to 

the remainder. Since FPL’s projections are on a cash basis, it is not necessary 

to project any non-cash accruals. After making the above two adjustments, 

the net 2010 Projected Uprate expenditures are $376,703,895. The 

calculations of the carrying charges on these expenditures which reflect the 

true-up of 2008 and ActualiEstimated 2009 expenditures are provided on 

schedules P-3 and P-3A and result in carrying charges of $41,594,197 in 

2010. As shown on schedule AE-4 and as discussed in FPL witness 

Kundalkar’s testimony, there is $2,147,983 of O&M for which FPL is 

requesting recovery in 2010. Additionally, as shown on Exhibit WP-1, there 

is $16,007,584 of base rate revenue requirements for plant going into service 

in 2010. 

As shown on Exhibit W-1, the costs, carrying costs, and base rate revenue 

requirements FPL is requesting to recover in 2010 reflect the effect, along 

with related carrying charges on any (over)/under recovered balances, of 2008 

11 
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Actual and 2009 ActualEstimated costs being different than the costs we are 

currently collecting. As a result, FPL is requesting to recover $62,990,252 in 

2010. 

For the reasons stated in FPL witness Kundalkar’s testimony, FPL 

respecthlly requests that the Commission approve FPL’s ActualiEstimated 

2009 and Projected 2010 Uprate Project expenditures as reasonable. FPL 

additionally requests the Commission approve for recovery effective January 

1,2010 the carrying charges on these expenditures, including the flow through 

of the related true-ups of 2008 costs and ActualEstimated 2009 costs and 

recoverable O&M as reflected on T-I, AE-1 and schedule P-1 for cost 

recovery beginning in January 2010 consistent with the Rule. 

Please describe the transfers to plant in service for the uprate projects in 

2009? 

As shown on Exhibit WP-2, FPL will place the Gantry Crane at St. Luck Unit 

2 into service in October 2009. Until the plant goes into service, FPL will 

continue to recover the carrying charges on the construction costs. Effective 

October 2009, FPL will transfer out $2,449,426 of CWIP to plant in service 

and the carrying charges will cease. FPL’s computations reflect the inclusion 

of the 2009 base rate revenue requirements related to the Gantry Crane at St. 

Luck Unit 2 of $70,566 as of October 15, 2009 for recovery through the 

Clause. FPL will file a separate petition for a base rate revenue requirement 

increase pursuant to the Rule. 
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Please describe the transfers to plant in service for the uprate projects in 

2010? 

There are nine transfers to plant in service for the uprate projects in 2010 as 

shown in Exhibit WP-2. Until the plant goes into service, FPL proposes to 

recover the carrying charge on the construction costs. FPL’s computations 

reflect that when the plant goes into service FPL recovers the base rate 

revenue requirement through the end of that year. Exhibit WP-2 shows the 

effect on base rates as these nine transfers get placed into service. In 2010, 

FPL expects to place $307,405,281 of plant into service. From April to 

December, Exhibit WP-2 shows the base rate revenue effect as the assets are 

placed into service. The total amount proposed to be recovered through base 

rate revenue recovery through the Clause in 2010 is $16,007,584. Included 

in the base rate revenue requirement impact is the incrementalidecremental 

AFUDC and any non-incremental labor related to the uprate project. Non- 

incremental labor is due to the fact that the labor was included in base rates. 

While FPL is not requesting recovery of carrying charges on this amount 

through the Clause, these capital costs should be included in our base rate 

calculation. 

COST RECOVERY FOR TURKEY POINT 6 & 7 

What are FPL’s Turkey Point 6 & 7 ActuaYEstimated preconstruction 

expenditures and associated carrying charges for the period January 

13 
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2009 through December 2009, the amount that FPL is currently 

collecting, and any resulting (0ver)lunder recoveries of costs? 

As presented in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony and provided on Schedule 

AE-6 of Appendix 11, FPL’s Actual/Estimated Turkey Point 6 & 7 Pre- 

construction expenditures for the period January 2009 through December 

2009 are $45,640,661 ($45,444,468 on a jurisdictional basis). The carrying 

charges for the period January 2009 through December 2009 are $3,560,771 

for a total of $49,005,239 jurisdictional in ActualiEstimated Preconstruction 

expenditures and carrying charges. 

FPL is currently collecting $192,471,520 in Preconstmction costs and 

associated carrying charges for Turkey Point 6 & 7 through the CCRC in 

2009. This amount consists of Pre-construction costs of $2,522,692 and 

carrying charges of $20,547 for the 2007 ActuaVEstimated period, Pre- 

construction expenditures of $69,707,855 and carrying charges of $3,334,698 

for the 2008 Actual/Estimated period and Preconstruction expenditures of 

$109,540,915 and carrying charges of $7,344,813 projected for 2009 as filed 

in Docket No. 080009-EI. 

The true-up of 2007 and 2008 costs can be found in FPL’s March 2, 2009 

testimony and NFRs. For 2009, the Preconstruction expenditures and carrying 

charges that FPL is currently collecting total $116,885,727. This compares to 

$49,005,239 in FPL’s 2009 A/E schedule and results in an overrecovery of 
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$67,880,488 of 2009 Preconstruction costs and carrying costs as shown on 

Exhibit WP-1. This overrecovery includes a carrying charge on the 2008 and 

2009 overrecovery at the rate approved in Rule 25-6.0423 (1 1.04%) until 

recovered in rates effective January 1, 2010. 

What are FPL’s Projected Turkey Point 6 & 7 Preconstruction 

expenditures for the period January 2010 through December 2010 and 

what is the impact of the prior year’s (over)/under recoveries on the 

recovery of these costs in 2010. 

As presented in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony and provided on Schedule P- 

6 of Appendix 11, FPL’s Projected Turkey Point 6 & 7 Preconstruction 

expenditures for the period January 2010 through December 2010 are 

$91,730,615 ($90,654,124 on a jurisdictional basis). 

Shown on Exhibit WP-1, are the Preconstruction costs, and the carrying 

charges FPL is requesting to recover in 2010. Included in these costs are the 

related canying charges on unrecovered Preconstruction costs, on 

construction costs, and on any (over)/under recovered balances, due to 2008 

Actual and 2009 ActualEstimated costs being different than costs we are 

currently collecting. As a result, FPL is requesting to refund $45,574 in 2010. 

For the reasons stated in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony, FPL respectfully 

requests the Commission approve FPL’s ActualRstimated 2009 and 2010 

Projected Turkey Point 6 & 7 expenditures as shown on A/E-6 and P-6 of this 
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filing as reasonable and the jurisdictional amounts on AIE-1 and P-1 as 

eligible for recovery effective January 1, 2010. FPL additionally requests the 

Commission approve for recovery the flow-through of the true-ups of 2008 

Actual costs as reflected on T-l in our March 2, 2009 filing, 2009 

ActuaUEstimated costs as reflected on A/E-I, and 2010 Projected costs as 

reflected on P-1 of this filing and the related carrying charges on these 

expenditures. 

What are FPL’s Turkey Point 6 & 7 ActuaVEstimated Site Selection 

expenditures and associated carrying charges for the period January 

2009 through December 2009, the amount that FPL is currently 

collecting, and the resulting over or under recovery costs? 

FPL is currently collecting $7,771,701 in site selection costs and associated 

carrying charges for Turkey Point 6 & 7 through the CCRC in 2009. This 

amount is made up of site selection costs of $6,397,310 and carrying charges 

of $141,857 for the 2007 actuals, carrying charges of $723,484 for 2008 

ActuaVEstimated and carrying charges of $509,050 projected for 2009. 

As provided in the Rule, site selection costs ceased with the filing of the Need 

Determination petition in October 2007. However, FPL’s 2007 site selection 

costs, as presented in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony and provided on 

Schedule T-6 of Appendix 11, in FPL’s March filing, were adjusted to reflect 

payroll costs that should not have been charged to the project. Along with 

the true-up of actual site selection costs and carrying costs reflected in FPL’s 
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March 2, 2009 filing, and as presented in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony, 

this filing shows the carrying costs for 2009 of $472,938 on Schedule AE-2 

and AE-3A of Appendix 11, for the period January 2009 through December 

2009. 

What are FPL’s Turkey Point 6 & 7 ActuaUEstimated Site Selection 

expenditures and associated carrying charges for the period January 

2010 through December 2010, the amount that FPL is currently 

collecting, and the resulting over or  under recovery costs? 

FPL has no additional site selection expenditures in 2010 but does have 

additional carrying charges as reflected on P-2 and P-3A of Appendix I1 of 

$233,136. 

For the reasons stated in FPL witness Scroggs’ testimony, FPL respectfully 

requests that the Commission approve the resulting true-up of expenditures 

and the related canying charges on unrecovered balances as reasonable for 

cost recovery beginning January I ,  2010 consistent with the Rule. FPL also 

requests the Commission approve the inclusion of the deferred tax asset and 

related return as a result of the recovery of site selection costs on the 

preconstruction schedules to be filed in the future. 

ACCOUNTING CONTROLS 

Please describe the accounting controls that provide you reasonable 

assurance that the costs included in the filing are correct. 
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A. FPL has a robust system of corporate accounting controls. The Company 

relies on its comprehensive and overlapping controls for incurring costs and 

recording transactions associated with any of its capital projects including the 

nuclear uprates and Turkey Point 6 & 7 projects. These comprehensive and 

overlapping controls include: 

FPL’s Accounting Polices and Procedures 

Financial systems and related controls including its general ledger and 

Construction Asset Tracking System (CATS) 

Sarbanes-Oxley processes and testing 

Annual budgeting and planning process and reporting and monitoring 

of plan costs to actual costs incurred as discussed in the testimony of 

FPL witnesses Kundalkar and Scroggs. 

Included on our internal website database are the corporate procedures 

regarding cash disbursements, accounts payable, contract administration, and 

financial closing schedules which provide the business units guidance as to 

the processing and recording of transactions. The business units then build 

their more specific procedures around these corporate procedures. FPL’s 

internal audit department continues to audit the Uprate and Turkey Point 6 & 

7 projects and witness Reed from Concentric provides testimony regarding his 

Company’s review of FPL’s System of Internal Control. The FPSC staff also 

is continuing its audits. Additionally, by virtue of the schedules themselves 

the high level of transparency allows all parties to review and determine the 
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prudence and reasonableness of our filing. My March 2, 2009 testimony on 

pages 13-22 provides a more detailed discussion of these interrelated controls. 

SUMMARY 

What is the total amount of nuclear project costs that FPL is requesting 

to recover through the 2010 CCRC? 

FPL is requesting to recover $62,792,990 over a 12 month period in 2010 as 

detailed in the 2010 P Schedules included in Appendix I for the Uprate 

project, Appendix I1 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 preconstruction costs and in 

Appendix 111 for Turkey Point 6 & 7 site selection costs. A summary of these 

items is included in Exhibit WP-1. 

Does this conclude your testimony? 

Yes. 
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Florida Power & light Company 
Costs Presented in Docket 090009-EI 

(1) (2) (3)=(2)-(1) (4) (5) (6)=(5H4) (7)=(1 )+(4) (8)={2)+(5) (9)=(3)+(6) (10) (11)=(9)+(10) 
Ok!. II 080009 Ok!. 11090009 Ok!. II 080009 Ok!. II 090009 Ok!. II 090009 
2006 - 2008 Actual 2006-2006 (Overll Under 2009 2009 ActuaU (Over)! Under Total Costs Current Tru..up & Total 200812009 2010 Net Coeta to be 

Estimated True Up Recovery Projected Costs Estimated Recovery Recovered in ActuallEetimaied for (Over)!Under Projected Coals Recovered! (Refunded) 

2009 2009 Recovery 

Site Selection Costs 

Carrying Costs 
Carrying Costs on DT AlDTl 

Total Carrying Costs 

Recovery of Costs & Carrying Costs 

Site Selection 

6,397,310 

868,620 
(3,279) 

865,341 

________},262.651 

6,092,571 

824,481 

6,913,940 

(304,738) 

(44.139) 
166 

(43,973) 

__t348,!!1l 

381,938 
127,112 
509,050 

509,050 472,1I31L 

($35,913) 
($200) 

(36,112) 

(36,112) 

6,397,310 

1,250,558 

7,771,701 

6,092,571 

1.170,506 
123.600 

1.294,306 

7,366,878 

(304,738) 

(384,823) 

(20,238) 
253,374 
233,136 

233.136 

(304,738) 

(151,687) 

Pre-ConslrUction Costs 

Carrying Costs 
Carrying Costs on DT AlDTL 

Total Carrying Costs 

Recovery of Costs & Carrying Costs 

Pre-Construction 

Urate 

72,230,547 

3,361,236 
(5,990) 

3,355,245 

49,572,546 

2,224,669 
!4,368) 

2,220,301 

51,792,847 

(22,658,001 ) 

(1,136,567) 
1,623 

(1, 134,944) 

109,540,915 

3,975,003 
3,369,810 
7,344,813 

116,885,727 

45,444,468 

1,524,630 

(84,096,447) 

(2,450,372) 
(1,333,869) 
(3,784,041) 

(67.880,4881 

181,771,462 

7,336,239 

95,017,014 

3,749,299 
2,031,773 
5,781,073 

100,798,087 

(68,754,448) 

(3,586,939) 
(1,332,046) 
(4,918,986) 

90,654,124 

(4,821,040) 
5,794,775 

973.735 

91,627,859 

3,899,676 

Construction Costs lal 

Carrying Costs 
carrying Costs on DTAlOTL 

T oIal Carrying Costs 
Recoverable 

T olal Non-Base Rale Related 

Base Rate Revenue Requirement 

Recovery of Base and Non-Base Rate Costs 

$74,903,931 

3,740,411 
(7,407) 

3,733,003 

$95,097,049 

2,363,019 
i5,024) 

2,357,995 
256,091 

2,614,087 

$233,294.413 

16,564,497 
(11,478) 

16,553,019 

16,553,019 

$252,317,529 

$20,304,909 

70,566 

3,740,412 
3,959 

3,744.371 
544,467 

4,288,838 

70,566 

20,304,907 22,687,929 

70,566 

2,363,021 

70,566 

376.703,895 

41,594,197 

$16,007,584 

43,957,218 

16.078,150 

Ifotal Recoil, 86,581,447 61,32«(874 (25,260,573) 133,947,796 70,390,600 (63,557,196) ---220.529.243 131,711,475 ----{a8,a17.769) 151.610,759 62,792,990 I 

Page 1 011 

(a) Total CWIP balance for uprates in 2010 is the current penod jurisdictional additions net of participants for conslruction work which includes transmission, For total period to date the CWIP balance net of perticipents is $721 ,427,779 see Appendix III NFR P-6, Note e, 
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