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Marguerite McLean 

From: 	 rpjrb@yahoo.com 

Sent: 	 Monday, November 29,20104:15 PM 

To: 	 Filings@psc.state.fl.us; John. Butler@fpl.com 

Subject: 	 MOTION FOR FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT TO ANSWER QUESTION 3 TO STAFF'S DATA REQUEST NO.1 
IN ORDER TO INSPECT AND EXAMINE THE ANSWER TO QUESTION 3 

Attachments: Motionletterdated1129201 ODocket1 0041 O.pdf 

Dear Ann Cole, Office of Commission Clerk and Apryl Lynn, Division of Administrative Services and Mr. Butler, 

Attached is the PDF filing for the motion email that I have sent on Friday, November 26th, 2010 at 10:11 AM. The attached PDF 
file is to serve as the electronically filed document based upon the E-Filing requirements as per Florida Public Service 
Commission Electronic Filing Requirements. 

I am sending this to the above email addresses only to meet the E-Filing requirements as per Florida Public Service Commission 
Electronic Filing Requirements 

Thanks, 

Robert H. Smith 

Confidentiality Statement 

The documents accompanying this telecopy transmission contain information which is confidential and/or legally privileged. The information 
is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named on this transmission sheet. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this telecopied information is 
strictly prohibited, and the documents should be returned. In this regard, if you received this telecopy in error, please contact the sender by 
reply E-mail and destroy all copies of the original. 
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Robert H. Smith 
Ratepayer/Shareholder 
11340 Heron Bay Blvd. #2523 
Coral Springs, Florida 33076-1629 

Ann Cole and Apryl Lynn 
Office of Commission Clerk and 
Division of Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

RE: Docket 100410-EI / FPL Response to Staff Data Request No.1 Question 3 11/16/2010 /Docket 
080677/Docket100009 

Dear Ms. Lynn: 

Enclosed is Robert H. Smith's motion to request Florida Power & Light to answer the Staff Data Request 
No.1, Question 3 in order to inspect and examine the answer to Question 3, which I respectively 
request based upon my Federal/State rights to inspect based upon the motion below. 

Copies of the appeal will be served to all parties that have a legal interest in the proceeding as outlined 
below. 

Sincerely, 

/5 Robert H. Smith 
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Certificate of Service 

Docket No. 100410-EI 


I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the appeal email dated November 261h, 2010 was 
served via electronic email on Friday, November 26th

, 2010 and to filings@psc.state.fLus on Monday, 
November 29th

, 2010. The electronic filing today should not constitute a new filing since the original 
email filing has been sent on Friday, November 261

", 2010. All issues as outlined in the motion email 
dated Friday, November 26th

, 2010 below has been sent to the parties listed below. 

Electronic email dated Friday November 261h
, 2010 

Email: LisaC.Bennett/LBENNETT@PSC.STATE.FL.US 
Office of the General Counsel 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 
850-413-6230 

Email: KimberleyPena/KPena@PSC.STATE.FL.US 
Chief Deputy Commission Clerk 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Email: OfficeofCommissionerEdgar/Commissioner.Edgar@PSC.STATE.FL.US 
Email: OfficeofCommissionerSkop/Commissioner.Skop@PSC.STATE.FL.US 
Email: Office of Commissioner Graham IChairman.Graham@psc.state.fLus 
Email: OfficeofCommissionerBrjse/Commissioner.Brise@PSC.STATE.FL.US 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Email: JohnT.Butler/John.Butler@fpl.com 
Email: Ken Rubin I Ken rubin@fpLcom 
Email: Pat Bryan I Pat Brvan@fpLcom 
Email: ChariesSieving/CharlesSieving@fpl.com 
Email: LewHay/LewHay@fpl.com 
Florida Power & Light Company 
700 Universe Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 

IS Robert H. Smith 
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Before the Florida Public Service Commission 

In re: 

Complaint by Robert H. Smith ratepayer/shareholder 
with a legal interest for the answer/release of an 
answer to the Staff Data Request No.1, Question 3 in 
order to inspect and examine the answer to question 3 
that might have a legal impact on my legal interest in 
these proceeding as outlined by the appeal email dated 
November 26th

, 2010. 

Docket No. 100410-EI 

) Emailed Filed November 26t \ 2010 
) Electronically Filed November 29th, 2010 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

MOTION FOR FLORIDA POWER &. LIGHT TO ANSWER OUESTION 3 TO 

STAFF'S DATA REOUEST NO.1 IN ORDER TO INSPECT AND EXAMINE THE 


ANSWER TO OUESTION 3 


From: RSmith [rpjrb@yahoo.com] [mailto:rpjrb@yahoo.com] 

Sent: Friday, November 26, 2010 10:11 AM 

To: "Usa Bennett' <LBENNETT@PSC.STATE.FL.US>'; 'John.Butler@fpi.com <John.Butler@fpl.com>'; 

'ken_rubin@fpl.com'; 'Pat_Bryan@fpl.com'; 'Charles_Sieving@fpl.com'; 'Lew_Hay@fpl.com' 

Cc: 'Ann Cole'; 'Office Of Commissioner Edgar'; 'Office of Commissioner Skop'; 'Office Of Commissioner 

Graham'; 'Office of Commissioner Brise'; 'Kimberley Pena'; 'Ann Cole'; "Office Of Commissioner Graham' 

<Commissioner.Graham@PSC.STATE.FL.US>'; 'Records Clerk' 

Subject: Docket 100410/ FPL Response to Staff Data Request 11/16/2010/ Docket 080677 / Docket 

100009 


To all, 


I have taken a quick look at the company's response with regard to Staffs questions for Florida Power & 

Light. Here are some quick questions regarding the answer to Question 3 that they have indicated that 

feel would be "very complex and time-consuming exercise". It appears that based upon rule 25-6.1352 

Earnings Surveillance Report there is no indication in the rule that Florida Power & Light should be able 

to reserve the right to indicate that the information is "not relevant or required by rule 25-6-1352". 

Furthermore, Regulation FD, S-X and S-K are equally important to these proceedings since when we talk 

about cash rates any requirements under the Energy Policy Act of 2005 or the Public Utility Holding Act 

of 2005 would preempt any non-disclosure issues to protect Utility ratepayers. See Energy Policy Act of 

200542 USC 15801 SEC 1261 to SEC 1270. This is a very critical piece of this case since the commission 

would need this type of information to be in conformity with the Energy Policy Act of 200542 USC 

15801 SEC 1261 to SEC 1270. Any analysis for the justification of approving the Stipulation and 

Settlement agreement would require for full transparency and the release of any information that might 

impact the ruling on the proposed Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. If the information is not 

furnished to the Commission and/or other interested parties with a legal interest, then pertinent 

questions might not be able to be asked for the justification of the approval of the proposed Stipulation 

and Settlement agreement. Under 42 USC 15801 SEC 1265(a) (3), the State Commission should have 

access to the books and records of the company that "are necessary for the effective discharge of the 

responsibilities of the State Commission with respect to such proceeding." The release of any analysis 

that would be needed before a ruling on the proposed Stipulation and Settlement agreement would be 
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warranted based upon this section of the Statute. This might preempt rule 25-6-1352. Furthermore, 
based upon my previous appeal (Docket 080677) for a Motion to inspect and examine confidential 
material which appears to being afforded under my rights under Title 5 of §557(d) (1), §557(a), §556, 
§553(c), §554(a) of the Administrative Procedure Act, Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 U.S.c. § 552 
and 350.042, 350.117 of the Florida Statutes it appears that if this type of analysis is not completed and 
made part of Public Docket 080677, 100009 and 100410 respectively, then the possibility exists that the 
proper due diligence might not have been completed to justify the ruling on the proposed Stipulation 
and Settlement agreement. This is why I followed up with an email with questions regarding 
similar/additional questions to the company which will be made part of the Public record in Docket 
080677, Docket 100009 and Docket 100410 respectively. This type of analysis would be required by any 
party with a legal interest to see if there is full justification for the approval of the proposed Stipulation 
and Settlement agreement. Without fully taking a look at the impacts of the proposed Stipulation and 
Settlement agreement and the effects on the company's rates with or without the agreement, the due 
diligence to approve this agreement might not meet the requirements under the Energy Policy Act of 
2005. In the event the agreement is approved without the proper analysis, the cash rates would have 
already been set without the ability to rule on any potential future cost of service reductions for the 
term of the Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. This is why I have sent an email to the company 
requesting answers to specific questions regarding the Provisional Electric Forecasted Earnings 
Surveillance report. All three Dockets are very important to the pending Stipulation and Settlement 
Agreement. They all are tied in with any decisions related to setting the cash rates at the company. 

Please take a look at my evaluations that I have provided to be entered into the public record regarding 
the type of 5 year forecasts that I have put together. We would be able to forecast on a monthly basis 
any Balance Sheet, Profit & Loss, Cash Flow and ratios for the company including ratemaking earnings 
and GAAP earnings for Earnings per share. This would include Ratebase reports in order for us to be 
able to calculate our over earnings on a monthly/annual basis. The ratebase reports would be able to 
calculate 13 month averages (rolling) as well. If you look at what they have provided with their response 
they have provided an annual analysis. Where did these numbers come from? Did they come from the 
model runs or how were these calculated? Are they using the accounting department to calculate 
these reports or are they using their Financial Planning/Budget Department to run the reports? Usually 
the Financial Planning/Budget department would be running the ratecase forecasts. They should be 
able to run these based upon their forecast models. 

Take a look at my resume as well (part of the public record). I have computed the companies 
Theoretical Depreciation Studies as well for the company. We also at times had an over recovery of 
depreciation. We would compute these on an annual basis and if there was an over recovery we would 
give this money back through an amortization if necessary. We would be able to model this type of issue 
with any order that we have received from the New York State Public Service Commission. Our model 
would be able to forecast debt/equity changes for the issuance and retirements of Long Term Debt and 
Equity. This is why in my previous email I am asking about the adjustments to Long Term Debt 
Provisional Earnings Surveillance report that was filed. 

I would think that they should be using their models to forecast any orders and/or Stipulation and 
agreements. Why are they are taking a look at this from an actual approach? This would only make 
sense for the historic 2010 rate year since 2010 is almost done. Ifthey have the ability to load monthly 
actual(s) into their forecast model they would then be able to reforecast the full year and subsequent 
rate years to see the impacts of any order and/or settlement agreement. They can even load the order 



and proposed settlement and stipulation agreement into their original forecast that they have put 
together. This of course assumes that they are using a forecast model to produce their rate cases. 

Please let me know if you need for me to file another motion in Docket 100410 with regard to my 
concerns that the company has indicated that it would be too time consuming to complete the ESR's 
without the effects of the proposed Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. The case is already been 
going on for a year and there should have been ample time to recalculate the ESR's based upon the 
original order and/or with/without the Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. Based upon my 
questions/responses below, my evaluations indicates how we computed our analysis with regard to any 
type of ratecase proceeding(s) and/or Stipulation and Settlement Agreement(s). There should be no 
reason why the appropriate documentation cannot be prepared to support the final decision. In order 
for any party with a legal interest to protect their interest(s) with the impacts of the Stipulation and 
Settlement Agreement, all analysis should be fully transparent and made part of the public Docket 
before any ruling can be made and approved. There really is no reason why the company would not 
want to furnish information to support their position. The answer to question 3 with regard to not 
providing the ESR's without the effects of the Stipulation and Settlement agreement indicating that it is 
"very complex and time-consuming exercise" might be a similar type of position just like not initially 
disclosing the Provisional Electric Forecasted Earnings report. Any party with a legal interest will not 
have the ability to review and question any type of information that might have an impact on the 
decision on the proposed Stipulation and Settlement agreement. This would be by nature of lack of 
transparency. All potential relevant information should be fully disclosed which would afford any party 
with a legal interest(s) full transparency/discovery which would be supported by various Federal/State 
laws. Preemption under these laws would provide the avenue for full disclosure and transparency. This 
would require the company to provide any type of analysis that would be needed in order to 
substantiate any ruling on the proposed Stipulation and Settlement Agreement. This ruling on cash rates 
will impact all three Dockets (080677, 100009 and 100410 respectively). 

Staffs Question: 

3. 	 Per pages 30 and 3S of the Company's Form. 10-Q for the quarter ended 
September 30; 2010, the condensed consolidated finan~ial statements reflect the 
effects of the proposed. but not yet approved, stipulation and settlement in Docket 
No. 080677-£1. Has FPL included the effects of the proposed stipulation and 
settlement in any of its filed ESRs for 20107 Ifso. please identify which month(s) .. 
and rente the ESRs excluding the effecl'l of the proposed stipulation and~, 
settlement. 



Florida Power & Light response 

For reasons more fully discussed below. FPL believes that Question 3 seeks 

infonnation that is not relevant or required by Rule 25-6.1352. Nevertheless, 

without waiving any of FPL's rights with respect to the interpretation of that rule. 

FPL provides the following infonnation in response. 


Creating seven restated bypothetical monthly ESRs would be a very complex and 

time-consuming exercise. The Commission Staffpreviously asked FPL to restate 

the monthly ESRs for March and April 2010 to reflect the impact of Commission 


Robert Smith's Questions/Responses 

I have a couple of questions regarding the answer to Question 3. 

1. 	 What did the company file when it filed its original request for their base rate increase in Docket 
080677? Were these monthly forecasts? 

2. 	 Did they file monthly Balance Sheets, Profit and Loss Statements, Cash Flow statements and 
ratios with the filing? 

3. 	 How come the company does not have the ability to run their forecast models to model the 
original order (Order No. PSC-10-0153-FOF-E1 ("Order 0153") that the Florida Public Service 
Commission has issued? If they are able to run this forecasted model then they would be able 
to complete the surveillance reports off of these model runs. 

4. 	 How come the company does not have the ability to run their forecast models to model the 
pending Stipulation and Settlement Agreement? If they are able to run this forecasted model 
then they would be able to complete the surveillance reports off of these model runs. 

5. 	 Are they using a forecasting model to forecast their future rate requirements? Are these 
monthly models? Usually industry standard would be to be able to forecast 5 year monthly 
forecasts/earnings plans so that they can calculate their cost of service needs and/or GAAP 
Earnings per share (EPS) for 5 years. They usually complete 5 year monthly short range analysis 
and annual long range analysis. This forecasting can be based upon their model runs and the 
need to interface with their actual accounting systems to forecast the depreciation surplus 
amortization should be able to be completed with their short range model or on an annual basis 



with their long range model. I am sure that actual data is loaded from their historic accounting 
systems into their forecasting models on an automated basis. 

When I worked up North and I was providing these forecasts we would be able to fully model 
our 5 year forecasts on a monthly basis. Our models would interface with various areas of the 
company (Le. Actual Accounting data (historic!t revenue models (Electric & Gas Revenue), O&M 
models (Capital/Expense) and tax models (permanent differences, timing differences, FASB 109, 
AMT, Tax credits, etc.) We would be able to produce full monthly Balance Sheets, Profit & Loss 
statements, Cash Flow statements, Rate Base Reports and ratios (equity ratios, Times Interest 
Earned with AFDC etc.) From these reports we were able to produce our excess earnings 
(Surveillance reports) that would match our 5 year monthly runs. If we had to model an order 
or a Administrative Law Judge (AU) decision to see the impacts on our rates for the test year 
and/or forecast years we were able to do so with rerunning the model runs based upon the 
requirements of the order or AU decision. I am sure that at this point and time Florida Power & 
Light would have the ability to run their forecast models to match any order or pending 
Settlement and Stipulation agreement. I completed this type of work back in the 90's and I am 
sure that the modeling technology has improved since then. Based upon the amortization of 
the Surplus Depreciation reserve they should be able to journalize the impact on ratebase and 
the cost of service on a monthly/annual basis. Their models should be able to rerun the 
monthly cost of service with any new assumptions. 

Below are some of the pertinent Federal/State laws that would be applicable with these cases. 

Let me know if I have to formalize this as a motion in Docket 100410. Please make this email part of 
Docket 080677, Docket 100009 and Docket 100410 respectively. 

I can only hope that none of these communications regarding these rate cases will impact my prospects 
for current/future employment and the well being of my family. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to email me at rpjrb@yahoo.com or give me a call at 
954-340-4956. 

Hopefully there are no typo(s). 

Thanks, 

Robert H. Smith 

S/Robert H. Smith 

(7)(a) Any person may file a petition to inspect and examine any material which the Commission has 
ruled exempt from Section119.07(1), Florida Statutes, or which is exempted under paragraph (3)(d) 
pending the Commission's ruling or as the result of the filing of a notice of intent to request 
confidentiality. A copy of the petition must be served on the affected utility or person which shall have 
10 days to file a response as to why the material should remain exempt. The petitioner shall have 7 days 
to file a reply to the filed response. The Commission may set the matter for hearing or issue a 

mailto:rpjrb@yahoo.com


ruling on the pleadings. Material obtained by the Commission in connection with an inquiry shall not 
be subject to requests for inspection and examination until after the inquiry is terminated. 
(b) A finding of confidentiality notwithstanding, a source may consent to inspection or 
examination by any person. Such consent shall not constitute a waiver of confidentiality and 
only the person specified in the consent may inspect or examine the material. The Commission 
may be requested to issue a protective order to recognize the terms and conditions of the consent. All 
persons are urged to seek mutual agreement regarding access prior to bringing a controversy to the 
Commission. 

119.07 Inspection, examination, and duplication of records; exemptions.-­

(1)(a) Every person who has custody of a public record shall permit the record to be inspected and 

examined by any person desiring to do so, at any reasonable time, under reasonable conditions, and 

under supervision by the custodian of the public record or the custodian's designee. The custodian shall 

furnish a copy or a certified copy of the record upon payment of the fee prescribed by law or, if a fee is 

not prescribed by law, for duplicated copies of not more than 14 inches by 81/2 inches, upon payment 

of not more than 15 cents per one-sided copy, and for all other copies, upon payment of the actual cost 

of duplication of the record. An agency may charge no more than an additional 5 cents for each two­

sided duplicated copy. For purposes of this section, duplicated copies shall mean new copies produced 

by duplicating, as defined in s. 283.30. The phrase "actual cost of duplication" means the cost of the 

material and supplies used to duplicate the record, but it does not include the labor cost or overhead 

cost associated with such duplication. However, the charge for copies of county maps or aerial 

photographs supplied by county constitutional officers may also include a reasonable charge for the 

labor and overhead associated with their duplication. Unless otherwise provided by law, the fees to be 

charged for duplication of public records shall be collected, deposited, and accounted for in the manner 

prescribed for other operating funds of the agency. An agency may charge up to $1 per copy for a 

certified copy of a public record. 


Here are the applicable statutes under the Energy Policy Act. 


Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

42 USC 15801 

SEC. 1261. SHORT TITLE. 


This subtitle may be cited as the "Public Utility Holding Company Act of 2005". 


Under Section 1265(a) (3), the State Commission should have access to the books and records of the 

company that "are necessary for the effective discharge of the responsibilities of the State Commission 

with respect to such proceeding." The release of any analysis that would be needed before a ruling on 

the Settlement and Stipulation agreement would be warranted based upon this section of the Statute. 

This might preempt rule 25-6-1352. 




TRANSACT I ONS. 

AUTHORITY 

Commi ssion Federal 

(16 U.S.c. that 

reasonable, 

jurisdic-

otherwi se determine 

SEC. 11165. STATE ACCESS TO nooKS AND nECOnDS. 

(a) l:-J CE . ..RAL.-Upon the \vritlnn TOqUI}!'>t of n State C'{lmmiR­

!lion having jurisdidion tu regulat· a public-utility c()mpany in 
� h()lding compl:l1lY !iYS l.em , the holding company ur any 8.8I1ol:iatt! 
compa11y OJ' affiliate thereof. other than such publle-utilily company, 
wherever located. hall p oduce t01' in pection books. accounts, 
memoranda, and other records th t-

(1) have be n identifi d in reasonable d tail in A proceeding 
b fore the State commission; 

(2) the Stat c()mm:is.9iOD d(:lcnninc!; ar(� rcl(Ɵv1mt. tu crn;t.., 
incurred by !iuch publil:-ulility company; and 

(3) are necessa.ry for I.h effective discha.rge of the respol1' 
ibilities of the State co1l1mis ion with re peet to uch pro· 

ceewna. 

SEC. 1267. AFFILIATE 

(al COMMISSION UNAFFECTED.-Nothing in this sub-

title shall limit the authority of the under the 

Power Act 791a et seq.) to require jurisdictional 

rates are just and including the ability to deny or 

approve the pass through of costs, the prevention of cross-subsidiza-

tion, and the issuance of such rules and regulations as are necessary 

or appropriate for the protection of utility consumers. 

(bl RECOVERY OF COSTS.-Nothing in this subtitle shall preclude 

the Commission or a State commission from exercising its 

tion under applicable law to whether a public-

utility company, public utility, or natural gas company may recover 

in rates any costs of an activity performed by an associate company, 

or any costs of goods or services acquired by such public·utllity 

company from an associate company. 



per 131/ Accounting Principles As FAS and Allocations 

84. The Board decided not to require that segment information be provided in accordance with 

the same generally accepted accounting principles used to prepare the consolidated financial 

statements for several reasons. Preparing segment information in accordance with the generally 

accepted accounting principles used at the consolidated level would be difficult because some 

generally accepted accounting principles are not intended to apply at a segment level. Examples 

include allocation of the cost of an acquisition to individual assets and liabilities of a subsidiary 

using the purchase method of accounting, accounting for the cost of enterprise-wide employee 

benefit plans, accounting for income taxes in an enterprise that files a consolidated income tax 

return, and accounting for inventory on a last-in, first-out basis if the pools include items in more 

than one segment. In addition, there are no generally accepted accounting principles for 

allocating joint costs, jointly used assets, or jointly incurred liabilities to segments or for pricing 

intersegment transfers. As a consequence, it generally is not feasible to present segment 

profitability in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. 

87. The Board believes that the information required by this Statement meets the objective of 

reliability of which both representational faithfulness and verifiability are components. An 

auditor can determine whether the information reported in the notes to the financial statements 

came from the required source by reviewing management reports or minutes from meetings of 

the board of directors. The information is not required to be provided on a specified basis, but 

the enterprise is required to explain the basis on which it is provided and to reconcile the 

segment information to consolidated enterprise totals. Adequate explanation and an appropriate 



Regulation 

Regulation 

reconciliation will enable a user to understand the information and its limitations in the context 

of the enterprise's financial statements. The auditor can test both the explanation of segment 

amounts and the reconciliations to consolidated totals. Furthermore, because management uses 

that information in its decision-making processes, that information is likely to be highly reliable. 

The information provided to comply with Statement 14 was more difficult to verify in many 

situations and was less reliable. Because it was prepared solely for external reporting purposes, 

it required allocations that may have been arbitrary, and it was based on accounting principles 

that may have been difficult to apply at the segment level. 

Title 17: Commodity and Securities Exchanges 

Browse Previous I Browe Next 

PART 210-FORM AND CONTENT OF AND REQUIREMENTS FOR FINANCIAL STATEMENTS, 
SECURITIES ACT OF 1933, SECURlTlES EXCHANGE ACT OF 1934, PUBLIC UTILITY HOLDING 
COMPANY ACT OF 1935, INVESTMENT COMPANY ACT OF 1940, INVESTMENT ADVISERS ACT 
OF 1940, AND ENERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION ACT OF 1975 

SoX 

Special Requirements as to Public Utility Holding Companies 

Reg. § 210.3A-OS. 

There shall be shown in the consolidated balance sheet of a public utility holding company the 

difference between the amount at which the parent's investment is carried and the underlying book 

equity of subsidiaries as at the respective dates of acquisition. 

S-K 

§ 229.1 0 (Item 10) General. 

Instructions to Item 101. 

1. In determining what information about the segments is material to any understanding of the 

registrant's business taken as a whole and therefore required to be disclosed pursuant to 



business 

paragraph (c) of this Item, the registrant should take into account both quantitative and 

qualitative factors such as the significance of the matter to the registrant (e.g., whether a matter 

with a relatively minor impact on the registrant's business is represented by management to be 

important to its future profitability), the pervasiveness of the matter (e.g., whether it affects or 

may affect numerous items in the segment information), and the impact of the matter (e.g., 

whether it distorts the trends reflected in the segment information). Situations may arise when 

Information should be disclosed about a segment although the information in quantitative 

terms may not appear significant to the registrant's taken as a whole. 

2. 	 Base the determination of whether information about segments is required for a particular year 

upon an evaluation of interperiod comparability. For instance, interperiod comparability would 

require a registrant to report segment information in the current period even if not material 

under the criteria for reportability of SFAS I'lo. 131 if a segment has been significant in the 

immediately preceding period and the registrant expects it to be significant in the future. 

3. 	 The Commission, upon written request of the registrant and where consistent with the 

protection of investors, may permit the omission of any of the information required by this Item 

or the furnishing in substitution thereof of appropriate information of comparable character. 

2. The Company utiliz.es ita lepey Regulatory Interface System to produce 
iu monthly earnings surveillance ïtU. This aystem was developed to operate in an 
Oracle databuecnvironment. It is desjgned to pull thousands of lines of transactiOl'lal 
infonnation at the cost of service-specif.e level. from multiple other mainframe interface 
progmns in order to produce moothly regulatory financial statements. These statement.5 
arc based on actual results, u adJusted to reflect the proper regulatory retail rate bue, net 
opentinS income and earnings along with various financial indicators. 

3. Contrasting this R1S :sy5lem design with that of a slandard gcnera11edger 
system may be helpful. Genenlledgcr syskm:s arc generally designed with a recognition 

thlt financial closinp and consolidations may actually occur more than once in a month 

due to identified errors or updated infonnation. In rue occasions" resta.temebta of prior 

financial results may be required. So, standard general ledger systems will typically 

allow "topside .sjusting·· journal entries. In contrut, the RIS system was never built 

with the intent that BSRs be reproduced under another set of assumptions. It was 

designed to do the following: (1) feed actual results, (2) run specifically sequenced 

interfaccs to pull data from the planl, GL and revenue systems, (3) calculate and overlay 

required manual adjuslmenta.(4) produce, and (5) validate the reports. This proceu is 

performed once for each reporting month; the following month, this process begins apin. 

The typical time frame to complete III ESR from start to finish is 4-5 weeks. 


http:utiliz.es


4. Given this design, the .fi.rst thing we must do to restate an ESR is to 
eliminate CDntrots which �ve been built into the RlS code 10 prohibit changes being 
made after the fact to the system's hist(lrical data files. To make changC& to the historic&! 
results, we must copy the RIS database to a test environment, reload all ưuired 
interfaces in their specific required sequence, reenter all manual acljustrnent8 to the inputs 
to reflect whatever parameters are being restated, and produce and validate new, 
hypothetical ESR results. This is a very complex and technical exercise requiring 
coordination our lnfonnation Management department (which is knowledgeable about 
the programming of RTS) with our Accounting and Finance personnel (who know the 
dala that is processed). We will need to maintain the test environment to continue to 
produce future, restated ESRs if directed to do so by the Commission. 

5. .FPL has estimared that it would tak.c approximately three month.s (90 
days) to generate restated ESRs for the seven months from March to September 2010. 
This estimate is oonservativc because it assumes that FPL can generate each restated ESR 
in a little less than two weeks, notwithstanding thal the ESRs initjally require 4-5 weeks 
each to generate and much of the work required to generate a new ESR also would be 
required to generate a rest.ated ESR. 

25-6.1352 Earnings Surveillance Report. 

(1) Each investor-owned electric utility shall file rate of return data using Commission Form PSC/ECR 14 (6/94)' 

which is incorporated by reference into this rule. Form PSC/ECR 14, entitled "Investor-Owned Electric Utility 

Earnings Surveillance Report," may be obtained from the Commission's Division of Economic Regulation. 

(2) The report shall be filed: 

(a) Monthly, by the 15th day of the second month following the reported month for electric utilities with 

50,000 or more customers. 

(b) Quarterly, by the 15th day of the second month following the reported quarter for electric utilities with 

less than 50,000 customers. 

(3) A utility may file a written request for an extension of time with the Division of Economic Regulation prior 

to the due date of the report. One extension of 31 days will be granted upon request. A request for Commission 

approval of a longer extension must be accompanied by a statement of good cause and shall specify the date by 

which the report will be filed. 

Specific Authority 350.127(2),366.05(1) F5. Low Implemented 350.117(1), 366.04(2)([) FS. History-New 6-9-94, Amended 3-14-

96. 



John T . 8 Qtlcr 

~"l)JI1a~ Altofll \1E~C~.:\ : : : -~ . j 't , :,; (~ 

Florid. P...... & Utht Co.-pan)' 

100 "n'..., 80ek,·ud 
J~"" s..cll. " I .J)-....lQ 10 NOV 2 3 PI! 4: 30 
(~I) 3CM-S6J'I 
('S6I) 6'1 1.713.!J {Fuol.."_, 

F.-II: John !l1!IIn!ij'fp! • ."n 011,'\ 5,)10 /1 


CLERK 

Nov mber 23, 2()JO 

VIA IlAN D DELIV E Y 
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Florida Public I!n.icc Commission 

25 40 Shumard Oak Boulevard, m i lO 

Tallahrusce, ·1 32 99·0850 


RE: l><H:I<el a.100410-EI 

Dear M~ . Colc; 

Enclo'd fo r filing on behalf ofl-1orida Power & Light Cnmpany ("FPL"" are the 
original and five (5) I:opiel of lis !'('Sponsel' to 'la lT' s Data R~quesl 0, I, d ledI 

November 16,201 0. PPL is cmclosing copies of the aflid, vit o f Ki.m Ousdah l, Vice 
President, COlUrollcr , nd Chief A un!.ing Ofli cer of FPL, which i Attn hment I to its 
~ponsc (0 Que.nion J in Data Rcque o. I. The origil I of M·. usd ahl's ruJidavil 
will be fried Wldet 'c:paru\c cover tomom}w. 

Please on!Jlcl me it" you or your StnffhM My questions n:slU'ding this filing. 

incerel),. 

fJ~n~ 
~ "'- John T. Butler 

COM ___./:~nclosu~ 
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Re'H.J~ON~ II ...... ","'- UI" 

350, 117 Rep orts; aud lts.- · 

11) Tn ' comml~~lon may ,'equlle such '~lJtar or ernerllency repons . mclucJmg. but not Ilmiled 10, f lnandal 

~'j)Orts, as the commiss ion decrm ne~$al)l to fulfill iu abligatlons under the taw. 

OJ The commlssr'on m~ly perform mnnllj!ement and opt:'rall(Jn a udits of any rcgul,lled c:ompllny eJtCepl railroads . 

The commhsloo mllY C01l fder th r ~ul~ 01 sud! audi ts in f?$ l bUshi Oj! rates ; however, the company shall not be 

denied du pro(cs~ as ~ r~ult of thc UH' of /In)' sud) mannge!ncI, t or opcr;J.t\on audit. 

(3) As used n this section , -management and operanon audit" means an appraisal. by a public ac:countanl or 

other professional person , of management performance , inChJdlng a testmg of adherence to governing policy and 

profi t capability: adequacy 01 opera!'nq controls and ope "ting prOCedurM, and reI tr e ns wah ern"lo)~(!s , 

C\J}tome~ , t he rade, and the public fl l'ner Ity . 



PERfORMANCE BATING PEFI NITIONS 

1, PERFORMANC€ SiGNIFICANTLY EXCeEDS ALL J 0 8 STANDAADS IN 1 ~R S OF QUALITy AND 

OIlANTfTY, ACHIEVEMENTS ARE EXCEPTIONAL AND CO NSISTENTL Y EXCEED EXPECTED RESULT S 

2 . PE.RFORI,AAI'JC£ CONSISTENTL Y EXCeEDS MOST JOB STANDARDS IN !lOTH OUALITY AND 

OUANTITY. ACHIEVEMENT S EXCEED EXPECTED RESULTS. 

3, PERFORMANCE MEETS ALL EXPECTED REOUI REMENTS OF TH E POSITION MID IS CLEAfiLY !N 

ACCORD W ITH JOB DEMANDS . 

4 , PERFORMANCE MEETS SOME BUT NOT All rXPECTED JOB REOUIREMENTS , 

IMPROVEM.NT IS REOUIRED. 

FVRT~ER 

5, PERFORMANCE DOES NOT MEeT BASIC REOUIREMENTS OF TH E JOB. 

ACTION IS REOUIRED. 

IMMEDIATE ATTENT ION AND 



RATtNG 

ACTUA L RESULTS AND COMME.NTS 5 4 3 2 1 

ROb t.a k •• tl'\<­ l e ad rol e in In"l lnt.&1ninq t h o conao lidatcd t .i nanc::~ . l X 
mode) d atil b . so , l 09l<: and r epo r ta t ..,ith I. • • i at ance from t h..,. 
.-.ct i o n' . other uhort r a"". _ ,,1 111>9 e na ly. t. . H hal m.ad. 
c omp .. ri llla.n t • • t. o t the ~1" !~&me and ~C ~.~Iion. of C~ and lo 
p rovidin9 ••• i .~.nc. ~o the d.p.~t~n~ prog r ammer t.o re . ol v. the 
;'rl nt.. ing P p..o blC:RII. t ha t IIIIxl _ t. in the PC vo r.loon. 

~Gb ' ••M t.n~iv. knowl.49_ o f the PC env Lro1\l1\e nt i. high ly r .Q arded. X 
He h•• d nload.d t ~. R.v. n uw/~ . l ~ 1 f r om t h . ~Lnframe o nto t he 
f:!'C , whi ch will u lt. i. rut.ely h e Lp lna_nc 1.1 P l.anninQ' a budge . b y 
r aduCi ir.g .... .. ~ntr&lf\G ComD­u t or chua•• , 

lIob t ook tho ) ud r oh in put tln'l t4ga t.l'Je·r t ho 199 5 Pr o f t Phn. with )(I....... ..o lOt .ne fr om ot.her .-r,beu of t ho nctio n . H. did on 
exc ll e nt Job. conoidering the dlf!lcu ltl •• or to r.el.~in9 ~he 199 5 
('at.e y •• r WJ.1;. hOUL ben . f i t. o f .. f inll l Opi nion and Or-del', Pob " lvo half 
th~ r­ opon.ibU l e y o f p..: .pa 09 t.he ~n~hly Outloo~ !or.c... t l lOAdi.n.<; 
. ,uual . , ~.th.r L n9 In mod 111 1\9 r e vi..­ .d S'o re.e.. . t. dat.iI ... pcrfono l nq 
v. ri.n~t ana l y.l ». .nd c~~n~c.~in~ ~ n. r • • u. lt e t o ••n Loe ~.n.9~~t 
trod t he bU l in• •• uni t • . 

Rob '. a '.l.~.ne. ~n t he ~d. l 1 l nq o f th~ Se ptembe r q •• compl i . n ce X 
Hll M "'u IIe lpf u l t o ~h. . ... eee •• hd e"",ple t>o n o r that prol.n . 

curren t iy , I n.co . n no pl a n e t o "'.v e RoO tr at n e n ~h. n'. .... 10nll r'illnqe ~ 
.,ado) . M~v.r . 01\ IH. own n I: l. t.i .... , Ro b ccol. - trA Lned on t h" 
qu."ecl y ... c... ....'unCI. and t h.o ...nth!y ~ and ~pp d o t .rtAl 6 . 

, " 
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RATI NG 

,ACTUAL RESULTS AND COMMENTS 5 4 3 2 1 

Rob LI the dep4rt~nt · . lead po~.on i n ma Ln t i n.".. t he c rH do e. b••• , x 
10qL<; nd r opo E'"ti J wit h a-om. •••let.nce r rCltll t h" st!'ction ' . o t h r 
t i nlloc ial ana.1.yet . CFK 1. now f u l ly dawn oade into th. PC 

. nv l_ro~nt a nd va. u'ltd in t. he recent. complianco Tl1 inq ef!o~t . 

Rob' • PC 'know l e d 90 L. • v4II luablo • ••• 't. t o "naneJ. .. l Pl anni ng . X 

Ho.",.ver:, tho n&8d tor • d.p.r t-...nl: PC c oo"c!Ln t.or has d'~in iDh.d o v 't,! C1:. d\J& -t o t n.. .\: .... U.tvn<ont. o t new p roeedurC'tJ .uch u AMPS. 111 thto 

future, Rob ",l ll no lonq.r be .valuated on ~ h i . obj.~t lv. , e lt. hou g h 

ha wil ~ ba ~~peet.d t.o p r ov ide eupport to depactm nt pe~$onn.l U it 

U nec<I."ary . 

Rob" dutl • • i nc l ude ~he propar.~lon o f t he mcnthly OI:It l ocl< " oroe..' ~. X 
He ~rkA ind"P"ndent ly 1 n gatnedn9 and 0l0d" H l.ng h._ r wvi8e'1 

(e>~ ..c.-,," da • ond ~rfo .. inq v az:l.a nc;. . nal..Yll .. Ro b 1 8 ere.t1.vo in 
hi . Anoly .t. o f tho d. t a And 1. . often con.~lt.d diroot l y b~ the 

c:-p.n)' ·. cM_' Financ l .l ot!icoc on a"ch rn"t. t:e-ra4 ». ~loo. did a 
'10 0<1 ~ob of qul" l y rov lalnlJ t he 199 5 .arnlnqll phn In ,Jyly t.o 
acoura t ely ca fl ec~ the t"'pac~. of t he electr i c r at e deci alon. 

Re>b p lay..d .. jor r ole in tho prepan t lon e>t t he .1Qctei~ e nd iii"· X 

Compl1.n~ .. Pi! Lnq. In S.pt. .......r. He .....d. • \load e!tort: In d.a11n9 
wi t h $6jor ••• mpt l on c:h&nq•• i n t.ho wee'" blltoru t n e n li ng and n .. 
hod q<>Od wor l<!"9 r l ationship. with oth.. r ~.r. o f hl. prOject: . 

Rob h." il • • tsted i n pe r form in", an .a l,y ••• o n OIl.coll nooua ~oplc. when X 
r ..qu...,.., . IU a wOrk on OP~II· .. r olat ed t o YAS1 06 INa 8 vory l". l pf u l a. 
p.tI.r t 0 f a proj oct thllt. i . ct·a i eal to t.b. d.v.1G~nt of Strat..9 1c 
p lana t er !'lLCO . 

.. 
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ACTUi\L RES ULTS AND COMMENTS 

I\<Ib ~ lLl<e. t he le.d r () lcr in m4 1nt .1nlnl/ ~ha cl)nlol1da~ed C1n .. n.,~ai 
~.l da t a ba•• , 109ic a n d r opo(t l , with e•• i.t.n~e f r~ t he 
","etion' . other .hert ,. ""''' ,,,,,de ll Jn\! a n a lY l t. H. d id. 900d jOb 
downloadl n9 t he CFH ~ 1 l o to t ho PC Inylronmen wh.r. it L. now 
beln" u .'" .u(' " ... f ull y ( or th r"9"htory H l1 n<]1 . "d t he Proll 
PI.n . 

lOeb p layo .. peLID.r), rob in pu. t t ln9 D\1eth·.r t he annyal Pro Ut Plan , 
a project that l' ot "'"1ol' impor t.nce to th.. Company. II" ",,1 1 . 
t 0getha r all of t ho d ata ~eal ... r y to run the Co rpor et" F Ln lne i l 
Hodel , wit h mi nor .a.ist ong. t r~ o t he r _e&ber. o f the .oetLon . 
ftob ' . tfortG ~r. c~ t l c .l t o • a ucce•• t ul co~pl .tion of t he 19 9 6 
!'rofi t ~ l&n. Rob a l ao prepar... t ho month l y out l ook ( 0 "e.." t oadinll 
actua l . into CrK, g atnuc in9 a nd model , n9 r.vised roroc•• t ~ot. f 
pc,rfO~.ln9 v4c lanC'o tl naly.i. , .nd e~nle.aeln9 thtil! r ••ulta t o aenl.or 
lI>&nl9_nl .nd t he 1>.... 1n ••• " " Lt.a . H. d 1d . n ok".Ho,)l :job o! 
q>.>lckly r .vla ln9 t ho 1 99~ proHt. plan Ln July of 199$ to accu r at.l )' 
toll • .,t t ho ~~ce . ot the .loc~rlc ra~a orde r . 

~b !i'lay.d • ",. Jor ro le in ~h. p...po r At i o n ot t"" 1996 rat e yoar 
e l.ct ric a nd 9•• c onpli.nc. F ll i n9. . "a w•• a t.o pri~ari l y 
rO lponoib l. t o r mod.1I l n\! t. he Upd. t ~d Comp ll e " c . Pi l ing , a ~.jor 
c ompo r>lm t o f t h e coMpany '. Sh<»I C."•• Ord.. r l'.••pon.. . Rob p<>r ionn<Od 
verY .... U \I n(\o < Itdct to!.... con. trlli nt:.a DR "h i .. project, 

Ro b .")0'Y. learnlnq a bOU1: _1:"* .' out.si.de t ha norl'!\.a ,c'ope o f. htl 
r elponlibll l i. I 8.l'\d haa Al ", Y. Mew ••90r to Al!!la.l. t in pertot:'"n'l1.nq 
any ana ly••• on other .lgnitl~.nt i ••u•• ~~cn roqu•••~ . H ~ 8 ~or ~ ~ 

~:!:~~;:~tv:~Y.~ ~ :~:!1:0D~.~~o ~:~t.L~~. i. cr l t tcbl. co t.he 

RAnNG 

5 4 3 2 

x 

x 
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RAT ING 

ACTUA L RESULTS AND COMMENTS 5 4 3 2 1 

Rob /l .. cont inued t o .. i nt a n the con tio l l da ted f In.roc l 1 _del dllta 

ba-.ae: I log ic .. nd repo r t • •• • "POcc e.d . Rob ehoiW O .. , ••1 tale nt tor 

prOQ........1.nq a nd ott e n 
impl__nte 

1Q9(e ch..n~'.. in o rder to dify tho 

t ina nc h ,l oooctel to a .. tu r ), the ~ <tq\Il r_nt . ot ••nicr manaQ~8"t . 

Jtob PI' IIII-P"'l'." t he mo-nt.h.l y ou ~ l oo k fo roc... t for ••nl,or ~.na g~nt: . Rob 

elM" • 'iood j ob o f a n alysin; I. " eI IItxpla l..nlt'lO' var i anc•• be t"" en a Cl: u ak 
and {o:.c.a t.ed UIO\lnta and .xtcapol.atil'l9 t nel r l~act on y•• ~-end 
r ••u l t •. 

lIob p layed . lnd ro le in the prepkr.tion ot t h l Sept ~r o l ac tric 
rate t il ~nQ o r dered by the Publ ic Servi c e C~ a. i on , He c """,, eted 
t he project on a t i$Ol y b •• Le u nder the e..,...ere tLmo con.~ r3int 5 

{",pc.ed b y th~ PSC and de. l t w th J. nter n-t. l delaya e!t.ctl ve ly. ROb 

"""'ked amDOth l y with the • • c t ion '. other Yin . nc ( o l An.lyn on t hil 
•••19f m1• n t . Ke hal . 110 p~ov l d~ t e chn 'cal ... ai lt,j,nc . t.o ACc Ol"lnt.!. nQ 

i n the prep. rat ion of foo~no' t•• ~o t.he quart • .,ly f i n. nei. 1 ItA t en:win 'CG 

with uapec t t o l"a t"JlI..k i ng i ss.u •• . 

1I0b put forward an out. tand lng . ( t ort in t he NOd.llln9 of h<> 10"9'­
t e rm 0 •• celt ot S""",i ce IItucly. Till . .... l.g ,..".n t requ ired Ill. t o mah' 
e~te".lve modlfl~at ion. t o CrH n a r d. r to run for " l iv. y e ar 
per cd . H. i a cu.r ren"ly i n t.he proc• • • o{ opda t "II t he at udy t o 
r'. f leet. the lat o .t. oloc-t r ic torec••tl th.t will enab le hl .. t o pu t 
t Cl/et h. r • l on9­ t . rm elect r iC Coa t of Serv ico. 

)( 
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X 

X 
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May 15, 2000 

Ms' 

From l(~nl)etH 

Re.; 	 AMlaJ CEO ward, Roben Smith 
Employee umber . i2S 198 
Senior Budget Analyst, Band 2, Management 

Corporale Goals Supported : 

Employee EX.tclleDce 

I believe that the "hove-mentioned employee with ten years of ~ervice be Tccogniz.ed for 
the 2000 Annual CEO Award. Mr. Smith ha, clearly demonstrated to ~eral 
depanm~nts ov r recent years his diversified kno edge lind at the same time, has shown 
UJ thlt he h a valuable te.m player to the Office of Finance 

Most recently, Mr. Smith proVIded the Propeny Tax area "'~th $Ignificant usistance in 
addit ion \0 his ordinary job ri:sponsibiliucs in the Budget Dcpa:rtment to train me in 
preparation and aMlysis of the Gas Dook Depreci. tion AlUIlysis This project 
encompl$Sed a fi ve - eel; time frAlJ'lc . He has been the only individual in the Office of 
Finance with the knowledge to ptepll'c this study over the past sClieral years. Originally 
prepued by him while in Fixed Assets, (following the departu re of . staff person) he hu 
continued to prepue this dy while in tlHl Tax Department and now in the Budget Area 
as recent as last September. 

This analys is is an in deplh Study of the book depreciation reserve for KeySpan Ga.!I East 
Corportltion wllieh provides alu.ble il1sight for the Office of Fi n~nce in monitoring its 
book depreciation expense. Resulu from this study elln determine If any subsequent 
ent rie.! need to be prepared for adjust ing the Company's depreci tion expen~, if any 
changes in the current depreciation rates should be made or if any adjustments io the 
allowable rateJ be requ~ed from the PSC 

http:Tccogniz.ed


Mf Smith in thi s i!lSWIce hiS clear! demonstrated that he is a team player by once again 
usistins and training others within the Office of Finance for the preparation of this. INjor 
PTOjc:<:!, Had he not been 1V.iI,ble for this project my supervisor and J would have ha.d an 
up hIli baU le in oonquering the gu book depreciation analysis for 1999. Rob clearly I id 
o~1 the procedure, was available for all my questions, had patience ilIId devoted many 
houn in providi ng me 'th the training required to prcpt.re this assignment in a ti mely 
mall et 

In addition to !taming me on the depreciation project, Rob Ilssi cd the Property Tax Area 
in the p:epa tion of the PSC and FERC pages pertaining 10 deprecia.tion Thi, s the 
fir st yU ( in which the T&.K Ocpanment was responsible for thcse pages, In Ihis instaoce 
al so, Mr, mith was more than will ing 10 assist me . 

To summarize, I belie"e trn.t Mt Robert Smith should be consider for I 2000 CEO award 
in consideration for his inVll luablc sistance to the Property T&.K Area during February 
and March 2000, He demonstrated his di ers ified knowledge throughout the offke or 
F,nance and his willingness to be a team player 

Kennet!i 

http:prcpt.re


KEYSPAN 
ENERGY 

~Ple'S
~~ico/lward 


The 1999 People's Choice Award 
Presented to 

rJ\p6ert Jf. Smitfi 
In Recognition for your Support of the 

Corporate Goals 

through Teamwork ~....-:L_,-=-__;;.--A...J 



December 2, 1999 

MEMO TO: 

SUBJECT: Nomin3tion for People Ch<lice Award 

The Research Il. Development Department i) in !he prO<:e$s of developing. new 
computer application to managc itl pfOjCCU and report on the progress oeils programs fOf 

LIPA and KeySpan Gencmion Services. 

I hereby nomill.'lto Raben H. Smith, ofFinlncial Planning, in supporting tbis effort. llJs 
efToru wue well beyond what was e.pe.cted when the original request was ma(!e alld 
included the ronowing: 

• 	 Prevldina R&D histori~.1 inrormat·jon Oil ilJ project going blck to 1990. 

• 	 Re.sponding t.o this request in an expeditious manner using the wftwarc product, 
Monarch. 

Should you have any qUe.!1ions. p icuct<lll me at 

Manager, Eleclric R&D 



Subjtct: MS Dtftrted FIT 

Date: Tue. 16 Nov 1999 16:35.35 -()SOO 

From ~ 

Orp0 ization: ""r"e-yS==-p-a-, Energy 

To: Robert milh <Nmi'~@keysp:neue(§Y.com>. 


ccf 
Rob , 

Once "9,,1n you cOftle t hrouqh I 1"11" Y-Ou !>ont _ 1 5 ""act ) y ...hat we used 
and by .,a.nnat tnq o t llc. non- I T c .. "(Jor i • 9J,,"a IIIC d t .. r need ror I T 
H reVenue E equ~remen t. 

Smith, Robert H. 

From: I ~ennelh 
Sent: ~esday. December 23 . 19989:24 AM 
To: Smith. Robert H. 
Subject: smittpls 

Smitty, 


Here are the dlaDs of deferred la~s . 


Thanks agaIn tor all your help. 


http:Nmi'~@keysp:neue(�Y.com
http:16:35.35


Spirit ofService Award 
****** 


The TEAM LlI.CO Spirit of Service Award 
is Presented /0 

'Rgbert Smith 
Who Made a Valuable ContributiOn 


10 tile Achievement of LlLCO's Service Goals Through 


!ri. cooprmtioll, iC(l1Im'ork and assistllltCl!! itt hd ping to rlpply 

a te Imalaglelll solilfian t'o tI C::'~lfJIICX 11l/.~illess il1itin/'ive 

It p'r'/ :10, 7998 

- O..lte -- --­ AWM.1N:1liY --- ­

Lf~~l}qJ=== ========= === ....... ... .=== 

LILeD 

._./ f'f i:J t ![S' fj!,erviCl I 



Spirit ofService Award 
****** 


The TEAM LlLCO Spirit of Servire Award 
is Presented fa 

_ 1W6ert Smith 
Who Made a Valuable Contribution 


to the AchievBm8n/ 01 LlLCO 's Service GOAls Througll 


--'---'----'-___'L.;J.L_rt_t_'n performing the analyses fOT the 

L,l. Inco~l'0rated Vill":K,t'_s'-'-__.4i-__-'-_____ 

November 12, 1997 
- 0:<10- '-­Aw;;rrJodBy 

1frn:~LM!= = ============ ........... === 

LILeD 

...-/' "ICe firfl~1 
L~ fjel 



======~ Spirit ofService AWard =~==::::: 
****** 


AW'Jrded 10: 
Name: R06!;RT 9 .... ,.,.~ 


Job Title: Sq. fCOf..loal lt ANIll.'iSI 

Oept Mgr'aName~ _____ .. _ _ 

'In RecognitWu Of: 

1I,s :lfJol!1f=r",A.! /lJ """""" <.l>.s.tk P'l39", ;~ llJ},.ch ~(feJ 

f?fB, WI-U- 1-4 f(ej>(1!<\ ~i91) cC~ En eq? Slvdy _ fig s."A 
di?mon~l(r.·kd -461rfl sy;,J ~ /11 s2QmM.1S ~v\(J+ort ~,J 
£!N~ I ee~;,,)"$ ~-I / 1'/ 9 4,,,.0& @a~ 1/, >l 

Name: Employee No.: ______ 

'ikp..~ 
Department: ~ Ulcalioo! 11 r{ Phono No.: _____ 

SlQIlature 

. ............... /III • 


1'_1._~n 

http:s2QmM.1S
http:llJ},.ch


WHEREFORE, Robert H. Smith respectfully requests that Florida Power and Light answer Staff's Data 

request No.1, Question 3 and respectfully requests the Commission and/or Florida Power and Light 

Company to allow Robert H. Smith to inspect and examine the answer to Staffs Data request No.1, 

Question 3, which I respectively requested in my motion email dated November 26'h, 2010 based upon 

Federal/State rights to protect my legal interest and to provide full transparency to ensure all pertinent 
questions have been asked before any ruling is made with the Stipulation and Settlement agreement. 

Respectively submitted electronically (email).Friday November 26'h, 2010 to the listed parties above 

and electronically filed to filings@psc.state.fl.us on Monday November 29'h, 2010 as outlined per Florida 

Public Service Commission Electronic Filing Requirements. 

/S Robert H. Smith 

11340 Heron Bay Blvd. #2523 

Coral Springs, Florida 33076-1629 

Confidentiality Statement 

The documents accompanying this telecopy transmission contain information which is confidential and/or legally 
privileged. The information is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named on this tran smission 
sheet. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, di stribution or 
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this telecopied information is strictly prohibited, and the 
documents should be returned. In this regard, if you received th is telecopy in error, please contact the sender by 
reply E-mail and destroy all copies of the original. 

mailto:filings@psc.state.fl.us



