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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSIBPF- ‘led by OPC 

In re: Nuclear Power Plant Cost Docket No. 120009-E1 
Recovery Clause Submitted for Filing: March 1,2012 

e 
**OGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC.’S FIRST REQUEST FOR 

N U ~ N F I D E N T I A L  CLASSIFICATION REGARDING PORTIONS OF 
- THE TESTIMONIES AND EXHIBITS FILED AS PART OF 

THE COMPANY’S MARCH 1.2012 TRUE-UP FILING 

. ~ - - _.- +ROBS Energy Florida, Inc. (“PEF” or the “Company”), pursuant to Section 

;66.093, Florida Statutes, and Rule 25-22.006(3), Florida Administrative Code, files this 

Request for Confidential Classification Regarding Portions of the ‘Testimonies and Exhibits 

Filed as Part ofthe Company’s March 1,2012 True-Up Filing (the “Request”). PEF is 

seeking confidential classification of the following materials filed with the Florida Public 

Service Commission (‘*PSC” or the “Commission”) in the above referenced docket: (1) 

portions of the testimony and the exhibits, the Nuclear Filing Requirements (“NFRs”), of Mr. 

Will Garrett and (2) portions of the testimony of Mr. Daryl O’Cain. 

An unredacted version of the documents discussed above is being filed under seal with 

the Commission as Appendix A on a confidential basis to keep the competitive business 

information in those documents confidential. 

In support of this Request, PEF states as follows: 
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Company, (ii) because disclosure of the information would cause harm, (iii) either to the 

Company’s ratepayers or the Company’s business operation, and (iv) the information has not 

been voluntarily disclosed to the public. 5 366.093(3), Fla. Stat. Specifically, “information 

concerning bids or other contractual data, the disclosure of which would impair the efforts of 

the public utility or its affiliates to contract for goods or services on favorable terms” is 

defined as proprietary confidential business infornlation. 5 366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 

Additionally, subsection 366.093(3)(e) defines “information relating to competitive interests, 

the disclosure of which would impair the competitive business of the provider of the 

information,” as proprietary confidential business information. 

Testimony and Exhibits 

As listed above, portions of the testimony and exhibits of Mr. Garrett as well as 

portions of the testimony of Mr. O’Cain contain confidential, proprietary business information 

regarding the purchase of equipment, materials, and services necessary for the construction 

and operation of the Levy Nuclear Power Project V‘LNP”) and the Crystal River Unit 3 

(“CR3”) Power Uprate Project (“CR3 Uprate” and collectively with LNP the “Nuclear 

Projects”). 

More specifically, portions of the testimony of Mr. Garrett and attached Exhibit No. 

- (WG-1) and Exhibit No. -(WG-2) (collectively the “NFRs”) contain confidential and 

sensitive contractual information and numbers regarding the Nuclear Projects, the disclosure 

of which would impair PEF’s competitive business interests and ability to negotiate favorable 

contracts, as well as violate contractual nondisclosure provisions of these contracts. See 

Affidavit of O’Cain, 7 4; Affidavit of Frarke, 7 4. 

The testimony of Mr. O’Cain contains confidential contractual numbers and terms 

under the Company’s Engineering, Procurement, and Construction contract (“EPC 

Agreement”) with Westinghouse, Shaw, Stone & Webster (the “Consortium”) as well as cost 
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numbers and information relating to on-going negotiations with the Consortium and its 

vendors and decisions regarding disposition of items of Long Lead Equipment (“LLE) for 

the LNP. See Affidavit of O’Cain, 7 4. 

Certain of these documents contain contractual quantities, timing, and pricing 

arrangements and payments made between PEF and third parties that would adversely impact 

PEF’s competitive business interests if disclosed to the public. &Affidavit of O’Cain, 77 4- 

5; Affidavit of Franke, 11 4-5. PEF must be able to assure third parties that enter contractual 

agreements with the Company that sensitive business information, such as the pricing, 

payment, and quantity terms of their contracts, will be kept confidential. See Affidavit of 

O’Cain, 17 4-5; Affidavit of Franke, 77 4-5. Indeed, some of the contracts at issue contain 

confidentiality provisions that prohibit the disclosure of the terms of the contract to third 

parties. Affidavit of O’Cain, 77 4-5; Affidavit of Franke, 77 4-5. 

If third parties were made aware of confidential contractual terms that PEF has with 

other parties, they may offer PEF less competitive contractual terms in future contractual 

negotiations and it would impair PEF in on-going negotiations. See AMidavit of O’Cain, 77 

4-5; Affidavit of Franke, 17 4-5. Absent the Company’s measures to maintain the 

confidentiality of sensitive terms in contracts between PEF and vendors, the Company’s 

efforts to obtain competitively priced supply and service contracts could be undermined. 

Affidavit of O’Cain, 77 5-6; Affidavit of Franke, 717 5-6. 

Strict procedures are established and followed to maintain the confidentiality of the 

terms of all of the confidential documents and information at issue, including restricting 

access to those persons who need the information and documents to assist the Company. & 

Affidavit of O’Cain, 7 6;  Affidavit of Franke, 7 6. 
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At no time has the Company publicly disclosed the confidential information or 

documents at issue; PEF has treated and continues to treat the information and documents at 

issue as confidential. See Affidavit of O’Cain, 1 6; Affidavit of Franke, 1 6. PEF requests 

this information be granted confidential treatment by the Commission. 

Conclusion 

The competitive, confidential information at issue in this Request fits the statutory 

definition of proprietary confidential business information under Section 366.093, Florida 

Statutes, and Rule 25-22.006, F.A.C., and therefore that information should be afforded 

confidential classification. In support of this motion, PEF has enclosed the following: 

(1) A separate, sealed envelope containing one copy of the confidential Appendix A 

to PEF’s Request for which PEF intends to request confidential classification with the 

appropriate section, pages, or lines containing the confidential information highlighted. This 

information should be accorded confidential treatment pending a decision on PEF’s 

Request by the Commission; 

(2) Two copies of the documents with the information for which PEF intends to 

request confidential classification redacted by section, pages, or lines where appropriate as 

Appendix B; and, 

(3) A justification matrix of the confidential information contained in Appendix A 

supporting PEF’s Request, as Appendix C. 

WHEREFORE, PEF respectfully requests that the redacted portions of the testimony 

and exhibits of Mr. Garrett; the redacted portions of the testimony of Mr. O’Cain be classified 

as confidential for the reasons set forth above. 
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Respectfully submitted this 1st day of March, 2012. 

R. Alexander Glenn 
General Counsel 
John T. Bumett 
Associate General Counsel 
PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, 
INC. 
P.O. Box 14042 
St. Petersburg, FL 33735 
Telephone: (727) 820-5587 
Facsimile: (727) 820-5519 

Florida Bar No. 706242 
Blaise N. Gamba 
Florida Bar No. 27942 
Matthew R. Bemier 
Florida Bar No. 59886 
4221 W. Boy Scout Blvd., Suite 100 
Tampa, FL 33607-5780 
Telephone: (813) 223-7000 
Facsimile: (813) 229-4133 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished to 

counsel and parties of record as indicated below via electronic and U.S. Mail this 1st day of 

March. 2012. 

Keino Young 
Staff Attorney 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee 32399 
Phone: (850) 413-6218 
Facsimile: (850) 413-6184 
Email: kyoung@,psc.fl.state.us 

Vicki G. Kaufman 
Jon C. Moyle, Jr. 
Keefe Law Firm 
118 North Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
Phone: (850) 681-3828 

Email: vkaufman(iir,kagmlaw.com 
Fax: (850) 681-8788 

jmovle@,kagmlaw.com 

Capt. Samuel Miller 
USAF/AFLOA/JACL/ULFSC 
139 Barnes Drive, Ste. 1 
Tyndall AFB, FI 32403-5319 
Phone: (850) 283-6663 
Fax: (850) 283-6219 
Email: SamueI.MiIler@,Tvndall.af.mil 

- 
Attorney 

Charles Rehwinkel 
Associate Counsel 
Erik Sayler 
Associate Counsel 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
11 1 West Madison Street 
Room 812 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1400 
Phone: (850) 488-9330 
Email: rehwinkel.charles(le~.state.fl.us - 

Sayler.erik@leg.state.fl.us 

Bryan S. Anderson 
Jessica Can0 
Florida Power & Light 
700 Universe Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 
Phone: (561) 691-7101 
Facsimile: (561) 691-7135 
Email: bryan.anderson@,fpl.com 

Jessica.cano@fpl.com 

Kenneth Hoffman 
Florida Power & Light 
215 SouthMonroe St., Ste. 810 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-1858 
Phone: (850) 521-3919 
Fax: (850) 521-3939 
Email: Ken.Hoffman@fpl.com 
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Mr. Paul Lewis, Jr. 
Progress Energy Florida, Inc. 
106 East College Avenue, Ste. 800 
Tallahassee, FL 32301-7740 
Phone: (850) 222-8738 
Facsimile: (850) 222-9768 
Email: paul.lewisir@pmmail.com 

Robert Scheffel Wright 
John T. LaVia 
c/o Gardner Law Firm 
1300 Thomaswood Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 32308 
Email: schef@,gbwlegal.com 

Gary A. Davis 
James S. Whitlock 
Gary A. Davis & Associates 
61 North Andrews Avenue 
P.O. Box 649 
Hot Springs, NC 28743 
gadavisChviroattomev.com 
jwhitlock@,environattornev.com 

James W. Brew 
F. Alvin Taylor 
Brickfield Burchette Ritts & Stone, PC 
1025 Thomas Jefferson St NW 
8th FL West Tower 
Washington, DC 20007-5201 
Phone: (202) 342-0800 
Fax: (202) 342-0807 
Email: jbrew@bbrslaw.com 

atavlor@,bbrslaw.com 

Randy B. Miller 
White Springs Agricultural Chemicals, Inc. 
PO Box 300 
White Springs, FL 32096 
Email: RMiIler@pscuhosuhate.com 

(via email only) 

Robert H. Smith 
11340 Heron Bay Blvd. 
Coral Spring, FL 33076 
Email: mirb@,vahoo.com 

(via email only) 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

n re: Nuclear Cost Recovery 
lause 

DOCKET NO. 120009-E1 
Submitted for filing: March 1,2012 

REDACTED 

DIRECT TESTIMONY OF DARYL O'CAIN 
IN SUPPORT OF ACTUAL COSTS 

ON BEHALF OF 
PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. 
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111. CAPITAL COSTS INCURRED IN 2011 FOR THE LNP. 

>. 

i. 

What was the total overall difference between PEF’s actual 2011 costs and 

PEF’s actuavestimated costs for 2011? 

Overall LNP costs, inclusive of transmission and generation costs, were =, or - less than PEF’s actualiestimated costs for 201 1. The 

reasons for this variance are described below. 

GENERATION. 

Can you please describe the work and activities that were performed for the 

LNP in 2011 to generate these costs? 

Yes. PEF performed work and incurred preconstruction and construction costs on 

the following activities for the LNP in 201 1: (1) licensing, (2) engineering, design 

and procurement, (3) project management, (4) real estate acquisition, and ( 5 )  

power block engineering and procurement. 

Please explain what licensing work was done for the LNP in 2011? 

Throughout 201 1 the NGPP group worked with the NRC to advance the LNP 

COLA toward final approval and issuance. In March 201 1, the NRC conducted 

an audit of the LNP seismic/structural Requests for Additional Information 

(“RAY) responses. While there were no findings, the NRC identified additional 

information needs and clarification required to complete the Final Safety 

Evaluation Report (“FSER”). NGPP completed responses to these additional 

seismic/structural questions in May 201 1. In addition to completing the 

remaining open LNP M I ’ S  associated with the seismic/structural conditions at 
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i. Preconstruction Generation Costs Incurred. 

Did the Company incur any Generation preconstruction costs for the LNP in 

2011? 

Yes. As reflected on Schedule T-6.2, the Company incurred preconstruction costs 

in the categories of License Application and Engineering, Design, and 

Procurement. 

For the License Application costs, please identify what those costs are and 

why the Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 3 of Schedule T-6.2, the Company incurred License 

Application costs of - in 201 1. The costs incurred were for the 

licensing activities supporting the LNP COLA that I described above. 

For the Engineering, Design and Procurement costs, please identify what 

those costs are and why the Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 4 of Schedule T-6.2, the Company incurred Engineering, 

Design, and Procurement costs of - in 201 1. The costs incurred related 

specifically to: (1) - in contractual payments to the Consortium for 

project management, quality assurance, purchase order disposition support, and 

other home office services such as accounting and project controls; and (2) = for direct PEF oversight of engineering activities of the Consortium 

including project management, project scheduling and cost estimating, and legal 

services. 
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How did Generation preconstruction actual capital expenditures for January 

2011 through December 2011 compare to PEF’s estimated/actual costs for 

2011? 

LNP preconstruction generation costs were -, or - less 

than PEF’s actualkstimated costs for 201 1. The reasons for the major (more than 

$1 .O million) variances are provided below. 

License Application: License Application capital expenditures were 

License Application costs for 20 11. This variance is attributable to lower 

than estimated NRC review fees and lower outside legal counsel costs 

associated with LNP COLA activities including responding to NRC M I S .  

Engineering, Design, and Procurement: Engineering, Design, and 

Procurement capital expenditures were -, which was 

less than the actual/estimated Engineering, Design, and 

Procurement costs for 201 1. This variance is driven primarily by the 

completion of negotiations with the Consortium regarding one-time LLE 

purchase order disposition and incremental shipping/storage costs for one 

remaining LLE component. Included in the prior year actual/estimated 

filing were approximately - of estimated costs associated with 

the disposition of one remaining LLE component, with the assumption 

that this purchase order would be canceled and, therefore, treated as pre- 

construction costs. Due to that component being suspended, the related 
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costs were recorded as construction costs consistent with other suspended 

items. 

The remaining -variance is related to lower than 

anticipated payments for engineering and design work, associated project 

management and development, purchase order disposition support, home 

office services, and PGN labor, expenses, indirects and overheads. 

Construction Generation Costs Incurred. .. 
11. 

Did the Company incur any Generation construction costs for the LNP in 

2011? 

Yes. As reflected on Schedule T-6.3, the Company incurred generation 

construction costs in the categories of Real Estate Acquisition and Power Block 

Engineering and Procurement. 

For the Real Estate Acquisition costs, please identify what those costs are and 

why the Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 3 of Schedule T-6.3, the Company incurred Real Estate 

Acquisition costs of - in 201 1. Costs incurred are related to land 

acquisitions for the LNP, including residual generation construction costs 

associated with the purchase of state lands for the LNP Barge Slip easement. 
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For the Power Block Engineering and Procurement costs, please identify 

what those costs are and why the Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 8 of Schedule T.6-3, the Company incurred Power Block 

Engineering and Procurement costs of - in 201 1. These costs were 

for incremental disposition costs and milestone payments under the EPC contract 

for certain LLE items including the: - 
How did actual generation construction capital expenditures for January 

2011 through December 2011 compare to PEF’s actuaktimated costs for 

2011? 

LNP construction generation costs were - or - greater 

than PEF’s estimated projection costs for 201 1. The reasons for the major (more 

than $1 .O million) variances are provided below. 

Power Block Engineering and Procurement: Power Block Engineering 

and Procurement capital expenditures were -, which was - greater than the actual/estimated Power Block Engineering 

and Procurement costs for 201 1. This unfavorable variance is driven 

primarily by the completion of negotiations with the EPC Consortium 

regarding one-time LLE purchase order disposition and incremental 

shippingktorage costs for one remaining LLE component. As I stated 

above, approximately - of estimated disposition costs were 
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included as preconstruction in the prior year actualkstimated filing. With 

the decision to suspend, the related costs were classified as construction 

costs, consistent with other suspended items. 

There was also a - favorable variance primarily due to 

the deferral of milestone payments for certain LLE items - 
B. TRANSMISSION. 

Can you describe what transmission work and activities were performed in 

2011 for the LNP? 

Yes. At the beginning of the year, oversight for Levy Transmission activities was 

assigned to the NGPP Licensing organization. Activity for 201 1 was primarily 

focused on strategic land acquisition. In 201 1, PEF closed on 52 parcels equaling 

78.3 acres in the Levy 500kV corridor, at a cost of -. Additionally, 

four other parcels are under contract at a total cost of - These strategic 

Transmission corridor land purchases were targeted to key parcels that were 

available at favorable market terms and conditions. Other transmission activities 

were deferred due to the decision to continue the partial suspension for the LNP. 

I. Preconstruction Transmission Costs Incurred. 

Did the Company incur transmission-related preconstruction costs for this 

transmission work and activity for the LNP in 2011? 

No. As reflected on Schedule T-6.2 the Company did not incur transmission- 

related preconstruction costs in 201 1. 
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1. How did actual transmission-related preconstruction capital expenditures for 

January 2011 through December 2011 compare to PEF’s actuaVestimated 

costs for 2011? 

Consistent with PEF’s actuaUestimated filing for 201 1, PEF did not incur 

preconstruction capital transmission costs in 201 1. 

i. 

.. 
11. 

2. 

\. 

2. 

4. 

Q. 

A. 

Construction Transmission Costs Incurred. 

Did the Company incur any transmission-related construction costs for 

transmission work and activities for the LNP in 2011? 

Yes, as reflected on Schedule T-6.3, the Company incurred transmission-related 

construction costs in the categories of Real Estate Acquisition and Other. 

For the Real Estate Acquisition costs, please identify what those costs are and 

why the Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 21 of Schedule T-6.3, the Company incurred Real Estate 

Acquisition costs of -. These costs included strategic Right-of-way 

(“ROW) acquisition in the Levy 500kV corridor of - and associated 

survey and title services, environment assessments, and signage costs ofjust 

under - 
For the Other costs, please identify what those costs are and why the 

Company had to incur them. 

As reflected on Line 24 of Schedule T-6.3, the Company incurred Other costs of 

-. These costs included Levy transmission labor and related expenses, 
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indirects and overheads to perform general project management and strategic land 

acquisition activities. 

How did actual transmission-related construction capital expenditures for 

January 2011 through December 2011 compare to PEF’s actuaYestimated 

2011 costs? 

LNP construction transmission costs were -, or - less than 

PEF’s actual/estimated construction transmission costs for 201 1. I will explain 

the reasons for the major (more than $1 million) variances below. 

Real Estate Acquisition: Real Estate Acquisition capital expenditures 

were -, which was - less than the actual/estimated 

Real Estate Acquisition costs for 201 1. This variance is attributable to 

fewer purchases of strategic ROWS than originally anticipated for 201 1 

based on available land and obtainable terms and conditions. 

O&M COSTS INCURRED IN 2011 FOR THE LEVY NUCLEAR PLANT. 

Did the Company incur any Operation & Maintenance (“O&M”) costs for 

the LNP in 2011? 

Yes, as reflected on Schedule T-4 the Company incurred O&M expenditures in 

the amount of $1.3 million for internal labor, legal services, and for the NuStart 

Energy Development, LLC program that were necessary for the LNP. The 

explanations for major variances are provided below: 
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111. CAPITAL COSTS INCURRED IN 2011 FOR THE LEVY NUCLEAR 

PROJECT. 

What are the total costs PEF incurred for the LNP during the period January 

2011 through December 2011? 

Total preconstruction capital expenditures, excluding cmying costs, were =, as shown on Schedule T-6.2, Line 8 and 21. Total construction capital 

expenditures, excluding carrying costs, were -, as shown on Schedule T- 

6.3. Line 10 and 25. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. How did actual Preconstruction Generation capital expenditures for January 

2011 through December 2011 compare with PEF’s actuavestimated costs for 

2011? 

Schedule T-6B.2, Line 6 shows that total preconstruction Generation project costs 

were -, or 

cost variances between PEF’s projected and actual 201 1 preconstruction LNP 

Generation project costs are as follows: 

A. 

lower than estimated. By cost category, major 

License Application: Capital expenditures for License Application activities were 

-or - lower than estimated (see also T-6B.3 line 8 and 

Q&A below on construction capital expenditure variances). As explained in the 

testimony of Daryl O’Cain, this variance is primarily attributable to lower than 

estimated Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC”) review fees and lower outside 

legal counsel costs associated with LNP Combined Operating License Application 

(“COLA”) activities. 
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REDACTEI: 

Engineering & Design: Capital expenditures for Engineering & Design activities 

were -or - lower than estimated. As explained in the 

testimony of Daryl O’Cain, this variance is attributable to the completion of 

negotiations with Westinghouse and Shaw, Stone and Webster (the “Consortium”) 

regarding one-time long-lead equipment (“LLE”) purchase order disposition and 

incremental shipping/storage costs for one remaining LLE component. These costs 

were included as Preconstruction in the prior-year ActuaVEstimated filing, but were 

incurred as Construction costs in 201 1 due to the decision to suspend rather than 

cancel the component purchase order. 

Did the Company incur Preconstruction Transmission capital expenditures for 

January 2011 through December 2011? 

No. As shown on Schedule T-6B.2, Line 11 the total preconstruction Transmission 

project costs were $0 in 201 1. No costs were projected in the prior-year 

ActualEstimated filing, so there is no true-up to report. 

How did actual Construction Generation capital expenditures for January 2011 

through December 2011 compare with PEF’s actuakstimated costs for 2011? 

Schedule T-6B.3, Line 8 shows that total construction Generation project costs were 

-, or - greater than estimated. By cost category, major cost 

variances between PEF’s actual/estimated and actual 201 1 construction LNP 

Generation project costs are as follows: 
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Power Block Engineering: Capital expenditures for Power Block Engineering 

activities were -or - greater than estimated. As explained 

in the testimony of Daryl O’Cain, this variance is attributable to the completion of 

negotiations with the Consortium regarding one-time LLE purchase order 

disposition and incremental shippinglstorage costs for one remaining LLE 

component. These costs were included as Preconstruction in the prior-year 

ActualEstimated filing, but were incurred as Construction costs in 201 1 due to the 

decision to suspend rather than cancel the component purchase order. There is an 

offsetting favorable variance in Preconstruction Power Block Engineering capital 

expenditures. 

How did actual Construction Transmission capital expenditures for January 

2011 through December 2011 compare with PEF’s actuavestimated costs for 

2011? 

Schedule T-6B.3, Line 15 shows that total construction Transmission project costs 

were -or - lower than estimated. By cost category, major cost 

variances between PEF’s actuallestimated and actual 201 1 construction LNP 

transmission costs are as follows: 

Real Estate Acquisition: Capital expenditures for Real Estate Acquisition were 

-or - lower than estimated. As explained in the testimony of 

Daryl O’Cain, this variance is primarily attributable to fewer purchases of strategic 

right of ways (“ROWS”) than originally anticipated for 201 1. 
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LEW COUNW NUCLEAR UNITS 1 6 2 REDACTED 
site selection, PIFm"llluSli0" Cos-, and UIRiW MSIS 0" M"SIfrudion Con B d m a  

Schedule Tb.2 Flnd TrucUp Flling: PRSmslrYdion Wegoy. Monthly CIpiUl AddPlonUErpndllunr 

27 Jurbdrtonal Facta 

28 Jurtsdrtbnal Tranrrnkrbn Preconsfruction Capnd Addnmanl 

29 Totd Junrddsnal Pre~~nsfwlbn Cast M l a n s  
(Liner 15+26) 

0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 o.snw 0 . 6 2 7 ~  0.92792 

0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.59516 0.69516 

Note: 
(a): Liner 8 and 21 repreen! capla1 expdnumer on an $ c C ~ a l  basis. gross of lain m e r  &lings and exclude AFUOC. Beeinning balance t i e  10 ending bahnce On 201 0 Schedule T.6.2 
(Q): Liner 13 and 26 mrerent -ai awndlurer on a Cash basis, net of pld O M r  Mllngs. 
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Exhibit No. VG-1) 

1256.0423 (511~1~.b.,F.A..C.l 
1256.0423 (2llng1,F.A..C.l 
1256.0423 (B)(dI.F.A..C.I 

Wanes$: W. GanefVD. OCain 

9 -  
10 Nm-Cash A m &  
11 JORl h e r  C r d t  
12 Other 
13 Adjust& System Generafan Pronrfrudon Cost Mddionr Ibl 

0.92792 0.92792 0.92782 0.92792 0.92792 0.92732 0.92792 0.92792 

0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 

$1,676,366 11,467,463 $2,379,299 $982,671 $1,773,850 $992.234 018,572,598 $44 9,596,634 
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1256.0423 (5/(c)l.b..F.A..C.I 
1256.0423 (Z)(ij,F.A..C.) 
1256.0423 [8)(d],F.A..C.l 

0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.62792 0.92792 0.92792 

0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 0.69516 

179689767 9.816224 6 6 W 0 ( 6  Y50778 17695269 11W5928 5111.537 Y3.6dS.222 

Note: 
(a/ Liner lo and 25 represent capla1 expenditures on an accmal @&I. gross 01 pint O m r  biTngr and exclude AFUDC. Beginning balance tier lo edw bdarre On 2010 Schedule 1-5.3 
(b) Lines I5 and 30 reweaenf capla1 expednures on s cash basis. nef 01 joint m e r  biUings. 
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L E W  COUFm NUCLEAR UNITS 1 6 2 

REDACTED Site Selsction, P ~ ~ o m V u c f i o n  Cas!% and Cawing on ConsuYC11011 COS1 &lance 
Schedule Td.3 Rnal T d p  Filing: Co-alon Catagov - Monthly Capital AddillonY€xpndilurrr 

1256.0423 (5)(~)l.b.,F.A..C.l 
[256.0423 (Z)(i).FA..C.] 
[ 2 5 6 . W  [8)(dl,F.A..C.l 

Winerr: w. GaireWD. O w n  

I ,  
12 N a n C a s h A ~ l d i  

14 Other 
15 

16 JunSdrfansl Factor 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 0.92792 

17 Ju~sdicfianal Ganerafkm MnlruElan Capld Add6anr 

18 iranrmirrion: 
19 Line Engimting 
20 subsiation Engineering 
21 Real E6818 Acq\cguKtiao 
22 LheConrtnrtim 
23 S U D M M  CONlruclbn 
24 one, 
25 

26 
27 NmCarh Accruals 
28 J m h m r C n d l  
29 Other 
30 Adjusted Syrlem Trammk9bn Canrlnrtlan 

31 JunSdrfanPl Factor 0.69516 0.69516 0.59515 0.69516 0.69516 0.59516 0.89516 0.69516 

32 Jurbdrlbnal Tranrminrion Canatruclan CaPM Addflbnr 

33 Told Jvrbdinand Constwflm Cesl Addlmm 51,801,406 $22,559,537 $116.944 $24.146 $124.369 $37.827 S48.5l9.502 $128,209,269 

13 ~oint  mercredm 

Adjusted Sptsrn Generalan Conrlnrtian Cost Addifbm @) 

Told Splem Transn4ssDn Canrtruciibn Cor, Mdnlanr (a) 

ILmnes 17 t 32) 

Note: 
(a) Liner 10 and 25 r e p 3 m f  -tal expeodWras On an aomJal bank. grmn 01 loin! _nor biiliw and exclvds AFUOC. 
@) Lines 15 and 30 represem -tal ~xperdnurer on B Cash basis. net of pint owner Mngs. 
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LEVY COUNCY NUCLEAR 1 6 2 
Site Selecllon, PrDconstrucUon Casts, and Carrying CDSIS On ConslruCUDn Coot BalaOEe REDACTED Schedule T-68.2 Find Trueup Filing: Preconslruclion Category. Variance in Additions and Expenditures 

EXPLANATION: Provide variance exphnalions comparing Ihe annual System lotd expenditures shown on Schedule T-6.2 with the expenditures 
approved by the Commission on Schedule AE6.2. Lis1 the Generation expenses separate from Transmission m the Same order 
appearing on Schedule T-6.2. This Schedule is not required il Schedule T-6.2 is not filed. 

125-6.0421 (S)(c)l.b..F.A..C.I 
125-6.0423 (Z)(g),F.A..C.I 
125-6.0423 (S)(a).F.A..C.] 

COMPANY 125-6.0923 (6)(d),F.A..C.] 
Progress Energy - FL 

Wilnes: 0. OCain 
DOCKET NO.: 

1200o4Ei FarYear Ended: 12131/2011 

PreCOhCtwdion (A) (6) IC) (D) 
Line Maor Task 6 Oercription System System Variance 
No. tar amounts on Schedule T-6.2 EstimaledlActuai Actual Amount Explanation 

Generation: 
License Arnicalion 

Engineering. Design. a Procurement 

Permitiing 
Clearing, Grading and Excavation 
On-Site Construction Facilities 

Told Generation Costs 

Variance is primarib atlribulaMe ID lower than estimated Nuclear Regulatory Commission ('NRC') review 
fees and bwel outside begal counsel ulsls assmialed with LNP Combined Operating License W c a t i o n  
('COLA') activities. 
Variance is anribulable Io the compietion 01 negotiations vilh Weslinghouse and Shaw, Stone and Websler 
(the 'Consortium') regarding one-lime long-lead equipment ('LLE') purchase ordm disposition and 
incremental shippingislarage cosls lor one remaining LLE componenf. These costs were induded as 
Premnstruction in the Mor-year AnuaUEslimaled filing. but were incurred as Construction costs in 201 1 
due to the decision to suspend rather than camel the component purchase order. 

8 Sublation Enoineerino I 

11 Total Transmission Coslr I 

Page 25 01 42 
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LEW COUNTY NUCLEAR 1 6 2 
Site Selection, Preconstruslion Costs. and Canylng Costs on C ~ ~ t m c l l o n  Cos4 Balance 

Schedule T-68.3 Final TrueUp Filing: Connr 

125-6.0423 (S)(c)l.b..F.A..C.I 
(25-6.0422 (Z)(i).F.A..C.I 
125-6.0423 (8)(d],F.A..C.l 

Witness: D. OCain 
DOCKET NO.: 

ForYearErded: 1213112011 l20004EI 
Conswclion (A) (8)  (C) (D) 

Line Major Task & Description System swem VaIiaCe 
NO. lor amounts on Schedule T-6.3 Estimaled/AdUaI Actual Amount Explan at ion 

Page 26 01 42 
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LEW c o w  NUCLEAR i a z 

Page310142 
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PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 

Year End 2w6 through Year End 2011 
Levy Nwlear Unit 1 and 2 
Caatai Spend (kcruai Basis) 
(in Dollars) 

Docket No. 120009 
Progress Energy Florida 
201 1 Levy Schedules T-1 through T-7B 
Exhibit No. NVG-1) 

DoCkrRMgBrB)p842 
APPENDIXD 

wimess: W. GarreIUD. OCain 

REDACTED 
End of 

2w6 2W7 2W8 2 m  2010 2011 Total 
ACl"*i ArmA Actual AUfUSi ACt"*i AUUA Pe l id  

Line Dtrcription 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
18 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 

29 
30 
31 
32 33 

34 
35 
36 
37 
38 

39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 

47 

site Selcction: 
Generation : 

License Application 
Engineering, DBsign, 8 Procurement 
permilfing 
Clearing, Grading and Excavation 
On-Sle Cowlmion Faciliiief 
Total Generation Site Selection 

Transmission: 
Line Engineering 
Substation Engineering 
Clearing 
Other 
Total Transmirrion Site Selection 

P ~ " ( l l N C l l 0 n :  
Generation : 

License &plication 
~ngineering. ~ e ~ i g n .  a Pmcuremem 
Permitting 
Clearing, Grading and Excavation 
On-siie Constmion Facilities 
Total Generation PreCOnOlNction 

Transmission: 
Line Engineering 
Substation Engineering 
Clearing 
Other 
Total Transmission PleCOnStNdlon 

co".lr"cli~": 
Generation: 

Real Esble Acquisitiom 
P,ojea Management 
Permanent slanrrraining 
site Preparation 
On-Site Comtlunion Facilities 
Power Block Engineering. Pmcuremenl, etc. 
Non-Power Block Engineering. Procurement. etc. 
Tobi Generation COnstNclion 

Transmission: 
Line Engineering 
Substation Engineering 
Real Erbte Acquisition 
Line Conrtrunian 
Substation Construction 
Other 
Total Transmission ConSlNUSliOn 

Total Capnai Spend Generallon and Transmission 

$0 $31,803,446 
0 

$2,849.210 $20,538,898 $8,417,336 $0 $0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $31,803,446 9,849,210 $20,536,898 $8,417,338 $0 $0 

$0 52,178,488 
0 171,433 21,860 0 0 0 193.293 

0 866,016 482.023 0 0 0 1,348,039 
$0 52,548,987 $1,170,833 $0 SO $0 $3,719,820 

$0 $1,511,533 $668,950 $0 $0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
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SCHEDULE APPENDIX 

REDACTED 

EXHIBIT (WG-2) 

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. 
CRYSTAL RIVER UNIT 3 UPRATE 

COMMISSION SCHEDULES (T-I Through T-7B) 

JANUARY 2011 -DECEMBER 2011 
FINAL TRUE-UP 

DOCKET NO. 120009-El 
.- 
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i 
CRYSTAL RIVER UNm 3 UPRATE 

REDACTED SIU SLlectlorYPRConsJUructlon &sU end U m l n g  &sts On Consttrurtlon Cart Balance 
Twcup Filing. Confncts Executed 

125-6.0423 (8I(c),FA..C.I 

Wanerr: Jon Franke 
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CII**TIL I1 IYUI"NTI"FaAlE 
st. - , l o n - n ~  e*. an4 ormnl -a M . I M I 0 "  M ..urn 

TnuP" l i~Co"n ,U .  __d TED 
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CR"S&LRIYER"MTITI UPPATE 
Y * s 4 . N ~ n . m U h n C ~ . c d  c a r * l l * ~ m m C a l -  Ce4e.m 

T - R I v : ~ e . r U ~  R m T F n  
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C R n l l L R N E R  Mn 1 "WIT€ 
SI. -owP&"-m M I  d crr*r$ C e a C a l r u l l a  M SM REDACTED L M " l a F 7 l  T-mq:~nlr.*.-.d 
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sU*-~nNU*lOnMU*,ac.rmw CI1"JTILRWEII U M , Y ? R L l f  MUonComMM MWW REDACTED 
T " " . . a F , " w : - c , , ~  
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a"*,ALmvm"m,"FnAl€ 
- Y l l o n l P n C o n . - . ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ , , ~ "  cou 8.l.- 

m-F*ins:carm"- REDACTED 
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i 

REDACTED clmu IMR "MI "PRATE 
-t-- .d C."m *.(.a O n * N M n  Ed* 8."- 

T l u Y p  RUrq ~ C a M I ( . ~ h - ~ ~ p m " ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ , , ~ , m  



ATTACHMENT C 

PAGEhINEl 
COLUMN 

Page 4, Line 4, last word, 
Line 5 ,  first, third and 
fourth words; page 9, ~i~~ 
11, fourth and fifth words, 
Line 17, sixth and seventh 
words, Line 18, fourth and 
fifth words, Line 20, last 

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 120009-E1 
First Request for Confidential Classification 

Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of which 
would impair PEF's efforts to 
contract for goods or services on 
favorable terms, 

DOCUMENT 

Direct Testimony of Daryl 
3'Cain in Support of Actual 
Costs on behalf of Progress 
Energy Florida, Inc. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

I 



ATTACHMENT C 
PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 120009-E1 

First Request for Confidential Classification 
Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

)OCUMENT 

Iirect Testimony of Will 
;arrett in Support of Actu 
2osts on behalf of Progrer 
3nergy Florida, Inc. 

keet Testimony of Will 
3arrett in Support of Act1 
:osts on behalf of Progre: 
Znergy Florida, Inc., Exhi 
WG- 1 

_- 
PAGELINE/ 

COLUMN - 
second, third, sixth and 
seventh words 

Page 7, Line 5, last word, 
Line 6, first word, Line 7, 
seventh and eighth words, 
Line 14, second and third, 
fifth and sixth words, Line 
19, first, second, third and 
fourth words; Page 8, Line 
2, second, third, fourth and 
fifth words, Line 20, first. 
second, fourth and fifth 
words; Page 9, Line 2, 
third, fourth, sixth and 
seventh words, Line 16, 
second, third, fifth and 
sixth words, Line 21, first, 
second, fourth and fifth 
words; 
Page 18, All information in 
Cols (A) through (H), 
Lines 3-8, 10-13, 15, 17- 
21,23-26, and 28; Page 19, 
All information in Cols (H) 
through (0), Lines 3-8, 10- 

28; Page 20, All 
information in Cols (A) 
through (H), Lines 3-10, 

and 32; Page 21, Cols (H) 
through (0), Lines 3- 10, 

and 32; Page 25, Cols (A) 
through (C) in their 
entirety; Page 26, Cols (A) 
through (C); Page 27, Cols 
(C) through (H), Lines 1 
through 7, Cols (F) and 
(G), lines 8 through IO; 

13, 15, 17-21,23-26, and 

12-15, 17, 19-25,27-30, 

12-15, 17, 19-25, 27-30, 

Pages 28-34, All - 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of which 
would impair PEF’s efforts to 
contract for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of which 
would impair PEF’s efforts to 
contract for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

2 



ATTACHMENT C 
PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA DOCKET 120009-E1 

First Request for Confidential Classification 
Confidentiality Justification Matrix 

DOCUMENT 

Direct Testimony of Will 
Garrett in Support of Actual 
Costs on behalf of Progress 
Energy Florida, Inc., Exhibit 
WG-2 

- 
PAGELINE/ 

COLUMN 
information in line DOIG 
Value, Term Begin and 
Term End; Page 35, All 
information in Cols (C) 
through (H), Lines 1 
through 4, Cols (F) and 
(G), Line 5; Page 42, All 
information in Lines 17 
through 47 
Page 18, All information in 
Cols (C) through (H); Page 
19, All information in Cols 
(C) through (H); Pages 20 
through 3 1, all information 
in Dollar Value, Term 
Begin and Term End; Page 
32, all information in Cols 
(C) through (H) 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential contractual 
information, the disclosure of which 
would impair PEF’s efforts to 
contract for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), Fla. Stat. 
The document portions in question 
contain confidential information 
relating to competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of which 
would impair the competitive 
business of the provider/owner of 
the information. 

3 


