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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF KOREL M. DUBIN
DOCKET NO. 070007-El

AUGUST 31, 2007

Please state your name and address.
My name is Korel M. Dubin and my business address is 9250 West

Flagler Street, Miami, Florida, 33174.

By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
{ am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as Manager of

Cost Recovery Clauses in the Regulatory Affairs Department.

Have you previously testified in this docket?

Yes, | have.

What is the purpose of your testimony in this proceeding?

The purpose of my testimony is to present for Commission review FPL’s
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause (ECRC) projections for the January
2008 through December 2008 period. Additionally, | am including a

revised 2007 Estimated/Actual True-up amount.
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Is this filing by FPL in compliance with Order No. PSC-93-1580-FOF-
El, issued in Docket No. 930_661-EI?
Yes. The costs being submitted for the projected period are consistent

with that order.

What is FPL’s revised 2007 Estimated/Actual True-up amount?
The revised 2007 Estimated/Actual True-up amountis an under-recovery
of $585,826. The revised schedules that support this $585,826 under-

recovery are included on pages 95 through 104 in Appendix I.

Why has FPL revised its 2007 Estimated/Actual True-up amount that
was filed on August 3, 2007?

The negative return on emission allowances amount was revised to
properly reflect the return on the proceeds from the DOE sales of

emission allowances in the second quarter of 2007.

Have you prepared or caused to be prepared under your direction,
supervision or control an exhibit in this proceeding?

Yes. KMD-3 consists of seven documents, PSC Forms 42-1P through
42-7P provided in Appendix {. Form 42-1P summarizes the costs being
presented at this time. Form 42-2P reflects the total jurisdictional costs
for O&M activities. Form 42-3P reflects the total jurisdictional costs for
capital investment projects. Form 42-4P consists of the calculation of

depreciation expense and return on capital investment for each project.
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Form 42-5P gives the description and progress of environmental
compliance activities and projects for the projected period. Form 42-6P
reflects the calculation of the energy and demand allocation percentages
by rate class. Form 42-7P reflects the calculation of the ECRC factors.
Additionally, pages 95 through 104 contain revised Forms 42-1E, 42-2E,

42-3E, 42-6E, 42-7E, and 42-8E, pages 39 and 40.

Please describe Form 42-1P.

Form 42-1P (Appendix |, Page 2) provides a summary of projected
environmental costs being presented for the period January 2008 through
December 2008. Total environmental costs, adjusted for revenue taxes,
amount to $43,765,627 (Appendix |, Page 2, Line 5) and include
$44,712,161 of environmental project costs (Appendix |, Page 2, Line 1c)
increased by the revised estimated/actual true-up under-recovery of
$585,826 for the January 2007 - December 2007 period (Appendix I,
Page 2, Line 2), and decreased by the final true-up over-recovery of
$1,563,849 for the January 2006 — December 2006 period (Appendix |,

Page 2, Line 3).

Please describe Forms 42-2P and 42-3P.

Form 42-2P (Appendix |, Pages 3 and 4) presents the environmental
project O&M costs for the projected period along with the calculation of
total jurisdictional costs for these projects, classified by energy and

demand. Form 42-3P (Appendix I, Pages 5 and 6) presents the
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environmental project capital investment costs for the projected period.
Form 42-3P also provides the calculation of total jurisdictional costs for

these projects, classified by energy and demand.

The method of ciass,ifying costs presented in Forms 42-2P and 42-3P is

consistent with Order No. PSC-94-0393-FOF-EI for all projects.

Please describe Form 42-4P.
Form 42-4P (Appendix |, Pages 7 through 51) presents the calculation of
depreciation expense and return on capital investment for each project for

the projected period.

Please describe Form 42-5P.
Form 42-5P (Appendix |, Pages 52 through 92) provides the description

and progress of environmental projects included in the projected period.

Please describe Form 42-6P.

Form 42-6P (Appendix |, Page 93) calculates the allocation factors for
demand and energy at generation. The demand allocation factors are
calculated by determining the percentage each rate class contributes to
the monthly system peaks. The energy allocators are calculated by
determining the percentage each rate contributes to total kWh sales, as

adjusted for losses, for each rate class.
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Please describe Form 42-7P.

Form 42-7P (Appendix |, Page 94) presents the calculation of the

proposed ECRC factors by rate class.

Are all costs listed in Forms 42-1P through 42-7P attributable to
Environmental Compliance projects previously approved by the
Commission?

Yes, with the exception of the Low Level Radioactive Waste Storage
Project, which is discussed and supported in the testimony of Randall R.
LaBauve, the Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance Project,
which is discussed and supported in Mr. LaBauve's testimony filed on
August 3, 2007, and the St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection and
Maintenance Project, which is discussed and supported in FPL's petition

filed with the Commission on January 8, 2007.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF RANDALL R. LABAUVE
DOCKET NO. 070007-El

August 31, 2007

Please state your name and address.
My name is Randall R. LaBauve and my business address is 700

Universe Boulevard, Juno Beach, Florida 33408.

By whom are you employed and in what capacity?
| am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as Vice

President of Environmental Services.

Have you previously testified in this docket?

Yes, | have.

What is the purpose of your testimony in this proceeding?
The purpose of my testimony is to present for Commission review and
approval FPL’s plans for a new environmental compliance project, the

Low Level Radioactive Waste (LLW) Storage Project.

Have you prepared, or caused to be prepared under your direction,

supervision, or control any exhibits in this proceeding?

1
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Yes, | am sponsoring the following exhibits:
e RRL-9 - 10 CFR Part 20, Subpart K — Nuclear Regulatory
Commission - Waste Disposal.
e RRL-10 - South Carolina State Statutes - Title 48 - Environmental
Protection and Conservation, Chapter 46 - Atlantic Interstate Low-
Level Radioactive Waste Compact Implementation Act.
e RRL-11 = 10 CFR Part 50 Subpart 54 — Nuclear Regulatory

Commission — Conditions of licenses.

Please describe the need for the LLW Storage Project

FPL operates four (4) nuclear electrical generating units, St. Lucie Units 1
and 2 and Turkey Point Units 3 and 4. Each unit is operated in
accordance with an operating license, which is issued by the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission (NRC). The operating licenses require FPL to
operate each of their nuclear units in compliance with NRC regulations,
including NRC regulations regarding Standards for Protection Against
Radiation at Title 10, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 20 (referred to

here as “Part 20”).

A byproduct of the nuclear electrical generation process is the generation
of low-level radioactive waste (LLW). LLW is physically similar to the type
of wastes that are produced in other industrial processes except that LLW
has become contaminated with radioactive isotopes that were produced

by the nuclear reactor. LLW includes radioactively contaminated rags,

2
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absorbents, used protective clothing, laboratory ware, worn out metal
parts and components, spent ion exchange (resin) media and spent filter
media. LLW is classified based on its radioactive content, as Class A,
Class B and Class C. Class ALLW is the least radioactive and Class C
LLW is the most radioactive that can be disposed of at burial facilities. 10
CFR 20.2001 provides the NRC regulatory requirements for disposing of
LLW. In general, Class A, Class B or Class C LLW must be disposed of
at a licensed LLW disposal facility. The NRC aiso allows LLW to be
stored on-site at licensed power generation facilities such as FPL’s St.
Lucie and Turkey Point plants, but it must be stored in a manner that
protects on-site workers and members of the public against harmful

radiation exposure.

Since beginning operation of FPL’s nuclear reactors in 1972, FPL has
disposed of LLW at the Barnwell Low-Level Radioactive Waste Disposal
Facility located in Barnwell County, South Carolina (Barnwell). Although
FPL has two sites available to dispose of Class A LLW (one in Barnwell
and the other in Clive, Utah), Barnwell is presently the only facility
available to FPL (and most other nuclear utilities) for disposal of Class B
and Class C LLW. After June 30, 2008 FPL will no longer be able to
dispose of LLW at Barnwell because of recent changes to South Carolina
environmental law. Consequently, after that date, FPL will not have a
licensed disposal facility available to dispose of its Class B and Class C

LLW. Disposal of Class A LLW at Clive, Utah will not be affected.
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Because the only NRC-authorized method for disposal of FPL’s Class B
and Class C LLW is by transfgr to a licensed low-level radioactive waste
disposal facility (physical and radiological characteristics of Class B and
Class C LLW preclude alternative disposal methods such as decay in
storage, release in effluents, and release into sanitary sewerage), FPL will
be required to construct on-site facilities to store its Class B and Class C

LLW safely until new disposal options become available.

Please describe the environmental laws or regulations requiring the
project.

The project is necessitated by the NRC's restrictions on how LLW may be
disposed of, coupled with FPL'’s loss of access to Barnwell due to the
prohibition under South Carolina law on FPL’s use of Barnwell after June

30, 2008.

How does FPL intend to respond to the loss of access to the
Barnwell LLW disposal site?

FPL plans to construct interim on-site storage facilities to safely store its
Class B and Class C LLW until alternative disposal facilities become
available. This will result in capital and on-going O&M expenses related

to the on-site storage of Class B and Class C LLW.

How long does FPL anticipate having to store LLW on-site at its

nuclear plants?
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At the present time, FPL does not know how long it will be required to
store its Class B and Class C LLW on-site before an authorized LLW
disposal facility becomes available. If necessary, FPL could safely store
its Class B and Class C LLW on-site for the life of each plant and then

disposition the LLW during decommissioning of the plant.

Won’t FPL's costs for the LLW Storage Project be offset by the
elimination of the LLW disposal fees that FPL is currently paying to
the Barnwell LLW disposal site?

No. In accordance with the current Generally Accepted Accounting
Principles (GAAP), FPL accrues the costs for disposal of its LLW when
the LLW is first generated. The accrual process is repeated each year for
all waste that has been generated during that year but has not been
disposed of. Accruals are based on the projected costs to dispose of the
material at the time the accrual is assessed. Accrual of disposal costs on
the LLW that FPL must store on-site is appropriate because FPL remains
responsible for disposing of that LLW at some future date. In the
absence of more specific information, FPL is currently accruing disposal
costs based on the existing Barnwell disposal fees. FPL expects that the
ultimate actual disposal cost will be at least as much as the accruals,
because it does not appear likely at this time that a new disposal facility

would charge lower fees than what is currently being charged at Barnwell.

FPL's on-site storage of its Class B and Class C LLW will result in

5
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incremental increases in capital and O&M costs associated with the
construction of facilities and the management and handling of the LLW
on-site, which would not be required if the LLW could be disposed of as

contemplated at the time of FPL’s last base rate proceeding.

FPL is seeking to recover through the ECRC only its incremental costs

associated with the on-site storage of LLW.

Please describe the LLW storage facilities FPL intends to build.

Although the final design for the interim on-site LLW storage facilities has
not been determined, FPL will likely base its storage facility projects on
past interim storage plans that were prepared during the 1990s when
Barnwell was previously scheduled to close. Barnwell did not close and
the storage facilities were never constructed. FPL is currently reviewing

those project plans to determine if they remain suitable.

The interim storage facilities would be constructed within the Radiation
Controlled Area (RCA) at each of FPL’s nuclear plants, on a concrete or
gravel pad foundation with appropriate concrete curbs. The LLW would
be containerized in cylindrical liners compatible with the LLW that is being
stored. The liners are placed inside engineered thick concrete outer
containers that completely enclose the liners and will provide both
radiation shielding and protection for the enclosed liners. The container

array within the facility would be surrounded by an additional shield wall
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and measures would be implemented to prevent inadvertent entry to

ensure radiation standards for the public and for workers are met.

When does FPL expect the new on-site LLW storage facilities to
become operational?

FPL expects that the LLW storage facility at each nuclear plant site will be
available to store LLW starting in 2009. FPL is allowing approximately
one year between the expected date that access to Barnwell will be lost
and completion of the on-site storage facilities, in order to provide as
much time as possible for a political solution to the disposal dilemma to

present itself and thus avoid the need for the storage facilities.

If the Barnwell facility is no longer available for LLW disposal after
June 30, 2008, how will FPL store the LLW until the on-site facility
becomes operational in 20097

FPL currently has a limited amount of temporary on-site LLW storage
capability. FPL intends to dispose its current Class B and Class C LLW
inventory at Barnwell prior to June 30, 2008, thus freeing up the
temporary space to store LLW after that date. Assuming that Barnwell
indeed is unavailable after June 30, 2008, FPL will manage any new
Class B and/or C LLW using the temporary on-site storage space until the

new storage facilities become operational.

What alternatives to the construction of on-site storage facilities did

7
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FPL consider?

Due to the physical and radio‘logical characteristics of the Class B and
Class C LLW, the anticipated unavailability of disposal capacity for Class
B and Class C LLW, and the lack of development of new LLW disposal
facilities, FPL believes that safe on-site storage of its Class B and C LLW
is the only current viable alternative to address the loss of disposal at
Barnwell. FPL is continuing to evaluate with vendors and industry groups
potential measures to minimize the impact of the loss of the Barnwell
disposal site; however, at the ’present time FPL believes that it will be

required to provide on-site storage for Class B and Class C LLW.

FPL is by no means the only utility with nuclear plants that is faced with
the loss of disposal at Barnwell. In fact, if the Barnwell access restrictions
are imposed as planned, after June 30, 2008 there will be more nuclear
plants without access to dispose of Class B and Class C LLW than those

ones that still have that access.

Has FPL estimated the total cost of the proposed LLW Storage
Project?
FPL's preliminary capital estimate to construct the interim storage

facilities is approximately $12 million for both of FPL’s nuclear plants.

What is the 2008 projected cost for the LLW Storage Project?

FPL's projected 2008 capital expenditures for the LLW Storage Project

8
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are approximately $1.5 million. This projection reflects costs for project
planning and scoping analyseg;; alternatives analyses; siting evaluations;
conceptual designs; and initiation of design implementation planning for
the two facilities, including pre-construction preparations, engineering,
design inputs, storage container design, cost studies, plant change

evaluations and licensing and permitting activities.

How will FPL ensure that the construction and O&M costs incurred
are prudent and reasonable?,

FPL’s construction plans are based on just-in-time delivery in order to
allow ample time for a political solution to the current disposal dilemma to

present itself.

FPL'’s construction of a LLW storage facility will initially be based on an
interim storage facility with a capacity of approximately five years.
Containers will be procured on an as needed or optimized basis. FPL will
expand the storage facility as necessary to accommodate additional
required on-site storage. By constructing the storage facility so that it can
be expanded for future storage increments, FPL will minimize its capital
investment costs so that in the event that Barnwell or another LLW
disposal facility eventually becomes available, FPL will not have built

more capacity than is needed.

FPL will construct and operate its storage facilities in accordance with

9
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industry guidelines that have been prepared by experts from within the
nuclear industry. In addition, FPL will continue to evaluate and apply, as
appropriate, best practices and proven waste minimization and volume
reduction principles in order to minimize the scope and size of the on-site

radioactive waste storage facilities.

The development and implementation of the new on-site storage facility
will be subject to rigid procurement and cost controls. FPL will use
competitive bidding for the procurement of materials and services
associated with the LLW Storage Project to ensure a safe, reliable and

least-cost approach.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.

10



APPENDIX I

ENVIRONMENTAL COST RECOVERY

COMMISSION FORMS 42-1P THROUGH 42-7P
JANUARY 2008 - DECEMBER 2008

REVISED FORMS 42-1E, 42-2E, 42-3E, 42-6E, 42-7E,
42-8E, PAGES 39-40
JANUARY 2007 - DECEMBER 2007

KMD-3

DOCKET NO. 070007-EI

FPL WITNESS: K.M. DUBIN
EXHIBIT

PAGES 1-104




Form 42-1P
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Total Jurisdictional Amount to Be Recovered
For the Projected Period
January 2008 to December 2008
Line Energy CP Demand GCP Demand Total
No. $) $ ($) (%)
1 Total Jurisdictional Rev. Regq. for the projected period
a Projected O&M Activities (FORM 42-2P, Page 2 of 2, Lines 7 through 9) 7,614,080 3,866,972 687,584 12,168,636
b Projected Capital Projects (FORM 42-3P, Page 2 of 2, Lines 7 through 9) 19,419,122 13,124,403 4] 32,543,525
¢ Total Jurisdictional Rev. Req. for the projected period (Lines 1a + 1b) 27,033,202 16,991,375 687,584 44,712,161
v 2 True-up for Estimated Over/(Under) Recovery for the
current period January 2007 - December 2007 ]
(FORM 42-1E, Line 4, revised on August 31, 2007) (314,178) (259,345) (12,302) (585,826)
3 Final True-up Over/(Under) for the period January 2006 - December 2006
(FORM 42-1A, Line 7, filed on April 2, 2007) : 730,005 795,374 38,471 1,563,849
4 Total Jurisdictional Amount to be Recovered/(Refunded)
in the projection period January 2008 - December 2008
(Line 1 - Line 2 - Line 3) 26,617,376 16,455,347 661,416 43,734,138
5 Total Projected Jurisdictional Amount Adjusted for Taxes
(Line 4 x Revenue Tax Multiplier 1.00072) 26,636,540 16,467,194 661,892 43,765,627

Notes:
Allocation to energy and demand in each period are in proportion to the respective period split of costs.

True-up costs are split in proportion to the split of actual demand-related and energy-related costs from respective true-up periods.

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-2P
Page 1 of 2
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Projected Period Amount
January 2008 - December 2008
O&M Activities
{in Dollars)
Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projecled 6-Month
Line # Prgect # JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total
1 Description of O&M Activities
1 Air Operating Permit Fees-O&M $163,772 $163.772 $163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $962,632
3a Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-O&M 174,186 38,841 38,841 38,841 38,841 189,186 518,736
5a Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 37,500 115,000 477.500 17,6500 23,072 [} 670,572
Storage Tanks-O&M
Ba Ol Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-O&M 16,150 15.150 40,150 16,150 25,150 40,150 150,900
13 RCRA Corrective Aclion-O&M 0 2,000 4] 20,000 0 0 22,000
14 NPDES Permit Fees-O&M 124,900 .0 7.500 0 0 7,600 139,900
17a Disposal of Noncontalnerized Liquid Waste-O&M 20,000 28,000 35,000 30,000 10,000 28,000 161,000
19a Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & 146,700 191.650 175,750 36,900 66,850 54,850 672,700
Removal - Distribution - O&M
19b Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & 34,450 28,450 40,450 80,900 0 [} 184,250
Removal - Transmission - O&M
19¢ Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & (46,686) (46,686) (46,686) (46,686) (46,686) (46,686)  (280,116)
Removal - Costs included in Base Rates
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0
NA Amortization of Gains on Sales of Emissions Allowances (89,804) (89,804) {89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (538,824)
w 21 St. Lucle Turtie Net 10,000 0 0 0 0 0 10,000
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 0 100,000 160,000 [+ 260,000
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 6,000 6,000 6,000 16,000 16,000 81,000 131,000
24 Manatee Reburn 30,000 15,000 80,000 40,000 15,000 20,000 200,000
25 P, Everglades ESP Technology 196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 1,176,192
26 UST Replacement/Removal 0 (1} 0 [} 0 a 0
27 Lowest Quality Water Source 25,075 25,075 25,075 25,076 25,075 25,075 150,450
28 CWA 316(b) Phase il Rule 119,478 119,478 119,478 119,478 119,478 118,478 716,868
29 SCR Consumables 18,600 138,600 66,600 66,600 66,600 86,600 443,600
30 HBMP 1.700 14,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 1,700 20,200
31 CAIR Compliance 7,917 7917 257,917 257,917 107,917 7917 647,502
32 BART 1} 0 0 0 0 0 [
34 St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection & Maintenance 442,000 o 0 [ 4] [ 442,000
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance [ 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Tolal of O&M Activities $1,436,970 § 966,476 $ 1,595275 $ 1,089,375 $ 898997 $§ 884,770 $ 6,871,562
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $ 536707 $ 513901 $ 789,824 $ 722835 $ 531,712 § 640,057 $ 3,735137
4a Recoverable Costs Allocated to CP Dermand $ 776806 $ 283,967 $ 653044 $ 352883 $ 323778 $ 213,206 § 2,603,783
4b Recoverable Costs Allocated to GCP Demand $ 123357 $ 168,307 $ 152407 § 13557 § 43507 $ 31,507 $ 532,642
5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 9B.58121% 98.58121%
6a Retail CP Demand Jurisdictional Factor 98.76048% ©B.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048%
6b Retail GCP Demand Jurisdictional Factor 100.00000% 100.00000%  100.00000%  100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000%
7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (A} $ 529093 $ 506610 $ 778,618 § 712,679 $ 524169 $ 630,976 $ 3,682,145
8a Jurisdictional CP Demand Recoverable Costs (B) $ 767,276 $ 280,447 $ 644,949 § 348508 $ 319,764 $ 210,563 § 2,571,507
8b Jurisdictional GCP Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $ 123357 § 168,307 § 152,407 § 13557 $ 43507 $ 31,507 $ 532,642
9 Tolal Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for O&M $1419726 § 955364 § 1575974 § 1074744 § 687440 § 873046 § 6786294
Aclivities (Lines 7 + 8)
Notes:
(A)Line 3xLine 5
(B) Line 4a x Line 6a
{(C}) Line 4b x Line 6b

Totals may not add due {o rounding.



Line# Project#

1 Description of O&M Activities
1 Alr Operating Permit Fees-O&M
3a Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-O&M
5a Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel
Storage Tanks-O&M
8a Oll Spill Cl P p Equip t-O&M
13 RCRA Comective Action-O&M
14 NPDES Permit Fees-O&M
17a Disposal of Noncontalnerized Liquid Waste-O&M
19a Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention &
Removal - Distribution - O&M
18b Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention &
Remaval - Transmission - O&M
19c Substation Pollutant Discharge Pravention &
Removal - Costs Included in Base Rates
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination & Reuse :
NA Amortization of Gains on Sales of Emissions Allowances
21 St. Lucie Turtle Net
22 Pipsline Integrity Management.
23 SPCC - Spilt Prevention, Control & Countermeasures
24 Manatee Rebum
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology
26 UST Replacement/Removal
27 Lowest Quality Water Source
28 CWA 316(b) Phase Il Rule
29 SCR Consumables
30 HBMP
31 CAIR Compliance
32 BART
34 St. Lucie Cooling Water Systern Inspection & Maintenance
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance
2 Total of O&M Activities

3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy
4a Recoverable Costs Allocated to CP Demand
4b Recoverable Costs Altocated to GCP Demand

6 Retait Energy Jurisdictional Factor
6a Retail CP Demand Jurisdictional Factor
6b Retall GCP Demand Jurisdictional Factor

7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (A)
8a Jurisdictional CP Demand Recoverable Costs (B)
8b Jursdictional GCP Demand Recoverable Costs (C)

9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for O&M
Aclivities (Lines 7 + 8)

Notes:

{A) Line 3 x Line 5
{B) Line 4a x Line 6a
{C) Line 4b x Line 6b

Totals may not add due to rounding.

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Projected Period Amount
January 2008 - December 2008

Form 42-2p
Page 2 of 2

O&M Aclivities
(in Dollars)
Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected 6-Month 12-Month Method of Classfification
JUL AUG SEP OCT NOvV DEC Sub-Total Total CP Demand __ GCP Demand Energy
$163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $163,772 $982,632  $1,965,264 $1,965,264
38,841 38,841 38,841 38,841 38,841 38,841 233,046 751,782 751,782
[} 6,500 0 0 0 0 6,500 677,072 677,072
15,160 25,150 40,150 15,150 15,150 15,150 125,900 276,800 276,800
[+] 0 0 0 [} 100,000 100,000 122,000 122,000
o] 7,500 0 0 7,500 0 15,000 154,900 154,900
52,000 15,000 31,000 17,000 20,000 13,000 148,000 299,000 299,000
24,900 7,900 30,850 88,800 65,800 76,750 295,000 967,700 967,700
(1} [} 0 74,800 97,350 0 172,280 356,500 329,077 27,423
(46,686) (46,686) (46,686) (46,686) (46,686) 46,686)  (280,116) (560,232) (258,569) (280,116) (21,647)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804)  (538,824) (1,077,648) (1,077,648)
0 [} 0 0 [} 0 0 10,000 10,000
i} 0 0 0 0 [+} 0 260,000 260,000
70,000 58,000 58,000 58,000 6,000 6,000 256,000 387,000 387,000
20,000 20,000 70,000 70,000 70,000 50,000 300,000 500,000 500,000
196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 196,032 1,176,192 2,352,384 2,352,384
0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 1} 0
256,075 25,076 26,075 26,075 25,076 25,075 150,450 300,900 300,900
119,474 119,478 119,478 119,478 119,478 119,474 716,860 1,433,728 1,433,728
66,600 82,600 66,600 66,600 66,600 62,600 411,600 855,200 855,200
1,700 6,700 1,700 6,700 1,700 1,700 20,200 40,400 40,400
7817 7817 7917 367,917 367,917 387,917 1,147,502 1,795,004 1,795,004
0 0 0 0 ] o 0 [} 0
0 1] o 0 V] 0 0 442,000 442,000
0 10,000 7.000 [} 0 0 17,000 17,000 17,000
$ 664971 $ 653975 $ 719,925 $1,171,775 $1,124725 $1,119,821 §5455,192 $12,326,764 § 3,915508 $ 687,584 $7,723,662
$ 468,712 $ 457,712 $ 522712 $ 849474 $ 854,201 § 835712 §$ 3,988,524 § 7,723,662
$ 194702 $ 211,706 $ 189,706 $ 256,844 $ 228,067 $ 230,702 $ 1,311,726 § 3,915,508
$ 1557 $ (15443) $ 7507 $ 65457 $ 42457 $ 53407 $ 154942 § 687,584
98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 9858121% 98.58121%
098.76048% 98.76048% 9B.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048%
100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000%
$ 462,062 $ 451,218 § 515296 $ 837,422 $ 842,082 $ 823,855 $ 3,931,935 § 7,614,080
$ 192,288 $ 209,081 $ 187,354 § 253660 $ 225240 $ 227,842 §$ 1,295465 § 3,866,972
3 1,657 $ (15443) § 7507 $ 65457 $ 42457 $ 53407 $ 154942 $ 687,584

$ 655007 § 644856 $ 710457 $1.186530 £1.100779 $1.105.104 £5.362342 $12.166.630



Form 42-3P
Page 1 of 2
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calcuiation of the Projected Period Amount
January 2008 - December 2008
Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs
(in Dollars)
] Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected 6-Month
Line# Project# JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total
1 Description of Investment Projects (A)
2 Low NOx Bumer Technology-Capital $ 72973 § 72569 $ 72144 $ 71,730 $ 71315 $ 70,801 $ 431,622
3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 85,108 85,357 85,654 85,792 85,687 85,582 513,177
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 326 325 324 323 322 321 V 1,941
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 143,912 143,504 143,097 142,690 142,282 141,875 857,360
Storage Tanks-Capital N .
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 131 131 134 131 130 130 784
to Above Ground-Capital ' :
8b Oll Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 6,794 6,753 6,990 7,226 7,184 7,143 42,000
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 804 802 801 800 799 797 4,803
NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Retum on Investment (21,649) (20,818) (19,988) (19,157) (18,327) (17,496) {117,435)
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 5,291 5,280 5,270 5,259 5,249 5,238 31,687
17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 20,266 20,232 20,199 20,165 20,131 20,097 121,090,
W 21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 7,647 7,638 9,128 10,616 10,604 10,692 56,225
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 0 ] [V 0 0
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 169,688 169,305 168,922 168,775 169,133 169,254 1,015,077
24 Manatee Reburn 425,160 423,986 422,812 421,639 420,465~ 419,291 2,533,353
25 Pt Everglades ESP Technology 1,007,476 1,004,651 1,001,826 999,001 996,176 993,351 6,002,481
26 UST Removal / Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
31 CAIR Compliance 283,856 309,908 350,131 390,838 417,855 444,861 2,197,449
33 CAMR Compliance 104,732 147,724 190,717 233,710 276,703 319,696 1,273,282
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance Y 0 767 1,534 1,632 1,530 5,363
36 Low-Level Radioactive Waste Storage 0 0 4] 0 0 0 0
2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs 2,312,512 2,377,337 2,458925 2,541,072 2,607,240 2,673,163 14,970,249
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $ 1,626,253 $1,628,166 $1,631,408 $1,634,549 $1,636,233 $1,637,901 $ 9,794,510
4 Recoverable Costs Aliocated to Demand $ 686,250 $ 749,171 $ 827517 $ 906,523 $ 971,007 $1,035262 §$ 5,175,739
5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor ' 98.58121% 98.68121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.68121%
6 Retail Demand Jurisdictional Factor 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048%
7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) $ 1,603,180 $1,605,066 $1,608,262 $1,611,358 $1,613,019 $1,614,663 $ 9,655,548
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $ 677,752 $ 739,885 $ 817,260 $ 895287 $ 958,971 $1,022430 $ 5,111,585
9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for $ 2,280,032 $2,344951 $2425522 $2,506,645 $2571,990 $2637,093 $14,767,133
investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8)
Notes:
(A) Each project’s Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-4P, Line 9
(B)Line3 xLine5

(C) Line 4 x Line 6



Form 42-3P
Page 2 of 2
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Projected Period Amount
January 2008 - December 2008
Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs
(in Dollars) .
Projected Projected Projected.  Projected Projected Projected 6-Month 12-Month Method of Classification
Line # Project# JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV ‘DEC Sub-Total " Total Demand Energy
1 Description of Investment Projects (A)
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital $ 70487 § 70072 $ 69658 $ 69,243 $ 68829 $ 68414 $ 416,703 -$848,325 $ 848,35
3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 85,254 - 84,926 84,645 84,364 84,036 83,707 - 506,932  $1,020,109 1,020,109
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 319 318 317 316 315 314 1,899 $3,840 3,545 295
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 141,468 141,060 140,653 140,246 139,838 139,431 842,696  $1,700,056 1,569,282 130,774
Storage Tanks-Capital :
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Qil Underground Piping 130 129 129 129 129 128 774 $1,558 1,438 120
to Above Ground-Capital
8b Ol Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 7,102 7,060 7,019 6,978 6,937 7.311 42407 = $84,497 77,997 6,500
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 796 795 793 792 791 790 4,757 $9,560 8,825 735
NA 502 Allowances-Negative Retumn on Investment (16,666) (15,835) (15,005) (14,174) (13,344) {(12,513) (87,537)  ($204,972) (204,972)
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 5,228 5,217 5,207 5,196 5,186 5,175 31,209 $62,796 57,966 4,830
17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital 0 0 4} 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0
. 20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 20,064 20,030 19,996 19,962 19,929 19,895 119,876 $240,966 222,430 18,636
21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 10,580 10,568 10,556 10,544 10,632 10,520 63,300 $119,525 110,331 9,194
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 1,387 2,774 2,774 . 7,782 . 14,717 $14,717 13,585 1,132
23 SPCC - Spiil Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 171,528 180,723 187,756 188,041 188,243 213,354 1,120,645 $2,144,722 1,979,743 164,979
24 Manatee Rebum 418,117 416,944 415,770 414,596 413,422 412,248 2,491,097 $5,024,450 5,024,450
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 990,526 987,701 984,876 982,051 979,226 976,402 5,900,782 $11,903,263 11,903,263
26 UST Removal / Replacement 0 4] 0 0 0 0 4] $0 0 0
31 CAIR Compliance 471,855 498,837 526,808 603,116 730,761 877,680 3,708,057  $5,905,506 5,451,236 454,270
33 CAMR Compliance 362,688 405,681 448,674 491,667 534,660 577,662 2,821,022  $4,094,304 3,779,368 314,946
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 1,528 1,526 1,524 1,523 1,521 1,518 9,141 $14,504 13,388 1,116
36 Low-Leve! Radioactive Waste Storage 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0
2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs 2,741,004 2,815,752 2,889,763 3,007,364 3,173,785 3,389,809 18,017,477 32,987,726 13,289,124 19,698,602
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $1,639,509 $1,641,650 $1,643,776 $1,649,256 $1,658,447 § 1,671,454 $ 9,904,092 § 19,698,602
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand $1,101,495 $1,174,102 $1,245987 $1,3568,108 $1,615,338 $1,718,355 § 8,113,385 $ 13,289,124
5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121%
6 Retail Demand Jurisdictional Factor 098.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048%
7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) $1,616,248 $1,618,358 $1,620,455 $1,625,856 $1,634,917 $1,647,740 $ 9,763,574 $19,419,122
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $1,087,842 $1,159,549 $1,230,643 $1,341,274 $1,496,655 $1,697,0556 § 8,012,818 § 13,124,403
9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverabie Costs for $2704,090 $2,777.907 $2,850,998 $2,967,130 $3,131,472 $3,344,795 $17,776,392 § 32,543,525
Investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8)
Notes:
(A) Each project's Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-4P, Line 9
(B)Line3xLine5

(C)Line 4 x Line 6



Line

9.

Notes:

Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant

¢.  Refirements

d.  Other (A)
Plant-In-Service/Depreclation Base (B)

Less: Accumulated Depreciation {C)
CWIP - Non Inierest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines 2 -3 +4)
Average Nat Investment
Return on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Investment Expenses

a.  Depreciation (E}
b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantlement

d. Property Expenses
e. Other (G)

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

(A) NIA
(B)
€) NA
(8]

{E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Farm 42-4P, pages 43-45.

G) NA

- -
T TN N T S = I N . - .l
Form 42-4p
Page 1 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company '
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Pariod January through June 2006
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: 1.ow NOx Burner Technology {Project No, 2)
(in Doliars)
Beginning .
of Period January February March - April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

$0

$0
17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393‘ 17,473,393 nla
14,406,061 . 14,450,875 14,495,688 14,540,502 14,585,315 14,630,129 14,674,942 . n/a

0 [ 0 g 0 0 0 0
$3,067,332 $3,022,518 $2,977.705 $2,932,891 $2,888,078 $2,843,265 $2,798,451 n/a

3,044,925 3,000,112 2,955,298 2,910,485 2,865,671 2,820,858

23,398 23,063 22,709 22,365 22,020 21,676 135,221

4,762 4,692 4,622 4,552 4,482 4,412 27,521

44,813 44,813 44,813 44,813 44,813 44,813 268,881

$72,973 $72,559 $72,144 $71,730 $71,315 $70,901 $431,622

Totals may not add due to rounding.

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unlt(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factar for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.



Line
1.

bl ol

@

e

7.

L

8.

Notes:

Investments

a. Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

c. Retirements '

d.  Other (A)

Plant-In-Service/Depreclation Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Non interest Bearing

Net Investment {Lines 2 -3 + 4)

Average Net Investment

Return on Average Net Investment

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)
Investment Expenses

a. Depreclation (E)

b.  Amoriization (F)

c. Dismantiement

d. Properly Expenses

e. Other (G)

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

)
(8)
©)
(D)
(E)
F)
@)

N/A

N/A

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008

Return on Capiltal Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: ! ow NOx Burner Technology {Project No, 2)

Form 42-4P
Page 2 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period July Augus! September QOctober November December Twelve Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Esti d Estimated Estimated Amount
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$0
$17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17,473,303 17,473,393 17,473,393 na
14,674,942 14,719,756 14,764,569 14,809,383 14,854,196 14,899,010 14,943,823 nfa
\] g 0 0 0 d 0 1] 0
$2,798,451 $2,753,638 $2,708,824 $2,664,011 $2,619,197 $2,574,384 $2,529,5670 n/a
2,776,044 2,731,231 2,686,417 2,641,604 2,596,790 2,551,977
21,332 20,987 20,643 20,299 19,954 18,610 258,045
4,342 4,271 4,201 4,131 4,061 3,991 52,519
44 813 44,813 44,813 44,813 44,813 44,813 637,762
$70,487 $70,072 $69,658 $69,243 $68,829 $68,414 $848,325

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit{s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

Applicable amortizatlon period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

N/A



Line
1

AN

7.

9.

Notes:

Investments

b.
c.
d.

Expenditures/Additions
Clearings to Plant
Retirements

Other (A)

Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B)
Less: Accumutated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Nan interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines 2-3 +4)

Average Net Investment

Return on Averags Net Investment

a.
b.

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767_% x 112)

Investment Expenses

oep o

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

()
(8)
©)
)]
(E)
(F)
)

Depraclation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantlement
Properly Expenses
Cther (G)

N/A

N/A

Form 42-4P
Page 3 of 45
Florlda Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period January through June 2008
Return on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Continuous Emissions Monitoring {Prolect No. 3b)
(In Dollars}
Beginning
of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
79,000 30,00(_] 67,500 0 42,000 $218,500
$0
$0
$12,721,785 12,800,785 12,830,785 12,898,285 12,898,286 12,940,285 12,940,285 0
7,329,194 7,364,225 7,399,328 7,434,603 7.470,030 7,505,486 7,540,971 n/a
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$5,392,591 $5.,436 560 $6,431,457 $5,463,683 $5,428,255 $5,434,799 $5.399,314 nia
5,414,575 5,434,009 5,447,570 5,445,969 5,431,627 5,417,056
41,607 41,756 41,860 41,848 41,737 41,626 250,432
8,468 8,498 8,520 8,517 8,494 ~ 8,472 50,969
35,031 35,102 35,275 35,427 35,456 35,485 211,777
$85,106 $85,357 $85,654 $85,792 $85,687 $85,682 $513,178

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% refiects an 11.75% return on equity.
Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 4345. ) o . .

Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

NIA

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 4 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period- July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Preject: Gontinuous Emissions Monitoring (Project No. 3b)
(in Dollars)
Beginning .
. . of Period July August. September October November December Twelve Month
Line : . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments
a. Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant $7,500 $226,000
G.  Retirements . $0
d.  Qther (A) $0
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreclation Base (B) $12,940,285 12,940,285 12,940,285 12,947,785 12,947,785 12,947,785 12,947,785 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 7,540,971 7,676,456 7.611,941 7,647,439 7,682,949 7,718,459 7,763,969 nla
4.  CWIP - Non Interest Bearing . 4] 0 - 0 0 0 4] 0 0
S 5. Net Investment (Lines2-3 +4) $5,399,314 $5,363,829 $5,328,344 $5,300,346 $5,264,836 $5,229,326 $5,193,816 nia
0. Average-Net ln.vestment 5,381,571 - 5,346,086 5,314,345 5,282_,591 5,247,081 5,211,671
7. Return on Average Net investment , ; : . . .
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D} : . : 41,353 41,080 40,836 40,592 40,318 40,047 494,660
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) L 8,416 8,361 8,311 8,262 8,206 8,150 100,675
8. Invesiment Expenses
a. Depreciation (E) 35,485 35,485 35,498 35,510 35,510 35,510 424,775
b.  Amortization {F)
G.  Dismantlement
d. Property Expenses -
e. Other (G) i
9, Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $85,254 "~ §84,026 $84,645 $84,364 $84,036 $83,707 $1.020.110
Notes:
(A) N/A ’ i
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See ‘Form 42-4P, page§ 43-45.
{C) NIA ' ' : ' '

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the~rric_>nt_hly Equity Component of 5.6640% r‘eﬂe,c!s an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NIA

- Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page & of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod January through June 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes
For Project; Clean Closure Equivalency (Project No. 4b)
{in Dollars)
Beglnnlng
Line . of Perlod January February March April May June Six Maonth
) ) Amount - Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated - Eslimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant 0 0 Q o} ] 30 $0

c.  Reliremenls ’

d.  Other (A)
2,  Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $58,866 58,866 58,866 58,866 58,866 58,866 68,866 nla
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 35,581 35,602 35,803 35,914 36,024 36,135 36,246 nia
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 1} Y] 0

—
+— 5. Netlnvesiment (Lines2-3+4) $23,285 $23,174 $23,063 $22,952 $22,842 $22,731 $22,620 n/a

6. Avetage Net Investment 23,229 23,119 23,008 22,897 22.'i86 22'.675
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 178 178 177 176 175 174 1,058

b.  Debt Component {Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 36 36 36 36 36 a5 215

8. investment Expenses
a. Depreclation (E) 111 111 111 111 111 111 665
b.  Amortization (F)
c.  Dismantiement
d.  Property Expenses

Other (G)
9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $326 $325 $324 $323 $322 $321 $1,941
Notas:
(A) NA _
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
{C) NA
o

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% refiects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable deprecialion rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



4!

Line

@ N

Notes:

Invesiments

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant

¢.  Relirements

d.  Other (A)
Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B)

Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net invesiment (Lines2 -3 +4)
Average Nel Investment

Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for laxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Invesiment Expenses
Depreclation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantiement
Property Expenses
Other {G)

L=

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

(A) N/A

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

For the Period July through December 2008

Retum on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes

For Project; Clean Closure Equivalency (Project No. 4b)

Form 42-4P
Page 6 of 45

{(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$58,866 58,866 68,866 58,866 58,866 58,866 58,666 n/a
36,246 36,357 36,468 36,576 36,689 36,800 36,911 nfa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$22,620 $22,509 $22,398 $22,288 $22 177 $22,066 $21,955 n/a
22,565 22,454 22,343 22,232 22121 22,011
173 173 172 171 170 169 2,086
35 35 35 35 35 34 425
111 111 111 111 111 111 1,330
$319 $318 $317 $316 $315 $314 - $3,840

(8) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), umt(s) or plant account(s) See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

(€} NIA
(D)

(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) NA

Totals may not add due to rounding.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
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—

@ N

Notes:

Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions
b. Clearings to Plant

c. Retirements

d. Other (A)

Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
GWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines2-3 +4)
Average Net Invesiment
Return on Average Net investment

a. Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Investment Expenses

a. Depreciation (E)

b.  Amortization (F)

c. Dismantlement

d.  Properly Expenses
8. Other(G)

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

(A NA
(8)
(C) NA
(D)

Form 42-4P
Page 7 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
' Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes:-
For Project: Maintenance of Above Ground Storage Tanks (Project No. 5b)
(in Dollars)
Beginning . i
of Period “January February March April May June " Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$0
$13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 n/a
2,729,709 2,773,765 2,817,802 2,861,848 2,905,894 2,949,941 2,993,987 nia
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$10,820,509 $10,776,463 $10,732,416 $10,688,370 $10,644,323 $10,600,277  $10,556,230 n/a
10,798,486 10,754,439 10,71 0.393 BN 10,666,347 10,622,300 10,578,254
82,977 82,639 82,300 81,962 81,624 81,285 492,787
16,888 16,819 16,750 16,681 16,612 16,544 100,294
44,048 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 264,279
$143,912 $143,504 $143,097 $142,690 $142,282 $141,875 $857,360

(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amartization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) NA

Totals may not add due to rounding.

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.



Form 42-4p
Page 8 of 45
FElorida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Maintenance of Above Ground Storage Tanks (Prol ect No. 5b
(in Dollars) '
Beginning
X of Period - July August September October November December Twelve Month
Line . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments
a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant $0
¢.  Refirements
d.  Other (A)
2. Plantin-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $13,650,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 2,993,987 3,038,034 3,082,080 3,126,127 3,170,173 3,214,220 3,258,266 n/a
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
E 5.  NetInvestment (Lines2 -3+ 4) $10,556,230 $10,512,184 $10,468,137 $10,424,091 $10,380,044 $10,335,998 $10,291,952 nfa
6. Average Net Investment 10,534,207 10,490,161 10,446,114._ 10,402,068 10,358,021 10,313,975
7. Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 80,947 80,608 80,270 79,931 79,593 79,254 973,390
b. Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 16,475 16,406 16,337 16,268 16,199 16,130 198,109
8. Investment Expenses
a. Depreclation (E) 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 528,558
b.  Amortization (F)
c. Dismantlement
d. Property Expenses
e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $141,468 $141,060 $140,653 $140,246 $139,838 $139,431 $1,700,056
Notes:
(A) N/A )
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plapt account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,
(C) NA

{D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% refiects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) * Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 9 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes
For Prolect: Relocate Turbine Oil Underground Piping (Project No. 7)
' (in Dollars) :
Beginning
of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments : ) : i
a.  Expenditures/Additions:
b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0
c.  Relifements
d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depraclation Base (B) $31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 20,154 20,185 20,216 20,248 20,279 20,310 20,341 nla
4. GWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 - 0 0 0 [1] -0 0 0
G 5. Netlnvestment (Lines2-3+4) $10,876 $10,845 $10.814 $10,783 $10,751 $10,720 $10,689 nia
6. Average Net Investment 10,860 : 10,829 10,798 10,767 - 10,736 10,705
7. Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equily Component grossed up for taxes (D) 83 83 83 83 82 82 :9:
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) . : 17 17 17 17 17 17 0
8. Investment Expenses :
a.  Depreciation (E) 3 A 31 EL 3 3 186
b.  Amortlzation (F) : . -
¢.  Dismantlement
d.  Property Expenses
e. Other (G)
0 $784
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $131 $131 $131 $131 $130 $131
Notes:
(A) NIA : ’
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit{s), or plant accounl(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) N/A
(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equily Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 424P, pages 43-45. ’

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A ’

Tolals may not add due to rounding.
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Form 42-4P
Page 10 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
. Eor Project: Relocate Turbine Qil Underaround Plping (Project No. 7)
(in Dollars) :
Beginning
) of Period July August September Qctober November December Twelve Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Invesiments
a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
c.  Relirements
d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 31,030 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 20,341 20,372 20,403 20,434 20,465 20,496 20,627 nfa
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
+— 5 Netlnvestment (Lines 2-3+4) $10,689 $10.658 $10,627 $10,596 $10,565 $10,534 $10,603 n/a
™ .
6. Average Net Investment 10,674 10,643 10,642 10,581 10,550 10,519~
7. Retum on Average Net Invesiment '
a.  Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 82 82 82 81 81 81 986
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 17 17 17 17 16 16 204
8. Investment Expenses
a.  Depreciation {E) : 3 3 31 a1 31 31 372
b.  Amortization (F)
¢. Dismantlement
d.  Properly Expenses
a. Other (G)
$1,558
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8} $130 $129 $129 $129 $129 $128 $
Notes:
(A) NA )
{B) Applicabie beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account{s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) NIA
D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal income Tax Rate of 35%. the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

{F) Applicable amortization pencd(s) See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NiA

Totals may not add due to rounding.
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Form 42-4P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Rt_ecovery Clause
Forthe Period January through June 2008
Return on Capilal Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: .Oil $pill Cleanup/Response Equipment {Project No. 8b)
{In Dollars) -
Beginning
of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Line : . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated ~ Estimated Estimated Estimated - Amount

1. invesiments ' . : . )

a.  Expenditures/Additions .

b.  Clearings to Plant 55,000 $55,000

c. Relirements ' ‘

d.  Other (A) :
2, Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $412,721 412,124 412,721 467,721 467,721 467,721 467,721 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 153,608 158,026 162,444 166,885 171,349 175,613 180,277 nfa
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
5. Natinvestment (Lines 2-3 + 4) $259,113 35254695 $250.277 $200,836 $296,372 $291,908 $287,444 n/a
6. Average Net Investment 256,904 252,486 275,556 298,604 294,140 289,676
7. Return on Average Net Investment. :

a.  Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 1,974 1,940 2,117 2,295 2,260 2,226 12,812

b. ' Debt Companent (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 402 © 305 431 467 460 453 2,608
8. Investmant Expenses

a.  Depreciation (E) 4418 4,418 4,441 4,464 4,464 4,464 26,670

b.  Amortization (F) )

c. Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

8.  Other (G)

42,090
9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $6.794 $6,753 $6,990 $7,226 $7,184 $7.143 $
Notes;
(A) N/A
(8)

Applicable beginning of period and end of periad depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). Ses Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) N/A

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rale of 35%, the monthly Equity Component of 5. 6640% reﬂects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. v

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NIA

Totals may not add dus to rounding.
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Form 42-4P
Page 12 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
.Retum on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes
For Project: Qil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment (Project No. 8b
(In Dollars} =
Beginning - . . .
Une _ of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
e, Amount Estimated - Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments - . .

a.  ExpendituresAdditions

b.  Clearings to Plant $67,000 $122,000

¢.  Relirements

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $467,721 467,721 467,721 467,721 467,721 467,721 534,721 nia
3. Less; Accumulated Depreciation (C) 180,277 184,742 189,206 193,670 198,134 202,598 207,169 n/a
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0
5. Net Investment (Lines2-3 +4) $287 444 $282,980 $278,516 $274,051 $269,587 $265,123 $327,553 nfa
6. Average Net Investment 285,212 280,748 276,283 271,819 267,355 296,338
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment )

a.  Equily Component grossed up for taxes (D) 2,192 2,157 2,123 2,089 2,054 2,277 25,704

b. Debt Component {Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 148 439 432 _ 425 418 463 5:231
8. Investment Expenses

a. Depreclation (E) 4,464 4,464 4,464 4,464 4464 4571 53,861

b.  Amortization (F) '

c. Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $7.102 $7,060 $7,019 $6,978 $6,937 $7,311 $84,497

Notes:

(Ay N/A

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) NIA

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 13 of 45
Florlda Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Retovery Clause )
For the Period January through June 2008
Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Relocate Storm Water Runoff (Project No. 10)
o (in Dollars)
Beginning .
) of Period January  ° February March Apiil May June Six Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0

¢.  Relirements

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 45,686 45,823 45,960 46,098 46,235 46,373 46,510 n/a
4, CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

G 5. NelInvestment (Lines2-3+4) $72,108 $71,971 $71,834 $71,696 $71,559 $71421 $71,284 n/a

6. Average Net investment 72,040 71,902 . 71,765 71,627 71,490 71,353
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 554 - 553 551 550 549 548 3,306

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 113 112 112 112 112 12 673
8. Invesiment Expenses

a. Depreciation {E) 137 . 137 137 137 137 137 825

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

a. Other (G)
9. Tolal System Racoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $804 $802 $801 $800- $799 $797 -$4.803

Notes:

(A) N/A

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by productlon plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) N/A

)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the manthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.76% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. .

(F) Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
{G) NA )

Totals may not add due ta rounding. -
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Line

Invesiments

a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

¢.  Relirements

d.  Other (A)

Flant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines 2 -3 + 4)
Average Net Investment

Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equily Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Invesiment Expenses
a." Depreclation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantlement
Properly Expenses
Qther (G)

saoC

Total Systern Recoverable Expenses (LInes 7 & 8)

Notes:

(A) NA

Florida Power & tight Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

For the Perlod July through December 2008

" Return on Capital Investments, Depreciatlon and Taxes
For Project: Relocate Storm Water Runoff (Project No, 10)

Form 42-4P
Page 14 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning -
of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
$117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 117,794 nla
46,510 46,648 46,785 46,922 47,060 47,197 47,335 nfa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$71.284 $71,146 $71,009 $70,872 $70,734 $70,697 $70,459 n/a
71.215 71,078 70,940 70,803 70,665 70,528/
547 546 545 544 543 642 6,573
111 11 111 1M 111 110 1,338
137 137 137 137 137 137 1,649
$796 $795. $793 $792 $791 $790 - $9.560

(B) Applicable beginning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by production plant ﬁame(s).,unlt(s), or plant accounl(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

(C) NIA .
D)

(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) NIA

Totals may not add due to rounding.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%, the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.



Form 42-4P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Scherer Discharge Pipeline (Project No, 12)
(in Dollars)
Beginning
. ] of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Eslimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments . :
a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0
c.  Reflrements
d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 414,708 415,846 416,985 418,124 419,263 420,401 421,540 nfa
4. GWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0
B 5. Netinvestment (Lings2-3+4) $449,552 $448.414 $447,275 $446,136 $444,997 $443,859 $442,720 nla
6. Average Net Investment 448,983 447,844 446,705 445,567 444,428 443,289
7. Return on Average Net Investment N
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 3,450 3,441 3,433 3424 3,415 3,406 20,569
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 702 700 698 697 695 693 4,186
8. Investment Expenses
a. Depreciation (E) 1,139 1,139 1,139 1,139 1.139 1138 6,633
b.  Amortization (F)
¢. Dismanilement
d. Property Expenses
a. Other (G)
31,687
9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $5,291 $5,280 $5,270 $5,269 $5,249 35,238 $31
Notes:
(A) NIA
(B) Applicable beglnnlng of perlod and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s) See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,
(C) NIA

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monlhly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
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lo wer & | ight Compan
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period July through December 2008
Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Scherer Discharge Pipellne {Project No. 12)
(In Dollars)
Beginning
: of Period duly August September Octaber November December Twelve Month
_ﬂ'& . - Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant $0 50 $0 30 $0 $0 30

c.  Relirements ’ :

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreclation Base (B) $864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 864,260 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation {C) 421,540 422,679 423,818 424,956 426,095 427,234 428,373 nfa
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 [\ 0 0 0 0 0 0

B 5. Net Invesiment (Lines 2 -3 + 4) $442,720 $441.581 $440,442 $439,304 $438,165 $437,026 $435,887 n/a

6. Average Net Investment 442,150 441,012 439,873 438,734 437,595 436.457:
7. Return on Average Net Investment ) o

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 3,398 3,389 3,380 3,371 3.363 3,354 40,823

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 691 690 688 686 684 683 8,309
8. investment Expenses

a.  Depreclation (E) 1,139 1,139 1,139 1,139 1.139 1.139 13,665

b.  Amortization (F}

c.  Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
8. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $5,228 $5.217 $5,207 35,196 85,186 $6,175 362,796

Notes:

(A) NIA

(B) Appllcable beglnning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. .

(C) NIA

(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Appllcable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4F, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Yotals may not add due to rounding.
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Line

1. Investments

a.  Expendiwres/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

c.  Refirements

d.  Other (A)

2. Plant-in-Service/Depreciation Basa (B)
3. Less: Accumulated Depraciation (C)
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

6. NetInvestment (Lines 2- 3+ 4)
6. Average Net Investment
7. Return on Average Net Investiment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)
8. Investment Expenses
a. Depreclation (E)
b.  Amorlization (F)
c. Dismantlement
d.  Properly Expenses
e. Other (G)
9. Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)
Notes:
(A) N/A :
(8)

(C) NiAa
)

Florida Power & Light Gompany
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Perlod January through June 2008

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Non-Containerized Liquid Wastes (Project No. 17)

Form 42-4P
Page 17 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated . Amount
$0 $0
$0 ¢ 0 0 0 4} 0 nfa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$0_ $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 n/a
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

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.

Applicabla beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. : .



Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

For the Period July through December 2008

Retum on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes

Form 42-4P
Page 18 of 45

For Project: -Contalnerized Liguld Wastes (Project No. 17
(In Dollars)
Beginning
of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments

a.  Expendilures/Additions

b, - Clearings to Plant $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30

¢.  Reflrements '

d Other (A}
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) 0 0 i 0 0 0 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (G) 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 Q 9

[\
+ 5. Netlnvestment (Lines 2-3+4) 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 nfa

6. Average Net Investment 0 4] [ 0 0 Q
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 0 0 0 0 0 Y

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 0 0 0 0 Q o °
8. Investment Expenses

a. Depreciation {E) Y 0 0 0 0 0 0

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 - $0

Nates:
(A)
G)]
©)
()]
(E)
(F)
G)

N/A

N/A

Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reﬂects the Faederal income Tax Rate of 35%, the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11 75% return on equity.

Applicable depreciation rate or rates.  See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.."
Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
N/A

Tolals may not add due to rounding.



Line

1.

Lol ol

o

o

N

o

9. Total System Recovérable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

Investments

a

b.
c.
d.

Expendilures/Additions
Clearings to Plant
Relirements

Other (A)

Plant-In-Service/Dépreciation Base B)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Non interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines2-3 +4)

Average Net Investment

Return on Average Net Investment

a.
b.

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (b)
Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Investment Expenses

[ S

Notes:

(A)
®)
(€)
©)
(€)
)
()

Depreciation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantlement
Properly Expenses
Other (G)

N/A

NIA

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Gost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period January through June 2008

Return on Capital Investments, Dehreciaﬂon and Taxes

r Project: Wasterwater/Stor

ater Reuse (Project No. 20

. Form 42-4P

Page 19 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period . January February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

$0 $0

$2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 n/a
562,995 566,644 570,293 573,941 577,590 581,239 584,888 nfa

0 4] 0 0 0 1] 0 0
$1,798,666 $1,795.018 $1,791,369 $1,787,720 $1,784,071 $1,780,423 $1,776,774 - n/a

1,796,842 1,793,183 1,789,545 1,785,896 1,782,247 1 ,778,598:

13,807 13,779 13,751 13,723 13,695 13,667 82,423

2,810, 2,804 2,799 2,793 2,787 2,782 16,7756

3.649 3,649 3,649 3,649 3,649 3,649 21,892

$20,266 $20,232 $20,199 $20,165 $20,131 $20,007 $121,090

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by pro_duclion plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Compqnent of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. s .

Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 20 of 45
Florida Power & Light Gompany
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Wasterwater/Stormwater Reuse {Project No. 20}
(in Doliars) ’
Beginning )
L of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month -
.ﬂ. . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated- Amount

1. Investments

8. Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant ’ $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 %0

¢.  Refirements -

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 nla
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) $584,888 588,536 592,185 595,834 500,482 603,131 606,780 nia

%) 4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
piy .

5. Net Investment (Lines 2~ 3 + 4) $1,776,774 $1,773,125 $1,769.477 $1,765,828 $1,762,179 $1,768,531 $1,754,882 n/a
6. Average Net Investment 1,774,950 1,771,301 1,767,662 1,764,004 1,760,355 1,756,706
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 13,639 13,611 13,683 13,555 13,527 13,499 163,836

Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) : 2,776 2,770 2,764 2,759 2,753 2,747 33,346
8. Invesiment Expenses

a.  Depreclation (E) 3,649 3,649 3,649 3,649 3,649 3,649 43,785

b.  Amortization (F)

c. Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e, Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $20,064 $20,030 $19,996 $19,962 $19,929 $19,896 $240,966

Notes:

{A) N/A

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) N/A

©)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amoriization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due fo rounding.



LT

Line

1. Investments

a.  Expendilures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

c. Rellrements
d.  Other (A)

2. Plent-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B)
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4)

6. Average Net Investment

N

Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

8. Investment Expenses
a. Dapraclation (E)

b. Amortization (F}

c. Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses
e. Otlher (G)

9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

_Notes:

(A) NA

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

For the Perlod January through June 2008

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Turlle Nets (Proect No. 21)

Form 42-4P
Page 21 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period Ja'nuary February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
288,000 $0 $288,000
828,789 828,789 828,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 nfa
105,991 106,958 107.925 109,060 110,363 111,666 112,969 nla
0 0 Q0 0 Q Q 0
$722,798 $721,831 $720,864 $1,007,729 $1,006,426 $1,005,123 $1,003,820 n/a
722,314 721,347 864,296 - 1,007,078 1,005,775 1,004,472

5,550 5,543 6,641 7,739 7.729 7,719 40,920
1,130 1,128 1,352 1,575 1,673 1,671 8,328
967 967 1,135 1,303 1,303 1,303 6,978
$7.647 $7,638 $9,128 $10,616 $10,604 $10,592 $56,225

(B) Applicable beginning of perlod and end of period depreclable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) NA
)

{E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization period(s}. See Form 42-4P, pages 4345,

{G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%:; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
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Line
1.

|

>

N

8.

9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

Investments

a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

¢.  Retirements

d.  Other (A)

PIanl—ln-SarvIceIDepreclaﬂon Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Invesiment {Lines 2 -3 + 4)

Average Net Investment

Return on Average Net Investment

a.
b.

Equily Component grossed up for taxes (D)
Dabt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Investment Expenses

seeow

Notes:

(A)
)
(©)
(0}
(E)
(F)
©)

Depreciation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantiement
Property Expenses
Other (G)

N/A

N/A

Florida Power & L ight Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period July through December 2008

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
- Eor Project: Turtle Nets (Project No, 21)

Form 42-4P
Page 22 of 45

(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Perlod July August September October November December Twelve Month
Amount Estimated i Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $288,000
$1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1,116,789 n/a
$112,969 114,272 115,575 116,878 118,180 119,483 120,786 n/a
$0 0 0 0 0 0 1] 0
$1,003,820 $1,002,517 $1,001,214 $999,911 $998,609 $997,306 $996.003 n/a
1,003,169 1,001,866 1,000,563 999,260 997,957 996,664 V
7,700 7,699 7,688 7,678 7,668 7,658 87,021
1,569 1,667 1,565 1,563 1,561 1,559 17,711
1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 14,795
$10,580 $10.568 $10,556 $10,544 $10,532 $10,520 $119,526

Appilcable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s) See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monlhly Equily Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

Applicable amortization peilod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

N/A



Form 42-4P
Page 23 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Gost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod January through June 2008
Retum on Capltai lnveslments. Depreciation and Taxes
"For Pro]ect Pipeline Integrity Management (Prolect No 22)
) " (inDollars) -
Beginning . :
v of Period January February March April May June Six Month
Line B Amount . Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments : . j .

a. ExpendltureslAddltlons

b.  Clearings to Plant $0 . $0

¢.  Retirements . . .

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 nja
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 (4] 0

N -
O 5. Netinvestment (Lines2-3 +4) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0_ ._$0. n/a

6. Average Net Investment 0 0 0 0 0 0
7. Return on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) , 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0
8. Investment Expenses

a.  Depreciation (E) 0

b.  Amortization (F) ’

c. Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) . %0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Notes:

(A) N/A ’

(B) Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreclable base by production plant name(s) unit(s), or plant account(s) See Form 42-4P pages 43-45.

(C) NA

(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, whlch reﬂects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%, the monthly Equity Component of 5 6640% reflects an 11 75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



0t

Line

1.

W N

9.

Notes:

{in Dollars)

Beginning

of Perlod July August September October November December Twelve Month

Amount - Estimated - Estimated Estirated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
Investments
a.  Expenditures/Additions _ 300,000 300,000 300,000
b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,200,000 $1,200,000
c. Retirempnls
d. Other(A)
Plant-In-Service/Depieciation Base (B) $0 0 0 0 0 0 1,200,000 nla
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) $0 0 [¢] 0 0 0 850 nfa
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing $0 0 0 300,000 300,000 300,000 0 900,000
Net investment (Lines 2 -3 +4) $0 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000 $300,000 $1,199,150 n/a
Averagse Net Investment 0 0 150,000 300,000 300,000 749,575
Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 0 1,153 2,305 2,305 5,760 11,523
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 0 0 235 469 469 1,172 2,345
Investment Expenses
a.  Depreciation (E} 850 850
b.  Amortization (F)
¢. Dismantiement
d.  Property Expenses
e. Other (G)
Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $1,387 $2,774 $2,774 $7,782 $14,717

()
(8)
(C)
(D)
(E)
(F)
(©)

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

For the Period July through December 2008

Return on Capltal investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Pipeline Integrity Management (Project No. 22)

Form 42-4P
Page 24 of 456

N/A

N/A

Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant accouni(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.756% return on equity.

Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
NIA

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4pP
Page 25 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cast Recovery Clause
Forthe Perlod January through June 2008
Retumn on Capital Investments, Depreclatlon and Taxes
For Project: Spill Prevention (Project No. 23)
(In Dollars)
Beginning
of Period January February March . Aprii May June Six Month
ﬂ_ : Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated .- Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments .

a.  Expenditures/Additions

b.  Clearings to Plant 41,042 90,000 $131,042

¢.  Retirements .

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $15,439,052 15,439,052 156,439,052 15,439,052 15,480,094 15,570,094 15,670,094 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 1,548,640 1,590,060 1,631,480 1,672,900 1,714,367 1,755,969 1,797,662 nfa

w 4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 9
= 5. Netlnvesiment (Lines2-3+4) $13,890.412 $13,848,992 $13,807,571 $13,766,161 $13,765,727 $13,814,124 $13,772,431 nfa

6. Average Net Investment 13,869,702 13,828,281 13,786,861 " 13,765,939 13,789,926 13,793,278
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 106,577 106,259 105,941 105,780 105,964 105,990 636,610

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 21,691 21,626 21,662 21,529 21,566 21,672 129,545
8. investment Expenses

a. Depreciation (E) 41,420 41,420 41,420 41,466 41,603 41,693 249,022

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e.  Other (G)
9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $169,688 $169,305 $168,922 $168,775 $169,133 $169,254 $1,015,077

Notes:

{A) Reserve Transfor/Adj.

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unil(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

{C) NA '

D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% refiects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amorfization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
{(G) NIA

Tolals may not add due {o rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 26 of 45
Elorida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
Retumn on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project; Spill Prevention (Profect No. 23)
o {in Dollars)
Beglnning s .
of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Esti d Amount

1. nvesimenis ’

a.  Expenditures/Additions o C

b. -Clearings to Plant : $479,568 - $1,117,637 $90,111 $29,223 $74,626 $4.415,176 $6,337,383

c. Retirements . .

d.  Other (A)
2. Plant-in-Service/Deprecialion Base {B) $15,670,004 16,049,662 17,167,299 17,257,410 17,286,633 17,361,259 21,776,435 nla
3, Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) $1,797,862 1,839,799 1,884,145 1,930,359 1,976,733 2,023,260 2,074,588 n/a
4. GWIP - Non Interest Bearing $0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0

Ll:_; 5. Net lnvestment {Lines2-3+4) $13,772,431 ] $14.209,863 $15,283,153 $15,327,051 $15,309,809. $15,337,999 $19,701,847 n/a

8. Average Net Investment 13,991,147 14,746,508 15,305,102 . 15,318,475 15,323,949 17,519,923
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment . .

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 107,510 113,315 117,607 117,710 117,752 134,626 1 ,345,02(7)

b, Debt Component {Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 21,881 23,062 23,936 23,957 ) 23,965 27,400 273,7.
8. Investment Expenses

a.  Depreclation (E) 42137 44,346 46,213 46,375 46,526 51329 625048

b.  Amortization (F)

¢.  Dismantlement

d. Properly Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $171,528 $180,723 $187,756 $188,041 $188,243 $213.354  $2.144,722

Notes: :

(A) NIA

(B} Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account{s). See Fprm 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) NIA

0)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Incame Tax Rats of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Tolals may nat add due to rounding.
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Llne

ol

Investments -

a. Expendlluresll\ddmons
b.  Clearings to Plant

c.  Refirements

d.  Olher (A)

Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (8)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Invesiment (Lines 23+ 4)
Average Net Investment

Relurn on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Investment Expenses

a, Depraciation (E)

b.  Amortization (F)

c. Dismantiement

d. Properly Expenses
6. Other (G)

Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

Notaes;

(A) NIA
(8)
(C) NA
(D)

Form 42-4pP
Page 27 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod January through June 2008
Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: M; eburn (Project No. 24
(In Dollars)
Beginning
of Period - January February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated - Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount-

§0° $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

| s

$0 $0 $0 - $0 - $0 $0 $0
$34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 nia
2,225,7_64 2,352,684 2,479,604 2,608,524 2,733,444 2,860,364 2,987,285 nl/a
o 0 0 0 0 0 nia
$32,312,275 $32,185,355 $32,058,435 $31,931,515 $31 ,804L594‘ $31,677,674 $31,550,754 n/a
32,248,815 32,121,895 31,994,975 -~ 31,868,055 31,741,134 31,614,214 nla

247,805 246,830 245,855 244,878 243,904 242,929 1,472,203

50,434 50,236 50,037 49,839 49,640 49,442 209,629

126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 761,621

$425 160 $423,086 _$422812 $421,639 $420,465 $419,291 $2,633,353

(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.

Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by produclion plaut namme(s), unil(s), or plant @ccount(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0. 61425, which reflects the Federal income Tax Rate of 35%. the monthly Equity Component of 5. 6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
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Line
1.

N

9. Total System Recoverable Expenses {Lines 7 & 8)

Investments o
a.  Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

c.  Relirements

d.  Other (A)

Planl-ln-ServIcequpreclatlon Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreclation {C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net Investment (Lines2 -3 +4)
Average Nel [nvestment

Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12)

Invesiment Expenses
a. Depreciation (E)

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantlement

d. Property Expenses
e. Other (G)

Notas:

(A) NA
®
(C) NIA
(D)

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod July through December 2008

Retum on Ca;SRaI Investments, Depreciation and Taxes

or Project: Manatee Rebu

Project No. 24

Form 42-4P
Page 28 of 46

(in Dollars}
Beginning
of Period July ) August September Octaber November December Twelve Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$0 30 $0 " $0 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
- %0 $0. $0 --$0 $0 $0 $0
$34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 nla
$2,987,285 3,114,205 3,241,425 3,368,045 3,494,965 3,621,886 3,748,806 nfa
$0 0 0 0 0 0 Y] n/a
$31,550,754 $31423,834 $31,206,914 $31,169,994 $31,043,073 $30,916,153 $30,789,233 nla
31,487,294 31,360,374 31,233454 31,106,533 30,979,613 30.852.695
241,954 240,978 240,003 238,028 238,053 237,077 $2,909,295
49,244 49,045 48,847 48,648 48,450 48,251 $592,113
126,920 126,920 " 126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 $1,623,042
$418,117 $416,944 $415,770 $414,596 $413.422 $412,248 $5,024,450

(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. )
(F) Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) NA

Totals may not add due fo rounding.

Applicable béginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by producﬂon plant namg(s), unit(s}), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

Tha Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.



Form 42-4P
Page 29 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Perlad January through June 2008
Retumn on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
Eor Project: Port Everglades ESP (Project No. 25)
. . {in Dollars)
Beginning . .
Une : . of Period Ja'nuary February March April: May June Six Month
— : . . Amount ._Estimated Esti d Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments ] .

a. Expenditures/Additions $0

b.  Clearings to Plant $0

¢.  Retirements - ’ ’ ' $0

d. Other (A)
2, Plant-In-Servico/Depreciation Base (B) $81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 nia
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 5,778,624 6,084,083 6,389,542 6,695,002 7,000,461 7,305,920 7,611,380 nla

w 4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 a 0 0 0 0 Q na
h . .

5. Net Inveslment (Lines 2-3 +4) $76,062,095 $75,756,636 $75451,176 $75,145,717 $74,840,258 $74,534,798 $74,229,339 nla
6. Average Net Investment 75,909,365 75,603,906 75,298,447 " 74,992,087 74,687,528 74,382,069
7. Return on Average Net Investment : . : :

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 583,300 580,953 578,606 576,259 673,911 571,564 3,464,504

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 118,716 118,238 117,760 117,283 116,805 116,327 705,130
8. Inveslment Expenses

a.  Depreclation (E) 305,459 305,459 305,459 305,459 305,459 306,459 1,832,756

b.  Amorlization {F)

c.  Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $1,007,476 $1,004,651 $1,001,826 $999,001 $996,176 $993,351 $6,002,481

Notes:

{A) NIA ’

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by produc!lon plant name(s) unlt(s) or piant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

{C) NA

(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Gomponent of 5. 6640% reflects an 11.76% return ori equity.
(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

{F} Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
Page 30 of 45
Elorida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreglation and Taxes
EAor Project: Port Everglades ESP {Project No. 25)
N : (in Dollars)
Beginning . . .
. of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month

ne Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Armount
1. Investments . .

a.  Expenditures/Additions . $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0

b.  Clearings to Plant $0 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $0

¢ Retlrements $0 $0 $0 $0 %0 %0 $0

d.  Other (A) '
2, Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $61,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 nla
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) $7,611,380 7,916,839 8,222,298 8,527,758 8,833,217 9,138,676 9,444,136 nia
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a

W
Oy 5. Netinvestment (Lines2-3 +4) $74,229,339 $73,923,880 $73,618.420 $73,312,961 $73,007,502 $72,702,042 $72,396,583 _ n/a

8. Average Net Investment 74,076,609 73771150 73,465,691 73,160,231 72,854,772 72,549,313
7. Relurn on Average Net Investment .

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 569,217 566,870 564,523 562,175 550,828 657,481 $6,844,688

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 115,850 115,372 114,894 114,417 113,939 113,461 $1,393,062

8. Investment Expenses
a. Depreclation (E) 305,459 305459 305,459 305,459 305,459 305,459 $3,665,512
b.  Amortization (F)
c. Dismantlement
d.  Properly Expenses
e. Other (G)

9. Tolaf System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $990,526

$987,701 $984,876 $982,051 $979,226 $976,402 $11,903,263
Notes:
(A} N/A : R .
(B} Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit{s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 4345.
(C) N/A ’
(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Companent of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NIA

Tolals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P

Page 31 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company

Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008

Retum on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes ‘ ’ o g !
Foi Pro]ect UST Removal / Replacement (Prolect No. 26} ’ ' A

(in Dollars})
Beginnlng .
. of Perled January - February . Mareh - April May June - . Six Month: _
ﬁﬂ_ _ R . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated - Estimated’ Estimated Amount
1. Inveslments .
a.  Expendilures/Additions $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
b.  Clearlngs to Plant . %0 $0 .30 » $0 $0 - $0 $0
c. Relirements $0 $0 %0 $0° $0 $0 $0
d.  Other (A)
2, Planl~In-SgrvIceIDapreclallon Base (B) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a
3. Less: Accurnulated Depreciation (C) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a
w 4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a
-3 - ) : . :
5. Netinvestment (Lines 2 -3 +4) 30 - 50 $0 $0 $0 : $0 $0 nia
6. Average Nel Investment 0 0 a 0 o] 0
7. Return on Average Net lnvestment
a,  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 4] 0 a ] _0 . 0 0 0
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) ’ 0 "0 0 0 0 0 0

8. Investment Expenses
a. Depreciation (E) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
b.  Amortization (F)
¢.  Dismantlement
d. Property Expenses

Other (G)
{]
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 : $
Notes:
(A) N/A : :
(B) Applicable beglnning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s) unlt(s) or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P pages 43-45.
(C) N/A
(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%. the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reﬂects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NA

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
. Page 32 of 46
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: UST Removal / Replacement (Project No. 26)
’ (in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period July August - - - September . October November December Twelve Month
Lins : Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Invesiments .

a. Expendilurés/Additions $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

b.  Clearings to Plant : $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

c. Rellements - 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

d.  Other (A)
2. PIant-ln-ServIceIDeprecIallon Base (B) $0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a
4, CWIP - Non Interest Bearing $0 0 0 g ] 0 0 na

So 5 Netlnvestment (Lines2-3+4) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 nla

6. Average Net Investment 0 0 0 ‘ 0 0 0
7. Return on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 o 0 0 0 0 $o

b. Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8. Invesimeni Expenses $0

a. Depreclation (E) 0

b.  Amortization (F)

c. Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

a. Other (G)

- i 0
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $
Notes:

(A) N/A )

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by production plant name(s). unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

(C) NA :

©)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%,; the monthly Equity Comp,one_:nt of 5,6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

{F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
{G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
7 Page 33 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Glause
Forthe Perlod January through June 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
teg For Project: CAIR Compliance (Project No, 31)
(in Dollars} -
) Beginning .
Line ) of Period Ja‘nuary February March Agpril May June Six Month
- Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Invesiments ' .
a.  Expenditures/Additions $2,817,917 $2,817,917 $2,817,917 $2,171,260 $2,171,250 $2,171,250 $14,967,501
b.  Clearings to Plant 0 0 14,855,089 646,667 646,667 $646,667 $186,795,090
c. Rellrements $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
d.  Other (A)
2. Planl-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) '$396,999 396,999 396,299 15,252,088 15,898,755 16,545,422 17,192,089 - nla
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 436 1,307 2,178 17,286 47,249 78,451 110,894 n/a
o 4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 28,794,176 31,612,093 34,430,010 22,392,838 24,564,088 26,735,338 28,906,688 nfa
O 5 Netlnvestment (Lines2-3 + 4) $29,190,739 $32,007,784 $34,824 830 $37,627,640 $40,415.594 $43,202,308 $45,987,783 n/a
6. Average Net Investment 30,599,262 33,416,307 36,226,235 - 39,021,617 41,808,951 44,595,046 nfa
7. Raturn on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 235,130 256,777 278,368 299,849 321,267 342,676 1,734,066
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) E 47,855 52,260 56,655 61,027 65,386 69,743 352,925
8. Investment Expenses
a.  Depreciation (E) 871 871 15,107 29,963 31,203 32,442 110,458
b.  Amoriization (F)
c. Dismantlement
d.  Property Expenses
8. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses {Lines 7 & 8) $283,856 $300,008 $350,131 $390,838 $417,855 $444,861 $2,197,449
Notes:
(A} N/A .
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by production plant name(s), unlt(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) NA
(D}

The Gross-up faclor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P, pages 4345,
(G) N/A .

Totals may not add dde to rounding.
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Form 42-4P
Page 34 of 45
Elorida Power & Light Gompany
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, bepreclatlon and Taxes
For Profect: CAIR Compliance (Profect No. 31
' (in Dollars)
Beginning o -
of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Lina Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments : . ’

a.  Expenditures/Additions $2,171.250 $2,171,250 $2,171,250 $13,059,582 $13,059,582 ($9,197.916) $38,402,499

b.  Cleatings to Plant $646,667 : $646,667 $646,667 $646,667 $646,667 $24,104,165 $44,132,590

¢. Retirements $0 30 $0 $0 -$0 $0 $0

d.  Other (A) :
2. Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $17,192,089 17,838,756 18,485,423 19,132,090 19,778,757 20,425,424 44,529,569 n/a
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) $110,894 144,575 179,496 215,656 253,056 291,696 345,376 na
4. CWIP - Non interest Bearing $28,906,588 31,077,838 33,249,088 35,420,338 48,479,920 61,539,502 52,341,586 nla
5. Netinvestment (Lines2- 3 +4) $45,087,783 $48,772,019 $51,655,015 $54,336,771 $68,005,620 $81,673,230 $96,525,799 n/a
6. Average Net Investment 47,379,901 50,163,617 52,945,893 . 61,171,196 74,839,425 89,099,515
7. Relurn on Average Net investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for faxes (D) 364,075 385,465 406,845 470,050 575,079 684,656 $4,620,235

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 74,008 78,452 82,803 95,667 117,043 139,344 $940,331
8. Investment Expenses

a. Depreclation (E) 33,602 34,921 36,160 37,400 38,639 63,680 §344,940

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantiement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $471,855 $498,837 $525,808 $603,116 $730,761 $877,680 35,905,506

Notes:

(A) N/A :

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) N/A

(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E) Applicable deprecialion rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45, '

(F) Appilicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Totals may not add due to rounding.



8%

Line
=

Invesiments

a. Expenditures/Additions
b.  Clearings to Plant

c. Relirements

d.  Other (A)

Planl—|n-ServlcelDebreclatlon Base (B)
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C)
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing

Net investment (Lines 2 -3 + 4)
Average Net Investment

Return on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D)
b,  Debt Gomponent (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1112)

Investment Expenses
Deprecilation (E)
Amortization (F)
Dismantlement
Property Expenses
Olher (G)

Qa0 Fo

Total System Recaverable Expenses {Lines 7 & 8)

Notes:

(A} NIA

(B) Applicable beginning of pariod and end of period depreciable base by production plant ﬁame(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) NiA

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax R_a@e of 35%,; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.

Form 42-4P
. Page 35 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Gost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
_ Return on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes
For Project: CAMR Compliance (Project No. 33)
: {in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period January February . March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
$4.648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $27,893,004
30 $0 $0 30 $0 $0 $0
$0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0 $0
$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nia
Q 0 0 0 0 0 ) nia
9,000,261 13,649,095 18,297,929 22 946,763 27,595,597 32,244 431 36,893,265 nla
$9,000,261 $13,649,095 $18,207,929 $22,946,763 $27,595,697 $32.244.431 $36.89‘3.265 nia.
11,324,678 15,973,512 20,622,346 -~ 26,271,180 29,920,014 34,568,848 nia
87,021 122,743 158,466 194,188 229,910 265,633 1,067,961
17,711 24,981 32,252 39,522 46,792 54,063 216,321
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
$104,732 $147,724 $190,717 $233,710 $276,703 $319,696 - - $1,273,282

(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(F) Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) N/A

Totals may not add due-to rounding.




Form 42-4P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period July through December 2008
Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
For Prolec: CAMR Compllance (Project No. 33) .
- {in Dollars) C
Beginning .
U : of Period . July . August September - October November December Twelve Month

ne _ . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments . : . . )

a.  Expenditures/Additions $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $4,648,834 $565,786,008

b.  Clearings to Plant : 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

c.  Retirements $0 $0 $0 $0 %0 $0 $0

d. Other(a) '
2, PIanl-ln-SawlcaIDeb[ecIalion Base (B) $0 1] 0 0 . 0 Q Q nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ' nia
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing $36,893,2656 41,542,099 46,190,933 50,839,767 55,488,601 60,137,435 64,786,269 nia

I~
&Y 5. Net Invus\men; (Llrles 2-3+ 4)7 $36,893,265 $41,542,099 $46,190,933 $50,839,767 $65,488,601 $60,137,435 $64,786,269 n/a

8. Average Net Investment 39,217,682 43,866,516 48515350 . 53,164,184 57,813,018 62,461 .852:
7. Return on Average Net Investment

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 301,355 337,078 372,800 408,523 444,245 479,967 $3,401,928

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) . 61,333 68,604 75,874 83,144 90,415 97,685 $692,376
8. Investment Expenses

a.  Depreciation (E) . 0 "o 0 0 : 0 0 $o

b.  Amortization {F)

c.  Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $362,688 $405,681 $448,674 $491,667 $534,660 $577,652 $4,094,304

Notes:

(A) N/A ’ - -

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(C) N/A

D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(E)} Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A .

Totals may not add due to rounding.



Form 42-4P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
Retum-on Capital Investments, Depreclation and Taxes
For Prolect: Martin Plant Drinking Water Systern Compliance (Project No, 35)
(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period - January’ February March April May June Six Month
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount
Investments
a. Expenditures/Additions $0
b.  Clearings to Plant $144,000 $144,000
c.  Retiremenis $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
d.  Other (A)
Plant-In-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $0 0 0 144,000 " 144,000 144,000 144,000 n/a
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 0 0 0 102 306 510 714 n/a
CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 n/a
N
w

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 +4) $0 $0 $0 $143,898 $143,694 $143,490 $143,286 nia
Averags Net Investment 0 0 71,949 143,796 143,592 143,388 n/a
Relurn on Average Net Investment
a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 ] 553 1,105 1,103 1,102 3,863
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 4] 0 113 225 225 224 786
invesiment Expenses
a. Depreciation (E) 0 0 102 204 204 204 714
b.  Amortlzation (F)
c.  Dismantlement
d. Property Expenses
a. Other (G)

5,363

9. Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $767 $1,634 $1,532 $1,5630 : 35,
Notes:

(A} NI/A ’
{8) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) NA
(D)

(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,
(F) Applicable amortization period(s).- See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(G) NA

Totals may not add due to rounding.

The Gross-up faclor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.



Form 42-4P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Gost Recovery Ciause
Forthe Period July through. December 2008
Return on Capital Investments_, Depreciation and Taxes
For Project: Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance (Project No. 35)
(in Dollars) ~
Beginning
’ of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Invesiments

a.  Expenditures/Additions $0

b.  Clearings to Plant 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $144,000

¢.  Relirements $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

d.  Other (A) :
2. Plant-in-Service/Depraciation Base (B) $144.000 144,000 144,000 144,000 144,000 144,000 144,000 nia
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) $714 918 1,122 1,326 1,630 1,734 1,938 nfa
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing $0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 n/a

ﬁ 5. Netlinvestment (Lines2-3+4) $143,286 $143,082 : $142,878 $142,674 $142,470 $142,266 $142,062 nia

6. Average Net Investment 143,184 142,980 142,776 . 142,572 142,368 142,164
7. Return on Average Net Investment ) $10.441

a.  Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 1,100 1,099 1,097 - 1,096 1,004 1-°9§ $2-125

b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 224 224 223 223 223 22 "

8. Investment Expenses
a. Deprociation (E) 204 204 204 204 204 204 $1,938
b.  Amortization (F) .
c.  Dismantlement
d.  Property Expenses
e. Other (G)

9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8)

$1,528 $1,526 $1,524 $1,523 $1.521 $1,519 . . $14,504

Notes:
(A) N/A

(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(C) N/A

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% retum on equity.
(E) Applicable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization petiod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) NIA

Tolals may not add due to rounding.
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Elarida Power & Light Company
- Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the ‘Period January through June 2008
Retumn on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
Eor Project: Low Level Radioactive Waste Sterage (Project No, 36)
{in Dollars) .
Beginning
) . of Period January February March April ;- - May June Six Month
Line . . Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated - - Estimated Estimated Amount
1. Investments '
a.  Expenditures/Additions $0
b.  Clearings to Plant : . %0
c.  Relirements %0 $0 30 $0 50 $0 $0
d. Other (A) .
2. Piant-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 0 a Q Q 0 0 0 n/a
4. CWIP - Non Interest Bearing 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa

I~ -

' 5 Netinvestment (Lines2:3+4) 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 - - nla
6. Average Net Investrnent 0 0 0o - 0 0 [ nfa
7. Return on Average Net Investment

a. Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
b.  Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 1} 0 0 0 0 0 0
8. Invesiment Expenses 0
a. Depreciation (E) ) o 0 o 0 0 0
b.  Amortization (F)
c.  Dismantlement
d.  Property Expenses
e. Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 30 $0 '$0 $0 : $0
Notes:
(A} N/A . ’
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production pfant name(s), unit(s), or plant accoy.lnt(s)_ See Form 42-4P, pages 4345.
{C) NI/A :

(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Ra}g of
{E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45." .

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P, pages 43-45.
(G) NA .

36%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% refiects an 11.76% return on equity.

Totals may not add due to rounding.
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period July through December 2008
Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes
Eor Project: Low Level Radloactive Waste Storage {Project No. 36)
(in Dollars)
Beginning
of Period. July August September October November December Twelve Month
Line Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount

1. Investments '

a.  Expenditures/Additions . $0

b.  Clearings to Plant ’ $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

c.  Relirements 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

d.  Other (A)
2, Plent-in-Service/Depreciation Base (B) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclation (C) $0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nfa
4, CWIP - Non Interest Bearing $0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 nfa

i
Oy 6. Netinvesiment (Lines 2 -3 + 4) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 n/a

6. Average Net Investment 0 0 0 0 0 o
7. Return on Average Net Investment i

8.  Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0

b.  DebtComponent (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 0 0 0 0 0 o $0
8. Investment Expenses 0

a. Depreciation (E) 0 0 0 0 0 0 $

b.  Amortization (F)

c.  Dismantlement

d.  Property Expenses

e,  Other (G)
9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $0 . $q $0 $0 $0

Notes:

(A) NIA R .

{B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45,

(C) N/A

(D)

The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61426, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.76% return on equity.
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.

(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45.
(G) N/A

Tolals may not add due to rounding.
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Elorida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Racovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2008
Schedule of Amortization of and Negalive Return on
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances
(in Dollars)
Beginning of End of
~ Period Period
Line Amount January February March Aprit May June Amount
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated ’
1 Working Capital Dr (Gr)
a 158,100 Aliowance Inventory %0 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
b 168.200 Allowances Withheld 0 0 [ 0 0 a ]
¢ 182,300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses 0 o 0 0 0 1] 0
d  254.900 Other Regulalory Liablllties-Gains (2,385,801) _(2,295,997) (2,206,193) (2,116,389) (2,026,585) (1,936,781) {1,846 977)
2 Tolal Working Capital 1$2,385.801) (82,295.997) ($2,206,193) ($2,116,389) ($2,026,585) ($1,836,781) ($1.846,977)
3 Average Net Working Capital Balance (2,340,899) (2,251,095) (2,161,291) (2,071,487) (1,981,683) (1,891,879)
4 Return on Average Net Working Capital Balance
a Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A) (17,988) (17,208) (16,608) (15,918) (15,228) {14,538) (97,576)
b Debt Component (Line 8 x 1.87670% x /12) (3.661) (3,521) (3,380) _ (3,240) (3,009) (2,959) (19,859)
5 Tolal Return Component (521,649) (320,818) _ ($19.988) ($19,157) (518,327) ($17.496) {$117,435) (D)
6 Expense Dr (Cr)
a  411.800 Gains from Dispositions of Allowances (89,804) (69,804) (89,804) (89,304) (89,804) (89,804} (538,824)
b 411.800 Losses from Dispositions of Aliowances 0 0 0 0 0 0 -
¢ 509.000 Allowance Expenss 0 .0 0 b 0 0 0 -
7 Nel Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) (389,804) {$89.804) (589,804) ($69.804) ($89.804) ($89,804) _($538,824) (E)
8 Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) ($111,453) ($110,622) ($109,792) ($108,961) ($108,131) ($107,300)
a Recoverable Costs Allocaled to Energy {111.453) (110,622) (109,792) (108,961) (108,131) (107,300)
b Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 0 0 0 0 0 ]
9 Energy Jurisdictiona! Factor 98.53348% 98.53348% 08.63348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348%
10 Demand Jurisdictional Factar 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224%
1" Retail Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (B} {108,818) (109,000} (108,182) (107,363) {106,545) (105,727) (646,635)
12 Retail Demand-Related Recoverable Costs (C) o] 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 Total Jurlsdictional Recoverable Costs (Lines11+12) ($109,818) ] {$109.000) _($108,182) ($107,363) {$106,545) ($105,727) _($646.635)

Notes:

(A) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(B) Llne 8a times Line

(C) Line 8b times Line 10
(D) Uine 5 is reported on Capital Schedute
(E) Line 7 ts reported on O&M Schedule

In accardance with FPSC Order No. PSC-94-0393-FOF-E, FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emissions allowances as a regulatory liability.

Totals may not add due fo rounding



Line

1 Working Capllal Dr{Cr)
a 156,100 Allowance Inventory
b 158.200 Allowances Withheld
¢ 182.300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses
d 254,900 Other Regulatory Liabllities-Gains
2 Total Working Capital ’

3 Average Net Working Capital Balance

4 Relum on Average Net Working Capital Balance
a Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A)

b Dabt Component (Line 6 x 1.87670% x 1/12)
5 Total Return Component

Expense Dr (Cr)

a  411.800 Galns from Dispositions of Allowances

b 411.900 Losses from Dléposltlons of Allowarnces
¢ 500.000 Aliowance Expense
7 Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c)

8 Total System Recoverable Expenses {Lines 6+7)

a Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy
b Racoverable Costs Allocated to Demand
9 Energy Jursdictional Factor
10 Demand Jurisdictional Factor
" Retall Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (B)
12 Retail Demand-Related Recoverable Costs (C)

-

3 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs (Uines{1+12)

Notes:

Form 42-4P
Page 42 of 45
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Forthe Period July through December 2008
Schedule of Amortization of and Negative Retum on
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emigsion Allowances
(in Dollars)
Beginning of End of
Period Perlod
Amount July August September October November December Amount
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1] 0 V] .0 0
(1,846,977) (1,757,173) {1,667,369) {1,677.565) (1,487,761) 1,397,957) (1,308,153) -
(51,846.977) ($1.757,173) ($1,667,369) ($1.577,565) {$1,487,761) {$1,397.957) ($1,308,153)
(1.802,075) (1,712,271) {1,622,467) (1,632,663) (1,442,859) (1,353,055)
(13,847) (13,157) (12.,467) (11,777) (11,087) (10,397) (170,310)
(2,818) {2,678) (2,537) (2,397) (2,257} (2,116) (34,662)
(516,666) ($15,835) ($15.005) ($14.174) ($13.344) (§12,513) __ _($204.972)
(89,804) (89,804) (89.804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (1 ,Q77,648)
o 0 0 ] ] 0 B
0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 -
(589,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) {$1.077,648
($106,470) ($105,639) ($104,809) ($103,978) ($103,148) ($102,317)
{106,470) (105,639) (104,809) (103,978) (103,148) (102,317)
0 0 1] V] 0 0
98;53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348%
98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 08.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224%
(104,908) (104,090) (103,272) (102,453) (101,635) (100,817)" (1,263,810)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
($104,008) ($104,090) ($103,272) ($102,453) ($101,635) ($100,817) _  ($1,263,810)

{A) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.

(B) Line 8a times Line 8

{C) Line 8b times Line 10

(D) Uine 5 is reported on Capitat Schedule
({E) Line 7 is reported on O&M Schedule

In accordance with FPSC Order No. PSC-94-0393-FOF-EI, FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emissions allowances as a regulatory liabllity.

Totals may not add duse to rounding

(D}

(E)



Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
2008 Annual Capital Depreciation Schedule

Form 42-4P
Page 43 of 45

Depreciation

Estimated 12/31/2008

Project Function Plant Name Plant Rate/ Estimated 12/31/2007
Number : Account Amortization Plant In Service Plant in Service
: Period .
02 - Low NOX Burner Technology

02 - Stearn Generation Plant PtEverglades U1 31200 6.7% 2,700,574.97 2,700,574.97
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U2 31200 6.1% 2,368,972.27 2,368,972.27
02 - Steam Generatlon Plant - Riviera U3 31200 1.7% 3,815,802.70 3,815,802.70
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera U4 31200 1.4% 3,246,925.80 - 8,246,925.80
02 - Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt U1 31200 2.0% 2,925,027.84 2,925,027.84
02 - Steam Generation Plart Turkey Pt U2 31200 1.8% 2,416,089.58 2,416,089.59

03 - Continuous Emission Monitoring

02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Stearn Generation Plant
02 - Stearn Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steamm Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Stearn Generation Plant

. 02 - Steam Generation Plant

02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Stearn Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - StEam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation. Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation:Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant
05 - Other Generation Plant

Total For Project 02 - Low NOX Burner Technology

CapeCanaveral Comm
CapeCanaveral Comm
CapeCanaveral U1
CapeCanaveral U2
Cutler Cornm
Cutler Comm
CutlerUs
Cutler U
Manatee Comm
Manatee U1
Manatee U1
Manatee U2
Manatee U2
Martin Comm
‘Martin U1
Martin U1
Martinu2 -
Martin U2
PtEverglades Comm
PtEverglades Comm
PtEverglades U1
PtEverglades U2
PtEverglades U3
PtEverglades U4
Riviera Comm
Riviera Comm
Riviera U3
Riviera U4
Sanford U3
Sanford U3
Scherer U4
SJRPP - Comm
SJRPP - Comm
SJRPP U1
SJRPP U2
Turkey Pt Comm Fsil
Turkey Pt Comm Fisil
Turkey Pt U1
Turkey Pt U2
FtlLauderdale Comm
FtLauderdale Comm
FtLauderdale U4
FtLauderdale U5
FtMyers U2 CC
FtMyers U3 CC
Martin U3
Martin U4
Martin U8
FtLauderdale Comm
FtLauderdale Comm
Putnam Ut
Putnam U2
Sanford U4
Sanford US

04 - Clean Closure Equivalency Demonstration

02 - Steam Generation-Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant

Total For Project 04 - Clean Closure Equivalency Demonstration

CapeCanaveral Comm

‘PtEverglades Comm

Turkey Pt Comm Fsil

05 - Maintenance of Above Ground Fuel Tanks

02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steamn Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant
02 - Steamn Generation Plant
02 - Steam Generation Plant

CapeCanaveral Comm
Manatee Comm
Manatee Comm
Manatee U1

Manatee U2

31100
31200
31200
31200
31100
31200
31200
31200
31200
‘31100
31200

-+ 31100

31200
31200
31100
31200
31100
31200
31100
31200
31200
31200
31200
31200
31100
31200
31200
31200
31100
31200
31200
31100
31200
31200
31200
31100
31200
31200
31200
34100
34500
34300
34300
34300
34300
34300
34300
34300
34100
34300
34300
34300
34300
34300

31100
31100
31100

31100
31100
31200
31200
31200

49

17%
1.3%
1.4%
1.1%
0.0%
0.5%
0.1%
1.0%
14.1%
4.1%
4.8%
4.1%
4.0%
4.1%
1.5%
1.8%
1.5%
1.5%
27%
2.2%
6.7%
6.1%
4.0%
3.6%
1.8%
0.4%
1.7%
1.4%
4.0%
3.6%
1.9%
31%
2.0%
2.2%
23%
2.3%
2.1%
2.0%
1.8%
41%
4.1%
5.0%
3.7%
5.5%
5.6%
5.8%
57%
5.5%
4.1%
6.3%
52%
5.4%
5.6%
57%

Total For Project 03 - Continuous Emission Monitoring

1.7%
2.7%
2.3%

1.7%
4.8%
14.1%
4.8%
4.0%

17,473,393.17

17 ,473,383.17

59,227.10 59,227.10
30,059.25 30,058.25
494,606.87 514,606.87
511,705.24 531,705.24
64,883.87 64,883.87
27,351.73 27,351.73
319,722.43 319,722.43
321,129.96 321,129.96
31,859.00 31,859.00
56,430.25 56,430.25
472,570.03 472,570.03 .
56,332.75 56,332.75
508,734.36 516,234.36
31,631.74 31,631.74
36,810.86 36,810.86
521,075.17 542,075.17
38,845.37 © 36,845.37
519,484.96 540,484,96
127,911.34 127,911.34
61,620.47 61,620.47
458,661.22 475,161.22
475,113.36 496,613.36
503,968,62 525,468.62
532,808.90 532,809.90
60,973.18 60,973.18
13,315.76 13,315.76
449,392.38 463,892.38
433,421.96 447,921,96
54,282.08 54,282.08
438,831.34 438,831.34
515,653.32 515,653.32
43,193,33 43,193.33
66,188.18 66,188.18
107,594.02 107,594.02
107,562.94 107,562.94

59,056.19 59,056.19.
29,110.85 29,110.85
546,534,15 568,034.15
505,638.44 527,138.44
58,859.79 58,859.79
34,502.21 34,502.21
476,456.39 476,456.39
485,313.47 485,313.47
106,324.08 106,324.08

0.00 0.00
445,927.00 445,927.00
435,026.31 435,028.31
25,657.00 25,657.00
82,857.82 82,857.82
3,138.97 3,138.97
349,440.55 349,440.55
382,844.07 382,844.07
95,501.38 95,501.38
53,641.90 53,641.90
12,721,784.91 12,947,784.91
17,254.20 17,254.20
19,812.30 18,812.30
21,799.28 21,799.28
58,865.78 58,865.78
901,636.88 901,636.88
3,111,263.35 3,111,263.35
174,543.23 174,543.23
104,845.35 104,845.35
127,429.19 127,429.19



Form 424P
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
2008 Annual Capital Depreciation Schedule
Depreciation
Project Function Plant Name Plant Rate / Estimated 12/31/2007 | -Estimated 12/31/2008
Number an Account Amortization Plant In Service Plant In Service
N Period
02 - Steamn Generation Plant Martin Comm 31100 1.7% 1,110,450.32 1,110,450.32
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31100 1.5% 176,338.83 176,338.83
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades Comm 31100 . 2.7% 1,132,078.22 1,132,078.22
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera Comm 31100 1.9% 1,081,354.77 - . 1,081,354.77
02 - Steam Generation Plant ‘Sanford U3 31100 4.0% 796,754.11 796,754.11
02 - Steam Generation Plant SJRPP - Comm 31100 31% 42,091.24 42,081.24
02 - Steam Generation Plant SJRPP - Comm 31200 2.0% 2,292,39 2,292.39
02 - Steamn Generation Plant Turkey Pt Comm Fsil 31100 2.3% 87,560.23 87,560.23
02 - Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt U2 31100 21% 42,158.96 42,158,96
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale Comm 34200 4.4% 808,110.65 898,110.65
05 - Other Generation Plant Ftl.auderdale GTs . 34200 45% 584,290.23 584,290.23
05 - Other Generation Plant FtMyers GTs 34200 5.0% 68,893.65 68,893.65
05 - Other Generation Plant PtEverglades GTs 34200 51% 2,359,088.94 2,359,099.94
05 - Other Generation Plant Putnam Comm 34200 3.7% 749,025.94 748,025.94
Total For Project 05 - Maintenance of Above Ground Fuel Tanks 13,550,217.48 13,550,217.48
07 - Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Piping .
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StlLucie U1 32300 1.2% 31,030.00 31,030.00
Total For Project 07 - Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Piping 31,030.00 31,030.00
08 - Oil Spill Clean-up/Response Equipment o v
02 - Steam Generation Plant Amortizable . 31670 7-Yr 283,913.98 283,913.98
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 31600 2.8% 25,000.00 25,000.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm 31600 3.2% 23,107.32 23,107.32
02 - Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt Comm Fsil - -31600 1.0% 0.00 55,000.00
05 - Other Generation Plant Amortizable ) 34670 7-Yr 45,699.54 45,699.54
08 - General Plant Amortizable 39130 7-Yr 35,000.00 102,000.00
Total For Project 08 - Qil Spill Clean-up/Response Equipment 412,720,834 534,720.84
10 - Reroute Storm Water Runoff ‘
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StlLucie Comm ) 32100 1.4% 117,793.83 117,793.83
Total For Project 10 - Reroute Storm Water Runoff 117,793.83 117,793.83
12 - Scherer Discharge Pipline
02 - Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31000 0.0% 9,836.72 9,836.72
02 - Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm ' 31100 1.6% 524,872.97 §24,872.97
02 - Stean Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31200 1.6% 328,761.62 328,761.62
02 - Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm © - 31400 1.0% 689.11 689.11
Total For Project 12 - Scherer Discharge Pipline 864,260.42 864,260.42
20 - Wastewater/Stormwater Discharge Elimination
02 - Steam Generation Plant ‘CapeCanaveral Comm 31100 1.7% 706,500.94 706,500.94
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31200 1.8% 380,994.77 380,994.77
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U2 31200 1.5% 416,671.92 416,671.92
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades Comm 31100 2.7% 296,707.34 296,707.34
02 - Steam Generation Plant ‘Riviera Comm 31100 1.9% 560,786.81 560,786.81
Total For Project 20 - Wastewater/Stormwater Discharge Elimination 2,361,661.78 2,361,661.78
21 - St. Lucie Turtle Nets ' )
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie Comm 32100 1.4% 828,788.34 1,116,788.34
Total For Project 21 - St. Lucie Turtle Nets 828,789.34 1,116,789.34
22 - Pipeline Integrity -
02 - Stearn Generation Plant Martin Comm 3110 1.7% 0.00 1,200,000.00
Total For Project 22 - Pipeline Integrity 0.00 1,200,000.00
23 - Spill Prevention Clean-Up & Countermeasures
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 31100 1.7% 665,907.33 665,907.33
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm . 31400 0.7% 13,451.85 13,451.85
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 31500 1.9% 13,450.30 13,450.30
02 - Steam Generation Plant -CapeCanaveral U1 31100 2.0% 0.00 30,444.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral U2 | 31100 1.3% 0.00 30,444.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Cutler Comm 31400 0.0% 12,236.00 12,236.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Cutler U5 31400 0.2% 18,388.00 18,388,00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee Comm 31100 ’ 4.9% 336,763.43 687,439.43
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee Comm 31500 3. 7% 5,000.00 5,000.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U1 31100 4.1% 0.00 10,835.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U2 31100 4.1% 0.00 10,835.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm 31100 1.7% 0.00 45,403.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant . Martin U1 31100 1.5% 0.00 182,506.50
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U2 31100 1.5% 0.00 182,5086.50
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades Comm 31100 27% 10,379.00 3,429,497.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U3 31100 26% 0.00 32,500.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U4 31100 2.6% 0.00 32,500.00
02 - Steamn Generation Plant Riviera Comm 31100 1.9% 205,014.03 205,014.03
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera U3 31200 1.7% 736,958.97 7365,858.97
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera U4 31200 1.4% 894,288.77 894,288.77
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25 - PPE ESP Technology

Total Fpr Project 24 - Manatee Reburn

Depreciation
Project Funetion Plant Name Plant Rate / Estimated 12/31/2007 | Estimated 12/31/2008
Number Account Amortization Plant In Service Plant In Service
"1 . Period
02 - Steam Generation Plant Sanford U3 31100 4.0% 213,687.21 886,247.21
02 - Steam Generation Plant ‘Sanford U3 31200 3.6% 211,727.22 211,727.22
02 - Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt Comm Fsil 31500 2.1% 13,558.00 13,559.00
02 - Stearn Generation Plant Turkey Pt U1 31200 2.0% 0.00 118,146.50
02 - Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt U2 31200 1.8% 0.00 118,146.50
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie U1 32400 1.7% 437,209.61 953,113.61
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie U2 32300 1.9% 396,084.37 396,084.37
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie U2 32400 1.6% 0.00 134,003.00
05 - Other Generation Plant Amortizable 34870 7-Yr 7.065.10 7,065.10
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale Comm 34100 4.1% 189,219.17 189,219.17
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale Comm 34200 4.4% 1,480,169.486 1,480,169.46
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale Comm 34300 1.8% 28,250.00 28,250.00
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale GTs 34100 2.2% 92,726.74 82,728.74
05 - Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale GTs 34200 4.5% 513,250.07 513,250,07
05 - Cther Generation Plant FtMyers GTs 34100 - 21% 98,714.92 98,714.92
05 - Other Generation Plant FtMyers GTs 34200 5.0% 628,983.29 620,983.29
05 - Other Generation Plant FtMyers GTs 34500 2.9% 12,430.00 12,430.00
05 - Other Generation Piant FtMyers U2 CC 34300 5.5% 49,727.00 49,727.00
05 - Other Generation Plant FiMyers U3 CC 34500 | 4.8% 12,430.00 12,430.00
05 - Other Generation Plant Martin Comm 34100 3.4% 61,215.95 61,215.95
05 - Other Generation Plant Martin U8 34300 ! 5.5% 0.00 74,555.00
05 - Other Generation Plant PtEverglades GTs 34100 1.5% 454,080.68 454,080.68
05 - Other Generation Plant PtEverglades GTs 34200 5.1% 1,703,610.61 1,708,610.61
05 - Other Generation Plant Putnam Comm 34100 41% 148,511.20 148,511.20
05 - Other Generation Plant Putnam Comm 34200 3.7% 1,713,191.94 1,713,191.94
05 - Other Generation Plant Putnam Comm 34500 4.2% 60,746.93 60,746.93
06 - Transmission Plant - Electric 35200 2.5% 951,562.91 1,045,587.91
06 - Transmission Plant - Electric 35300 2.8% 177,981.88 177,981.88
07 - Distribution Plant - Electric 36100 26% 2,862,093.44 3,144,168.44
08 - General Plant 39000 2.7% 7,.975.00 7,975.00
Total For Project 23 - Spill Prevention Clean-Up & Countermeasures 15,439,051.38 21,776,434.38
24 - Manatee Reburn
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U1 31200 4.8% 17,690,083.30 17,690,083.30
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U2 31200 4.0% 16,847,955.46 16,847,955.46
34,538,038.76 34,538,038.76

02 - Steam Generation Plant " PtEverglades U1 31200 6.7% 13,091,907.18 13,091,907.19
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U1 31500 2.0% 418,687.04 418,687.04
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U2 31200 6.1% 15,804,017.73 15,804,017.73
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U2 31500 21% 638,470.14 638,470.14
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U3 31100 2.6% 4,812,793.71 4,812,793.71
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U3 31200 4.0% 16,125,820.25 . 16,125,920.25
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades ua 31500 2.2% 2,531,026.34 . 2,531,026.34
02.- Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U4 . 31200 - 3.6% 25,326,663.05 25,326,653.05

PtEverglades U4 © 31500 24% 3,091,243.18 . 3,001,243.18

02 - Steam Generation Plant

31 - Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR)

Total For Project 25 - PPE ESP Technology

81,640,718.63

81,840,718.63

02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee Comm ~ 31400 0.4% 0.00 999,969.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U1 31200 4.8% 0.00 1,200,000.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm 31400 0.8% 0.00 1,299,999.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31200 . 1.8% 0.00 10,807,500.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31400 1.3% 0.00 1,400,001.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31600 0.6% 0.00 7,749,999.00
02 - Steam Generation Plant SJRPP U2 31200 2.3% 0.00 20,675,092.04,
05 - Other Generation Plant Ftl.auderdale GTs 34300 2.2% 132,333.00 132,333.00
05 - Other Generation Plant FtMyers GTs 34300 3.1% 132,333.00 -132,333.00
05 - Other Generation Plant PtEverglades GTs 34300 2.6% 132,333.00 132,333.00
Total For Project 31 - Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) 396,999,00 44,529,589.04

35 - Martin Drinking Water System Compliance
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm . 31100 1.7% 0.00 144,000.00
Total For Project 35 - Martin Drinking Water System Compliance 0.00 144,000.00
Total For All Projects 180,635,325.32 233,085,298.36
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Air Operatmg Permit Fees O&M
Project No. 1

Project Description:

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, Publlc Law 101-549, and Fiorida Statutes 403.0872, reqmre each major
source of air pollution to pay an annual license fee. The amount of the fee is based on each 'source's previous year's
emissions. It is calculated by multiplying the applicable annual operation license fee factor ($25 per ton for both
Florida and Georgia) by the tons of each air pollutant emitted by the unit during the previous year and regulated in
each unit's air operating permit, up to a total of 4,000 tons per pollutant. The major regulated poliutants at the
present time are sulfur dioxide (S02), nitrogen oxides (NOx) and particulate matter. The fee covers units in FPL's
service area, as well as Unit 4 of Plant Scherer located in Juliette, Georgia, within the Georgia Power Company
service area. Scherer Unit 4's annual air operating permit fee is approximately $96,000. FPL's share of ownership of
that unit is 76.36%. The fees for FPL's units are paid to the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP)
generally in February of each year, whereas FPL pays its share of the fees for Scherer Unit 4 to Georgia Power
Company on a monthly basis.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The monthly fees for 2006 emissions at Scherer have been paid and continue to be paid in 2007. 2006 air operating
permit fees for the Florida facilities were calculated in January 2007 utilizing 2006 operating information. They were
paid to the FDEP in February, 2007.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $129,094 or 6.6% lower than previously projected. This
variance is primarily due to higher gas fuel usage across the Florida Fleet due to the higher costs of # 6 residual oil.
Permit fees are based on emissions, which are proportionate to the type of fuel used at each Florida Facility. Utilizing
pipeline natural gas in lieu of combusting # 8 residual oil significantly reduces SO2, Particulate Matter (PM) & NOx

emissions.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The monthly fees for 2006 emissions at Scherer have been paid and continue to be paid in 2007. 2006 air operating
permit fees for the Florida facilities were calculated in January 2007 utilizing 2006 operating information. They were
paid to the FDEP in February 2007.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated pro;ect expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $1,965,264.
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. . FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY Y
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems (CEMS)- 0 & M
Project No. 3a .

Project Description:

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, Public Law 101-549, established requirements for the monitoring, record
keeping, and reporting of SO2, NOx, CO, Carbon Dioxide (C02/02) emissions, as well as opacity data from affected
air pollution sources. FPL has 57 units which are affected and which have installed CEMS 'to’ comply with these

requirements.

40 CFR Part 75 includes the general requirements for the installation, certification, operation and maintenance of
CEMS and specific requirements for the monitoring of pollutants and opacity. These Systems continuously extract
and analyze gaseous samples for each power plant stack and have automated data acquisition and reporting
capability. Operation and maintenance of these systems in accordance with the provisions of 40 CFR Part 75 are
ongoing activity which follow the Title IV CEMS Quality Assurance Program Manual.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to June 1, 2007)

Relative Accuracy Tests and Linearity Tests continue to be performed as scheduled. QA/QC maintenance continues
to be performed on the analyzers per the requirements of the Title IV CEM Quality Assurance Program Manual.
Calibration span gases and CEMS required parts continue to be purchased. In addition, analysis of fue! oil for sulfur
content, heat of combustion and carbon continues to be performed per the requirements of 40 CFR Part 75,
Appendix D. CEMS 24/7 Software Support contract with General Electric (CEMS NETDAHS) continues to be
maintained to ensure integrity of the CEMS Systems and to ensure compliance with EPA and State Agencies.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is currently estimated to be $63,617 or 8.5% lower than previously projected
primarily due to fewer than expected purchases of CEMS spare parts for the remainder of 2007.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

This is an ongoing project. Each reporting period will include the cost of quality assurance activities, training, spare
parts, calibration gas, and software support.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $751,782,
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. FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY .
" 'PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel Storage Tanks - O&M
Project No. 5a ‘

Project Description:

Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) Chapter 62-761, previously 17-762, which became effective on March 12, 1981,
provides standards for the maintenance of stationary above ground fuel storage tank systems. These standards
impose various implementation schedules for inspections/repairs and upgrades to fuel storage tanks.

The required base line internal inspections have been completed and the future internal inspections have been
scheduled based on the established corrosion rate of the tank bottoms. Future costs will be incurred for required 5
year external inspections and repairs. TMT Tanks. 1271/A, 1271/B (each with the capacity 500,000 bbls), purge tank
{capacity 37,000 bbls), PFM Light Oil Tank #1 (capacity 100,000 bbls) and PFM Light oil tank # 2 are due for APl in-
service inspection. Inspection of TMT fuel storage tanks were conducted by TEAM on January 2007 and PFM fuel
storage tanks were conducted by TEAM on February 2007. No discrepancies were reported and all fuel storage
tanks appear to be suitable for continued services. The next due dates for external inspection was determined by
API certified inspector after 5 years.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007) .

Work continued on miscellaneous maintenance of above ground flel storage tanks and piping systems. All required
API 653 external inspections have been completed for this year and all 2007 tank registration fees have been paid.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $41,805 or 1.9% higher than previously projected. This
variance primarily due to the high demand in the tank repair market, which has increased the cost of labor.

Project Progress Summary:

{(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

This is an ongoing project. Each reporting period will include ongoing maintenance of above ground fuel storage
tanks in accordance with F.A.C. Chapter 62-761.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$677,072.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Oil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment - O&M
Project No. 8a

Project Description: :
The Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA '90) mandates that all liable parties in the petroleum handling industry file plans by
August 18, 1993. In these plans, a liable party must identify (among other items) its spill management team,
organization, resources and training. Within this project, FPL developed the plans for ten power plants, five fuel oil
terminals, three pipelines, and one corporate plan. Additionally, FPL purchased the mandated response resources
and provided for mobilization o a worst case discharge at each site.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Plan updates have continued to be performed and filed for all sites as required. Routine maintenance of all oil spill
equipment has continued throughout the year as well as the performance of spili management drilis including a
corporate team drill and deployment drills throughout the system. There has also been training for some team

members.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $183 or 0.1% lower than originally anticipated.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

This is an ongoing project. Each reporting period will include ongoing maintenance of all oil spill equipment in
accordance with OPA 90. Additionally, following a formal assessment of the oil spill program, FPL retained a
contractor to perform the mandated OSRO (oil spill removal organization) function. This contractor will also perform
required maintenance on the. oil spill equipment at all of the power plants as well as perform a required annual
equipment deployment drill at these faciliies. FPL has 1) retained a spill management company to assist in
corporate-level responses, 2) improved/enhanced the Fleet's ability to mobilize spill equipment (specifically boats),
and 3) began certifying all oil spill response members in the NIMS mandated Incident Command System (ICS).

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$276,800.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title; RCRA Corrective Action- 0 & M
Project No. 13

Project Description:

Under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (amending the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act, or RCRA), the U.S. EPA has the authority to require hazardous waste treatment facilities to investigate whether
there have been releases of hazardous waste or constituents from non-regulated units on the facility site. If
contamination is found to be present at levels that represent a threat to human health or the environment, the facility
operator can be required to undertake "corrective action" to remediate the contamination. In April 1994, the U.S. EPA
advised FPL that it intended to initiate RCRA Facility Assessments (RFA's) at FPL's nine former hazardous waste
treatment facility sites. The RFA is the first step in the RCRA Corrective Action process. At a minimum, FPL will be
responding to the agency's requests for information concerning the operation of these power plants, their waste
streams, their former hazardous waste treatment facilities, and their non-regulated Solid Waste Management Units
(SWMU's). FPL may also conduct assessments of human health risks resulting from possible releases from the
SWMU's in order to demonstrate that any residual contamination does not represent an undue threat to human health
or the environment. Other response actions could include a voluntary clean-up or compliance with the agency's
imposition of the full gamut of RCRA Corrective Action requirements, including RCRA Facmty Investigation,
Corrective Measures Study, and Corrective Measures Implementation.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

EPA and the FDEP have agreed that no further action is reqwred at the Fort Myers, Cape Canaveral, and Martin
Power Plants. EPA and the FDEP agree that no further action is required at the Putnam Power Plant, except for the
petroleum clean-up that is going forward under the FDEP District Office waste clean-up oversite. The EPA withdrew
the 3007 order. In January, 2005, FPL entered into a bilateral Agreement with the FDEP fo complete the
assessments at the Sanford, Manatee, Saint Lucie, and Turkey Point Plants. During 2005, FPL prepared documents
for the Sanford Plant that were submitted to the FDEP. In March 2007, a draft Facility Evaluation Report was
received and reviewed by FPL. The draft report was returned to FDEP and a final report was received in the second
quarter of 2007, awarding no further action for the Sanford Power Plant. Document preparation for the Manatee
Plant was completed during third quarter 2007 for submitted to FDEP, with a Facility Evaluation site took place in the
third quarter of 2007 and the site is awaiting the final report from the FDEP. Site preparation was completed at
Manatee Plant and is currently scheduled to begin at Turkey Point Plant during third quarter 2007. Site preparation
work is underway at Manatee Plant and is currently scheduled to begin at Turkey Point Plant during thxrd quarter
2007. Site work for Turkey Point may be deferred to 2008 dependent upon FDEP scheduling.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $3,708, or 3.7% higher than originally projected. This variance
reflects additional charges from work at the Sanford plant.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

This is an ongoing project. The Manatee Plant Visual Site Inspection (referred to as a Facility Evaluation in the
Agreement with the FDEP) date has been completed and the site is waiting for the final FDEP response. Turkey
Point is next to undergo the Facility Evaluation. No further action is required at Ft. Myers, Cape Canaveral, Martin or
Sanford Power Plants. No further action is required at the Putnam Plant except for some petroleum clean-up that is

being addressed pursuant to a FDEP program.
Project Projection:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project expenditures for the period of January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $122,000.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY .
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: NPDES Permit Fees -0 & M
Project No. 14

Project Description:

In compliance with State of Florida Rule.62-4.052, FPL is required to pay annual regulatory program and surveillance
fees for any permits it requires to discharge wastewater to surface waters under the National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System. These fees effect the Florida legislature's intent that the Fiorida Department of Environmental -
Protection's (FDEP) costs for administering the NPDES program be borne by the regulated parties, as applicable.
The fees for each permit type are as set forth in the rule w1th an effective date of May 1, 1995, for their

|mplementat|on

Project Accomplishméhts
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All of the NPDES perrmt fees were paid to FDEP

Project Flscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $500 or 0.4% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All of the NPDES permit fees were paid to FDEP.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008) '
Estimated project expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $154, 900

The new permit will be due in 2011.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY " s
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste - O&M
Project No. 17a y

Project Description:

FPL manages ash from heavy oil fired power plants using a wet ash system. Ash from the dust collector and
economizer i$ sluiced to surface ash basins. The ash sludge is then pH adjusted to precipitate metals. In order to
comply with Florida Administrative Code 62-701.300 (10), the ash is then de-watered using a plate/frame filter-press
in order to dispose of it in a Class | landfill or ship by railcar.to a processing facility for beneficial reuse.

. Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007) ’
Ash work has been completed at Riviera Beach, Port Everglades, Martin and Sanford Plants.” Remaining on the

schedule for 2007 are Cape Canaveral in October and Turkey Point in August. Approximately $23,000 will be spent
on Maintenance Costs to replace worn hoses, filter cloths and a pump.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January1 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $22,368 or 8.3% higher than projected. This variance is
primarily due to greater than anticipated ash accumulation in the storage basins. As a result of the increase in ash
material to be handled for removal, the site incurred extra expenses due to the use of additional moving equipment to
support the job. Also, the time associated with the contractor completing the job contributed to the increases in
manpower hours. This increase Iin time and materials to clean out ash accumulation ultimately resulted in increased

expenditures.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
This is an ongoing project. The frequency of basin clean out is a function of basin capacity and rate of sludge/ash

- generation. Typically, FPL generates 5,000 tons (@ 50% solids) of sludge per year.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$299,000.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & Removal - O&M
Project No. 19a, 19b, 19¢

Project Description:

Florida Statute Chapter 376 Pollutant Discharge Prevention and Removal requires that any person discharging a
pollutant, defined as any commodity made from oil or gas, shall immediately undertake to contain, remove and abate
the discharge to the satisfaction of the department. Florida Statute Chapter 403 holds it is prohibited to cause
pollution so as to harm or injure human health or welfare, animal, plant, or aquatic life or property. Additionally, the
majority of activities will be conducted in Dade and Broward counties which adhere to county regulations as defined
in municipal codes. This project includes the prevention and removal of pollutant discharges at FPL substations and

will prevent further environmental degradation.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Plan development started in 1997 and fieldwork is planned to continue. The majority of the completed work has been
in Dade, Broward and Palm Beach counties. Encapsulation work is projected for completion by the years end. The
regasketing work continues. Environmental remediation work continues in Miami-Dade County.

A total of 709 transformer locations have been remediated since 1997. A total of 432 transformers have been
regasketed and 904 transformers have been encapsulated. Additionally, 501 transmission breakers, 251 distribution
breakers, and 336 distribution regulators have been encapsulated.

Out of a total of 85 substation sites under regulatory review by Miami-Dade County Environmental Resources
Management (‘“DERM"), 58 sites have obtained a regulatory exclusion or regulatory closure. In 2005, FPL obtained
no further action with conditions by recording restrictive covenants for 13 substation sites with lead levels in solls
above residential exposure limits. In 20086, after initial remedial efforts, DERM accepted closure at 15 substation sites
that were under review for lead levels in soils above regulatory limits. In 2007, DERM accepted and additional
regulatory closure for a substation site under review for lead levels in soils above regulatory limits. FPL was able to
avoid regulatory review for 35 substations with arsenic levels in soils above regulatory limits, by application for and
receipt of an agricultural exclusion for these substation locations. However, there are six substations where elevated
levels of arsenic were found in the groundwater and environmental remediation continues at these substation sites.
One substation with lead and arsenic levels in soils above cleanup target levels remains under regulatory review.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Project expenditures are estimated fo be:
19a The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $5,094 or 0.4% higher than projected.

> 18b The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $108,161 or 138.4% higher than projected. In the
first and second quarter additional transmission transformers requiring leak repair or regasket work activities
were identified and scheduled to be worked during the remainder of 2007. '

» 19c¢ No variance is anticipated.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Miami-Dade County DERM determined that soil and groundwater remediation were required by FPL to resolve
contamination issues at substation locations where arsenic levels in groundwater were determined by laboratory
analysis to exceed groundwater cleanup targst levels. The arsenic in soils and groundwater is being addressed at six
substation locations. Lead and arsenic levels in soils are being addressed at one site in Miami-Dade County.

The regasketing phase of the project continues while the encapsulation phase is projected for completion at the end
of this year.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)

Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be:
> 19a $967,700

> 19b 356,500

> 19¢ ($560,232)
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Wastewater/Stormwater Discharge Elimination & Reuse - O&M
Project No. 20 ,

Project Description:

Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. Section 1342 and 40 CFR 122, FPL is requnred to obtain NPDES permlts for each power plant
facility. The last permits issued contain requirements to develop and implement a Best Management Practice
Pollution Prevention Plan (BMP3 Plan) to minimize or eliminate, whenever feasible, the discharge of regulated
pollutants, including fuel oil and ash, to surface waters. In addition, the 1897 Federal Ambient Water Quality Criteria
requires FPL to meet surface water standards for any wastewater discharges to groundwater at all piants, and the
Dade County DERM requires Turkey Point and Cutler Plant wastewater discharges into canals to meet county water
quality standards found in Section 24-11, Code of Metropolitan Dade County.

In order to address these requirements, FPL has undertaken a multifaceted project which includes activities such as
ash basin lining, installation of retention tanks, tank coating, sump construction, installation of pumps, motor, and
piping, boiler blowdown recovery, site preparation, separation of stormwater and ashwater systems, separation of
potable and service water systems, and the associated engineering and design work to implement these projects.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The project is on hold due to the Pt. Everglades ESP Project.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Project expenditures are estimated to be $0.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The project is on hold due to the Pt. Everglades ESP Project.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $0.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: St. Lucie Turtle Net — O&M
Project No. 21

Project Description:

The Turtle Net project says that FPL is limited in the number of lethal turtle takings permitted-at its St. Lucie Power
Plant by the Incidental Take Statemerit contained in the Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultation Biological
Opinion, issued to FPL on May 4, 2001 by the National Marine Fisheries Service ("NMFS"). The number of lethal
takings permitted in a given year is calculated by taking one percent of the total number of loggerhead and green
turtles captured in that year. (The Incidental Take Statement separately limits the number of lethal takings of Kemp’s
Ridley turtles to two per yéar over the next ten years, and the number of lethal takings of either hawksbill or
leatherback turtles to one of those species every two years over the next ten years). Based on the number of
captured turtles in 2001, the lethal take limit for loggerhead and green turtles in that year was six (references; Nuclear
Regulatory Commission letter dated May 18, 2001 included as Exhibit 1, Document No. 1, Endangered Species Act
Section 7 Consultation Biological Opinion Incidental Take Statement dated May 4, 2001 included as Exhibit 1,
Document No. 2, Appendix B To Facility Operating License No. NPF-16 St. Lucie Unit 2, Environmental Protection
Pian, Non-Radiological, Amenidment No. 103 included as Exhibit 1, Document No. 3). In 2001, FPL experienced six
lethal takings of loggerhead and green turtles at the St. Lucie Power Plant, indicating that its exnstlng measures to

limit such takings were performing marginally.

The existing net is in need of maintenance. To facilitate this work,’a temporary net will be situated to allow removal of
the existing net. The new net having been properly coated for UV protection and anti-fouling will be installed
replacing the existing net. The existing net will be repalred and maintained as a spare to allow rotation of the nets for

future maintenance.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
FPL expects to purchase the new 5-inch net in the last quarter of 2007. The current net will be sent to the

manufacturer for re-coating during the first quarter of 2008, at which time the new net will be installed.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 — December 31, 2007)
Project expenditures are estimated to be $0.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The existing turtie net will be removed to be recoated and the new net will be installed in the interim. The new net will

serve as a backup.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are $10,000 for recoating

of existing net.
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Project Title: Pipeline Integrity Management (PIM) — O&M
Project No. 22

Project Description:

FPL is required. to develop a written pipeline integrity management program for its hazardous liquid pipelines. This
program must include the following elements: (1) a process for identifying which pipeline segments could affect a
high consequence area; (2) a baseline assessment plan; (3) an information analysis that integrates all available
information about the integrity of the entire pipeline and the consequences of a failure; (4) the criteria for determining
remedial actions to address integrity issues raised by the assessments and information analysis; (5) a continual
process of assessment and evaluation of pipeline integrity; (6) the identification of preventive and mitigative
measures to protect the high consequence area; (7) the methods to measure the program’s effectiveness; (8) a
process for review of assessment results and information analysis by a person qualified to evaluate the results and

information; and, (9) record keeping.

Project Accomplishments -
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The baseline assessments were undertaken for the Manatee 16" pipeline and associated evaluation has been

completed. Two additional digs one on Manatee 16" and the other on Martin Plant 20" gas plpehnes and two or three
digs on Martin 30" pipeline will be completed by the year end. Martin Terminal 30" plpellne is scheduled for smart pig
this year to determine the corrosion rate by comparing the tdol's data to prewous run dated 2004 for future
appropriate countermeasures. Severe corrosion at the girth weld joints were detected in 2004 run. A rehabilitation
project of cathodic protection test stations on all corporate pipelines (Martin 30", 18", 20", 6" and Manatee 30", 16")
were completed early this year.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $400,354 or 47.7% lower than projected. The estimated
under-run in this project is primarily due to two reasons: 1) very competitive bids were received and the work was
done at a lower that anticipated budget for both the cathodic protection jobs and the 30” pipeline inspection and 2) the
work was completed prior to the rainy season and additional costs associated with dealing with potential ground

water issues were avoided, thus resulting in cost savings.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
This is an ongoing project. Required DOT digs, assessments and evaluations will be conducted as required. (As a

DOT requirement after each in-line-inspection — smart pig — the data regarding the anomalies, dents, need to be
validated by performing two, three and may be even more as necessary confirmatory digs and conducting the direct
assessment and inspection on the location of the detected anomalies. UTM’s and magnetic particie testing is a part
of these direct assessment. The number of confirmatory digs performed on corporate pipelines so far after the in-
line-inspection are as follows: PMR 20" two digs. There is a plan to conduct two more digs on Martin 20", Manatee

16" and three digs on Martin 30" pipelines (total 5 digs).

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$260,000.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: SPCC (Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures) - O&M
Project No. 23 -

Project Description: _
The EPA first established the SPCC Program in 1973 when the agency issued the Oil Pollution Prevention
Regulation (i.e., SPCC rule) to address the oil spill prevention provisions contained in the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act of 1972 (later amended as the Clean Water Act). The purpose of the regulation was to prevent discharges
of oil from reaching the navigable waters of the U.S, or adjoining shorelines and to prepare facility personnel to
respond to oil spills. The SPCC regulation requires certain facilities to prepare and implement SPCC Plans and
address oil spill prevention requirements including the establishment of procedures, methods, equipment, and other
requirements to prevent discharges of oil as described above. Specifically, the rule applies to any owner or operator

of a non-transportation related facility that:

« has a combined aboveground oil storage capacity of more than 1320 gallons, or a total underground oil storage
capacity exceeding 42,000 gallons (Note: the underground storage capacity does not apply to those tanks
subject to all of the technical requirements of the federal underground storage tank rule found in 40 CFR 280 or a

State approved program); and

o which due to its location, could be reasonably expected to disgharge oil in quantities that may be harmful into or
upon the navigable waters of the United States or adjoining shorelines.

In January 1988, a large storage tank owned by Ashiand Oil Company at a site in western Pennsylvania collapsed,
releasing approximately 750,000 gallons of diesel fuel to the Monongahela River. Foliowing calls for new tank
legislation, an EPA task force recommended expanded regulation of aboveground tanks within the framework of
existing legislative authority. The result was EPA’s SPCC rulemaking package, the first phase of which was
proposed in 1991. Due to a series of agency delays primarily resulting from the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill that
required EPA to issue the Facility Response Plan rule under the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, the final SPCC Rule was

not published until July of 2002,

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The Facility Response Plans (FRP), which contain the SPCC plans, are scheduled to be issued by the end of the

year. This will include drawing updates and necessary reviews. It is anticipated that the project will have all the
required facility upgrades identified by the end of the year. The Engineering package for the SPCC secondary
containment modifications at the Unit 3 Diesel Oil Storage Tank has been issued and installation of an impervious
surface and installation of a pump to remave rainwater began in June 2006. Work at the Land Utilization fueling area
is nearing completion with application of an impervious coating on the berm.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January1 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $220,753, or 237.4% higher than projected. Additicnal
required upgrades at the Sanford Plant, Martin Plant, Martin Terminal, Port Everglades Plant, Port Everglades
Terminal, Manatee Plant, Manatee Terminal, Turkey Point Plant Units 1 and 2, and the Cape Canaveral Plant were
identified during development of the plans. Additional engineering was required to develop conceptual designs and
cost estimates for the upgrades, which are scheduled for implementation in 2008. These upgrades were not

anticipated at the time FPL filed its original projections for 2007.

At Turkey Point Units 3 and 4, longer than estimated construction durations and the replacement of degraded gas
tanks that did not pass Miami-Dade County inspections contributed to the variance. The original projections planned
to utilize existing tanks. Once the work began, the tanks were discovered to be degraded and needed to be replaced.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The SPCC project plant has been modified to replacement of underground tanks.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$387,000.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Manatee Reburn - O&M
Project No. 24

Project Description:
This project involves installation of reburn technology in Manatee Units 1 and 2. Reburn is an advanced nitrogen

oxides (NOx) control technology that has been developed for, and applied successfully in, commercial applications to
utility and large industrial boilers. The process is a proven advanced technology, with applications of a reburn-like
flue gas incineration technique dating back to the late 1960s, and developments for applications to large coal fired
power plants in the United States dating back to the early to mid 1880s.

Reburn is an in-furnace NOx control technology that employs fuel staging in a configuration where a portion of the
fuel is injected downstream of the main combustion zone to create a second combustion zone, called the reburning
zone. The reburning zone is operated under conditions where NOx from the main combustion zone is converted to
elemental nitrogen (which makes up 79% of the atmosphere). The basic front wall-fired boiler reburning process is
shown conceptually in Figure 1 (see below), and divides the furnace into three zones.

In the 1998-97 time period, FPL invested a considerable effort evaluating the Manatee Units for the application of
reburn technology. FPL has recently reviewed the reburn system designs previously proposed for the Manatee units,
and concluded that a design for either oil or gas reburn would require very similar characteristics. This will require
reburn fuel injectors to be located at the elevation of the present top row of burners, with reburn injectors on the boiler
front and rear walls. For the present application the injectors will be required to have a dual fuel (oil and gas)
capability. In order to provide adequate residence time for the reburn process, it is proposed to locate the rebumn
overfire air (OFA) ports between the boiler wing walls and to angle them slightly to provide better mixing with the
boiler flow. Because of the complexity of the boiler flow field and the port location, it was determined that OFA
booster fans would be required to assist the air-fuel mixing and complete the burnout process. Installation of rebum
technology for Manatee Units 1 and 2 offers the potential to reduce NOx emissions through a “pollution prevention”
approach that does not require the use of reagents, catalysts, pollution reduction or removal equipment. FDEP and
FPL agree that reburn technology is the most cost-effective alternative to achieve significant reductions in NOx

emissions from Manatee Units 1 and 2.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Installation of the Unit 1 & 2 reburn equipment is compfete. The units has been started up and are operating and are

currently undergoing process optimization of the new systems to ensure maximum emissions reductions. The PMT
Reburn O&M ECRC dollars cover all burner maintenance costs associated with the project.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $41,868 or 8.4% lower than projected. The variance is

primarily due to limited maintenance time available during the May and June high load period.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 2007 - December 2007)
Unit 1 & Unit 2 are operating as referenced above.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $500,000.
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Project Title: Pt. Everglades ESP Technology — O&M
Project No. 25

Project Description:
The requirements of the Clean Air Act direct the EPA to develop health-based standards for certain “criteria

pollutants”. i.e. ozone (Os), sulfur dioxide (SOz), carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter (PM), nitrogen oxides
(NOX), an lead (Pb). EPA developed standards for the criteria pollutants and regulates the emissions of those
pollutants from major sources by way of the Title V permit program. Florida has been granted authority from the EPA
to administer its own Title V program which is at least as stringent as the EPA requirements. Florida is able to issue,
renew and enforce Title V air operating permits for sources within the state via 403.061 Florida Statutes and Chapter
$2-213 F.A.C., which is administered by the State of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (‘DEP”). The
Title V program addresses the six criteria poliutants mentioned earlier, and includes hazardous air pollutants (HAP).
The EPA sets the limits of emissions of Hazardous Air Pollutants through the Maximum Achievable Control
Technology (MACT). The original Port Everglades Title V permit, issued in 1998, expires on December 31, 2003 and
must be renewed. The DEP's Final Title V permit for FPL Port Everglades plant requires FPL to install Electrostatic
Precipitators at all four Port Everglades units to address local concerns and to insure compliance with the National
Ambient Air Quality Stands and the EPA MACT Standards.

Project Accomplishments:
(January‘l 2007 to December 31, 2007) ‘
The engineering design for Units 1—4 was completed in 2004. Unlts 1, 2, and 4 were completed and operational in

2005 and 2006 (O&M activities started in April 2005 for this project).

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31 2007)

The variance in project expendltures is estimated to be $872,150 or 41.4% lower than prolected Fuel economics to
date have dictated that the units at the Port Everglades Plant be run on gas because it is less expensive. Therefore,
the ESPs have not had to be operated as much as was initially predicted for 2007, which reduced the equipment
deterioration and generated significantly less ash for disposal.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 - December 31, 2007)

Construction on the Unit 3 electrostatic precipitator was completed in spring 2007 as the Unit went operational in May
2007. Therefore, at this time, all four ESP's (Units 1 through 4) have construction activities completed and are

operational.
Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $2,352,384.
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Project Title: UST Replacement/Removal — O&M
Project No. 26

Project Description:

The Fiorida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 62-761.500, dated July 13, 1998, requires the removal or
replacement of existing Category-A and Category-B storage tank systems with systems meeting the standards of
Category-C storage tank systems by December 31, 2009. UST . Category-A tanks are single-walled tanks or
underground single-walled piping with no secondary containment that was installed before June 30, 1992.

UST Category-B tanks are tanks containing pollutants after June 30, 1992 or a hazardous substance after January 1,
1994 that shall have a secondary containment. Small diameter piping that comes in contact with the soil that is
connected to a UST that shall have secondary containment if installed after December 10, 1990.

UST and AST Category-C tanks under F.A.C. 62-761.500 are tanks that shall have some or all of the following; a
double wall, be made of fiberglass, have exterior coatings that protect the tank from external corrosion, secondary
containment (e.g., concrete walls and floor) for the tank and the piping, and overfill protection.

FPL has six Category-A and two Category-B Storage Tank Systems that must be removed or replaced in order to
meet the performance standards of Rule 61-761.500. In 2004 FPL will replace the two single-walled USTs located at
the Turkey Point Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2 with ASTs providing secondary containment (concrete walls and floor)
surrounding the tanks. Also in 2004, FPL will remove one single-walled UST located at the Ft. Lauderdale Plant and
will not replace the tank. In 2005-2006 FPL will replace the single-walled USTs located at the Area Office Broward
(one UST in 2005), Customer Service East Office (one UST in 2008), Juno Beach Office (cne UST in 2005), and
General Office (2 USTs in 2005), with double-walled tanks providing electronic leak detection. Additionally, the AST
to be installed at the Area Broward Office will be concrete vaulted.

The removal and replacement of the USTs will be performed by outside contractors. Additionally, closure
assessments will be performed in accordance with 62-761.800 and closure assessment reports will be submitted to
local Counties, and the Department of Environmental Services (DEP).

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
There were no activities in 2007.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Project expenditures are for 2007 are $6 due to a carryover of charges from 20086.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Initial review of the scope of work has been completed.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
There are no activities planned for 2008.
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Project Title: Lowest Quality Water Source (LQWS) — O&M
Project No. 27

Project Description:

Section 366.8255 of the Florida Statutes provides for the recovery through the ECRC of “environmental compliance
costs” which are costs incurred in complying with “environmental rules or regulations.” The LQWS Project is required
in order to comply with permit conditions in the Consumptive Use Permits (CUPs) issued by the St. Johns River
Water Management District (SJRWMD or the District)) for the Sanford and Cape Canaveral Plants. Those permit
conditions are intended to preserve Florida’s groundwater, which is an important environmental resource. The permit
conditions therefore “apply to electric utilittes and are designed to protect the environment” as contemplated by
section 366.8255. The SIRWMD adopted a policy in 2000 that, upon permit renewal, a user of the District's water is
required to use the lowest quality of water that is technically, environmentally and economically feasible for its needs.
This policy was implemented for the Sanford and Cape Canaveral Plants in their current CUPs. For the Sanford
facility, Condition 15 of CUP No. 9202, issued in June 2000, requires the lowest quality of water to be used that is
feasible to meet the needs of the facility. The requirement for the Cape Canaveral Plant is found in Conditions 14
and 15 of CUP No. 10652, issued October 2001, which address the quantity of reclaimed water to be used and
require that all available reclaimed water be used prior to groundwater.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The project at the Sanford Plant is currently operational.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is $161,771 or 30.5% lower than previously projected. The Wastewater Permit

for the Cape Canaveral Plant was issued by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection. However, there
were delays due to water quality technical issues associated with the treatment systems and reclaimed water was not
used at the plant; therefore, there was not a cost for the additional water treatment that would be required in order to

use reclaimed water.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 - December 31, 2007)
The project at the Sanford Plant is currently operational. There are delays due to water quality technical issues

associated with the treatment systems for the project at the Cape Canaveral Plant.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$300,900 for the Sanford Plant.
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Project Title: CWA 316(b) Phase I Rule - O&M
Project No. 28

Project Description:

The Phase Il Rule implements section 316 (b) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) for certain existing power plants that
employ a cooling water intake structure and that withdraw 50 million gallons per day (MGD) or more of water from
rivers, streams, lakes, reservoirs, estuaries, oceans or other waters of the United States (WUS) for cooling purposes.
The Phase Il Rule establishes national requirements applicable to, and that reflect the best technology available
(BTA) for, the location, design, construction and capacity of existing cooling water intake structures (CWIS) to
minimize adverse environmental impact. The Phase Il Rule has implications at the following FPL facilities: Cape
Canaveral, Cutler, Fort Myers, Ft. Lauderdale, Port Everglades, Riviera, Sanford, Martin, Manatee and St. Lucie

Power Plants. i

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The Proposal for Information Collection (PIC) — the first regulatory requirement of the Phase Il Rule — has been
submitted for Cape Canaveral, Cutler, Fort Myers, Ft. Lauderdale, Port Everglades, Riviera, Sanford and St. Lucie
Power Plants. Compliance demonstration documents have been submitted for Martin and Manatee plants, as these

plants already meet the requirements of the Phase [l Rule.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to June 30, 2007)
Project expenditures are estimated to be $1,018,188 (43.4%) lower than projected. This variance is primarity due to

economies of scale achieved by the use of one contractor to perform the necessary work. Original estimates
included the use of three contractors. ‘

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to June 30, 2007)
The 316(b) project is on schedule for each of the plants. The Proposal for Information Collection (PIC) has been

submitted for Cape Canaveral, Cutler, Fort Myers, Ft. Lauderdale, Port Everglades, Riviera, Sanford and St. Lucie
Power Plants. Compliance demonstration documents have been submitted for Martin and Manatee plants. One year
biological sampling programs have been completed for Cutler, Fort Myers, Port Everglades, Riviera, and St. Lucie
Power Plants — with the Cape Canaveral Plant expected to be completed in November 2007, Currently we are
analyzing the biological data to determine if there are impingement and entrainment impacts at each plant. High level
technology reviews are also being conducted at each of the facilities using the biological data.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$1,433,728.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: SCR Consumables - O&M
Project No. 29

Project Description: ‘
The Manatee Unit 3 and Martin Unit 8 Expansion Project Final Orders of Certification urider the Florida Power Plant
Siting Act and the PSD Alr Construction Permit require the installation of SCRs on each of the plants’ four Heat
Recovery System Generators (HRSG) for the control of nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions. The Florida Department of
Environmental Protection (FDEP) made the determination that the SCR system is considered Best Available Control
Technology (BACT) for these types of units, with concurrence from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
The operation of the SCR will cause FPL to incur O&M costs for certain products that are consumed in the SCRs.

. These include anhydrous ammonia, calibration gases, and equipment wear parts requiring periodic replacement such

as controllers, ammonia detectors, heaters, pressure relief valves, dilution air blower components, NOX control
analyzers and components.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The SCR systems are operational on both Manatee Unit 3 and Martin Unit 8.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $34, 685 or 15.4% higher than projected. The Manatee and
Martin Plants are expected to operate at high capacity factors for the remaining months of the year thereby increasing
the amount of consumables used. Additionally, catalyst sampling and testing expenses were higher than originally

projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007- December 31, 2007)
The Manatee and Martin Plants are expected to operate at high capacity factors for the remaining months of the year

thereby increasing the amount of consumables used.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expendltures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be

$855,200.
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Project Title: Hydrobiological Monitoring Program (HBMP) - O&M
Project No. 30

Project Description:

The. Hydrobiological Monitoring Program is required by the Water Management District in the Conditions of
Certification for the new Manatee Unit 3. The program involves the data collection of river chemistry, flow and
vegetation conditions to demonstrate that the plant’'s withdrawals do not impact the environment in and along the
river. The Hydrobiological Monitoring Program is a 10 year study which started in 2003 during the construction phase -
of Unit 3 and will be completed in 2013.

Project Accomplishments:

(January. 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Continue with river monitoring, calibration, maintenance and data collection. Data summary and interpretive report
submitted May 2007. Vegetative mapping, aerial photography and mapping is due to be conducted in October 2007.
Additional studies will be conducted during summer due to drought conditions and use of Emergency Diversion

Schedule.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to May 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $17,895/or 71.6% higher than projected. The variance is

primarily due to additional monitoring required due to unexpected drought conditions. The permit requires that while
on the Emergency Diversion Curves, additional river monitoring is conducted and a report is submitted.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007) )
This is an ongoing project. During 2007 the data summary and interpretive report were submitted.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Project estimates for January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $40,400.
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Project Title: CAIR - O&M
Project No. 31

Project Description:

The CAIR Project was initiated to implement strategies to comply with CAIR Annual and Ozone Season NOx
emissions requirements. The CAIR project to date has included the Black & Veatch (B&V) study of FPL’s control and
allowance management options, an engineering study conducted by Aptech for the reliable cycling of the 800 MW
units, and a review of CEMS monitoring changes required for the peaking gas turbine units. The 800 MW Cycling
Project was added to CAIR after 2006 submittal. Aptech Engineering provided engineering services for the first phase
of a multiphase scope of work that will assure that the operating reliability is maintained in the new operating mode.
FPL anticipates changing the operating mode of its four 800 MW units at Martin and Manatee Plants. The "study
cost" so far to Aptech Engineering have been paid. They have identified several countermeasures that are being
prioritized and scheduled for implementation in 2008 — 2011.. The update to the Gas Turbine Peaking Unit CEMS
requirements identified the need to implement a revised CEMS monitoring program for those units which will now
require CEMS under the CAIR program requirements. FPL has determined that the implementation of the Low Mass
Emissions option under 40 CFR Part 75 as the preferred option. The CEMS installations will require emissions testing
of representative units and the procurement and installation of a Continuous Emissions Monitor at the Port

Everglades GTs, Lauderdale GTs and Fort Myers GTs.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2006 to July 1, 2007)
e Completed B & V study of CAIR compliance options
» Completed 800 MW Cycling Engineering Study

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $156,047 or 70.9% higher than projected. This variance is

due to costs associated with the 800 MW unit cycling study, which was not included in the original estimates for 2007.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Evaluation of CAIR compliance options identified the 800 MW cycling project as most cost effective control option

identified for compliance with CAIR. Project scope, outage planning and activities have been identified for
implementation at the Martin and Manatee 800 MW units. The GT CEMS project has identified the hardware
components which will be required and modifications which must be made to emission stacks of the representative

units at each GT site.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)

Project estimates for January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $1,795,004. Projections are likely to
change as a result of contractual guarantees related to necessary overhaul schedules, component and materials

costs and labor estimates.

The GT Peaking project has projected an estimated total cost at $386,000 for the Jan 2008 through Dec 2008 period.
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Project Title: BART Project — O&M
Project No. 32

Project Description:

Conduct air dispersion modeling to determine the visibility impacts to Federally Mandated Class 1- Areas (National
Parks, National Wildemess Areas, etc.) from FPL's BART-Eligible units. The Regional Haze Rule, renamed the Clean
Air Visibility Rule, (CAVR) mandates that certain vintage electric generating units (ca. 1962-1977) install Best
Available Retrofit Technology (BART) if it is shown, via modeling that a unit causes or contributes to visibility
impairment in any Class 1 Area,

Project Accomplishments:
(January. 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
¢ Compile Emissions Inventory of BART-Eligible sources — Complete May 2006
e Perform modeling - First round complete June 2006
e Conduct BART Control Technology Analysis — Pending
« Prepare BART Application Packages — Faif 2006

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007) ,

Project expenditures are estimated to be $3,397, whereas FPL 'did not anticipate any 2007 expenditures for this
project originally. The DEP requested additional information on FPL’s BART Determination for Turkey Point Units 1
and 2, which necessitated the use of a contractor. This activity was not anticipated at the time FPL filed its original

projections for 2007.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

BART Application for exempt facilites (PCC, PMR, PMT, PPE, PRV) submitted to FDEP 1/31/07. BART
Determination for PTF submitted to FDEP 1/31/07. FDEP requested additional information on PTF 2/26/07 which
necessitated additional Golder support. Response to FDEP additional information submitted to FDEP 5/3/07.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Project estimates for January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be zero.
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Project Title: St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance — O&M
Project No. 34 '

Project Description:
The purpose of the proposed St. Lucie Plant Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance Project (the
“Project”) is to inspect and, as necessary, maintain the cooling water system at FPL’s St. Lucie nuclear plant (the
“Cooling System®) such that it minimizes injuries and/or deaths of endangered species and thus helps FPL to remain
in compliance with the federal Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. Section 1531, et seq. (the “ESA”) The St. Lucie
Plant is an electric generating station on Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County, Florida. The plant consists of two
nuclear-fueled 850 net MWe units, both of which use the Atlantic Ocean as a source of water for once-through
condenser cooling. This cooling water is supplied to the units via the Cooling System. The St. Lucie Plant cannot
operate without the Cooling System. Compliance with the ESA is a condition to the operation of the St. Lucie Plant.
Inspection and cleaning of the intake pipes is an “environmental compliance cost” under section 366.8255, Florida
Statutes. The specific “environmental law or regulation” requiring inspection and cleaning of the intake pipes are
terms and conditions that will be imposed pursuant to a Biological Opinion (“BO”) that is to be issued by the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (“NOAA”) pursuant to section 7 of the ESA. NOAA will finalize the BO in
2007. NOAA sent the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC") a letter dated December 19, 2006, confirming its
intent to issue the BO and stating the requirements that will be imposed pursuant to the BO with respect to inspection
and cleaning of the intake pipes.

Project Accomplishments:'

(January 8, 2007 thru December 31, 2007)
Inspections have been completed on all intake and discharge lines. Currently we are reviewing bids for the cleaning

of the intake lines for SL2 fall 2007. We expect the cleaning to be completed prior to the end of the year. Should the
cleaning not be completed in 2007 we will be continuing in the SL1 outage.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 8, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Per FPL’s petition filed on January 8, 2007, project fiscal expendltures are estimated to be $8,088,753. Therefore,
this estimate was not included in FPL’s original projections filed on October 13, 2006.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 8, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The inspections of the ocean intakes and discharges were completed during the SL1 Spring 2007 outage in April and
May. Cleaning of select areas of the three ocean intake pipes and velocity caps is scheduled for the SL2 outage
planned for the Fall 2007, October 1- Dec 25.

Project Projections:
{(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Project estimates for January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $442,000.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Low NOx Burner Technology — Capital
Project No. 2

Project Description:

Under Title | of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, Public Law 101-349, utilities with units located in areas
designated as "non-attainment" for ozone will be required to reduce NOy emissions. The Dade, Broward and Palm
Beach county areas were classified as "moderate non-attainment" by the EPA. FPL has six units in this affected

area.

LNBT meets the requirement to reduce NOy emissions by delaying the mixing of the fuel and air at the burner,
creating a staged combustion process along the length of the flame. NO, formation is reduced because peak flame
temperatures and availability of oxygen for combustion is reduced in the initial stages.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All six units are in service and operational.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and retumn is $23,548 or 2.5% lower than projected. Two Burner Management System
Operator Stations were retired at the Turkey Point Plant were retired, which were not included in the original

projections.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Dade, Broward and Palm Beach Counties have now been re-designated as "attainment” for ozone with air quality
maintenance plans. This re-designation still requires that all controls, such as LNBT, placed in effect during the "non-

attainment” be maintained.
The LNBT burners are installed at all of the six units and design enhancements are complete.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $848,325.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Continuous Emission Monitoring System (CEMS) — Capital
Project No. 3b ,

Project Description:

The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, Public Law 101-549, established requirements for the monitoring, record
keeping and reporting of SO2, NOx and carbon dioxide (CO2) emissions, as well as volumetric flow, heat input, and
opacity data from affected air pollution sources. FPL has 36 units which are affected and which have installed CEMS

to comply with these requirements.

40 CFR Part 75 includes the general requirements for the installation, certification, operation and maintenance of
CEMS and specific requirements for the monitoring of pollutants, opacity, heat input, and volumetric flow. These
regulations are very comprehensive and specific as to the requirements for CEMS, and in essence, they define the
components needed and their configuration. Periodically, these systems extract and analyze gaseous samples for
each power plant stack and have automated data acquisition and reporting capability.

Project Accomplishments (January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The 2006 Continuous Emission Monitoring System Capital Project necessary to replace the CEMS CO2 emission
analyzers at FPL generating units is being postponed until 2007/2008 due to delays in completing pilot studies at

FPL's Riviera and Port Everglades sites.

Project Fiscal Expenditures: (January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The variance in depreciation and return is $60,189, or 5.5% lower than projected. This variance is primarily due to
the procurement of a much lower cost per unit pricing from the vendor (California Analytical). In addition, several
instaliations and in-service dates shifted from 2007 to 2008 due to equipment availability delays and schedule

changes.

Project Progress Summéry:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Due to delays in initially acquiring the emission equipment from the CAl Manufacturer, Martin 1/2 and Manatee 2

originally scheduled for 2007 was pushed to 2008. In 2007, FPL will place in service seventeen (17) CO2 analyzers
at Cutler, Port Everglades 4, Manatee 1, Martin 3/4, Sanford 3, Putnam 1/2 and Lauderdale 4/5 and the remaining
twelve (12) will be installed and placed in service in 2008. In addition, all CO2 & So2 equipment will be purchased
and cash flowed in 2007. This Project also includes twelve (12) SO2 analyzer replacements at Port Everglades,
Riviera, Martin 1/2, Cape Canaveral and Turkey Point. Port Everglades 4 has been replaced and is currently in

service with the remaining to be installed in 2008.

CEMS server replacement will be completed for FPL in 2007, with Riviera, Port Everglades and Lauderdale 5
completed to date.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $1,020,109.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Clean Closure Equivaiency — Capital
Project No. 4b

Project Description:

In compliance with 40 CFR 270.1(c)(5) and (6), FPL developed CCED's for nine FPL power plants to demonstrate to
the U.S. EPA that no hazardous waste or hazardous constituents remain in the soil or water beneath the basins’
which had been used in the past to treat corrosive hazardous waste. The basins, which are still operational as part of
the wastewater treatment systems at these plants, are no longer used to treat hazardous waste.

To demonstrate clean ciosuré, soil sampling and ground water monitoring plans, implementation schedules, and
related reports must be submitted to the EPA. Capital costs are for the installation of monitoring wells (typically four
per site) necessary to collect ground water samples for analysis. -

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expénditures: '
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007) s
The variance in depreciation and return is $158 or 3.8% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $3,840.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel Storage Tanks — Capital
Project No. 5b

Project Description:

Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) Chapter 17-762, which became effective on March 12, 1991, provides standards
for the maintenance of stationary above ground fuel storage tank systems. These standards impose various
implementation schedules for inspections/repairs and upgrades to fuel storage tanks.

The capital project associated with complying with the new standards includes the instaliation of items for each tank
such as liners, cathodic projection systems and tank high-level alarms.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
An 8" and 12" underground fuel oil pipe in the Port of Palm Beach and an above ground 12" fue! oil pipeline on the

PRYV plant property were removed.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $74,027 or 4.0% lower t},'nan projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
An 8" and 12" underground fuel oil pipe in the Port of Palm Beach and an above ground 12" fuel oil pipeline on the

PRV plant property were removed.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $1,700,056.
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Project Title: Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping to Above Ground — Capital
Project No. 7 ‘

Project Description:

In accordance with criteria contained in Chapter 62-762 of the Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.) for storage of
pollutants, FPL initiated the replacement of underground Turbine Lube Oil piping to above ground installations at the
St. Lucie Nuclear Power Plant.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $74 or 4.4% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
This project is complete.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $1,558.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Oil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment — Capital
Project No. 8b

Project Description:
The Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (OPA '00) mandates that all liable parties in the petroleum handling industry file plans by
August 18, 1993. In these. plans, a liable party must identify (among other items) its spill management team,
organization, resources and training. Within this project, FPL developed the plans for ten power plants, five fuel oil
terminals, three pipelines, and one corporate plan. Additionally, FPL purchased the mandated response resources
and provided for mobilization to a worst case discharge at each site.

Project Accomplishments

{(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

All equipment is being maintained and replaced according to capital budgeting requirements in order to maintain
compliance with regulatory guidelines for response readiness.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $1,757 or 2.4% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All deadlines, both state and federal, have been met. Ongoing costs will be annual in nature and will consist of

equipment upgrades/replacements.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)

Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008
are expected to be $84,497.
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"PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Relocate Storm Water Runoff — Capital
Project No. 10

Project Description:

The new National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, Permit No. FL0002208, for the St. Lucie
Plant, issued by the United States Environmental Protection Agency contains new effluent discharge limitations for
industrial-related storm water from the paint and land utilization building areas. The new requirements become
effective on January 1, 1994. As a result of these new requirements, the effected areas will be surveyed, graded,

excavated and paved as necessary to clean and redirect the storm water runoff. The storm water runoff will be
collected and discharged to existing water catch basins on site. »

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $486 or 4.8% lower than criginally anticipated.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007}
All activities are complete.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)

Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008
are expected to be $9,560.
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' FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
" PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Scherer Discharge Pipeline — Capital
Project No. 12

Project Description:

On March 16, 1992, pursuarit to the provisions of the Georgia Water Quality control Act, as amended, the Federal
Clean Water Act, as amended, and the rules and regulations promulgated thereunder, the Georgia Department of
Natural Resources issued the National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for Plant Scherer to
Georgia Power Company. In addition to the permit, the Department issued Administrative Order EPD-WQ-1855
which provided a schedule for compliance by April 1, 1994 with new facility discharge limitations to Berry Creek. As a
result of these new limitations, and pursuant to the order, Georgia Power Company was required to construct an
alternate outfall to redirect certain wastewater discharges to the Ocmulgee River. Pursuant to the ownership
agreement with Georgia Power Company for Scherer Unit 4, FPL is required to pay for its share of constructlon of the
discharge pipeline which will constitute the alternate outfall.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $3,047 or 4.5% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $62,796.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Disposal of Non-Contaminated Liquid Waste — Capital
Project No. 17b

Project Description:

FPL manages ash from heavy oil fired power plants using a wet ash system. Ash from the dust.collector and
economizer is sluiced to surface ash basins. The ash sludge is then pH adjusted to precipitate metals. Inorder to
comply with Florida Administrative Code 62-701.300 (10}, the ash is then de-watered using a plate/frame fiiter-press
in order to dispose of it in a Class | landfill or ship by railcar o a processing facility for beneficial reuse.

Project Accomplisvhments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Project expenditures are estimated to be $0.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are $0.
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. FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Wastewater Discharge Elimination & Reuse — Capital
Project No. 20

Project Description:

Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. Section 1342 and 40.CFR 122, FPL is required to obtain NPDES permits for each power plant
facility. The last permits issued contain requirements to develop and impiement a Best Management Practice
Pollution Prevention Plan (BMP3 Plan) to minimize or eliminate, whenever feasible, the discharge of regulated
poliutants, including fuel oil and ash, to surface waters. In addition, the 1997 Federal Ambient Water Quality Criteria
requires FPL to meet surface water standards for any wastewater discharges to groundwater at all plants and the
Dade County DERM requires Turkey Point and Cutler Plant wastewater discharges into canals to meet county water
quality standards found in Section 24-11, Code of Metropolitan Dade County.

In order to address these requirements, FPL has undertaken a multifaceted project which includes activities such as
ash basin lining, installation of retention tanks, tank coating, sump construction, installation of pumps, motor, and
piping, boiler blowdown recovery, site preparation, separation of stormwater and ashwater systems, separation of
potable and service water systems, and the associated engineering and design work to implement these projects.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is estimated to be $12,157 or 4.7% lower than originally anticipated.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
All activities are complete.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $240,966.
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Project Title: St. Lucie Turtle Net — Capital
Project No. 21

Project Description:

The Turtle Net project says that FPL is limited in the number of lethal turtle takings permitted at its St. Lucie Power
Plant by the Incidental Take Statement contained in the Endangered Species Act Section 7 Consultation Biological
Opinion, issued to FPL on May 4, 2001 by the National Marine Fisheries Service ("NMFS"). The number of lethal
takings permitted in a given vyear is calculated by taking one percent of the total number of loggerhead and green
turtles captured in that year. (The Incidental Take Statement separately limits the number of lethal takings of Kemp’s
Ridley turtles to two per year over the next ten years, and the number of lethal takings of either hawksbill or
leatherback turtles to. one of those species every two years over the next ten years). Based on the number of
captured turtles in 2001, the lethal take limit for loggerhead and green turtles in that year was six (references; Nuclear
Regulatory Commission letter dated May 18, 2001 included as Exhibit 1, Document No. 1, Endangered Species Act
Section 7 Consultation Biological Opinion Incidental Take Statement dated May 4, 2001 included as Exhibit 1,
Document No. 2, Appendix B To Facility Operating License No. NPF-16 St. Lucie Unit 2, Environmental Protection
Plan, Non-Radiological, Amendment No. 103 included as Exhibit 1, Document No. 3). In 2001, FPL experienced six
lethal takings of loggerhead and green turtles at the St. Lucie Power Plant, indicating that its existing measures to
limit such takings were performing marginally.

The existing net is in need of maintenance. To facilitate this work, @ temporary net will be situated to allow removal of
the existing net. The new net having been properly coated for UV protection and anti-fouling will be installed
replacing the existing net. The existing net will be repaired and maintained as a spare to allow rotation of the nets for
future maintenance.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

FPL expects to purchase the new 5-inch net in the last quarter of 2007. The current net will be sent to the
manufacturer for re-coating during the first quarter of 2008, at which time the new net will be installed.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 - December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is estimated to be $4,865 or 5.0% lower than originally anticipated.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The existing turtle net will be removed to be recoated and the new net will be installed in the interim. This net will
serve as a backup net for future maintenance requirements.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $119,525,
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Project Title: Pipeline Integrity Management (PIM) - Capital
Project No. 22

Project Description:

FPL is required to develop a written pipeline integrity’ management program for its hazardous liquid pipelines. This
program must include the following elements: (1) a process for identifying which pipeline segments could affect a
high consequence area; (2) a baseline assessment plan; (3) an information analysis that integrates all available
information about the integrity of the entire pipeline and the consequences of a failure; (4) the criteria for determining
remedial actions to address integrity issues raised by the assessments and information analysis; (5) a continual
process of assessment and evaluation of pipeline integrity; (8) the identification of preventive and. mitigative
measures to protect the high consequence area; (7) the methods to measure the program’s effectiveness; (8) a
process for review of assessment results and information analysis by a person qualified to evaluate the results and
information; and, (9) record keeping.

Project Accomplishments: (January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
No projects for 2007 cycle.

Project Fiscal Expenditurés:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The leak detection system on the Martin 30” pipeline has been deferred until 2008, thus no expenditures were made

in 2007.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
No projects for 2007 cycle.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $14,717.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: SPCC (Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures) — Capital
Project No. 23

Project Description:
The EPA first established the SPCC Program in 1973 when the agency issued the Oil' Pollution Prevention
Regulation (i.e., SPCC rule) to address the ail spill prevention provisions contained in the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act of 1972 (later amended as the Clean Water Act). The purpose of the regulation was to prevent discharges
of oil from reaching the navigable waters of the U.S. or adjoining shorelines and to prepare facility personnel to
respond to oil spills. The SPCC regulation requires certain facilities to prepare and implement SPCC Plans and
address oil spill prevention requirements including the establishment of procedures, methods, equipment, and other
requirements to prevent discharges of oil as described above. Specifically, the rule applies to any owner or operator
of a non-transportation related facility that:

e Has a combined aboveground oil storage capacity of more than 1320 galions, or a total underground oil storage
capacity exceeding 42,000 gallons (Note: the underground storage capacity does not apply to those tanks
subject to all of the technical requirements of the federal underground storage tank rule found in 40 CFR 280 or a
State approved program); and

e Which due to its location, could be reasonably expected to discharge oil in quantities that may be harmful into or
upon the navigable waters of the United States or adjoining shorelines.

In January 1988, a large storage tank owned by Ashiand Oil Company at a site in western Pennsylvania collapsed,
releasing approximately 750,000 gallons of diesel fuel to the Monongahela River. Following calls for new tank
legislation, an EPA task force recommended expanded regulation of aboveground tanks within the framework of
existing legislative authority. The result was EPA’s SPCC rulemaking package, the first phase of which was
proposed in 1991. Due to a series of agency delays primarily resulting from the 1989 Exxon Valdez oil spill that
required EPA to issue the Facility Response Plan rule under the Oil Pollution Act of 1990, the final SPCC Rule was

not published untit July of 2002,

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The Facility Response Plans (FRP), which contain the SPCC plans, are scheduled to be issued by the end of the
year. Additional required facility upgrades have been identified, and conceptual designs and cost estimates for the

upgrades have been completed. The upgrades are scheduled to be completed in 2008.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Estimated depreciation and return is 107,778 or 5.0% lower than projected. Previously planned diversionary

structure work activities have been postponed, pending the completion of an assessment of existing diversionary
structures. The Final Rule issued February 26, 2007 amending the existing SPCC Rule allows regulatory relief from
containment reqmrements at facilities with oil-fired equipment by allowing an oil spill contingency planning option or
active containment in addition to an inspection and monitoring program for oil-filled equnpment in lieu of instaliing
secondary containment or diversionary structures.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The new containment structures are designed to contain 100% of the oil volume of the tanks, plus any potential fire

deluge water. To account for rain water, the containments were equipment with sumps that can hold rainfall up to 2
inches. Once 2" of rain has accumulated, the sump is full and any additional water would impact the volume
requirement of the spill containment. The plant is currently utilizing temporary, portable sump pumps to process the
rain water. In heavy rain events, it is difficult to maintain the sumps and prevent overflow. Also, if there are any leaks
in the turbine lube oil or diesel oil equipment, the oily water needs to be processed to remove the oil from the water

before disposal.

In order to prevent heavy rainfall from impacting the required containment volume, permanent sump pumps and oil
water separators need to be installed. On the St. Lucie Unit 1 Diesel Oil Storage Tank area, there is no local power
source available and no oil/water separator. On Unit 1 and 2 Turbine Lube Oil areas, power is available from a
nearby source and oil/water separators have been temporarily installed. The sump pumps and oil/water separators
would be installed permanently in each area and procedures implemented to operation of the equipment. The project

is scheduled to be completed in 2008.

Project Projections:
{(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and retumn) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $2,144,722.
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Project Title: Manatee Rebum — Capital
Project No. 24

Project Description:

This project involves installation of reburn technology in Manatee Units 1 and 2. Reburn is an advanced nitrogen
oxides (NOx) control technology that has been developed for, and applied successfully in, commercial applications to
utility and large industrial boilers. The process is a proven advanced technology, with applications of a rebum-iike
flue gas incineration technique dating back to the late 1960s, and developments for applications to large coal fired
power plants in the United States dating back to the early to mid 1880s.

Reburn is an in-fumace NOx control technology that employs fuel staging in a configuration where a portion of the
fuel is injected downstream of the main combustion zone to create a second combustion zone, called the rebuming
zone. The rebuming zone is operated under conditions where NOx from the main combustion zone is converted to
elemental nitrogen (which makes up 79% of the atmosphere). The basic front wall-fired boiler reburning process is
shown conceptually in Figure 1 (see below), and divides the furnace into three zones. _

In the 1896-97 time period, FPL invested a considerable effort evaluating the Manatee Units for the application of
reburn technology. FPL has recently reviewed the rebumn system designs previously proposed for the Manatee units,
and concluded that a design for either oil or gas reburn would require very similar characteristics. This will require
reburn fuel injectors to be located at the elevation of the present top row of burners, with reburn injectors on the boiler
front and rear walls. For the present application the injectors will be required to have a dual fuel (cil and gas)
capability. In order to provide adequate residence time for the reburn process, it is proposed to locate the reburn
overfire air (OFA) ports between the boiler wing walls and to angle them slightly to provide better mixing with the
boiler flow. Because of the complexity of the boiler flow field and the port location, it was determined that OFA
booster fans would be required to assist the air-fuel mixing and complete the burnout process. Installation of reburn
technology for Manatee Units 1 and 2 offers the potential to reduce NOx emissions through a “pollution prevention”
approach that does not require the use of reagents, catalysts, poliution reduction or removal equipment. FDEP and
FPL agree that reburn technology is the most cost-effective altemative to achieve significant reductions in NOx
emissions from Manatee Units 1 and 2.

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Installation of the Unit 1 and Unit 2 equipment is complete, started up and completed process optimization of the new

systems to ensure minimal emissions. Unit 1 is out of warranty. Unit 2 is still under warranty.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $132,521 or 2.6% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Unit 1 and 2 both completed.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $5,024,450.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: Pt. Everglades ESP Technology — Capital
Project No. 25

Project Description:

The requirements of the Clean Air Act direct the EPA to develop health-based standards for certain “criteria
poliutants”. l.e. ozone (Qa), sulfur dioxide (SO.), carbon monoxide (CO), particulate matter (PM), nitrogen oxides
(NOx), an lead (Pb). EPA developed standards for the criteria pollutants and regulates the emissions of those
pollutants from major sources by way of the Title V permit program. Florida has been granted authority from the EPA
to administer its own Title V program which is at least as stringent as the EPA requirements. Florida is able to, issue,
renew and enforce Title V air operating permits for sources within the state via 403.061 Florida Statutes and Chapter
62-213 F.A.C., which is administered by the State of Florida Department of Environmental Protection (*DEP”). The
Title V program addresses the six criteria pollutants mentioned earlier, and includes hazardous air pollutants (HAP).
The EPA sets the limits of emissions of Hazardous Air Pollutants through the Maximum Achievable Control
Technology (MACT). The original Port Everglades Title V permit, issued in 1998, expires on December 31, 2003 and
must be renewed. The DEP's Final Title V permit for FPL Port Everglades plant requires FPL to install Electrostatic
Precipitators at all four Port Everglades units to address local concerns and to insure compliance with the National
Ambient Air Quality Stands and the EPA MACT Standards.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
During June, all major mechanlcal and electrical work was completed All contractor punchlist items for the ESP were

completed. Restoration of the plant property and grounds started during June. A Project Punchlist has been
formalized with the plant and is being pursued.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Estimated depreciation and return is $59,315 or 0.5% lower than projected. A combination of factors have led to the
projected decrease in fiscal expenditures. Taking into account the supply of electricity, as compared to customer
demand throughout the fleet, unit efficiency has usually demanded these units run less than anticipated. In addition,
fuel economics to-date have also demanded the consumption of the least expensive fuel source, primarily natural
gas, requiring less operation from the ESP’s as initially predicted for 2007. This combination of unit efficiency and
fuel economics has further lead to reduced equipment deterioration, with less generation of ash for disposal, requiring

less overall maintenance activities.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 2007 - December 2007)

Construction on the Unit 3 electrostatic precipitator was completed in spring 2007 as the Unit went operational in May
2007. Therefore, at this time, all four ESP's (Units 1 through 4) have construction activities completed and are
operational. The Units 1, 2 and 4 precipitators met all performance guarantees and permit requirements. Preliminary
results of Unit 3 performance test exceeded all perfformance guarantees. The Unit 1, 2 and 4 stack emissions were
well below the new Title V permit requirements of .03 Ib/mmbtu particulate and 20% opacity. Enclosure of ash truck
loading bay is planned to contain fugitive airborne ash during truck loadings. The Ash Enclosure design, material and
erection contract will be turned over to the plant for implementation (scheduled for Fall 2007).

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $11,903,263.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: UST Replacement/Removal — Capital
Project No. 26

Project Description:

The Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 62-761.500, dated July 13, 1998, requires theremoval or
replacement of existing Category-A and Category-B storage tank systems with systems meeting the standards of
Category-C storage tank systems by December 31, 2009. UST Category-A tanks are single-walled tanks or
underground single-walled piping with no secondary containment that was installed before June 30, 1992.

UST Category-B tanks are tanks containing pollutants after June 30, 1992 or a hazardous substance after January 1,
1994 that shall have a secondary containment. Small diameter piping that comes in contact with the soil that is
connected to a UST that shall have secondary containment if installed after December 1.0, 1990.

UST and AST Category-C tanks under F.A.C. 62-761.500 are tanks that shall have some or all of the following; a
double wall, be made of fiberglass, have exterior coatings that protect the tank from external corrosion, secondary
containment (e.g., concrete walls and floor) for the tank and the piping, and overfill protection.

FPL has six Category-A and two Category-B Storage Tank Systems that must be removed or replaced in order to
meet the performance standards of Rule 61-761.500. In 2004 FPL will replace the two single-walled USTs located at
the Turkey Point Nuclear Plant Units 1 and 2 with ASTs providing secondary containment (concrete walls and floor)
surrounding the tanks. Also in 2004, FPL will remove one single-walled UST located at the Ft. Lauderdale Piant and
will not replace the tank. In 2005-2006 FPL will replace the single-walled USTs located at the Area Office Broward
(one UST in 2005), Customer Service East Office (one UST In 2006), Juno Beach Office (one UST in 2005}, and
General Office (2 USTs in 2005), with double-walled tanks providing electronic leak detection. Additionally, the AST
to be installed at the Area Broward Office will be concrete vaulted.

The removal and replacement of the USTs will be performed by outside contractors. Additionally, closure
assessments will be performed in accordance with 62-761.800 and closure assessment reports will be submitted to
local Counties, and the Department of Environmental Services (DEP).

Project Accomplishments:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
There were no activities in 2007.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Depreciation and return is estimated to be $0.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 2007 - December 2007)
Initial review of the scope of work has been completed.

Project Projections:

(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

are expected to be $0.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: CAIR Compliance — Capital
Project No. 31

Project Description:

The CAIR Project was initiated to implement strategies to comply with CAIR Annual and Ozone Season NOx
emissions requirements. ‘The CAIR project to date has included the Black & Veatch (B&V) study of FPL’s control and
allowance management options, an engineering study conducted by Aptech for the reliable cycling of the 800 MW
units, and a review of CEMS monitoring changes required for the peaking gas turbine units. The 800 MW Cycling
Project was added to CAIR after 2006 submittal. Aptech Engineering provided engineering services for the first phase
of a multiphase scope of work that will assure that the operating reliability is maintained in the new operating mode.
FPL anticipates changing the operating mode of its four 800 MW units at Martin and Manatee Plants. The "study
cost" so far to Aptech Engineering have been paid. They have identified several countermeasures that are being
prioritized and scheduled for implementation in 2008 — 2011. The update to the Gas Turbine Peaking Unit CEMS
requirements identified the need to implement a revised CEMS monitoring program for those units which will now
require CEMS under the. CAIR program requirements. FPL has determined that the implementation of the Low Mass
Emissions option under 40 CFR Part 75 as the preferred option. The CEMS installations will require emissions testing
of representative units and the procurement and installation of a Continuous Emissions Monitor at the Port
Everglades GTs, Lauderdale GTs and.Fort Myers GTs.

Project Accomplishments:

(January. 1, 2007 to July 1, 2007)
o Completed B & V study of CAIR comphance options
e Completed 800 MW Cycling Engineering Study

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007}
The variance in depreciation and return is $2,742,‘_ISO or 83.9% lower than projected.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

Evaluation of CAIR compliance options identified the 800 MW cycling project as most cost effective control option
identified for compliance with CAIR. Project scope, outage planning and activites have been identified for
implementation at the Martin and Manatee 800 MW units. The GT CEMS project has identified the hardware
components which will be required and modifications which must be made to emission stacks of the representative
units at each GT site.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008

s $5,905,506.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY .
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: CAMR Compliance — Capital
Project No. 33

Project Description:

The Clean Air Mercury Rule (CAMR) was promulgated by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on March 15,
2005, imposing nation-wide standards of performance for mercury (Hg) emissions from existing and new coal-fired
electric utility steam generating units. The CAMR is designed to reduce emissions of Hg through implementation of
coal-fired generating unit Hg controls. In addition, CAMR requires the installation of Hg Continuous Emission
Monitoring Systems (HgCEMS) to monitor compliance with the emission requirements. The rule is implemented in
two phases with an initial compliance date of 2010 for Phase | and the final required reductions of Phase Il in 2018.
The State of Florida has begun the implementation of the requirements for reduction of Hg through rule making
process. Plant St. John's River Power Park (SJRPP) Units 1 & 2, in which FPL has 20% ownership shares, are
affected units under this rule and will require the installation of Hg controls and HgCEMS. Similarly the State of
Georgia has also begun their rule making process to implement the federal rule which will affect FPL's ownership
share of Plant Scherer Unit 4 also requiring the instaltation of HQCEMS and Hg controls.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

FPL completed the evaluation of mercury control options for Plant Scherer and approved the co-owner plan to
proceed with the installation of a baghouse/sorbant-injection system on its ownership share of Plant Scherer. In June
2007 FPL issued a limited notice to proceed to the controls contractor BE&K.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:

(January1 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The variance in depreciation and return is $1,254,563 or 78.7% lower than projected. Engineering and procurement

activities associated with Scherer, which were projected for 2007, will now be performed in 2008.

Project Progress Summary:

(January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007)

The FPL CAMR project at Plant Scherer includes FPL's costs from the installation of a Baghouse, a mercury sorbant
injection system with associated controls and material handling equipment, and capital additions to Plant Scherer
common areas to accommodate sorbant delivery and storage and spent sorbant disposal. Mercury controls at Plant
Scherer are being installed on all 4 units at the plant to comply with the CAMR. Installation of controls requires a
specific sequence for the construction of the controls and material handling systems. To date engineering and design
work for the baghouses and sorbant handling equipment was initiated in April of 2007 with design work completed in
2008. Unit 3 at the plant has begun preliminary construction work for installation of the baghouse and common plant
material handling equipment. Installation of the mercury monitor is projected to be completed by December 2008 with
the baghouse on Unit 4 is projected to be completed in early 2010.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 - December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the pericd January 2008 through December are

projected to be $4,094,304.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS

Project Title: St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance — Capital
Project No. 34

Project Description: :

The purpose of the proposed St. Lucie Plant Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance Project (the
“Project’) is fo inspect and, as necessary, maintain the cooling water system at FPL's St. Lucie nuclear plant (the
“Cooling System”) such that it minimizes injuries and/or deaths of endangered species and thus helps FPL to remain
in compliance with the federal Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. Section 1531, et seq. {the "ESA”) The St. Lucie .
Plant is an electric generating station on Hutchinson Island in St. Lucie County, Florida. The plant consists of two
nuclear-fueled 850 net MWe units, both of which use the Atlantic Ocean as a source of water for once-through
condenser cooling. This cooling water is supplied to the units via the Cooling System. The St. Lucie Plant cannot
operate without the Cooling System. Compliance with the ESA is a condition to the operation of the St. Lucie Plant.
Inspection and cleaning of the intake pipes is an “environmental compliance cost” under section 366.8255, Florida
Statutes. The specific “environmental law or regulation” requiring inspection and cleaning of the intake pipes are
terms and conditions that will be imposed pursuant to a Biological Cpinion (“‘BO”) that is to be issued by the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (“NOAA”) pursuant to section 7 of the ESA. NOAA will finalize the BO in
2007. NOAA sent the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (“NRC”) a letter dated December 19, 2008, confirming its
intent to issue the BO and stating the requirements that will be imposed pursuant to the BO with respect to inspection

and cleaning of the intake pipes.

Project Accomplishments:

(January 8, 2007 thru December 31, 2007)

Inspections have been completed on all intake and discharge lines. Currently we are reviewing bids for the cleaning
of the intake lines for SL2 fall 2007. We expect the cleaning to be completed prior to the end of the year. Should the
cleaning not be completed in 2007 we will be continuing in the SL1 outage.

Project Fiscal Expenditures:
(January 8, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
Per FPL’s petition filed on January 8, 2007, depreciation and return are estimated to be $0.

Project Progress Summary:
(January 8, 2007 to December 31, 2007)
The inspections of the ocean intakes and discharges were completed during the SL1 Spring 2007 outage in April and

May. Cleaning of select areas of the three ocean intake pipes and velocity caps is scheduled for the SL2 outage
planned for the Fall 2007, October 1- Dec 25.

Project Projections:
(January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008)
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for January 2008 through December 2008 are

expected to be $14,504.
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Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Energy & Demand Allocation % By Rate Class
January 2008 to December 2008

8} 2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (G} (8) (9) (10) (1) (12) (13)
Avg 12 CP GCP Projected Projected  Projected Demand Energy Projected Projected Projected Percentage of Percentage of Percentage of
Load Factor Load Factor Sales Avg 12 CP GCP Loss Loss Sales at Avg12CP . GCPDemand KWH Sales 12CP Demand GCP Demand
at Meter at Meter at Meter at Meter at Meter Expansion  Expansion Generation at Generation " at Generation at Generation at Generation at Generation
Rate Class (%) (%) {(KWH) KWy {(KW) Factor Factor KWH (kW) (kW) % % (%)
RS1/RST1 64.061% 58.728% 58,804,147,081 10,478,766 11,430,270 1.08370109  1.07349429 63,125,916,120 11,460,638 12,501,299 52.68401% 57.06444% 66.76281%
GS1/GSTH 65.694% 55,328% 6,619,341,251 1,150,231 1,365,725 1.08370109  1.07349429 7,105,825,036 1,258,000 1,493,695 5.93042% 6.26384% £6.66152%
GSD1/GSDT1/HLTF(21-499 kW) 74.508% 66.100% 25,774,860,665 3,949,020 4,451,320 1.089361402  1.07343073 27,667,527,600 4,318,704 4,868,026 23.09093% 21.50355% 21.71024%
082 57.663% 20.058% 19,993,143 3,958 11,379 1.05919630  1.04702619 20,933,344 4,192 12,053 0.01747% 0.02087% 0.05375%
GSLD1/GSLDTH/CSVUCST1/HLTF(500-1,899 kW) 77.165% 68.463% 11,789,652,172 1,744,121 1,965,809 1.09222280  1.07237880 12,642,973,049 1,904,969 2,147,102 10.55165% 9.48516% 9.57556%
GSLD2/GSLDT2/CS2/CST2/HLTF(2,000+ kW) 90.280% 79.460% 2,169,713,444 274,351 311,709 1.08471538  1.06646305 2,313,932,235 297,593 338,116 1.93118% 1.48177% 1.60792%
GSLD3/GSLOTA/ICS3/ICST3 89.044% 68.816% 258,589,835 33,151 42,896 103077723  1.02508821 265,077,391 34,171 44,216 0.22123% 0.17014% 0.19719%
1SST1D 84.918% 63.966% 0 0 0 1.05919630  1.04702619 0 V] [ 0.00000% 0.00000% 0.00000%
ISSTIT 131.296% 38.558% 0 0 0 1.03077723  1.02508821 4] 0 0 0.00000% 0.00000% 0.00000%
SST1T 131.296% 38.558% 162,838,087 14,158 48,210 103077723  1.02508821 166,923,403 14,594 49,694 0.13931% 0.07267% 0.22162%
SSTIDV/SSTID2/SST1D3 84.918% 63.966% 8,479,038 1,140 1,513 1.05919630  1.04702619 8,877,775 1,207 1,603 0.00741% 0.00601% 0.00715%
CLC D/CILC G 89.894%  84.914% 3,701,861,702 470,095 497,665  1.08178491  1.06440541 3,940,281,623 508,542 538,366 3.28850% 2.53212% 2.40098%
CICT 90.295% 80.118% 1,676,506,768 211,952 238,874 1.03077723  1.02508821 1,718,567,321 218,475 246,226 1.43429% 1.08782% 1.09811%
MET 66.435% 58.382% 101,103,804 17,373 19,769 1.05919630  1.04702619 105,858,331 18,401 20,939 0.08835% 0.09162% 0.09338%
OLA/SLA/PL 210.146% 49.089% 601,242,889 32,661 139,817 1.09370109  1.07349429 645,430,808 T35 162,918 0.53867% 0.17786% 0.68198%
512, GSCU1 126.155%  125.997% 85,476,122 7,735 7,744 1.09370109  1.07349429 91,758,129 8,460 8,470 0.07658% 0.04212% Q.03777%
TOTAL 111,773,806,000 18,388,712 20,532,700 119,819,882,065 20,083,676 22,422,723 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
o
%)

Notes:
(1) AVG 12 CP load factor based on actual load research data s
(2) GCP load factor based on actual load research data

(3) Projected KWH sales for the period January 2008 through December 2008
{4) Calculated: {Col 3)/(8,760 * Col 1)
(5) Calculated: (Col 3)/8,760 * Col 2)
(6) Based on 2006 demand losses
{7) Based on 2006 energy losses
(8)Col3*Cal 7

(9) Col 1 * Col 6

(10)Col 2" Col ©

(11) Col B / total for Col 8

(12) Col 8/ total for Col 9

(13) Col 10/ total for Col 10
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Rate Class

RS1/RST1

GS1/GST1

GSD1/GSDT1/HLTF(21-489 kW)

082 ’
GSLDV/GSLDT1/CSUCSTI/HLTF(500-1,999 kW)
GSLD2/GSLDT2/CS2/CST2HLTF(2,0004 kW)
GSLDYGSLOTICSICSTI

1SSTD

ISSTIT

SSTIT

SST1DVSSTID2/SSTI03

CILC DICILC G

CicT

MET

OLA/SL/PLA

SL2, GsSCunt

TOTAL

Note: There are currently no customers taking service on Schedules ISST1(D) or ISST4(T). Should any customer begin

¢}
Percentage of
KWH Sales at
Generation
(%)

52.68401%
5.93042%
23.09093%
0.01747%
10.55165%
1.93118%
0.22123%
0.00000%
0.00000%
0.13931%
0.00741%
3.28850%
1.43429%
0.08835%
0.563867%
0.07658%

Florida Pawer & Light Company

Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of Environmental Cost Recovery Clause Factors

2)
Percentage of
12 CP Demand
at Generation
(%)

57.06444%
6.26384%
21.50355%
0.02087%
9.48516%
1.48177%
0.17014%
0.00000%
0.00000%
0.07267%
0.00601%
2.63212%
1.08782%
0.09162%
0.17786%
0.04212%

January 2008 to December 2008

3
Percentage of
GCP Demand
at Generation

{%)

55.75281%
6.66152%
21.71024%
0.05375%
9.57556%
1.50792%
0.19719%
0.00000%
0.00000%
0.22162%
0.00715%
2.40098%
1.09811%
0.09338%
0.68198%
0.03777%

()]
Energy
Related

Cost

(€3]

$14,033,197
$1,579,659
$6,150,625
$4,654
$2,810,594
$514,398
$58,928

$0

$143,482
$20,398

$26,636,540

taking service on these schedules during the period, they will be billed using the appiicable SST1 Factor.

(1) From Form 42-6P, Col 11
(2) From Form 42-6P, Col 12
(3) From Form 42-6P, Col 13

(4) Total Energy $ from Form 42-1P, Line 6b x Col 1
(5) Total CP Demand $ from Form 42-1P, Line 5b x Col 2
(8) Total GCP Demand $ from Form 42-1P, Line 5bx Col 3

(7) Col 4 + Col 5 + Col 6

(8) Projected KWH sales for the period January 2008 through December 2008

(8) Col 7/ Col 8 x 100

{5)

CP Demand
Related
Cost
[65]

$0,396,913
$1,031,478
$3,541,032
$3,437
$1,561,940
$244,005
$28,018
$0

$0
$11,966
$990
$416,968
$179,134
$15,088
$29,289
$6,937

$16,467,194

(8)
GCP Demand
Related
Cost
€3]

$369,023
$44,092
$143,698
$356
$63,380
$9,981
$1,305

$661,892

(7
Total
Environmental
Costs

$23,799,133
$2,655,229
$9,835,355
$8,447
$4,435,914
$768,384
$88,251
$0

$0

$50,541
$3,011
$1,308,804
$568,448
$39,239
$177,285
$27,585

$43,765,627

(8)
Projected
Sales at
Meter
(KWH)

58,804,147,081
6,619,341,251
25,774,860 665
19,993,143
11,789,652,172
2,169,713,444
258,589,835

0

0
162,838,087
8,479,038
3,701,861,702
1,676,506,768
101,103,804
601,242,889
85,476,122

111,773,806,000

Form 42-7P

(9)
Environmental
Cost Recovery

Factor

{$/KWH)

0.00040
0.00040
0.00038
0.00042
0.00038
0.00035
0.00034
0.00036
0.00031
0.00031
0.00036
0.00035
0.00034
0.00039
0.00029
0.00032

0.00039



Line
No.

Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up
for the Period January through December 2007

Over/(Under) Recovery for the Current Period
(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line 5)

Interest Provision
(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line 6)

Sum of Current Period Adjustments
(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line 10)

Estimated/Actual True-up to be refunded/(recovered)
in January through December 2008

( ) Reflects Underrecovery

95

REVISED 8/31/07

Form 42-1E

($1,186,248)

$600,422

$0

($585,826)



REVISED 8/31/07

Florida Power & Light Company . Form 42-2E
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause Page 1 of 2
Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up Amount for the Period

January through December 2007

Line Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual
No. January February March April May June
1 ECRC Revenues (net of Revenue Taxes) $1,983,736 $1,707,980 $1,689,491 $1,713,020 $1,891,211 $2,088,038
2 True-up Provision (Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-EI) 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720' 1,337,720
3 ECRC Revenues Applicable to Period (Lines 1 + 2) 3,321,456 3,045,700 3,027,211 3,050,739 3,228,931 3,425,758
4 Jurisdictional ECRC Costs
a - O&M Activities (Form 42-5E, Line 9) 566,436 598,119 1,725,067 1,037,492 621,715 1,666,686
b - Capital Investment Projects (Form 42.7E, Line 9) 1,629,758 1,759,288 1,787,917 1,809,768 1,850,913 1,953,773
¢ - Total Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 2,196,194 2,357,407 3,512,984 2,847,260 2,472,628 3,620,459
© 5 Over/(Under) Recovery (Line 3 - Line 4c) 1,125,262 688,293 (485,773) 203,479 756,303 (194,701)
=N
6 Interest Provision (Form 42-3E, Line 10) 76,826 75,201 70,111 63,936 60,456 56,195
7  Prior Periods True-Up to be (Collected)/Refunded in 2007 16,052,637 15,917,005 15,342,779 13,589,397 12,519,093 1 ,998,132
a - Deferred True-Up from 2006
(Form 42-1A, Line 7) 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849
8 True-Up Collected /(Refunded) (See Line 2) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720)
9 End of Period True-Up (Lines 5+6+7+7a+8) 17,480,854 16,906,628 16,153,246 14,082,942 13,561,981 12,085,755

10 Adjustments to Period Total True-Up Including Interest

11 End of Period Total Net True-Up (Lines 9+10) $17,480,854 $16,906,628 $15,153,246  $14,082,942  $13,561,981  $12,085,755
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Florida Power & Light Company Form 42-2E
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

Page 2 of 2
Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up Amount for the Period
January through December 2007
. End of
Line . Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Period
No. July  August September  October November December Amount
1 ECRC Revenues (net of Revenue Taxes) $2,360,856  $2,374,903 $2,360,601 $2,216,793 $1,979,023  $1,994,994 $24,360,645
2 True-up Provision (Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-E}) 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 16,062,637
3 ECRC Revenues Applicable to Period (Lines 1 + 2) 3,698,576 3,712,622 3,698,320 3,554,512 3,316,742 3,332,713 40,413,282
4 Jurisdictional ECRC Costs
a - O&M Activities (Form 42-5E, Line 9) 1,435,857 1,427,308 1,966,801 2,431,111 2,162,843 2,290,581 17,930,015
b - Capital Investment Projects (Form 42-7E, Line 9) 2,048,828 2,090,275 2,134,000 2,172,788 2,200,735 2,231,382 23,669,515
¢ - Total Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 3,484,685 3,517,583 4,100,891 4,603,899 4,363,578 4,521,963 41,599,530
o 5 Overl(Under)Recovery (Line 3 - Line 4c) 213,891 195,039 (402,571) (1,049,387) (1,046,836) (1,189,250)  (1,186,248)
3
6 Interest Provision (Form 42-3E, Line 10) 50,705 45942 . 39,801 30,896 20,534 9,819 600,422
7  Prior Periods True-Up to be (Collected)/Refunded in 2007 10,521,906 9,448,782 8,352,044~ 6,651,555 4,295,345 1,931,324 56,052,637
a - Deferred True-Up from 2006
(Form 42-1A, Line 7) 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849
8 True-Up Collected /(Refunded) (See Line 2) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (16,052,637)

9  End of Period True-Up (Lines 5+6+7+7a+8) 11,012,631 9,915,893 8,215,404 5,859,194  3,495173 978,023 978,023

10 Adjustments to Period Total True-Up Including Interest

11 End of Period Total Net True-Up (Lines 9+10) $11,012,631  $9,915,893  $8,215,404 §$5,859,194  $3,495,173 $978,023 $978,023
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Florida Power & Light Company

Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up Amount for the Period
January through December 2007

Interest Provision (in Dollars)

Line
No.

1 Beginning True-Up Amount
(Form 42-2A, Lines 7 + 7a + 10)

2 Ending True-Up Amount before Interest
(Line 1 + Form 42-2A, Lines 5 + 8)

3 Total of Beginning & Ending True-Up (Lines 1 + 2)

4  Average True-Up Amount (Line 3 x 1/2)

5 Interest Rate (First Day of Reporting Month)

6 Interest Rate (First Day of Subsequent Month)

7 Total of Beginning & Eriding Interest Rates (Lines 5 + 6)
8 Average Interest Rate (Line 7 x 1/2)

9  Monthly Average Interest Rate (Line 8 x 1/12)

10 Interest Provision for the Month (Line 4 x Line 9)

REVISED 8/31/07
Form 42-3E
Page1of2
January February March April May June
$17,616,486 $17,480,854 $16,906,628 $15,153,246  $14,082,942 $13,561 981"
17,404,028 16,831,427 15,083,135 14,019,006 13,501,525 12,029,560
- $35,020,514 $34,312,281 $31,989,763  $29,172,252  $27,584,467  $25,591,541
$17,510,257 $17,156,141 $15,094,882 $14,586,126 $13,792,234 $712,795‘,771
5.27000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000%
5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.28000%
10.53000% 10.52000% 10.52000% 10.52000% 10.52000% 10.54000%
5.26500% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.26000% 5.27000%
0.43875% 0.43833% 0.43833% 0.43833% 0.43833% 0.43917%
$76,826 $75,201 $70,111 $63,936 $60,456 $56,195




REVISED 8/31/07

Florida Power & Light Company Form 42-3E
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause

Page 2 of 2
Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up Amount for the Period
January through December 2007

Interest Provision (in Dollars)

End of
Line ' ' Period
No. July August September  October November December Amount

1 Beginning True-Up Amount

(Form 42-2A, Lines 7 + 7a + 10) $12,085,755 $11,012,631 $9,915,893 $8,215404 $5,858,194  $3,495173 $145,386,187

2 Ending True-Up Amount before Interest ' 10,961,926

9,869,951 8,175,603 5,828,298 3,474,639 968,204 128,147,302
(Line 1 + Form 42-2A, Lines 5 + 8)

8 3 Total of Beginning & Ending True-Up (Lines 1 + 2) $23,047,681 $20,882,582 $18,091,496 $14,043,702 $9,333,833  $4,463,377 $273,533,489
4  Average True-Up Amount (Line 3 x 1/2) $11,523,841 $10,441,291 | $9,045,748 $7,021,851 $4,666,917  $2,231,689 $136,766,745

5 Interest Rate (First Day of Reporting Month) 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000‘%; 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% N/A

6 Interest Rate (First Day of Subsequent Month) 5.28000% 5.28000%  5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% N/A

7 Total of Beginning & Ending Interest Rates {Lines 5 + 6) 10.56000% 10.56000% 10.56000% 10.56000% 10.56000%  10.56000% N/A

8 Average Interest Rate (Line 7 x 1/2) 5.28000%  5.28000%  5.28000%  5.28000%  5.28000% 5.28000% N/A

9  Monthly Average Interest Rate (Line 8 x 1/12) 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% N/A

10 Interest Provision for the Month (Line 4 x Line 9) $50,705 $45,942 $39,801 $30,896 $20,534 $9,819 $600,422




REVISED 8/31/07
Form 42-6E
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-Up Amount for the Period
January 2007 - December 2007
Variance Report of Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs
(in Dollars)
(1 2) 3) 4)
Estimated Original Variance
Line Actual Projections Amount Percent
1 Description of Investment Projects

2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital $ 908,197 $ 931,745 § (23,548) -2.5%

3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 1,025,600 1,085,789 (60,189) -5.5%

4h Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 3,990 4,148 (158) -3.8%

5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 1,758,715 1,832,742 (74,027) -4.0%

Storage Tanks-Capital
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 1,600 1,674 (74) -4.4%
to Above Ground-Capital

8b Oil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 73,475 71,718 1,757 2.4%

10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 9,743 10,229 (486) -4.8%

NA 802 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment (284,008) (254,313) (29,695) 11.7%

12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 64,314 67,361 (3,047) -4.5%

17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Wate-Capita! 0 0 0 0.0%

20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination & Reuse 245,826 257,983 (12,157) -4.7%

21 S8t. Lucie Turtle Net 92,461 97,326 (4,865) -5.0%

22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 0 0.0%

23 SPCC-Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 2,036,766 2,144,544 (107,778) -5.0%

24 Manatee Reburn 4,886,546 5,019,067 (132,521) -2.6%

25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 11,288,005 11,347,320 (58,315) . -0.5%

26 UST Replacement/Removal - 67,554 (67,554) -100.0%

31 CAIR Compliance 1,551,150 4,293,310 (2,742,160) -63.9%

33 CAMR Compliance 340,077 1,594,640 (1,254,563) -78.7%

35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 0 0 0 100.0%

2 Total Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs $ 24,002,457 $ 28,572,837 $ (4,570,380) -16.0%
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $ 18,299,579 $ 18,932,935 $ (633,356) -3.3%
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand $§ 5702878 § 9,638,902 § (3,937,024) -40.8%

Notes:

Column(1) is the 12-Month Totals on Form 42-7E

Column(2) s the approved projected amount in accordance with
FPSC Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-EI

Column(3) = Column(1) - Column(2)

Column(4) = Column(3) / Column(2)

100



Form 42-7E REVISED 8/31/07
i Page 1 of 2
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Estimated/actual True-up Amount for the Period
January 2007 - December 2007
Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs
(in Dollars)
Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual 6-Month
Line # Pro!act # JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total
1 Description of Investment Projects (A)
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 78,002 77,587 77,172 76,730 76,289 75,874 461,654
3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 86,718 86,399 86,110 85,787 85,483 85,248 515,745
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 338 337 336 335 334 333 2,013
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 148,800 148,303 147,085 147,578 147,171 146,763 886,600
Storage Tanks-Capital ‘
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Qil Underground Piping 135 135 134 134 134 133 805
to Above Ground-Capital
8b Qil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 6,035 5,997 5,961 5,926 5,940 5,947 35,806
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 819 818 816 815 814 813 4,895
NA S02 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment -19,422 -19,315 -19,208 -24,146 -27,815 -26,769 -136,675
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 5,417 5,407 5,396 5,386 5,375 5,365 32,346
17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital - 0 Q Q o 1} -0 [+}
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 20,671 20,637 20,604 20,570 20,536 20,502 123,520
—_ 21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 7,754 7,745 7,736 7,727 7,718 7,710 46,390
o 22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 [ 0 0 o 0
- 23 SPCC - Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 163,718 166,878 168,591 168,533 170,666 172,206 1,010,592
24 Manatee Reburn 382,830 381,974 381,117 380,166 379,142~ 405,708 2,310,937
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology . 732,367 848,099 868,422 887,706 913,016 962,744 5,213,254
26 UST Removal / Replacement [¢] 0 0 0 0 0 0
31 CAIR Compliance 33,991 46,084 55,584 64,479 83,186 103,675 386,999
33 CAMR Compliance 4,539 6,005 6,353 7,537 8,988 15,031 48,453
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs $ 1,652,712 $1,784,080 $1,813,109 $1,835,263 $1,876,977 $1,981,283 $ 10,943,424
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $ 1,290,666 $1,407,062 $1,425882 $1,439,245 $1,460,797 $1,539,611 § 8,563,262
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand $ 362,046 $ 377,018 § 387,227 $ 396,018 § 416,180 $ 441,672 $ 2,380,162
5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor © 98.59030% 98.50030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030%
6 Retall Demand Jurisdictional Factor 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536%
7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) $ 1,272,471 $1,387,227 $1,405,781 $1,418,956 $1,440,204 $1,517,907 $ 8,442,546
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Casts (C) - $ 357,287 $ 372,061 § 382136 $ 390,812 $ 410,709 § 435866 $ 2,348,871
8 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for $ 1,629,758 '$1,759,288 $1,787,917 $1,809,768 $1,850,913 $1,953,773 § 19,791,417
investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8)
Notes:

(A) Each project's Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-8E, Line 9
(B) Line 3x Line &6
(C)Line4 xLine 6



Form 42.7E REVISED 8/31/07
Page 20of 2
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
Calculation of the Estimated/actual True-up Amount for the Period
January 2007 - December 2007
Capital investment Projects-Recoverable Costs
(in Dollars)
Estimated  Estimated  Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 6-Month " 12-Month Method of Classification
Line # Project # ) JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC Sub-Total : Total Demand Energy
1 Description of Investment Projects (A) : ‘ :
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 75,460 - 75,045 74,631 - 74,217 73,802 73,388 -+ 446,543 E 908,197 908,197
3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 85,204 - 85,118 84,841 84,717 84,963 .+ 85,012 - 509,855 1,025,600 1,025,600
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 332 331 330 329 328 © 327 1,977 3,990 3,683 307
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 146,356 145,949 145,541 145,134 144,726 144,319 872,025 1,768,715 1,623,429 135,286
Storage Tanks-Capitat . .
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oif Underground Piping 133 133 133 132 132 132 795 1,600 1,477 123
to Above Ground-Capital K . . .
8b Oll Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 6,168 6,307 6,270 6,233 6,195 6,496 37,669 73,475 67,823 5,652
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 811 810 - 809 807 806 805 - 4,848 9,743 8,994 748
NA 502 Allowances-Negative Return on investment -26,632 -25,801 - 24,971 -24,140 -23,310 - . 22,479 - --. 147,333 - 284,008 -284,008
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 5,354 5,344 5,333 5,323 5312 5,302 31,968 64,314 59,367 4,947
17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital o - 0 0 o] - 0 [V » 0 0 0 0
—_ 20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 20,469 20,435 20,401 20,367 20,334 20,300 - 122,306 245,826 226,916 18,910
o 21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 7,701 7,692 7,683 7,674 7,665 7,656 46,071 92,461 85,349 7112
L 22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 ] 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 [] 0
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 171,987 171,604 171,221 170,837 170,454 170;071 1,026,174 2,036,766 1,880,092 156,674
24 Manatee Rebum 432,203 431,028 429 855 428,681 427 507 426,334 2,575,609 ¢ - 4,886,546 4,886,546
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 1,004,688 1,014,292 1,016,555 1,015,791 1,013,125 1,010,300 6,074,751 11,288,005 11,288,005
26 UST Removal / Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} 0 0 0
31 CAIR Compliance 125,719 154,151 185,167 211,872 231,400 256,042 1,164,151 1,551,150 1,431,831 119,319
33 CAMR Compliance 21,719 - 27,243 40,287 55,526 68,180 78,669 291,624 340,077 313,917 26,160
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs $2,077,672 $2,119,682 $2,164,086 $2,203,300 $2,231,619 $2,262,674 $13,059,033 $ 24,002,457 $5,702,878 $18,299,579
3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy $1,609,904 $1,621,221 $1,625771 $1,627,269 $1,626,513 $1,625641 $ 9,736,318 $ 18,299,579
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand $ 467,768 $ 498,461 $ 538,315 $ 576,031 $ 605106 $ 637,033 § 3,322,715 $ 5,702,878
5 Retaif Energy Jurisdictional Factor 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030%
6 Retail Demand Jurisdictional Factor 08.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536%
7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) $1,587,209 $1,598,367 $1,602,852 $1,604,329 §$ 1,603,684 $1,602,724 5 9,599,065 $ 18,041,611
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $ 461619 $ 491,008 $ 531,238 $ 568459 $ 597,151 $ 628,658 $ 3,279,033 § 5,627,904
9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for $2,048,828 $2,090,275 $2,134,000 $2,172788 $2,200,735 $2,231,382 $12,878,098 $ 23,669,515
Investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8)
Notes: .
(A) Each project’s Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-8E, Line 9
(B) Line 3x Line 5

(C) Line 4 x Line 6



REVISED 8/31/07
Form 42-8E
Page 39 of 43
Florida Power & Light Company
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Period January through June 2007
Schedule of Amortization of and Negative Return on
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances
(in Dollars)
Beginning of End of
Period . Period
Line ero
Amount January February March April May June mount
Actual Actual Actual Actual - Actual Actual
1 Waorking Capital Or {Cr)
a  158.100 Allowance Invc'antory $0 $0 . $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
b 158.200 Allowances Withheld 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
¢ 182.300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses 4] 0 ’ 0 [} 0 0 V]
) : &5’4.900 Other Regufatory Liabilities-Galns (2,105,917) (2,094,333) (2,082,750) (2,071,166) _(3,150,774) (2,864,494) (2,924,623)
otal Working Capital ($2,105.917) {$2.094,333) _{$2,082,750) _ ($2,071,166) ($3.150.774) ($2,864,494) ($2,924,623)
3 Average Net Working Capital Balance (2,100,125) . {2,088,542) (2,076,958) (2,610,970) (3,007,634) (2,854,558)
4 Return on Average Net Working Capital Balance .
a Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A) (16,138) (16,049) {15,960) (20,083) (23,111) "(22,242) (113,563)
b Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.87670% x 1/12) (3,284) {3,266) (3,248) (4,083) (4,704) (4,527) (23,113)
§ Total Return Component ($19.422) ($19,315) ($19,208} ($24,146) ($27,815) ($26,769) ($136,675) (D)
k.
o 6 Expense Dr (Cr) .
a  411.800 Gains from Dispositions of Allowances (11,584) (11,584) (11,584) (11,584) (328,710) (89,804) (464,848)
b 411.900 Losses from Dispositions of Allowances ] 0 0 0 0 o - -
¢ 509.000 Allowance Expense 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 -
7 Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) ($11,584) ($11.584) {$11,584) ($11,584) ($328,710) ($89,804) ($464,848) (E)
8 Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) {31.006) (30,899) {30,791) (35,730) (356,525) (116,573)
a Recoverable Costs Allocaled to Energy (31,0086) (30,899) (30,791) (35,730) (356,525) (116,573)
b Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 0 [o] 0 0 0 0
9 Energy Jurisdictional Factor 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348%
10 Demand Jurisdictional Factor 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224%
1 Retail Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (B) (30,551) (30,445) (30,340) (35,206) (351,296) (114,863) - (592,702)
12 Retail Demand-Related Recoverable Costs (C) v 0 0 0 0 0 0
13 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs {Lines11+12) ($30,551) ($30.445) ($30,340) ($35,206) ($3561.296) ($114,863) ($592,702)
Notes:

{A) The Gross-up faclor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.
(B) Line 8a times Line 9

{C) Line 8b times Line 10
(D) Line 5 is reported on Capital Schedule
(E) Line 7 is reported on O&M Schedule

In accordance with FPSC Order No. PSC-94-0393-FOF-E|, FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emissions allowances as a regulatory liability.

Totals may not add due to rounding
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REVISED 8/31/07
Form 42-8E
Page 40 of 43
Florida Power & Light Company .
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause
For the Perlod July through December 2007
Schedule of Amortization of and Negative Retum on
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances
(in Dollars)
Beginning of End of
Period Period
Line Amount :July August September October November December Amount
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated ’
1 Working Capital Dr (Cr)
a  158.100 Allowance Inventory $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
b 158.200 Allowances Withheld 0 0 0 [ 0 0 0
¢ 182.300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses 0 0 o 0 0 0 0
d 254.9q0 Other Regulatory Liabilities-Gains (2,924 ,623) (2,834 819) _ (2,745016) (2,655,212) (2,565,408) (2,475,604) (2,385,801)
2 Total Working Capital (52,924 623) _($2,834,819) (92,745,016) ($2,655,212) ($2,565,408) ($2,475.604) ($2.385,801)
3 Average Net Working Capital Balance (2,879,721) (2,789,917) (2,700,114) (2,610,310) (2,520,506) (2,430,702)
4 Retum on Average Net Working Capital Balance
a Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A) (22,128) (21,438) (20,748) (20,058) (19,368) (18,678) (235,981)
b Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.87670% x 1/12) {4,504) {4,363) (4,223) (4,082) (3,942) (3,801) (48,028)
5 Total Return Component  (526,632) ($25,801) ($24,971) ($24,140) ($23,310) ($22,479) ($284.009) L))
6 Expense Or (Cr)
a  411.800 Galns from Dispositions of Allowances (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (1,003,670)
b 411.900 Losses from Dispositions of Allowances 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 -
¢ 509.000 Allowance Expense (4] 0 0 N 0 [¢] 0 -
7 Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) (589,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) ($89,804) ($89.804) {$89,804) ($1,003,670) (E)}
8 Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) ($116,436) ($115,605) ($114,775) ($113.944) ($113,114) ($112,283)
a Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy (116,436) {115,605) (114,775) (113,944) (113,114) (112,283)
b Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand o 0 0 0 0 0
9 Energy Jurisdictlonal Factor 98.53348% 96.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348%
10 Demand Jurisdictional Factor 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224%
1 Retail Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (B) (114,728) (113,910) {113,091) (112,273) (111,455) (110,636) (1,268,796)
12 Retail Demand-Related Recoverable Costs (C) 0 0 4] 0 V] ] 4]
13 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs (Lines11+12) ($114,728) {$113,810) ($113,0091) ($112,273} ($111,455) ($110.,636) ($1,268,796)
Notes:

{A) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which refiects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Compaonent of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity.

(B) Line 8a times Line 9

(C) Line 8b times Line 10

{D) Line 5 is reported on Capital Schedule
{E) Line 7 is reported on O&M Schedule

In accordance with FPSC Order No. PSC-94-0393-FOF-El, FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emissions allowances as a regulatory liability.

Totals may not add due to rounding
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APPENDIX II

ENVIRONMENTAL COST RECOVERY

EXHIBITS OF
RANDALL R. LABAUVE

10 CFR PART 20 SUBPART K- NUCLEAR
REGULATORY COMMISSION - WASTE DISPOSAL

SOUTH CAROLINA STATE STATUTE - TITLE 48,
CHAPTER 46 - ATLANTIC INTERSTATE LOW-
LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMPACT
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

10 CFR PART 50 SUBPART 54, NUCLEAR
REGULATORY COMMISSION - CONDITIONS OF
LICENSES



Docket No. 070007-EI
10 CFR, Part 20, Subpart K — Waste Disposal
Exhibit RRL-9, Page 1 of 3

§20.1906

accordance with the regulations of the
Department of Transpertation,® or

{ey Containers that arve accessible
only to individuals authorized to han-
dle or use them, or to work in the vi-
cinity of the containers, If the contents
are identified to these individuals by o
readily available written record {exam-
ples of containers of this type are con-
tainers in locations such as water-filled
capals, storage vaults, or hot celis).
The record must be retained as long as
the ¢ontainers are in use for the pur-
pose indicated on the regord: or

(fy Installed mennfacturing or proc-
ess equipment, such as reactor compo-
nents, piping, and tanks.

[56 FR 23401, May 21, 1881, as amsuded ot 60
FR 20185, Aqe. 26, 1896)

£20.1908 Procedures for receiving and
opening packages,

{a) Each licensee who expects to re-
celve a package containing quantities
of radicactive material in excess of a
Type A quantity, as defined in §714
and appendix A to part 71 of this chap-
ter, shall make arrangemsents to Ie-
ceive—

(13 The package when the carrier of-
fers it for delivery; or

{2y Notification of the arrival of the
package at the carrier’s terminal and
to take possession of the packsge expe-
ditiously.

{b) Each licensse ghall—

(1) Monitor the external surfaces of &
labeled® package for radicactive coun-
tamination unless the package con-
tains only radioactive material in the
form of & gas or in special form as de-
fined in 10 CFR T1.%

{2 Monitor the external sarfaces of o
labeled® package for radiation levels
nnless the package containg guantities
of radivactive material that are less
than or equal to the Type A guantity,

SLabeling of packages coutaining redio-

active materials is required by the Depart-
ment of Transportation (DOT) if the amount
and type of radicsctive material exceeds the
limits for an excepted guantity or article as
defined and limited by DOT regulations 48
CFR 173.403 {m) and (w} and 173.421-424.

s T abeled with o Radioactive White L. Yel-
low II, or Tellow I17 label as specified in U3,
Departrusnt of Transpertation regulations,
49 CFR 172.403 and 172.436-440.

10 CFR Ch. | (1-1-07 Edilion)

as defined in §71.4 sand appendix A to
part 71 of this chapter: and

(83 Monitor all packages known to
contain radicactive material for radio-
active contamination and radiation
levels if there is evidence of degrada-
tion of package Integrity, such a8
packages that are crushed, webt, or
damaged.

(¢y The licenses shall perform the
monitoring required by paragraphk (b
of this section as soon as practical
after receipt of the package, hut not
later than 3 hours after the package is
received at the licensee’s facility if it
is received during the licensee’s normal
working hours, or not later than 3
haurs frorm the heginning of the next
working day if it i8 received after
working hours.

(d) The licensee shall immediately
notify the final delivery carrier and the
NRC Operations Center (301-816-5100),
by telephone, when—

(1) Removable radicactive surface
contamination exoveds the limits of
§71.87(1) of this chapber; or

(2) External radiation levels exoeed
the limite of §71.47 of this chapter.

(&) BEach licensee shall—

(1) Estaklish, maintain, and retaln
written procedures for safely opsening
packages n which radicactive materisl
is received; and

(2) Ensure that the procedures ale
followed and that due consideration is
given to gpecial instructions for the
type of package belng opaned.

(fy Licensees transferring specisl
form sources in licensse-owned or li-
censee-operated vehicles to and from &
work site are exempt from the con-
tamination monitoring reguirements
of paragraph (b) of thig section, but are
net exempt from the survey reguire-
ment in paragraph (W) of this section
for measuring radiation levels that is
required to ensure that the source is
8till properly lodged in 1ts shield.

(56 PR 33301, lar 21. 1991, as amended at 57
FR 35357, Aug. 31, 1892; 60 FR 20185, Apr, 236,
1995; 63 FR 39482, Julr 23, 1868]

Subpart K—Waste Disposal

BOURCE: 55 PR 23403, Max 21, 1801, uniless
otherwise noted.
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission

§20.2001 General requirements.

(a) A Hcensee ghall dispose of l-
censed material only—

(1} By transfer to an authorized re-
cipient ae provided in §20.2006 or in the
regulations in parts 30, 40, 60, 81, 63, 70,
and 72 of this chapter;

(2 By decay in storage; or

{3) By release in effluents within the
1imits in §20.1301; ot

(4) As asuthorized under §§20.2002,
20.2003, 20,2004, or § 20.2005.

(b} A person nmst be specifically li-
censed t0 recelve waste containing Ni-
censed material from other persons for:

(1) Treatment prior to digposal; or

(2y Treatment or disposal by inciner-
ation; or

(3y Decay in storage, or

{4) Disposal at & land dspesal facility
licensed under part 61 of this chapter:
or

(5 Disposal at a geologic repesitory
under part 60 or part 63 of this chapber.

[66 FR 23403, May 2L, 1981, as amended at 66
FR 55788, Nov. 2, 2081]

§20,2002 Method for obiaining ap-
pwoval of proposed disposal proce-
QUes,

A lcensee or applicant for a license
may apply to the Commiesion for ap-
proval of proposed procedures, not oth-
erwise authorized in the regulations in
this chapber, to dispore of livensed ma-
terial generated in the licensee’s ac-
tivitizs. Bach application shall include:

(a} A description of the waste con-
taining licensed material to be die-
posed of, Incilnding the physical and
chemical properties important to risk
evaluation, and the proposed manner
and conditions of waste disposal; and

(b An analysis and evaluation of per-
tinent information on the nature of the
eavironment; and

(¢y 'The nature and locatlon of other
potentially affected leensed and unli-
censed facilities; and

(dt Analyses and procedures to ensure
that doses are maintained ALARA and
within the doge limits in this part.

§20.2003 Disposal by release into sani-
toary sewerage.

(a) A Heensee may dischargs licensed

material into sanitary rewerage If each

of the following conditions is satisfied:

34

§20.2004

(1) The material is readily soluble (or
is readily dispersible biological mate-
rial} in water: and

(2) The guantity of licensed or other
radicactive material that the licenses
raleases Into the sewer in 1 month d@i-
vided by the average montiily volume
of water releaged info the sewer Uy the
licenses doss not exceed the concentra-
tion listed in table 3 of appendix B to
part 20; and

(3) If more than one radionuclide iIs
relegsed, the following conditions must
also be gatisfled:

{1) The licensee shall determine the
fraction of the limit in table 3 of ap-
pendix B to part 20 represented by dis-
charges into sanitary sewerage by di-
viding the actual monthly average con-
centration of each radionuclide re-
leasad by the licensee Into the sewsr by
the concentration of that radionuclide
linted in tatble 3 of appendix B to part
20; and

(ily The sum of the fractions for each
radicnuclide required by paragraph
1a)8)1) of this section does not exceed
unity; and

(4} The total quantity of licensed and
other radivactive material that the 1i-
censee releases into the sanitary sewer-
age syvatem In & vear does not exceed 5
curisg 1185 GBq) of hydrogen-3, 1 curie
(37 GBq} of carbon-14, and 1 curie (37
GBq) of all other radioactive materials
combined.

(b) Excreta from individuals under-
woing medical disgnosis or therapy
with radioactive material are not sub-
ject to the linvitations contalned in
paragraph (a) of this section.

[65 FR 23403, Mar 21, 1961, as amended ab 68
FE 25185, Apr. 25, 1885)

$20,2004 Treatment or dispesal by in-
cineration.

(a) A Hoensee may treat or disposs of
licensed material by incineration only:

(1) A authorized by paragraph (b)) of
this section; or

(2) If the material is in a form and
concentration specified in § 20.2005; or

(3) Ag specificsally approved by the
Commission parsnant to §20.2002.

(B)1) Waste oils (petrolennm derived
or synthetic oils used principally as lu-
tricante, coolants, hydranlic or insu-
lating fluids, or metalworking oils)

5
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§20.2005

that have been radioactively contami-
nated in the course of the operation or
maintenance of a nuclear power reac-
tor licensed under part 50 of this chap-
ter may VLe incinerated on the site
where genersted provided that the
total radicactive effluents from the fa-
cility, including the effluente from
such ineineration, conform to the re-
guirements of appendix I to part 50 of
this chapter and the effluent release
limits contained in applicable license
conditions other than efflunent limits
gpecifically related to incineration of
waste ofl. The licensee shall report any
changes or additicons to the informa-
tion supplied under §§50.34 and 50.84a of
this chapter asgociated with this incin-
eration pursuant to §50.71 of this chap-
ter, a8 appropriate. The licenses shall
alse follow the procedures of §50.50 of
this chapter with respect to such
changes to the facility or procedures.

(2) ®olid residues produced in thse
process of incinerating waste oils must
he disposed of as provided by §20.2001.

(8) The provisions of this eection au-
thorize obnsite waste ofl Inecineration
under the terms of this section and su-
persede any provision in an individual
plant license or techaical specification
that maey be inconsistent.

[57 FR 57656, Dac. 7, 1860]

$20.2005 Disposal of specific wastes.

{a} A licensee may dispose of the fol-
lowing licensed material as if it were
not radioactive:

(1) 0.05 microcurie (1.85 kBq), or less,
of hydrogen-3 or carbon-i4 per gram of
medium used for liguid ecintillation
counting; and

(2y 4.05 microcurie (1.85 kBq}, or less,
of hydrogen-3 or carbon-14 per gram of
animal tissue, averaged over the
weight of the entire animal.

(by A licensee may not dispose of tia-
pue under paragraph (a)2) of this sec-
tion in & manner that would permit its
uge e¢ither as food for hurnans or ag ani-
mal fead.

(¢y The Hcensee ghall maintain
records in sccordance with §20.2108.

§20.2006 Transfer for disposal and
manifests,

(a) The requirements of this section

and appendix & to 10 CFR part 20 are
designed to—

10 CFR Ch. | (1-1-07 Editien)

(1) Control transfers of low-level ra-
dicactive waste by any waste gener-
ator, waste collector, or waste proc-
essor licensee, g8 defined in this pard,
who ehips low-level waste elther -
rectly, or indirectly through a waste
collector or waete processor, to a H-
censed low-level wasbe land disposal fa-
oility ¢as defined in part 61 of this
chapter);

{2 Establish & manifeat tracking sys-
tem; and

(3) Bupplement existing reguirements
congerning transfers and recordkeeping
for those wastes,

(by Any licensee shipping radicsctive
waste intended for ultimate disposal at
a lHeenmed land disposal facility must
document the information reguired on
NRC's Uniform Low-Level Radioactive
Waste Manifest and transfer this re-
corded manifest information to the in-
tended consignee in accordance with
appendix & to 10 CFR part 20

(¢ Each shipment manifest must in-
clude & certification by the waste gen-
erator as specified in section I of ap-
pendix G to 10 CFR part 36,

(d) Each person invelved in the trans-
fer for disposal and dispoasl of waste,
including the waste generator, waste
¢ollector, wagte processor, and disposal
facility operator, shall comply with the
requirements specified in section III of
appendix G to 10 COFR part 20

[63 FE 50128, Bept. 31, 1298)

§20.2007 Compliance with environ-
mental and health protection regu-
lations.

Nothing in this subpart relieves the
leensee from complying with other ap-
plicable Federal, State, and local regu-
lations goverzing sny other toxic or
hazardous properties of materials that
may be digposed of under this sabpart.

Subpar L—Records

SOURCE: 56 FR 23404. May 21, 1891, unless
otherwise noted.

§20.2101 General provisions,

{a) Dach licensee ghall use the units:
curie, rad, rem, including multiples
and subdivisions, and shall clearly indi-
cate the unites of all gunantities on
recotds reguired by this part.
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CHAPTER 46.

ATLANTIC INTERSTATE LOW-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMPACT
IMPLEMENTATION ACT

SECTION 48-46-10. Citation of chapter.

This chapter may be cited as the “Atlantic Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Compact
Implementation Act”.

SECTION 48-46-20. Purpose.

The purpose of this act is to establish South Carolina as a member of the Atlantic Low-Level Radioactive
Waste Compact, known in federal statute as the “Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste
Management Compact” and to authorize and direct specific processes and procedures that are necessary
to implement South Carolina’s responsibilities in the compact.

SECTION 48-46-30. Definitions.

As used in this chapter, unless the context clearly requires a different construction:

(1) “Allowable costs” means costs to a disposal site operator of operating a regional disposal facility.
These costs are limited to costs determined by standard accounting practices and regulatory findings to be
associated with facility operations.

(2) “Atlantic Compact” means the Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Management
Compact as defined in the “Omnibus Low-Level Radioactive Waste Compact Consent Act of 19857,
Public Law 99-240, Title II. Use of the term “Atlantic Compact” does not change in any way the
substance of and is to be considered identical to the Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste
Management Compact.

(3) “Atlantic Compact Commission” or “compact commission” means the governing body of the Atlantic
Compact, consisting of voting members appointed by the governors of Connecticut, New Jersey, and
South Carolina. ~

(4) “Board” means the South Carolina Budget and Control Board or its designated official.

(5) “Decommissioning trust fund” means the trust fund established pursuant to a Trust Agreement dated
March 4, 1981, among Chem-Nuclear Systems, Inc. (grantor), the South Carolina Budget and Control
Board (beneficiary), and the South Carolina State Treasurer (trustee), whose purpose is to assure adequate
funding for decommissioning of the disposal site, or any successor fund with a similar purpose.

(6) “Disposal rates” means the price paid by customers of a regional disposal facility for disposal of
waste, including any price schedule or breakdown of the price into discrete elements or cost components.
(7) “Extended care maintenance fund” means the “escrow fund for perpetual care” that is used for
custodial, surveillance, and maintenance costs during the period of institutional control and any
post-closure observation period specified by the Department of Health and Environmental Control and for
activities associated with closure of the site as provided for in Section 13-7-30(4).

(8) “Facility operator” means a public or private organization, corporation, or agency that operates a
regional disposal facility in South Carolina.

(9) “Generator” means a person, organization, institution, private corporation, and government agency
that produces Class A, B, or C radioactive waste.

(10) “Maintenance” means active maintenance activities as specified by the Department of Health and
Environmental Control, including pumping and treatment of groundwater and the repair and replacement
of disposal unit covers.
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(11) “Nonregional generator” means a waste generator who produces waste within a state that is not a
member of the Atlantic Compact, whether or not this waste is sent to facilities located within the Atlantic
Compact region for purposes of consolidation, treatment, or processing for disposal.

(12) “Nonregional waste” means waste produced by a nonregional generator.

(13) “Person” means an individual, corporation, business enterprise, or other legal entity, either public or
private, and expressly includes states.

(14) “Price schedule” means disposal rates.

(15) “PSC” means the South Carolina Public Service Commission.

(16) “Receipts” means the total amount of money collected by the site operator for waste disposal over a
given period of time.

(17) “Regional disposal facility” means a disposal facility that has been designated or accepted by the
Atlantic Compact Commission as a regional disposal facility.

(18) “Regional generator” means a waste generator who produces waste within the Atlantic Compact,
whether or not this waste is sent to facilities outside the Atlantic Compact region for purposes of
consolidation, treatment, or processing for disposal.

(19) “Regional waste” means waste generated within a member state of the Atlantic Compact. Consistent
with the regulatory position of the Department of Health and Environmental Control, Bureau of
Radiological Health, dated May 1, 1986, some waste byproducts shipped for disposal that are derived
from wastes generated within the Atlantic Compact region, such as residues from recycling, processing,
compacting, incineration, collection, and brokering facilities located outside the Atlantic Compact region
may also be considered regional waste.

(20) “Site operator” means a facility operator.

(21) “South Carolina generator” means a waste generator that produces waste within the boundaries of the
State of South Carolina, whether or not this waste is sent to facilities outside South Carolina for purposes
of consolidation, treatment, or processing for disposal.

(22) “Waste” means Class A, B, or C low-level radioactive waste, as defined in Title I of Public Law
99-240 and Department of Health and Environmental Control Regulation 61-63, 7.2.22, that is eligible for
acceptance for disposal at a regional disposal facility.

SECTION 48-46-40. Fees for disposal of regional and nonregional radioactive waste in regional disposal
facilities; disposition of fees; Higher Education Scholarship Grants.

(A)(1) The board shall approve disposal rates for low-level radioactive waste disposed at any regional
disposal facility located within the State. The approval of disposal rates pursuant to this chapter is neither
a regulation nor the promulgation of a regulation as those terms are specially used in Title 1, Chapter 23.
(2) The board shall adopt a maximum uniform rate schedule for regional generators containing disposal
rates that include the administrative surcharges specified in Section 48-46-60(B) and surcharges for the
extended custody and maintenance of the facility pursuant to Section 13-7-30(4) and that do not exceed
the approximate disposal rates, excluding any access fees and including a specification of the
methodology for calculating fees for large components, generally applicable to regional generators on
September 7, 1999. Any disposal rates contained in a valid written agreement that were applicable to a
regional generator on September 7, 1999, that differ from rates in the maximum uniform rate schedule
will continue to be honored through the term of such agreement. The maximum uniform rate schedule
approved under this section becomes effective immediately upon South Carolina’ s membership in the
Atlantic Compact. The maximum uniform rate schedule shall be the rate schedule applicable to regional
waste whenever it is not superseded by an adjusted rate approved by the board pursuant to paragraph ( 3)
of this subsection or by special disposal rates approved pursuant to paragraphs (5) or (6)(e) of this
subsection.

(3) The board may at any time of its own initiative, at the request of a site operator, or at the request of the
compact commission, adjust the disposal rate or the relative proportions of the individual components that
constitute the overall rate schedule. Except as adjusted for inflation in subsection (4), rates adjusted in
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accordance with this section, that include the administrative surcharges specified in Section 48-46-60(B)
and surcharges for the extended custody and maintenance of the facility pursuant to Section 13-7-30(4),
may not exceed initial disposal rates set by the board pursuant to subsection (2).

(4) In March of each year the board shall adjust the rate schedule based on the most recent changes in the
most nearly applicable Producer Price Index published by the Bureau of Labor Statistics as chosen by the
board or a successor index.

(5) In consultation with the site operator, the board or its designee, on a case-by-case basis, may approve
special disposal rates for regional waste that differ from the disposal rate schedule for regional generators
set by the board pursuant to subsections (2) and (3). Requests by the site operator for such approval shall
be in writing to the board. In approving such special rates, the board or its designee, shall consider
available disposal capacity, demand for disposal capacity, the characteristics of the waste, the potential
for generating revenue for the State, or other relevant factors; provided, however, that the board shall not
approve any special rate for an entity owned by or affiliated with the site operator. Special disposal rates
approved by the board under this subsection shall be in writing and shall be kept confidential as
proprietary business information for one year from the date when the bid or the request for proposal
containing the special rate is accepted by the regional generator; provided, however, that such special
rates when accepted by a regional generator shall be disclosed to the compact commission and to all other
regional generators, which shall, to the extent permitted by applicable law, keep them confidential as
proprietary business information for one year from the date when the bid or request for proposal
containing this special rate is accepted by the regional generator. Within one business day of a special
disposal rate’s acceptance, the site operator shall notify the board, the compact commission, and the
regional generators of each special rate that has been accepted by a regional generator, and the board, the
compact commission, and regional generators may communicate with each other about such special rates.
If any special rate approved by the board for a regional generator is lower than a disposal rate approved
by the board for regional generators pursuant to subsections (2) and (3) for waste that is generally similar
in characteristics and volume, the disposal rate for all regional generators shall be revised to equal the
special rate for the regional generator. Regional generators may enter into contracts for waste disposal at
such special rates and on comparable terms for a period of not less than six months. An officer of the site
operator shall certify in writing to the board and the compact commission each month that no regional
generator’s disposal rate exceeds any other regional generator’s special rate for waste that is generally
similar in characteristics and volume, and such certification shall be subject to periodic audit by the board
and the compact commission.

(6)(a) To the extent authorized by the compact commission, the board on behalf of the State of South
Carolina may enter into agreements with any person in the United States or its territories or any interstate
compact, state, U.S. territory, or U.S. Department of Defense military installation abroad for the
importation of waste into the region for purposes of disposal at a regional disposal facility within South
Carolina. No waste from outside the Atlantic Compact region may be disposed at a regional disposal
facility within South Carolina, except to the extent that the board is authorized by the compact
commission to enter into agreements for importation of waste.

The board shall authorize the importation of nonregional waste into the region for purposes of disposal at
the regional disposal facility in South Carolina so long as nonregional waste would not result in the
facility accepting more than the following total volumes of all waste:

(i) 160,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2001;

(i1) 80,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2002;

(iii) 70,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2003;

(iv) 60,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2004;

(v) 50,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2005;

(vi) 45,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2006;

(vii) 40,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2007;

(viii) 35,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2008.
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After fiscal year 2008, the board shall not authorize the importation of nonregional waste for purposes of
disposal.

(b) The board may approve disposal rates applicable to nonregional generators. In approving disposal
rates applicable to nonregional generators, the board may consider available disposal capacity, demand
for disposal capacity, the characteristics of the waste, the potential for generating revenue for the State,
and other relevant factors.

(c) Absent action by the board under subsection (b) above to establish disposal rates for nonregional
generators, rates applicable to these generators must be equal to those contained in the maximum uniform
rate schedule approved by the board pursuant to paragraph (2) or (3) of this subsection for regional
generators unless these rates are superseded by special disposal rates approved by the board pursuant to
paragraph (6)(e) of this subsection.

(d) Regional generators shall not pay disposal rates that are higher than disposal rates for nonregional
generators in any fiscal quarter.

(e) In consultation with the site operator, the board or its designee, on a case-by-case basis, may approve
special disposal rates for nonregional waste that differ from the disposal rate schedule for nonregional
generators set by the board. Requests by the site operator for such approval shall be in writing to the
board. In approving such special rates, the board or its designee shall consider available disposal capacity,
demand for disposal capacity, the characteristics of the waste, the potential for generating revenue for the
State, and other relevant factors; provided, however, that the board shall not approve any special rate for
an entity owned by or affiliated with the site operator. Special disposal rates approved by the board under
this subsection shall be in writing and shall be kept confidential as proprietary business information for
one year from the date when the bid or request for proposal containing the special rate is accepted by the
nonregional generator; provided, however, that such special rates when accepted by a nonregional
generator shall be disclosed to the compact commission and to all regional generators, which shall, to the
extent permitted by applicable law, keep them confidential as proprietary business information for one
year from the date when the bid or request for proposal containing the special rate is accepted by the
nonregional generator. Within one business day of a special disposal rate’s acceptance, the site operator
shall notify the board, the compact commission, and the regional generators in writing of each special rate
that has been accepted by a nonregional generator, and the board, the compact commission, and regional
generators may communicate with each other about such special rates. If any special rate approved by the
board for a nonregional generator is lower than a disposal rate approved by the board for regional
generators for waste that is generally similar in characteristics and volume, the disposal rate for all
regional generators shall be revised to equal the special rate for the nonregional generator. Regional
generators may enter into contracts for waste disposal at such special rate and on comparable terms for a
period of not less than six months. An officer of the site operator shall certify in writing to the board and
the compact commission each month that no regional generator disposal rate exceeds any nonregional
generator’s special rate for waste that is generally similar in characteristics and volume, and such
certification shall be subject to periodic audit by the board and the compact commission.

(B)(1) Effective upon the implementation of initial disposal rates by the board under Section
48-46-40(A), the PSC is authorized and directed to identify allowable costs for operating a regional
low-level radioactive waste disposal facility in South Carolina.

(2) In identifying the allowable costs for operating a regional disposal facility, the PSC shall:

(a) prescribe a system of accounts, using generally accepted accounting principles, for disposal site
operators, using as a starting point the existing system used by site operators;

(b) assess penalties against disposal site operators if the PSC determines that they have failed to comply
with regulations pursuant to this section; and

(c) require periodic reports from site operators that provide information and data to the PSC and parties to
these proceedings. The Office of Regulatory Staff shall obtain and audit the books and records of the site
operators associated with disposal operations as determined applicable by the PSC.

(3) Allowable costs include the costs of those activities necessary for:

(a) the receipt of waste;
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(b) the construction of disposal trenches, vaults, and overpacks;

(c) construction and maintenance of necessary physical facilities;

(d) the purchase or amortization of necessary equipment;

(e) purchase of supplies that are consumed in support of waste disposal activities;

(f) accounting and billing for waste disposal;

(g) creating and maintaining records related to disposed waste;

(h) the administrative costs directly associated with disposal operations including, but not limited to,
salaries, wages, and employee benefits;

(i) site surveillance and maintenance required by the State of South Carolina, other than site surveillance
and maintenance costs covered by the balance of funds in the decommissioning trust fund or the extended
care maintenance fund,

(j) compliance with the license, lease, and regulatory requirements of all jurisdictional agencies;

(k) administrative costs associated with collecting the surcharges provided for in subsections (B) and (C)
of Section 48-46-60;

(D) taxes other than income taxes;

(m) licensing and permitting fees; and

(n) any other costs directly associated with disposal operations determined by the PSC to be allowable.
Allowable costs do not include the costs of activities associated with lobbying and public relations,
clean-up and remediation activities caused by errors or accidents in violation of laws, regulations, or
violations of the facility operating license or permits, activities of the site operator not directly in support
of waste disposal, and other costs determined by the PSC to be unallowable.

(4) Within ninety days following the end of a fiscal year, a site operator may file an application with the
PSC to adjust the level of an allowable cost under subsection (3), or to allow a cost not previously
designated an allowable cost. A copy of the application must be provided to the Office of Regulatory
Staff. The PSC shall process such application in accordance with its procedures. If such application is
approved by the PSC, the PSC shall authorize the site operator to adjust allowable costs for the current
fiscal year so as to compensate the site operator for revenues lost during the previous fiscal year.

(5) A private operator of a regional disposal facility in South Carolina is authorized to charge an operating
margin of twenty-nine percent. The operating margin for a given period must be determined by
multiplying twenty-nine percent by the total amount of allowable costs as determined in this subsection,
excluding allowable costs for taxes and licensing and permitting fees paid to governmental entities.

(6) The site operator shall prepare and file with the PSC a Least Cost Operating Plan. The plan must be
filed within forty-five days of enactment of this chapter and must be revised annually. The plan shall
include information concerning anticipated operations over the next ten years and shall evaluate all
options for future staffing and operation of the site to ensure least cost operation, including information
related to the possible interim suspension of operations in accordance with subsection (B)(7). A copy of
the plan must be provided to the Office of Regulatory Staff.

(7)(a) If the board, upon the advice of the compact commission or the site operator, concludes based on
information provided to the board, that the volume of waste to be disposed during a forthcoming period of
time does not appear sufficient to generate receipts that will be adequate to reimburse the site operator for
its costs of operating the facility and its operating margin, then the board shall direct the site operator to
propose to the compact commission plans including, but not necessarily limited to, a proposal for
discontinuing acceptance of waste until such time as there is sufficient waste to cover the site operator’s
operating costs and operating margin. Any proposal to suspend operations must detail plans of the site
operator to minimize its costs during the suspension of operations. Any such proposal to suspend
operations must be approved by the Department of Health and Environmental Control with respect to
safety and environmental protection.

(b) Allowable costs applicable to any period of suspended operations must be approved by the PSC
according to procedures similar to those provided herein for allowable operating costs. During any such
suspension of operations, the site operator must be reimbursed by the board from the extended care
maintenance fund for its allowable costs and its operating margin. During the suspension funding to
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reimburse the board, the PSC, and the State Treasurer under Section 48-46-60(B) and funding of the
compact commission under Section 48-46-60(C) must also be allocated from the extended care
maintenance fund as approved by the board based on rev1sed budgets submitted by the PSC, State
Treasurer, and the compact commission.

(c) Notwithstanding any disbursements from the extended care maintenance fund in accordance with any
provision of this act, the board shall continue to ensure, in accordance with Section 13-7-30, that the fund
remains adequate to defray the costs for future maintenance costs or custodial and maintenance
obligations of the site and other obligations imposed on the fund by this chapter.

(d) The PSC may promulgate regulations and policies necessary to execute the provisions of this section.
(8) The PSC may use any standard, formula, method, or theory of valuation reasonably calculated to
arrive at the objective of identifying allowable costs associated with waste disposal. The PSC may
consider standards, precedents, findings, and decisions in other jurisdictions that regulate allowable costs
for radioactive waste disposal.

(9) In all proceedings held pursuant to this section, the board shall participate as a party representing the
interests of the State of South Carolina, and the compact commission may participate as a party
representing the interests of the compact states. The Executive Director of the Office of Regulatory Staff
and the Attorney General of the State of South Carolina shall be parties to any such proceeding.
Representatives from the Department of Health and Environmental Control shall participate in
proceedings where necessary to determine or define the activities that a site operator must conduct in
order to comply with the regulations and license conditions imposed by the department. Other parties
may participate in the PSC’s proceedings upon satisfaction of standing requirements and compliance with
the PSC’s procedures. Any site operator submitting records and information to the PSC may request that
the PSC treat such records and information as confidential and not subject to disclosure in accordance
with the PSC’s procedures.

(10) In all respects in which the PSC has power and authority under this chapter, it shall conduct its
proceedings under the South Carolina Administrative Procedures Act and the PSC’s rules and regulations.
The PSC is authorized to compel attendance and testimony of a site operator’s directors, officers, agents,
or employees.

(11) At any time the compact commission, the board, or any generator subject to payment of rates set
pursuant to this chapter may file a petition against a site operator alleging that allowable costs identified
pursuant to this chapter are not in conformity with the directives of this chapter or the directives of the
PSC or that the site operator is otherwise not acting in conformity with the requirements of this chapter or
directives of the PSC. Upon filing of the petition, the PSC shall cause a copy of the petition to be served
upon the site operator. The petitioning party has the burden of proving that allowable costs or the actions
of the site operator do not conform. The hearing shall conform to the rules of practice and procedure of
the PSC for other cases.

(12) The PSC shall encourage alternate forms of dispute resolution including, but not limited to,
mediation or arbitration to resolve disputes between a site operator and any other person regarding
matters covered by this chapter.

(C) The operator of a regional disposal facility shall submit to the South Carolina Department of
Revenue, the PSC, the Office of Regulatory Staff, and the board within thirty days following the end of
each quarter a report detailing actual revenues received in the previous fiscal quarter and allowable costs
incurred for operation of the disposal facility.

(D)(1) Within 30 days following the end of the fiscal year the operator of a regional disposal facility shall
submit a payment made payable to the South Carolina Department of Revenue in an amount that is equal
to the total revenues received for waste disposed in that fiscal year (with interest accrued on cash flows in
accordance with instructions from the State Treasurer) minus allowable costs, operating margin, and any
payments already made from such revenues pursuant to Section 48-46-60(B) and (C) for reimbursement
of administrative costs to state agencies and the compact commission. The Department of Revenue shall
deposit the payment with the State Treasurer.



Docket No. 070007-EI
S. Carolina State Statute — Title 48 Chapter 46
Exhibit RRL-10, Page 7 of 10

(2) If in any fiscal year total revenues do not cover allowable costs plus the operating margin, the board
must reimburse the site operator its allowable costs and operating margin from the extended care
maintenance fund within thirty days after the end of the fiscal year. The board shall as soon as practicable
authorize a surcharge on waste disposed in an amount that will fully compensate the fund for the
reimbursement to the site operator. In the event that total revenues for a fiscal year do not cover allowable
costs plus the operating margin, or quarterly reports submitted pursuant to subsection (C) indicate that
such annual revenue may be insufficient, the board shall consult with the compact commission and the
site operator as early as practicable on whether the provisions of Section 48-46-40(B)(7) pertaining to
suspension of operations during periods of insufficient revenues should be invoked.

(E) Revenues received pursuant to item (1) of subsection (D) must be allocated as follows:

(1) The South Carolina State Treasurer shall distribute the first two million dollars received for waste
disposed during a fiscal year to the County Treasurer of Barnwell County for distribution to each of the
parties to and beneficiaries of the order of the United States District Court in C.A. No. 1:90-2912-6 on the
same schedule of allocation as is established within that order for the distribution of “payments in lieu of
taxes” paid by the United States Department of Energy.

(2) All revenues in excess of two million dollars received from waste disposed during the previous fiscal
year must be deposited in a fund called the “Nuclear Waste Disposal Receipts Distribution Fund”. Any
South Carolina waste generator whose disposal fees contributed to the fund during the previous fiscal
year may submit a request for a rebate of 33.33 percent of the funds paid by the generator during the
previous fiscal year for disposal of waste at a regional disposal facility. These requests along with
invoices or other supporting material must be submitted in writing to the State Treasurer within fifteen
days of the end of the fiscal year. For this purpose disposal fees paid by the generator must exclude any
fees paid pursuant to Section 48-46-60(C) for compact administration and fees paid pursuant to Section
48-46-60(B) for reimbursement of the PSC, the Office of Regulatory Staff, the State Treasurer, and the
board for administrative expenses under this chapter. Upon validation of the request and supporting
documentation by the State Treasurer, the State Treasurer shall issue a rebate of the applicable funds to
qualified waste generators within sixty days of the receipt of the request. If funds in the Nuclear Waste
Disposal Receipts Distribution Fund are insufficient to provide a rebate of 33.33 percent to each
generator, then each generator’s rebate must be reduced in proportion to the amount of funds in the
account for the applicable fiscal year.

(3) All funds deposited in the Nuclear Waste Disposal Receipts Distribution Fund for waste disposed for
each fiscal year, less the amount needed to provide generators rebates pursuant to item (2), shall be
deposited by the State Treasurer in the “Children’s Education Endowment Fund” . Thirty percent of these
monies must be allocated to Higher Education Scholarship Grants and used as provided in Section
59-143-30, and seventy percent of these monies must be allocated to Public School Facility Assistance
and used as provided in Chapter 144 of Title 59.

(F) Effective beginning fiscal year 2001-2002, there is appropriated annually from the general fund of the
State to the Higher Education Scholarship Grants share of the Children’s Education Endowment whatever
amount 1is necessary to credit to the Higher Education Scholarship Grants share an amount not less than
the amount credited to that portion of the endowment in fiscal year 1999-2000. Revenues credited to the
endowment pursuant to this subsection, for purposes of Section 59-143-10, are deemed to be received by
the endowment pursuant to the former provisions of Section 48-48-140(C).

SECTION 48-46-50. Appointment of commissioners, alternate commissioners and technical
representatives from certain state agencies to Atlantic Compact Commission; restrictions on voting
authority of commissioners.

(A) The Governor shall appoint two commissioners to the Atlantic Compact Commission and may
appoint up to two alternate commissioners. These alternate commissioners may participate in meetings of
the compact commission in lieu of and upon the request of a South Carolina commissioner. Technical
representatives from the Department of Health and Environmental Control, the board, the PSC, and other
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state agencies may participate in relevant portions of meetings of the compact commission upon the
request of a commiissioner, alternate commissioner, or staff of the compact commission, or as called for in
the compact commission bylaws.

(B) South Carolina commissioners or alternate commissioners to the compact commission may not vote
affirmatively on any motion to admit new member states to the compact unless that state volunteers to
host a regional disposal facility.

(C) Compact commissioners or alternate commissioners to the Atlantic Compact Commission may not
vote to approve a regional management plan or any other plan or policy that allows for acceptance at the
Bamwell regional disposal facility of more than a total of 800,000 cubic feet of waste from Connecticut
and New Jersey.

(D) South Carolina’s commissioners or alternate commissioners to the compact commission shall cast any
applicable votes on the compact commission in a manner that authorizes the importation of waste into the
region for purposes of disposal at a regional disposal facility in South Carolina so long as importation
would not result in the facility accepting more than the following total volumes of all waste:

(1) 160,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2001;

(2) 80,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2002;

(3) 70,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2003;

(4) 60,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2004;

(5) 50,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2005;

(6) 45,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2006;

(7) 40,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2007;

(8) 35,000 cubic feet in fiscal year 2008.

South Carolina’s commissioners or alternate commissioners shall not vote to approve the importation of
waste into the region for purposes of disposal in any fiscal year after 2008.

SECTION 48-46-60. Governor and board authorized to take actions to join Atlantic Compact; effective
date; conditions; administrative expenses; assessment of compact convention costs and expenses.

(A) The Governor and the board are authorized to take such actions as are necessary to join the Atlantic
Compact including, but not limited to, petitioning the Compact Commission for membership and
participating in any and all rulemaking processes. South Carolina’s membership in the Atlantic Compact
pursuant to this chapter is effective July 1, 2000, if by that date the Governor certifies to the General
Assembly that the Compact Commission has taken each of the actions specified below. If the Compact
Commission by July 1, 2000, has not taken each of the actions specified below, then South Carolina’s
membership shall become effective as soon thereafter as the Governor certifies that the Atlantic Compact
Commission has taken these actions:

(1) adopted a binding regulation or policy in accordance with Article VII( e) of the compact establishing
conditions for admission of a party state that are consistent with this act and ordered that South Carolina
be declared eligible to be a party state consistent with those conditions;

(2) adopted a binding regulation or policy in accordance with Article IV( 1)(11) of the Atlantic Compact
authorizing a host state to enter into agreements on behalf of the compact and consistent with criteria
established by the compact commission and consistent with the provisions of Section 48-46-40(A)(6)(a)
and Section 48-46-50(D) with any person for the importation of waste into the region for purposes of
disposal, to the extent that these agreements do not preclude the disposal facility from accepting all
regional waste that can reasonably be projected to require disposal at the regional disposal facility
consistent with subitem (5)(b) of this section;

(3) adopted a binding regulation or policy in accordance with Article IV( 1)(12) of the Atlantic Compact
authorizing each regional generator, at the generator’s discretion, to ship waste to disposal facilities
located outside the Atlantic Compact region;

(4) authorized South Carolina to proceed with plans to establish disposal rates for low-level radioactive
waste disposal in a manner consistent with the procedures described in this chapter;
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(5) adopted a binding regulation, policy, or order officially designating South Carolina as a volunteer host
state for the region’s disposal facility, contingent upon South Carolina’s membership in the compact, in
accordance with Article V.b.1. of the Atlantic Compact, thereby authorizing the following compensation
and incentives to South Carolina: ‘

(a) agreement, as evidenced in a policy, regulation, or order that the compact commission will issue a
payment of twelve million dollars to the State of South Carolina. Before issuing the twelve million-dollar
payment, the compact commission will deduct and retain from this amount seventy thousand dollars,
which will be credited as full payment of South Carolina’s membership dues in the Atlantic Compact.
The remainder of the twelve million-dollar payment must be credited to an account in the State
Treasurer’s office, separate and distinct from the fund, styled “Barnwell Economic Development Fund”.
This fund, and earnings on this fund which must be credited to the fund, may only be expended for
purposes of economic development in the Barnwell County area including, but not limited to, projects of
the Barnwell County Economic Development Corporation and projects of the Tri-County alliance which
includes Barnwell, Bamberg, and Allendale Counties and projects in the Williston area of Aiken County.
Economic development includes, but is not limited to, industrial recruitment, infrastructure construction,
improvement, and expansion, and public facilities construction, improvement, and expansion. These
funds must be spent according to guidelines established by the Barmnwell County governing body and
upon approval of the board. Expenditures must be authortzed by the Barnwell County governing body
and with the approva!l of the board. Upon approval of the Bamwell County governing body and the board,
the State Treasurer shall submit the approved funds to the Barnwell County Treasurer for disbursement
pursuant to the authorization;

(b) adopted a binding regulation, policy, or order consistent with the regional management plan developed
pursuant to Article V(a) of the Atlantic Compact, limiting Connecticut and New Jersey to the use of not
more than 800,000 cubic feet of disposal capacity at the regional disposal facility located in Bamnwell
County, South Carolina, and also ensuring that up to 800,000 cubic feet of disposal capacity remains
available for use by Connecticut and New Jersey unless this estimate of need is later revised downward
by unanimous consent of the compact commission;

(c) agreement, as evidenced in a policy or regulation, that the compact commission headquarters and
office will be relocated to South Carolina within six months of South Carolina’s membership; and

(d) agreement, as evidenced in a policy or regulation, that the compact commission will, to the extent
practicable, hold a majority of its meetings in the host state for the regional disposal facility.

(B) The board, the State Treasurer, and the PSC shall provide the required staff and may add additional
permanent or temporary staff or contract for services, as well as provide for operating expenses, if
necessary, to administer new responsibilities assigned under this chapter. In accordance with Article
V.£.2. of the Atlantic Compact the compensation, costs, and expenses incurred incident to administering
these responsibilities may be paid through a surcharge on waste disposed at regional disposal facilities
within the State. To cover these costs the board shall impose a surcharge per unit of waste received at any
regional disposal facility located within the State. A site operator shall collect and remit these fees to the
board in accordance with the board’s directions. All such surcharges shall be included within the disposal
rates set by the board pursuant to Section 48-46-40.

(C) In accordance with Article V.f.3. of the Atlantic Compact, the compact commission shall advise the
board at least annually, but more frequently if the compact commission deems appropriate, of the
compact commission’s costs and expenses. To cover these costs the board shall impose a surcharge per
unit of waste received at any regional disposal facility located within the State as determined in Section
48-46-40. A site operator shall collect and remit these fees to the board in accordance with the board’s
directions, and the board shall remit those fees to the compact commission.

SECTION 48-46-70. Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Management Compact
incorporated by reference.
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The Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Management Compact, P.L. 99-240, Section 227,
99 Stat. 1909 (1985) as it existed on the date this act was enacted, is hereby incorporated by reference,
and all terms and conditions contained therein shall have full force and effect as if set forth herein in their
entirety. In addition to the express limitations on non-host state and compact commission liability
provided in the Northeast Interstate Low-Level Radioactive Waste Management Compact, South Carolina
will indemnify the Atlantic Compact Commission or any of the other party states for any damages
incurred solely because of South Carolina’s membership in the compact and for any damages associated
with any injury to persons or property during the institutional control period resulting from the radioactive
and waste management operations of the regional facility.

SECTION 48-46-80. Adjustment of license fees for Low-Level Radioactive Waste Shallow Land
Disposal.

Pursuant to Section 48-2-10 et seq., the Department of Health and Environmental Control may adjust the
radioactive materials license fee for Low-Level Radioactive Waste Shallow Land Disposal in Regulation
61-30 in an amount that will offset changes to its annual operating budget caused by projected increases
or decreases in the number of permittees expected to pay fees for Radioactive Waste Transport Permits
under the same regulation for shipment of low-level radioactive waste for disposal within the State.

SECTION 48-46-90. Custody and maintenance of Barnwell site following closure

(A) In accordance with Section 13-7-30, the board, or its designee, is responsible for extended custody
and maintenance of the Barnwell site following closure and license transfer from the facility operator. The
Department of Health and Environmental Control is responsible for continued site monitoring.

(B) Nothing in this chapter may be construed to alter or diminish the existing statutory authority of the
Department of Health and Environmental Control to regulate activities involving radioactive materials
and radioactive wastes.
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§50.52

is governed by 10 CFR part 54. Applica-
tlon for termination of license Is to be
made purduant to §50.82.

thy BEach license for a faeility that
has permanently ceased operstions,
continnes in effect beyond the expira-
tion dabe to sauthorize ownership and
posgession of the production or utiliza-
tion facility, until the Commission no-
tifies the licenses In writing that the
license i terminated. During such pe-
ried of continued effectiveness the -
censee shall—

11y Take actions necespary to decom-
mission and decontaminate the facility
and continue to maintain the facility,
jncluding, where applicable, the sfor-
age, control and maintenance of the
gpent fuel, in & safe condition, and

{2y Conduct activities in accordancs
with all other restrictions applicable to
the facility in a¢cordance with the
NRC regulations and the provisions of
the specific 10 CFR part 50 license for
the facility.

(568 FR 64576, Dec. 13, 1881, as amended ot 61
FR 35300, Julr 29, 1886]

§50.52 Combining licenses.

The Commission may combine in a
single license the activities of an appli-
cant which would otherwise be lcensed
severally.

§50.88 Jurisdictional limitations.

No license under this part shall ke
deamed to have besn issued for activi-
ties which are not under or within the
jarisdiction of the United States.

{21 FR 355, Jan. 18, 1956, ne smendsd at 43 FR
6924, Fab. 17, 1978]

§50.84 Conditions of licenses.

Whether stated thersin or not, ths
following shall be deemed conditions in
every license igsned:

(a)1y Bach nuclear powser plant or
fuel reprocessing plant Heensee subject
to the quality agsurance ¢riteria in ap-
pendix B of this part shall implement,
puarsuant to §50.84(0)H(6)(ii) of this part,
the quality assurance program de-
perited or referenced in the Safety
Anpalysis Report, including changes to
that report.

{2} Each lcenses deseribed In para-
graph (a)ly of this sectlon zhall, by
June 10, 1983, submit to the appropriate

10 CFR Ch. | (1-1-07 Editien)

NRC Regional Office shown in appendix
D of part 20 of this chapter the current
degcription of the quality amsurancs
program it is Implementing for Inclu-
sion in the Bafety Analysis Report, un-
less there are no changes to fhe de-
scription previously accepted by NRC.
This subniittal must identify changes
made to the guality assurance program
description since the descripbion was
submitied to NRC. (Bhould a lcenswe
need additional time beyond June 10,
1983 to submit its current gunality as-
purance program description to NRC, it
shall notify the appropriate NRC Re-
gional Office In writing, explain why
additional time is needed, and provide
a schedule for NRC approval showihg
when its current guality assurancs pro-
gram description will e submitted.)

{3y Bach liceneee described in para-
graph (anl) of this section may make a
change b0 a previously accepted qual-
ity assurance program description in-
cluded or referenced in the Bafety
Analysis Report without prier NRQO ap-
proval, provided the change does not
reduce the commitments in the pro-
gram deseription as accepted by the
NRC. Changes to the guality agsurance
program Jdeseription that do not reduce
the commitments must be submitted
10 the NRC ir accordance with the re-
quirements of §50.7i(e). In addition to
quality sssurance program changes in-
volving administrative Improvements
and clarifications, spelling corrections,
punctuation, or editorial items, the fol-
lowing changes are not censidered to
e reductions in commitment:

(1) The use of a QA standard approved
Ly the NRC which is more recent than
the QA standard in the licensee's cur-
rent QA program at the time of the
change:

il The nes of & quality assurance sl-
ternative or eXcepticn approved by an
NRC safety evaluation, provided thiat
the bases of the NRC approval are ap-
plicable to the licensea’s facility:

{iii) The use of generic organizational
position titles that clearly denote the
position function, supplemented &8 nec-
essary by descriptive text, rather than
specific titles.

tiv) The use of generic organizational
charts to indieate functional relation-
ships, anthorities, and responsibilitiss,
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or, alternately. the use of descriptive
text;

(¥) The elimination of quality assur-
ance program information that dupli-
cates langnage in quality assurance
regulatery guides and guality assur-
ance standards to which the licensee Is
committed; and

{vi) Organizational revisions that en-
sure that persons and organizations
performing quality assurance functions
continue to have the reguisite suthor-
ity and organizational fresdom, includ-
ing sufficient independence from cost
and schedule when opposed to safety
congiderations.

{4y Changes to the ¢uality assurance
program Jdescription that do reduce the
commitments must be submitted to
the NRC and receive NRC approval
prior to implementation, as followa:

(1y Changes made to the guality as-
surance program description as pre-
sented in the Bafety Analysis Repart or
in a topical report must be submitted
as specified in § 50.4.

(i1) The sabmittal of 4 change to the
Safety Analysis Report quality assor-
ance program degcription must include
&1l pages affected by that change and
must be accompanied by a forwarding
letter identifying the change, the rea-
gon for the change, and the basis for
poncluding that the revised program
incorporating the change continues to
satisfy the criterian of appendix B of
this part and the Bafety Analysis Re-
port quality assurance program de-
scription commitments previously ac-
cepted by the NRC (the Ietter need not
provide the Lasis for changes that cor-
rect spelling, punctuation. or editorial
items).

(Hiy & copy of the forwarding letber
identifying the change must e main-
tained as a facility record for three
years.

(iv} Changes to the quality assurance
program description included or ref-
erenced in the Safety Analysls Report
shall be regarded ag accepted bY the
Commiseion upon receipt of a letter to
this effect from the appropriate review-
ing office of the Commission or 60 days
after submitbal to the Commission,
whichever occurs first.

(b) Neo right te the speeial nuclear
material shall be conferred by the 1i-

§50.54

cense except a8 may be defined by the
Heense,

{¢y Neither the license, nor any right
thereunder, nor any right to utilize oy
produce special nuclear material shall
be transferred, assigned, or diaposed of
in any manner, either wvoluntarily or
involuntarily, directly or indirectly,
through transfer of control of the li-
cense fo any person, unless the Com-
miseion shall, after securing full infor-
mation, find that the transfer is in ac-
eordance with the previsions of the act
and give ite consent in writing.

(d) The license shall he subjsct to
puspension and to the rights of recap-
ture of the material or control of the
facility reserved to the Commniission
under secticon 108 of the act in a state
of war or national emergency declared
by Congress.

(e} The license shall be snbject to
revocation, suspension, modificstion,
or amendment for cause a8 provided in
the act and regulations, in accordance
with the procedures provided Uy the
act and regulations.

(f) The licensee shall at any time be-
fore expiration of the license, upon re-
guest of the Commission, submit, as
specified in §50.4, written statements,
signed under oath or affirmation, to
enable the Commigsion to determine
whether or not the license should be
modified, suspended, or revoked., Ex-
cept for information sought to verify
Heengee compliance with the current
licensing hasis for that facility, the
NRC must prepare the reason Or rea-
sons for each information request prior
to issnance to ensure that the burden
to De imposed on respondents is justi-
fied in view of the potential safety sig-
nifiecance of the issue to he addressed in
the requested information. Each such
justification provided for an evalustion
performed by the NRC staff must be ap-
proved by the Executive Director for
Operations or his or her designee prior
to issuance of the request.

ig) The issuanece or existence of the
lcense shall not be deemed to waive, or
relieve the licensee from compliaznce
with, the antitrust laws, as specified in
subsection 1064 of the Act. In the event
that the licenses should he found by &
coulrt of comrpetent jurisdiction to have
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violated any provision of sach anti-
trust laws in the conduct of the li-
cenged activity, the Commission may
sugpend or revoke the license or talks
such other action with respect to it as
shall be deemed necesaary.

¢h)y The license shall be subject to the
provisions of the Act now or hereafter
in effect and to all rules, regulations,
and orders of the Commission. The
terms and conditions of the license
ghall be subject to amendment, revi-
siocn, or modification, by reason of
amendments of the Act or by reason of
rules, regulations, and orders issned in
acoordance with the terms of the act.

(1) Except a8 provided in §55.13 of this
chapter, the licensee may not permit
the manipulation of the controls of any
facility by anyone who is not a licensed
operator or senior operator a8 provided
in part 55 of this chapter.

{i-1) Within three months after
ispuance of an operating license, the H-
cengee shall have in affect an operator
requalification program which must as
a minimum, meet the requirements of
§55.68(¢y of this chapter. Nobwith-
gtanding the provisions of §50.58, the H-
censee May not, except as specifically
authorized by the Commission decrease
the scope of ah approved operator re-
qusalification program.

() Apparatus and mechanisms other
than controls, the opsration of which

Docket No. 070007-EI
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may affect the reactivity or hower
level of & reactor ghall be manipalated
only with the knowledge and consent
of an operator or senicr coperator li-
censed purswant to part 55 of this chap-
ter present at the controls.

rk) An operator or senicr operator H-
censed pursuant to part 556 of this chap-~
ter shall be present at the controls at
all times during the operation of the
faeility.

(1) The licenses shall designate indi-
viduals to e responsible for directing
the licensed activities of licensed oper-
ators. These individuals shall be Ii-
censed ag senior operators pursuant to
pars b5 of this chapter.

(my1) A senior operator lcensed pur-
suant to part 55 of thig chapier shall be
present at the facility or readily avail-
able on call at all times during its op-
aration, and shall be present at the fa-
¢cility during initial start-up and ap-
prosch to power, recovery from an un-
planned or unscheduled shut-down or
significant reduction in power, and re-
fadling, or as otherwise prescribed in
the facility license.

12) Notwithstanding any other provi-
slons of this seetion, by January 1,
1984, licensess of nuclear power units
shall meeat the following reguirements:

(1) Bach licensee shall mest the min-
fmum Heensed operater staffing re-
guirements in the following table:

MiNIMUM BEQUIREMENTS 1 PER SHIFT FOR ON-SITE STAFFING OF NUCLEAR POWER UNITS BY
OPERATORS AND SENIOR OPERATORS LICENSED UNDER 10 GFR PART 55

One unit Two units Three units
Nunber of nuclesr p

i A Position One One Twe Twio Threa

power unlts operating control | centol | control | contel | contral

reom room rooms rooms rooms
HONB ccvrivesamrssivisrivnse | SBMIOT CPBIBEOL oieiirisrrinbivns s carssains sens siniiiinsn 1 1 1 1 1
Opearmstor 1 g 2 3 bed
ONR covvrevovsiearrsissmemenn | SeNiar Opsrator 2 2 2 2 2
Opemstor 2 3 3 4 4
THO e mesiinaetieriens | SONIOF OPSTBLON 1o icirrmsins o sensms s b s ssssoines - e 3 23 3
Op 3 4 35 5
TRIee civrcesninmenens | Senior Operator 3 4
B 5 -]

’Ten;?orary_ deviaions frem the numbers requited by this table shall be in accordance wih eritaria established in the unit's

technical specilications.

2 For the pumpose of this table, & nuclear power unit is considersd {0 be operating whan it is in 8 made other than cold shut-
dewn or refusfing as defined by the unit's tachnical specifications.

3Ths number of required licensed parsonnal when the opersting nuzlsar power unita are controlisd from a cemmen control
tom Bn3 two senior cparatore Bnd four opemtors.

(ii) Bach licensee shall have at its who is assigned responaibility for over-
site a person helding s senior operator all plant operation at all times there is
license for all fueled units at the site
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fuel in any uait. If a single seniocr oper-
ator does not hold a senior operator 1i-
cenge oh all fueled units at the site,
then the licensee must have at the gite
twe or more senior cperators, who in
combination are licensed as senior op-
erators on all fueled units.

(1ii) When a puclear power unit is in
an eoperaticnal mode other than cold
shutdown or refueling, as defined bLF
tie unit’s technical specifications,
each licensee ghall have a person hold-
ing & senier operator Heense for the nu-
¢lear power unit in the control room &t
all times. In addition to this senior op-
erator, for each fueled nuclear power
anit, a licensed operator o senior oper-
ator shall be present at the controls at
all times.

{ivy Each licenges shall bave present,
during slteration of the core of a nu-
clear power unit (including fuel loading
or transfer;, a person holding a senior
operator Heense or a senior operator -
cense Hmited to fuel handling to di-
rectly supervise the activity and, dur-
ing this time. the licensee shall not as-
sign other duties to this person.

{3) Licensees who cannot mset the
January 1, 1984 deadiine must submit
by October 1, 1883 & request for an ex-
tension to the Director of the Office of
Nuclear Regulation and demonstrate
good cause for the reguest.

{ny The licensee shall not, except as
authorized pursuant to a construction
permit, make any alteration in the fa-
¢ility constituting a change from the
technical specifications previgusly in-
corporated in & license or construction
permit pursguant to §50.86 of this part.

{0) Primary reactor containments for
water cooled power reactors, othel
than facilities for which the certifi-
cations reguired under §50.82(an1) have
been submitted, shall be subject to the
reguirements set forth in appendix J to
this part.

{p¥1ly The licensee ghall prepare and
maintain safeguards contingency plan
procedurss in accordance with appen-
dix C of part 78 of this chapter for ef-
fecting the actions and decisions con-
tained in the Responsibility Matrix of
the safeguards contingency plan. The
licensgee may make no change which
would decrease the effectiveness of a
seeurity plan, or guard training and
gualification plan, prepared pursnant

§50.54

to §50.34(e; or part 73 of this chapter, or
of the first four categories of informa-
tion (Background, Generic Planming
Basge, Licensee Planning Base, Respon-
sibility Matrix) contained in & licenses
safeguards contingency plan prapared
pursuant to §50.84(d) or part T3 of this
chapter, ag applicable, without prior
approval of the Commisgion. A lcensee
desiving to make such a change shall
submit an application for an amend-
ment to the licensee’s license pursuant
to §50.90.

(2) The licensee may make chaliges to
the plans referenced in paragraph (pil)
of this section, without prior Commis-
slon approval if the changes do not de-
crease the safeguards effectiveness of
the plan. The licensee shall maintain
records of changes to the plans made
without prior Commmission approval for
a period of three years from the date of
the change, and shall sabmit, as speci-
fled in §50.4, a report containing a de-
scription of each change within two
months affer the change is made, Prior
to the safeguards contingency plan
being pub into effect, the licenses shall
have:

{1y A1l safegusrds capabilities speci-
fled in the safeguards contingency plan
available and functional,

(11 Detailed procedures developed ac-
cording to appendix C to part T3 avail-
able at the licensee's gite, and

(ii1) AWl  appropriate  personnel
trained to respond to safeguards inci-
Jents as outlined in the plan and speci-
fed in the detailed procedurss.

(3) The licensee shall provide for the
development, revision, implementa-
tion. and maintenance of its safeguards
contingency plan. The licensee shall
ensure that all program elements abe
reviewed by individuals independent of
both gecurity program managemsent
and personnel who have direct respon-
sibility for implementation of the secu-
rity program either:

(1) At inbervals not to exceed 12
months, or

(11) As necesgary, hased on an assess-
ment by the licensee ggainst perform-
ance indicators, and ag 8001 4R IreaRon-
ably practicable after a change occurs
in personnel, procedures, equipments, or
facilities that potentially could ad-
versely affect security. hut no longer
than 12 months after the change In
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Any case, all ¢lements of the safeguards
contingency plan must be reviewed at
least once every 24 months.

(4 The review must include & review
and andit of safeguards contingency
Progedures and practices, an audit of
the security system testing and main-
tenance program, and & test of the
safeguards systems slong with commit-
ments established for response by local
law enforcement aunthorities. The re-
sulte of the review and audit, along
with recommendations for improve-
menty, must be documented, reported
to the licensee’s gorporate and plant
management, and kept available at the
plant for ingpection for a period of §
Fears.

{qi A licensee anthorized to possess
and operate a nuclear power reactor
shall follow and maintain in effect
emergency plans which meet the stand-
ards in §50.47(b) and the reguirements
in appendix B of this part. A licensee
authorized to powgess and/or operate a
research reactor or a fuel facility shall
follow and maintain ip effect emer-
gency Mans whichh meet the reguire-
mente in appendix E to this part. The
licensee ghall retaln the emergency
Plan and each change that decreases
the effectivensas of the plan as a record
until the Commigsion terminates the
license for the nuclear power reactor.
The nuclear power reactor licensee
may make changes to these plans with-
out Comunission approval omly if the
changes do not decrease the effective-
nesp of the plaus and the plans, ag
changed, continue to meet the stand-
ards of §50.4T(b) and the reguirements
of appendix B to this part. The ze-
search reactor andor the fuel facility
licenses may make changes Lo these
plans without Commission approval
only if these changes do not decrease
the effectiveness of the plans and the
plans, as changed, continue to meef the
requirements of appendix E to this
part. This nuclear power reactor, re-
search reactor, or fuel facility licensee
ehall retain a record of each change to
the emergency plan made without prior
Commission approval for a period of
three years from the date of the
change. Proposed changes tThat ds-
crease the effectiveness of the approved
emergency platg may not be imple-
mented without application to and ap-

10 CER Ch. | (1-1-07 Edition)

proval by the Commission. The li-
censee shall suabmit, as specified in
§50.4, a report of each proposed change
for approval. If a change ix made with-
ot approval, the licenses shall submit,
a8 specified in §50.4, a report of each
change within 30 dayw afber the change
is made.

{r: Bach licensee who Is authorized to
possess andfor opersfe a research or
test reactor facility with an authorized
power level greater than or equal to 2
MW thermal, under a licensee of the
trpe specified in §60.21¢(c¢), shall submit
emergency plans complying with 10
CFR part 80, appendix E, to the Direc-
tor of the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation for approval by September
7, 1982. Bach licenpes who is authorized
to possess and/or operate a research or
test reactor facility with an authorized
power level less than 2 MW thermal,
under a license of the type specified in
§50.21(c}, shall submit emergency plans
complying with 10 CFR part 50, appen-
dix E, to the Director of the Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regnlabion for ap-
proval by November 3, 1983,

(83(1) Bach licenser who is authorized
to possesg andier operate a nuelear
power reactor shall submit te NRC
within 60 days of the effective date of
this amendment the radiclogical emer-
geney responee plans of State and local
guvernmental entities in the United
Btates that are wholly or partially
within a plume exposure pathway EPEZ,
a8 Wwell as the plans of State govern-
mentys whelly or partially within an in-
gestion pathway EPZ.32 These plans
must be forwarded to the Director of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation, by appro-
priate method listed in §50.4. with a
copy to the Administrator of the ap-
propriate NRC regional office. Gen-
erally, the plume exposure pathway
EPZ for nuclear power reactors ghall

1Emergency Planning Zones (EPZs) are
discuseed in NUREG-0336: EPA 530:1-T8-018,
“Planning Basis for the Development of
State and Local Government Radiological
Emeargeucy Response Plans in Support of
Light Water Nuclear Power Plants," Decems-
ber 1678,

2If the State and local emergency regpouse
plans have been previously provided to the
NRC for ineclusion in the facility docket, the
applicant wead only provide the appropiate
reference to meet this requirement.

750



Docket No. 070007-EI
10 CFR, Part 50
Exhibit RRL-11, Page 6 of 10

Nuclear Regulatory Commission

consist of an area about 10 railes (16
km) in radius and the ingestion path-
way EPEZ shall consist of an area abeout
50 miles (80 km) in radius. The exact
size and configuration of the EPZs for
& partienlar nuclear power reattor
shall be determined in relation to local
emergency response needs and capabili-
ties as they are affected by such condi-
tions ag demography, tepography, land
characteristics, access routes, and ja-
risdictional boundaries. The size of the
EPZs alse may be determined on a
case-by-case basgie for gas-cooled nu-
clear reactors and for reactors with an
aunthorized power level less than 258
MW thermal. The plang for the inges-
tion pathway EPZ shall focus on such
actions as are appropriate $o protect
the food ingestion pathway.

{2)i) For operating power reactors,
the licensee, State, and local emer-
gency response plana shall e imple-
mented by April 1, 19681, except as pro-
vided in section IV.D.3 of appendix E to
this part.

(iI) If after April 1, 1981, the NRC
finds that the state of emergency pre-
paredneps dogs not provide reasonable
assurance that adequate protective
meagures ean and will be taken in the
event of a radiclogical emergency
{including findings based on reguirements
of appendir E, section IV.D.3) and if the
deficiencies (including deficiencies based
on reguirements of appendiv E, section
Iv.D.3) are not corrected within four
monthe of that finding, the Commis-
sion will determine whether the reac-
tor shall be shut down until such defi-
ciencies are remedisd or whether other
enforcement action is appropriate. In
determining whether a shutdown or
other enforcement action is appro-
priate, the Commission shall take into
account, among other factors, whether
the licensee can demonstrate to the
Commission’s satisfaction that the de-
ficiencies in the plan are not signifi-
cant for the plant in question, or that
adequate interim compensating actions
have been or will be taken promptly, or
that there are other compelling rea-
sons for continned operation.

(3) The NRC will base its finding on a
eview of the FELMA findings and deter-
minations aa to whether State and
iocal emergency diang are asdeguate
and capable of heing implemented, and

i
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on the NRC assessment as to whether
the licensee's smergency plans are ade-
quate and capable of being imple-~
mented. Nothing in this paragraph
shall be construed as limiting the au-
thority of the Commission to take ac-
tion under any other regulaticn or au-
thority of the Commission or at any
time other than that specified in this
DPAaragraph.

(E}1) The Hcensee shall provide for
the development, revision, implemen-
tation, and maintenance of ite emer-
geney preparedness programm. The li-
censee shall ensure that all program
elemente are reviewed by personsg who
have ne direct responsibility for the
implementation of the emergency pre-
paredness program either:

, €1y At intervals mot to exceed 12
maonths or,

(i) As necessary, based on an apHesB-
ment by the licenses against performm-
ance indicators, and a8 KOON %8 TEASON-
ably practicable after & change ocours
in personnel. procedures, eguipment, or
facilities that potentially could ad-
versely affect emergency preparedness,
but no longer than 12 months after the
change, In any case, all elements of the
emelgelcey preparedness program must
be reviewed at least once every 24
months,

(2) The review must include an eval-
tation for adequacy of interfaces with
State and local governments and of -
censee drills, exercises, capabilitiss,
and procedures. The results of the ra-
view, along with recommmendations for
improvements, must be documented,
reported to the licensee’s corporate and
plant management, and retained for a
period of 5 years. The part of the re-
view involving the evaluation for ade-
guacy of interface with Btate and local
governments must be available to the
appropriate State and local govern-
ments.

(a) Within 80 days after the effective
date of this amendment, ¢ach nuclear
Power reactor lcensee shall submit to
the NROC plans for coping with emer-
gencies that meet standards In §50.47h)
and the reguirements of appendix E to
this part.

(v} Bach licensee subject to the re-
guirements of part 73 of this chapber
shall ensure that physical security,
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safeguards contingency and guard qual-
ification and training plans and othsr
related Bafeguards Information ate
protected againgt unanthorized disclo-
gure in accordance with the regunire-
ments of §73.21 of thiy chapter, as ap-
propriate.

(w) Each power reactor Iicensee
under this part for a production or uti-
lization facility of the type described
in §50.21{L) or §50.22 shall take reason-
able steps to obtain insurance available
at reasonable costs and on reasonable
terms from private seurces or to dem-
onstrate to the satisfaction of the NRC
that it possesses an equivalent amount
of protection covering the licensee’s
obligation, in the event of an accident
at the Hcensea's reactor, to atabilize
and decontaminate the reactor and the
regctor station site at which the reac-
tor experiencing the aeccident is lo-
cated, provided that:

{1y The inpurance required by para-
graph (w) of this section must have a
minimum coversge imit for each reac-
tor station gite of either $1.06 billion or
whatever amount of insurance is gen-
erally available from private sources,
whichever ie less. The required insur-
ance must clearly state that, as and to
the extent provided in paragraph (wi4)
of thig section, any proceede must he
payable first for stabilization of the re-
actor and next for decomtamination of
the reactor and the reactor station
site. If a licensee's coverage falls below
the reguired minimum, the licensee
ghall within 60 days take all reasonable
steps to restors ite coverasge to the re-
quired minimum. The required insur-
ance may, at the option of the licensee,
be included within policies that also
provide coverage for other risks, in-
cluding, but not limited to. the risk of
direct phyrical damage.

{(2uiy With respect to policies issued
or annuslly renewed on ot after April 2,
1891, the proceeds of such reguired in-
surance must be dedicated, as and to
the extent provided in this paragraph,
to reimbursement or payment on be-
half of the insured of reasonable exX-
penses incurred or estiniated to be in-
curred by the licensee in faking action
to falfill the licensee’s cbligation, in
the event of an accident at the licens-
ee’s reactor, to ensure that the reactor
is in, or is returned to, and maintained

i

i
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in, a safe and stable condition and that
radicactive contamination is removed
or controlled such that personnel expo-
sures are consistent with the cccupa-
tional exposure limite in 10 CFR part
20, These actions must De consistent
with any other obligation the licensse
ma¥y bave under this chapter and must
be subject to paragraph (wid) of this
pection, &As nsed in this sectiom, an
vYgecident” mesans an event that in-
volves the release of radinactive muate-
rial from its intended place of condine~
ment within the reactor or on the reac-
tor station site such that there is a
present danger of relsase off aite in
amounss that would pose a threat to
the public health and safety.

(i) The wtabilization sand decon-
tamination reguirements set forth in
paragraph (wi(d) of this section must
apply uniformly to all insurance poli-
cies required under paragraph (W) of
this pection.

(3) The licenses shall report to the
NRC on April 1 of each year the cur-
rent levels of this insurance or finan-
cial security it maintaing and the
sources of this insurance or financial
security.

(431} In the event of an accoident at
the licensee’s reactor, whenever the es-
timated costs of stabilizing the 1li-
censed reactor and of decontaminating
the reasctor and the reactor station site
exceed $100 million, the proceeds of the
insurance required v paragraph (W) of
this gection must be dedicated to and
used, first, to ensure that the licensed
reactor 18 in, or is returned to, and can
be maintained in, a safe and stable con-
dition so as to prevent any significant
risk to the public health and safety
and, second, to decontaminate the re-
actor and the reactor station site in ac-
cordance with the licensee’s cleanup
Plan ag approved by order of the Direc-
tor of the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation. This priority on insurance
proceeds must remain in effect for 60
days 0, upon order of the Director, for
such longer periods, In increments not
to exceed 60 days except aw provided for
activities under the cleanup plan re-
guired in paragraphs (wi4)iii) and
twid)iv) of this section, as the Direc-
tor may find neceesary to protect the
putdic health and safety. Actions need-
#d to bring the reactor to and maintain
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the reactor in a safe and stable condi-
tion may include cne or more of the
following, ag appropriate:

{4 Shutdown of the reacton

iB) Establishment and maintenance
of long-term cooling with stable decay
heat removal;

() Maintenance of sub-criticality:

(D) Control of radicactive releases;
and

{E; Becuring of structures, systems,
or components to minimize radiation
exposure to onsite personnel or to the
offsite public or to facilitate later de-
contamination or hoth.

{#iy The licensee shall inform the Di-
rectar of the Office of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation in writing when the reactor
iz and can be maintained in a safe and
stable condition &0 as to prevent any
significant risk to the public health
and safety. Within 30 days after the 1i-
censee informe the Director that the
reactor is in this condition, or at such
eariier time as the licensee may elect
or the Director rmay for good cause -
rect, the licensee shall prepare and sub-~
mit a cleanup plan for the Director’s
approval. The cleanup plan nmst iden-
tify and condain an estimate of the
coat of each cleanup operation that
will be reguired to decontaminate the
reactor sufficiently to permit the li-
cengee either to resume operation of
the reactor or to apply to the Commis-
gion under §50.82 for authority to de-
commission the reactor and to sur-
render the license veoluntarily. (fleanup
operations may include one or more of
the following, as appropriate:

(A} Processing any contaminated
water generated by the aceident and by
decontamination operaticns to remove
radioactive materials;

{B) Decontamination of surfaces in-
side the auxiliary and fuel-handling
buildings and the reactor building to
levels consistent with the Commis-
sion's ocecupational exposure limits in
10 CFR part 20, and decontamination or
disposal of equipment;

{0y Decontamination or removal and
disposal of internal parts and damaged
fuel from: the reactor vessel: and

(Dy Cleanup of the reactor coolant
systent.

{iiiy Following review of the licens-
ge's oleanup plan, the Dirsctor will
order the licensee to complete all oper-
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ations that the Director finds are nsc-
essary to degontaminate the reactor
sufficiently to permit the licensee ei-
ther to resume operation of the reantor
or to apply to the Commission under
§50.82 for authority to decommission
the reactor and to surrendsr the -
cense voluntarily. The Director ghall
approve ot disapprove, in whele or in
part for stated reasons, the licenses’s
estimate of cleanud coats for such opst-
ations, Such order may not he effective
for more than 1 year, at which time it
may be renewed. Each subseguent re-
newal order, If impossd, may be effec-
tive for not movre than 6 months.

(i) Of the balance of the proceeds of
the reguirsed insurance not already ex-
pended to place the reactor In a safe
and stable condition pursuant to para-
graph (w231} of this section, an
amount sufficlent to cover the ex-
penses of completion of those decon-
tamination operations that are the
subject of the Director's order ghall ha
dedicated to such use, provided that,
upon certification to the Director of
the amounts expended previcusly and
from time to time for stahilization and
decontamination and upon further cer-
tification to the Director ag to the suf-
ficiency of the dedicated amount re-
maining, policies of insurance May pro-
vide for payment to the licensee or
other lose payees of amounts not so
dedicated, and the licensee may pro-
ceed to usge in parallel {(and not in pref-
erence therefo) any insurance proceads
not g0 dedicated for other purposes.

{(x) A licensee may take reasonable
action that departs from a license con-
dition or & technical specification {con-
tained in a license issued under this
part} in an emergency when this action
is Immediately needed to provect the
public health and safety and no action
consistent with licenss conditions and
technical specifications that ean pro-
vide adeguate or egquivalent protection
s immediately apparent.

t¥) Licenses saction permitted by
paragraph (x3 of this section shall be
approved, ag & minimum, by a lcensed
senior pperator, or, at a nuclear powen
reactor facility for which the certifi-
cations required under §50.82(a) 1) have
een submitted, by either a llcensed
aenior operator or a certified fuel han-
dler, prior to taking the aetion.
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i2) Bach licensee with a utilization
facility licensed pursnant to seetions
103 or 104b. of the Ac¢t shall imme-
diately notify the NRC Operations Cen-
ter of the occurrence of any event gpec-
ified in §50.92 of this part.

{2} The license shall be subject to
all conditions deemed imposed a8 a
matter of law by sections 401{a)(2) and
401¢d) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended (33 U.B.C.A.
1341 (a)(2) and {(d).)

(bb} For nuclear power reactors -
censed by the NRC, the licensee shall,
within 2 years following permanent
cessation of operation of the reactor or
5 vears before expiration of the reactor
operating Ilicense, whichever occurs
first, submiit written notification to
the Commission for its review and pre-
liminary approval of the program by
which the liceneee intends o manage
and provide funding for the manage-
ment of all irradiated fuel at the reac-
tor following permanent cessation of
operation of the reactor until title to
the irradiated fuel and possession of
the fuel is transferred to the Becretary
of Energy for its ultimate disposal in &
repository. Licensees of nuclear power
reactors that heve permanently ceased
operation by April 4, 1894 are required
to submit such written notification by
April 4, 1896. Final Commission review
will b2 undertaken as part of any pro-
ceeding for continued licensing undsr
part 50 or part T2 of this chapter. The
licensee must demonstrate to NRC that
the elected actions will be consistent
with NRC requirements for licensed
possession of irradiated nuclear fuel
and that the actions will be imple-
mented on & timely bagis. Where imple-
mentation of such actions regquires
NRC authorizations, the lHcensee shall
verify in the notification that submit-
tals for such actions have been or will
be made to NRC and shall identify
them. A copy of the notification shall
e retained by the licenses as & record
until expiration of the reactor oper-
ating license. The licensee ghall notify
the NRC of any significant changes in
the proposed waste management pro-
gram a8 described in the initial notifi-
cation.

(¢cx1) Bach licensee shall notify the
appropriate NRC Regional Adminis-
trator, in writing, immediately fol-

L
)
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lowing the filing of a voluntary or in-
voluntary petition for bdankruptey
under any chapter of iitle 11 (Bank-
ruptcy) of the United States Code by or
apainst:

(1) The licensee;

(iiy An entity (as that term iz defined
in 11 U.B.C. 101(14)) contrelling the li-
cengee or listing the license or lcensee
a8 property of the estate; or

fined in 11 UL 8.C. 101(2)) of the Hcensee.

(2) This notification must indicate:

(i) The bankruptey court in which
the petition for bankruptcy was filed:
and .

(ily The date of the filing of the peti-
tion.

(ady A licengee may take reasonable
action that departs from a license con-
dition or & techunical gpecification (con-
tained in a license issued under this
part)y in a national security emergency:

(1) When this action Iz Immediately
needed to implement national security
ohjectives a8 designated Ly the na-
tional command authority through the
Commisgion, and

{2y No action consistent with license

conditions and technical specifications
that can meet national security objec-
tives is Immediately apparent.
A national security emerpency I5 o8-
tablighed by & law enacted by the Con-
gress oF by an order or directive issued
by the President pursuant to statutes
or the Constitution of the TUnited
Btatea. The authority under this para-
graph must be exercised in accordance
with law, including section 87e of the
Act, and Is in addition to the authority
granted under paragraph (xXj of this sec-
tion, which remaina in effect unless
otherwise directed by the Commiasion
during & national security emergency.

(ee¥l) Bach Heense issued under this
part authorizing the posgession of by-
product and gpecial nuclsar materigl
produced in the operation of the -
censed reactor includes, whether stated
in the license or not, the authorization
to receive back that same material, in
the same or altered form or combined
with byproduct or special nuclear ma-
terial produced in the operation of an-
other reactor of the pame licensee lo-
cated at that site, fromm a licensee of
the Commission or an Agreement
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Btate, or from a non-licensed entity
authorized to possess the material.

(2y The authorizations in this sub-
sectlon are subject to the same Umita-
tions and reguirements applicable to
the original possession of the material.

¢3) This paragraph does not authorize
the receipt of any material recovered
from the reprocessing of irradiated
fael.

(ffy For licensees of nnclear power
plants that have implemented the
earthquake engineering eriteria in ap-
pandix 8 to this part, plant shutdown is
required as provided in paragraph
IV{ax3) of appendix & to this part.
Prior to resuming operations, the li-
censee sghall demonstrate to the fom-
mission that no functional damage has
occurred o those features TeCessary
for continued operation without undue
risk to the heslth and safety of the
public and the licensing basis is main-
tainsd.

{21 FR 355, Jan. 18, 1955}

EDITCRIAL NOTE: For FEDERAL REGISTER ©i-
tations affecting §50.54, see the List of CFR
Sections Affected, which appears in the
Finding Aide section of the printed volume
and on GPO Access,

§50.55 Conditions of construction per-
mits.

Each construction permit shall be
gubjact to the following terms and con-
ditions:

{a) The permit shall atate the earliest
and latest dates for completion of the
consatruction or modification.

(by If the proposed construction or
meodification of the facility is not com-
pleted by the latest completion dabe,
the permit shall expire and all rights
thereunder shall be forfeited: Provided,
however, That upon good cause shown
the Commission will extend the com-
pletion date for a reasconable pericd of
time. The Commission will recognize,
among other things, developmental
problems attributable to the experi-
mental nature of the facility or firs,
flood, explosion, strike, sabotage, do-
mestic violenve, enemy action, an act
of the slements, and other acts beyond
the control of the permit holder, as a
hasis for extending the completion
date.

{¢) Bxcept ag modified by this section
and §50.55a., the construction permit

§50.55

shall be subject to the same conditions
to which a license iz subject.

(dy At or atont the time of comple-
tionn of the construction or modifica-
tion of the facility, the applicant will
file any additional information nesded
to bring the orviginal application for li-
cehse up to date, and will file an appli-
cation for an operating license or an
amendment to an applieation for a H-
cense o consgtruct and operate the fa-
cility for the igsnance of an operating
license, az appropriate, as specified in
§50.30(A) of this part.

{e)1y Each individual, corporation,
partnership, or other entity hoiding a
facility constmiction permit subject to
this part must adopt appropriate proce-
dures to—

{iy Evaluate deviationg and failures
to comply to identify defects and fail-
ures to comply associated with sub-
stantial safety hazards ag poon as prac-
ticable, and, except as provided In
parsgraph (exluii) of this section, in
all cases within 60 daye of discovery, in
order to identify s reportable defect or
failure to comply that could create a
substantial safety hazard, were it to ve-
main uncorrected.

{1i) Ensure that if an evaluation of an
identified deviation or failure to com-
my potentially associated with a sub-
stantial safety hagard cannot be ¢om-
pleted within 60 days from discovery of
the deviation or failure to comply, an
interim report is prepared and sub-
mitted to the Cormmission through a
director or responaible officer or des-
ignated perscn as discusged in para-
graph (e)Ts of this section. The interim
report should describe the deviation or
fallure to comply that is being evalu-
ated and should slgo state when the
evaluation will be comipleted. This in-
terim report must be submitted in
writing within 80 daye of discovery of
the deviation or failure to comply.

{iiiy Engure that a director or respon-
gible officer of the holder of a facility
conptructicn permit subject to this
part i informed a8 soon as practicable,
and, in all cases, within the 5 working
days after completion of the evaluation
degeribed in  paragraph {exIXi)y or
(ex1yiiy of thig section, if the construc-
tion of a facility or activity, or a basic
component supplied for such fucility or
activity—
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