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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 

TESTIMONY OF KOREL M. DUBlN 

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, 331 74. 

By whom are you employed and in what capacity? 

I 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, I 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, I am including a 

revised 2007 EstimatedlActual 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. 930661-El? 

Yes. The costs being submitted for the projected period are consistent 

with that order. 

What is FPL’s revised 2007 EstimatedlActual True-up amount? 

The revised 2007 Estimated/Actual True-up amount is 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 3,20073 

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 I. Form 42-1 P 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. 

2 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 Q. 

9 A. 

1 0  

11 

1 2  

13 

1 4  

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

2 0  Q. 

21 A. 

2 2  

2 3  

24  

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 42-1 E, 42-2E, 

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

Please describe Form 42-1 P. 

Form 42-1P (Appendix I, 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 I, Page 2, Line 5) and include 

$44,712,161 of environmental project costs (Appendix I, Page 2, Line IC)  

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 I, 

Page 2, Line 3). 

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

Form 42-2P (Appendix I, 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 classifying costs presented in Forms 42-2P and 42-3P is 

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

Please describe Form 42-4P. 

Form 42-4P (Appendix I, 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 I I  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 I l  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. 

4 



I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
II 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

1 Q. 

2 A. 

3 

4 

5 Q. 

6 

7 

a A. 

9 

1 0  

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1 6  Q. 

1 7  A. 

Please describe Form 42-7P. 

Form 42-7P (Appendix I, 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? 

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

President of Environmental Services. 

Have you previously testified in this docket? 

Yes, I 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? 
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Yes, I am sponsoring the following exhibits: 

RRL-9 - 10 CFR Part 20, Subpart K - Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission - Waste Disposal. 

RRL-10 - South Carolina State Statutes - Title 48 - Environmental 

Protection and Conservation, Chapter 46 - Atlantic Interstate Low- 

Level Radioactive Waste Compact Implementation Act. 

RRL-11 - 10 CFR Part 50 Subpart 54 - Nuclear Regulatory 

Commission - Conditions of licenses. 

0 

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 I O ,  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, 
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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 A LLW 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 also 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 transfer 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 environtqental 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 
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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 2009? 

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 andlor C LLW using the temporaryon-site storage space until the 

new storage facilities become operational. 

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

Due to the physical and radiological 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 
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are approximately $1.5 million. This projection reflects costs for project 

planning and scoping analyses; 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 cos t s  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 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
C 
1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

72 

13 Q. 

14 A. 

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. 
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APPENDIX I 

ENVIRONMENTAL COST RECOVERY 

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

REVISED FORMS 42-1E, 42-23,42-3E,42-6E,42-7E9 
42-83? PAGES 39-40 

JANUARY 2007 - DECEMBER 2007 

KMD-3 
DOCKET NO. 070007-E1 

FPL WIThTSS: K.M. DUBIN 
EXHIBIT 

PAGES 1-104 
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Form 42-1 P 
Florida Power & Liqht Companv 

Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Total Jurisdictional Amount to Be Recovered 

For the Projected Period 
January 2008 to December 2008 

Line 
No. 
.I 

Energy CP Demand GCP Demand Total 

($1 ($1 ($1 ($1 

1 Total Jurisdictional Rev. Req. 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 

0 32,543.525 
c Total Jurisdictional Rev. Req. for the projected period (Lines 1 a + 1 b) 27,033,202 16,991,375 687,584 44,712.1 61 
b Projected Capital Projects (FORM 42-3P, Page 2 of 2, Lines 7 through 9) 19.419.122 13,124,403 - 

N 2 True-up for Estimated Over/(Under) Recovery for the 
current period January 2007 - December 2007 
(FORM 42-1 E, Line 4, revised on August 31,2007) (314,178) (259,345) (I 2,302) (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 I - Line 2 - Line 3) 

5 Total Projected Jurisdictional Amount Adjusted for Taxes 
(Line 4 x Revenue Tax Multiplier 1.00072) 

26.61 7.376 16.455.347 661.41 6 43,734,138 

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. 



Florlda Power B Llaht Comoanv 

Calculation of the Projected Period Amount 
January 2008 - December 2008 

Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

O I M  Activilies 
(In Dollars) 

Form 42-2P 
Page 1 of 2 

w 

Llne # Project # 

1 Description of O&M Activities 
1 Air Operating Permit Fees-O&M 
3a Continuous Emission Monlloring Systems-O&M 
5a Maintenance of Slaiionaty Above Ground Fuel 

8a Oil Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment-OIM 
13 RCRA Correclive AcUon-O&M 
14 NPDES Ped1  Fees-O&M 

Storage Tanks-O&M 

17a Disposal of Noncontalnerized Liquid Waste-O&M 
19a Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevenlion & 

Removal - Distribution - O&M 
19b Subslalion Pollutant Discharge PrevenUon B 

Removal -Transmission - O&M 
19c Subsiatlon Poilutanl Dlscharge PrevenUon & 

Removal -Costs Included in Base Rates 
20 Wasiewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 

NA Amortization of Gains on Sales of Emissions Allowances 
21 St. Lude Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline lnlegrily Management 
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention. Control &Countermeasures 
24 Manatee Rebum 
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST ReplacemenURemoval 
27 Lowest Quality Water Source 
28 CWA 316(b) Phase II Rule 
29 SCR Consumables 
30 HBMP 
31 CAlR Compliance 
32 BART 

Projected Projected Proiecled Projected Prcjected Projected 6-Monlh 
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total 

$163,772 
174.1 86 
37.500 

15.150 
0 

124.900 
20.000 

146,700 

34,450 

(46,686) 

0 
(89,804) 
10,000 

0 
6.000 

30,000 
196.032 

0 
25,075 

119,478 
18.600 
1,700 
7.917 

0 
34 SI. Lucie Coollng Water System lnspectlon & Maintenance 442,000 
35 Marlin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 

2 Toial of O&M Acllvilies 

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

5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor 
68 Retail CP Demand Jurisdictional Factor 
6b Retail GCP Demand Jurisdictional Fador 

7 Jurisdlclional Energy Recoverable Costs (A) 
8a Jurlsdldionai CP Demand Recoverable Costs (6) 
8b Jurisdictional GCP Demand Recoverable Costs (C) 

9 Tolal Jurlsdlcllonal Recoverable Costs for O&M 
ActiviUes (Lines 7 + 8) 

Notes: 
(A) Llne 3 x Llne 5 
(B) Llne 4a x Llne 6a 
(C) Llne 4b x Llne 6b 

Totals may not add due lo rounding. 

$163.772 
38.841 

115,000 

15,150 
2.000 

0 
28,000 

191,650 

28,450 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

6,000 
15.000 

196,032 
0 

25,075 
1 19.478 
138,600 
11.700 
7.917 

0 
0 
0 

$163,772 
38.841 

477.500 

40,150 
0 

7,500 
35.000 

175,750 

40.450 

(46,686) 

0 

0 
0 

6,000 
80,000 

196,032 
0 

25,075 
119,478 
66.600 
1,700 

257,917 
0 
0 
0 

(89,804) 

$163.772 
38.841 
17,500 

15,150 
20,000 

0 
30.000 
36,900 

80,900 

(46.686) 

0 
( 8 W W  

0 
100.000 
16,000 
40,000 

196.032 
0 

25.075 
119,478 
66.600 
1,700 

257.917 
0 
0 
0 

$163.772 
38.841 
23,072 

25.1 50 
0 
0 

10,000 
66,850 

0 

(46,686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
160.000 
16,000 
15,000 

196,032 
0 

25.075 
119.478 
66,600 
1,700 

107,917 
0 
0 
0 

$163.772 
189.1 86 

0 

40.150 
0 

7.500 
28.000 
54.850 

0 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

81,000 
20,000 

196,032 
0 

25,075 
119.478 
86,600 
1,700 
7,917 

0 
0 
n 

$982,632 
618,736 
670,572 

150.900 
22,000 

139.900 
151,000 
672.700 

184.250 

(280.1 16) 

0 
(538,824) 

260.000 
131,000 
200.000 

1,176,192 
0 

150,450 
716.868 
443,600 
20,200 

647,502 
0 

442,000 
n 

10,000 

0 
$1,436,970 $ 966.175 $ 1.595.275 $ 1.089.375 $ 898.997 $ 884.770 $ 6,871,562 

$ 536,707 $ 513,901 $ 789,824 $ 722.935 $ 531,712 $ 640,057 $ 3,735,137 
$ 776,906 $ 283.967 $ 653.044 $ 352.883 $ 323.778 $ 213.206 $ 2.603.783 
$ 123.357 $ 168.307 $ 152,407 $ 13,557 $ 43,507 $ 31!507 $ 532,642 

98.58121 % 98.58121% 98.58121 % 98.58121% 98.58121 % 98.58121 % 
98.76048% 88.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 

100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 

$ 529.093 $ 506,610 $ 778.618 $ 712,679 $ 524,169 $ 630,976 $ 3.682.145 
$ 767,276 $ 280.447 $ 644.949 $ 348,508 $ 319,764 $ 210,563 $ 2,571.507 
$ 123,357 $ 168,307 $ 152,407 $ 13,557 $ 43,507 $ 31,507 $ 532,642 

51.419.726 L S L 3 M  S 1.57 5.974 s 1. 074.744 $ 887.44Q $ 873.046 S 6.786.294 



a 

Llne # Project # 

1 Description of 0 8 M  Activities 
1 Alr Operating Permit Fees-O&M 

3a Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-OaM 
5a Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 

8a 011 Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment-O&M 
13 RCRA Corrective Action-O&M 
14 NPDES Permit Fees-O(LM 

Storage Tanks-O&M 

17a Dlsposal of Noncontaherlred Liquid Waste-O&M 
19a Substation Pollutant Dlscharge Prevention & 

Removal -Distribution - O&M 
19b Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & 

Removal -Transmission - O&M 
19c Substation Pollutant Discharge Prevention & 

Removal - Costs Included In Base Rates 
20 Wastewater Discharge Ellmination & Reuse 

NA Amortization of Gains on Sales of Emissions Allowances 
21 St. Lucle Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline Inlegrib Management 
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention. Control B Countermeasures 
24 Manatee Rebum 
25 PL Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST ReplacemenVRemoval 
27 Lowest Quality Water Source 
28 CWA 316(b) Phase I1 Rule 
29 SCR Consumables 
30 HEMP 
31 CAlR Compliance 
32 BART 
34 St Lucle Cooling Water System 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 Allocated to GCP Demand 

5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor 
6a Retail CP Demand Jurisdictional Factor 
6b Retail GCP Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

7 Jun'sdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (A) 
8a Jurisdictional CP Demand Recoverable Costs (E) 
Bb Jurisdictional GCP Demand Recoverable Costs (C) 

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

Florida Power 8 Liqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the Projected Period Amount 
January 2008 - December 2008 

Form 42-2P 
Page 2 of 2 

O&M Activities 
(in Dollars) 

Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected 6-Month 12-Month Method of Classlficalon 
DEC Sub-Total Total CP Demand GCP Demand Energy JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV 

$163,772 
38,841 

0 

15,150 
0 
0 

52.000 
24.900 

0 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

70.000 
20,000 

196,032 
0 

25.075 
118,474 
66.600 
1,700 
7.917 

0 
0 

$163.772 
38.841 
6,500 

25,150 
0 

7,500 
15,000 
7.900 

0 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

50.000 
20,000 

196,032 
0 

25.075 
119.478 
82.600 
6.700 
1,917 

0 
0 

$163,772 
38,841 

0 

40.150 
0 
0 

31,000 
30,850 

0 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

58.000 
70,000 

196.032 
0 

25,075 
119.478 
66.600 

1,700 
7817 

0 
0 

$163.772 
38,841 

0 

15.150 
0 
0 

17,000 
88.8w 

74,900 

(46.686) 

0 

0 
0 

58,000 
70.000 

196.032 
0 

25.075 
119.478 
66,600 
6,700 

367,917 
0 
0 
n 

(89.804) 

$163.772 
38.841 

0 

15,150 
0 

7,500 
20,000 
65.800 

97.350 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

6.000 
70,000 

196.032 
0 

25.075 
119,478 
66,600 

1,700 
%7,911 

0 
0 
n 

$163,772 
38.841 

0 

15,150 
100.000 

0 
13,000 
76.750 

0 

(46.686) 

0 
(89.804) 

0 
0 

6,000 
50.000 

196,032 
0 

25,075 
119,474 
62,600 

1,700 

0 
0 

387,917 

n 

$982,632 
233,046 

6,500 

125,900 
100,000 
15,000 

148,000 
295,000 

172260 

(280.1 16) 

0 
(538,824) 

0 
0 

256,000 
300.000 

1.176.192 
0 

150,450 
716.860 
411.600 
20,200 

1,347,502 
0 
0 

$1,965,264 
751.782 
677.072 

276.800 
122,000 
154.900 
299.000 
967,700 

356.500 

(560.232) 

0 
(1.077.648) 

10,000 
260,000 
387.000 
500.000 

2.352.384 
0 

300.900 
1,433,728 

855.200 
40.400 

0 
442.000 

1,795,004 

677.072 

122,000 
154,900 

329,077 

(258,569) 

0 

10,000 
260.000 
387,000 

0 
300,900 

1,433,728 

40,400 

442.000 

$1,965,264 
751.782 

276.800 

299,000 
967.700 

27.423 

(280,116) (21,547) 

(1,077,648) 

500.000 
2,352.384 

855,200 

1,795,004 
0 

0 10,000 7,000 I 17.000 17.000 17,000 
$ 664,971 $ 653,975 $ 719.925 $1.171.775 $1,124,725 $1,119,821 $ 5,455,192 $12,326,754 $ 3,915,508 $ 687.584 67,723,662 

$ 468.712 $ 457,712 $ 522.712 $ 849,474 $ 854,201 $ 835,712 $ 3.988.524 $ 7,723.662 
$ 194.702 $ 211,706 $ 189,706 $ 256.844 $ 228.067 $ 230,702 $ 1,311,726 $ 3.915.508 
$ 1.557 $ (15,443) $ 7,507 $ 65.457 $ 42,457 $ 53.407 $ 154,942 $ 687,584 

98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 
98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 

100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 100.00000% 

$ 462.062 $ 451.218 $ 515.296 $ 837.422 $ 842.082 $ 823.855 $ 3,931,935 $ 7,614,080 
$ 192.288 $ 209.081 $ 187.354 $ 253,660 $ 225.240 $ 227,842 $ 1,295,465 $ 3,866,972 
$ 1.557 $ (15.443) $ 7,507 $ 65.457 '$ 42,457 $ 53,407 $ 154.942 $ 687,584 

s & k i L w ~ ~ ~ ~ m w ~  

Notes: 
(A) Llne 3 x Line 5 
(E) Llne 4a x Llne 6a 
(C) Llne 4b x Llne 6b 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line # Project # 

Florlda Power 8, Llqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the Projected Period Amount 
January 2008 - December 2008 

Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs 
(in Dollars) 

Form 42-3P 
Page 1 of 2 

1 Description of Investment Projects (A) 
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 

3b Continuous Emission Monitoring SystemsCapital 
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 
5b Maintenance of StaUonary Above Ground Fuel 

7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 

8b Oil Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment-CapLal 
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 

NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment 
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 

17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital 
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 
21 St. Luck Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 
23 SPCC -Spill Prevention. Control & Countermeasures 
24 Manatee Reburn 
25 PI. Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST Removal I Replacement 
31 CAlR Compliance 
33 CAMR Compliance 
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 
36 Low-Level Radioactive Waste Storage 

Storage Tanks-Capital 

to Above Ground-Capital 

2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs 

3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy 
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

5 Relall Energy Jurisdictional Factor 
6 Retall Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) 
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (C) 

Q Total Jurlsdlctlonal Recoverable Costs for 
Investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8) 

Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected 6-Month 
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total 

$ 72,973 $ 72.559 $ 72.144 $ 71,730 $ 71,315 $ 70,901 $ 431,622 
85,105 85,357 85.654 85,792 85,687 85,582 513.177 

326 325 324 323 322 321 1,941 
143.912 143.504 143,097 142.690 142,282 141,875 857.360 

131 

6.794 
804 

(21,649) 
5,291 

0 
20.266 
7,647 

0 
169,688 
425.160 

1,007,476 
0 

283.858 
104,732 

0 

131 

6,753 
802 

(20,818) 
5.280 

0 
20.232 
7.638 

0 
169,305 
423,986 

1.004.651 
0 

309.908 
147.724 

0 

131 

6,990 
801 

5,270 
0 

20.199 
9,128 

0 
168,922 
422,812 

1,002,826 
0 

350,131 
190,717 

767 

(19,988) 

131 

7,226 
800 

(19.157) 
5,259 

0 
20.165 
10,616 

0 
168.775 
421,639 
999,001 

0 
390.838 
233.710 

1,534 

130 

7.184 
799 

(18,327) 
5,249 

0 
20,131 
10,604 

0 
169.133 
420,465 . 
996.176 

0 
417,855 
276,703 

1,532 

130 

7.143 
797 

(17,496) 
5,238 

0 
20.097 
10,592 

0 
169,254 
419,291 
993,351 

0 
444,861 
319,696 

1,530 

784 

42,090 
4,803 

(127.435) 
31,587 

0 
121.090, 
56.225 

0 
1,015,077 
2,533,353 
6,002,481 

0 
2,197.449 
1.273.282 

5.363 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2,312,512 2.377.337 2,458,925 2,541,072 2.607.240 2,673,163 14,970,249 

$ 1.626.253 $1.628.166 $1,631,408 $1.634.549 $1.636.233 $1,637,901 $ 9,794.510 
$ 686,259 $ 749.171 $ 827.517 $ 906.523 $ 971.007 $1,035,262 $ 5,175,739 

98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 
98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 

$ 1,603.180 $1,605,066 $1.608.262 $1.611.358 $1,613,019 $1,614,663 $ 9,655,548 
$ 677.752 $ 739,885 $ 817.260 $ 895,287 $ 958,971 $1,022,430 $ 5,111,585 

$ 2.280.932 $2,344,951 $2,425,522 $2,506,645 $2,571,990 $2,637,093 $14,767,133 

Notes: 
(A) Each projecl's Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-4P, Line 9 
(e) Llne 3 x Llne 5 
(C) Line 4 x Line 6 



Florida Power B Llqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the Projected Period Amount 
January 2008 -December 2008 

Form 42-3P 
Page 2 of 2 

Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs 
(in Dollars) 

Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected Projected 6-Month 12-Month Method of Classification 
JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC Sub-Total Total Demand Energy 

Llne # Project # 

1 Descriptlon of investment Projects (A) 

2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital $ 70.487 $ 70,072 $ 69,658 $ 69,243 $ 68.829 $ 68,414 $ 416,703 $848,325 $ 848,325 

4b Clean Closure EquivalencyGapital 319 318 31 7 31 6 31 5 314 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 

3b Continuous Emisslon Monitoring Systems-Capital 85,254 84,926 84.645 84.364 84.036 83,707 506.932 $1,020,109 1,020,109 

Storage Tanks-Capital 

to Above Ground-Capital 
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 130 1 29 129 129 129 1 28 774 $1,558 1,438 120 

10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 796 795 793 792 791 790 4,757 $9,560 8.825 735 

17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Llquld Waste-Capital 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0 

21 St. Luck Turtle Net 10,580 10,568 10.556 10,544 10,532 10,520 63,300 $119,525 110,331 9,194 

6b Oil Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment-Capital 7,102 7,060 7.019 6,978 6.937 7.31 1 42,407 $84,497 77,997 6,500 

NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Return 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 5.21 7 5,207 5,196 5,186 5,175 31,209 $62.796 57.966 4.830 

20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 20.064 20.030 19,996 19.962 19,929 19,895 119,876 $240,966 222,430 18,536 

22 Pipeline Integrity Management 0 0 1.387 2.774 2.774 7.782 14,717 $14,717 13,585 1,132 
23 SPCC -Spill Prevention. Control & Countermeasures 171.528 180.723 187,756 188,041 188,243 213,354 1,129,645 $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 $1 1,903,263 11,903,263 

31 CAlR Compliance 471.855 498,837 525.808 603.1 16 730,761 877.680 3.708.057 $5,905,506 5,451,236 454,270 

33 CAMR Compliance 362,688 405,681 448.674 491,667 534,660 577.652 2,821,022 $4.094304 3,779,358 314.946 
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 1,528 1.526 1,524 1,523 1,521 1.519 9.141 $14,504 13.388 1,116 

2 Total Investment Projeds - 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 

Q\ 

26 LIST Removal I Replacement 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0 

36 Low-Level Radioactive Waste Storage 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 $0 0 0 

3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy 
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

5 Retail Energy Jurisdictional Factor 
6 Retail Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

$1,639,509 $1.641.650 $1,643.776 $1,649,256 $1.658.447 $1,671,454 $ 9,904,092 $19,698,602 
$1,101,495 $1,174,102 $1.245.987 $1,358,108 $1,515,338 $1,718,355 $ 8,113,385 $13,289.124 

98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 98.58121% 
98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 98.76048% 

7 Jurlsdlctlonal 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 Jurlsdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $1,087,842 $1,159,549 $1,230,543 $1,341,274 $1,496,555 $1,697,055 $ 8,012,818 $13,124,403 

9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for $2,704,090 $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 424P. Llne 9 
(8) Line 3 x Line 5 
(C) Line 4 x Llne 6 



Llne - 
1. investments 

a. ExpenditureslAdditions 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. OIher(A) 

2. Plant-in-SenricelDepreclation Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation IC) 
4. 

6. 

6. Average Net investment 

CWlP - Non interest Beating 

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Deb1 Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. investment Expenses 
a. DepreclaUon (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Oiher(G) 

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

Florida Power & Liqht ComDany 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. peprecialion and Taxes 
Far Proiect: Low NOx Burner Technoloqv [Prolect No. 2) 

(in Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 1 of 45 

Beginning , 
of Period January February March - April 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 

May June Six Month 
Amount 

$0 
$0 

nla 
nle 

17,473,393 17,473,393 17.473.393 17.473.393 17,473,393 17.473.393 17,473,393 
14.406.061 14,450.875 14.495.688 14,540,502 14,585.315 14,630,129 14,674,942 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

nla $3,067,332 $3,022,518 $2.977.705 52,932,891 $2,888,078 $2,843,265 $2,798,451 

3,044,925 3.ooo.112 2,955.29a 2,910,485 z.865.671 2,820,858 

23.398 23,053 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 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit@), 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%; Ihe monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Appllcable depredation rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to roundlng. 



Llne - 
1. Investments 

a. ExpenditureslAddibns 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremenk 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServIcelDepreclation Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. 

5. 

CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

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

Form 42-4P 
Page 2 of 45 

Fiorida Power B Llaht Comnany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capltal investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Low NOx Burner Technoioqv (Proiect No. 2) 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period July August September October 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 

November December Twelve Monlh 
Amount 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
. $0 

n/a 
nla 

$17.473.393 17.473.393 17.473.393 17.473.393 17,473,393 17,473,393 17.473.393 
14,674,942 14.719.756 14,764,569 14,809.383 14,654,196 14,899,010 14,943,823 

0 0 0 0 0 ' 0  0 0 

$2,798,451 $2,753,638 $2,708,824 $2.664.011 $2,619,197 $2,574,384 $2.529.570 nla 

2.776.044 2,731,231 2,686,417 2.641.604 2,596,790 2,551.977 

21,332 20,967 20.643 20,299 19,954 19,610 258.045 
4.342 4,271 4.201 4,131 4,061 3,991 52,519 

44.613 44.813 44.813 44,813 44.813 44,813 537.762 

$70.487 $70.072 $69.658 $69,243 $68,629 $68.414 $848,325 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(+ unit(s). or plant accounl(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 depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortlzallon period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 



Line - 
1. investments 

a. ExpendiluresIAddltions 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. ReUremenls 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlceIDepreciaUon Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreciaUon (C) 
4. 

5. 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. 

CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Return on Average Net investment 
a. 
b. 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. DepreclaUon (E) 
b. Amortlzatlon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

Florlda Power i% Llaht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Continuous Emissions Monltorlna (Prolect No. 3bl 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 3 of 45 

Beglnning 
of Pedod January 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated 

Six Month February March April May June 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

79.000 30,000 67,500 0 42,000 $218.500 
$0 
$0 

0 $12.721.785 12,800,785 12,830.785 12,898.285 12,898.285 12,940,285 12,940,285 
7,470,030 7505.486 7.540.971 nla 7,329,194 7.364.225 7,399,328 7,434,603 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

n/a $5,399 314 $5.392.591 $5,436,560 $5,431,457 $5,463,683 $5,428,255 $5,434,799 I 

5.414.575 5,434,009 5,447.570 5,445.969 5.431.527 5,417,056 

41,607 41,756 41.860 41.848 41,737 41.626 260,432 
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 21 1,777 

9. Tolai System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $85,105 $85,357 $85.654 $85.792 $85,687 $85,582 $513,178 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Appllcable beginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unlI(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. 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 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Tolais may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. Investments 

a. Expenditures/Additlons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements . 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-in-Servlce/Depreciation Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

w 5. Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

0. Average Net Investment 

Florida Power & Llaht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Forthe Period July through December2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Continuous Emissions Monitorina (Proiect No. 3b) 

(in Dollars) 

Form 424P 
Page 4 of 45 

7. Return on Average Net investment 
e. 
b. 

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

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amorlizatlon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

Beginning 

of Period July August September October November 
Amount Estimated 

December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estlmated Amount 

$7.500 . $226,000 
$0 
$0 

912,940,285 12.940.285 12,940,285 12,947,785 12,947.785 12,947,785 12,947,785 nla 
7.540.971 7,576,456 7.61 1,941 7.647.439 7,682,949 7.71 8.459 7.753369 nla 

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

nla $5,399,314 $5,363,829 $5,328,344 $5,300,346 $5,264.836 $5,229,326 $5,193,816 

5,381.571 5,34 6.0 8 6 5,314,345 5,282,591 5,247,081 5.21 1,571 

41,353 41.080 40,836 40.592 40.319 40,047 494,660 
8,416 8,361 8,311 8.262 8,206 8,150 100,675 

35.485 35,485 35,498 35,510 35,510 35,510 424.775 

583.707 $1.020,110 $85,254 $84,926 $84,645 $84,364 $84,036 

Notes: 
(A) N/A 
(E) 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 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income TaxRate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 4MP.  pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. investments 

e. ExpendituredAddiUons 
b. Clearings lo Plan1 
c. ReUremenls 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-in-SenrlcelDepreciation Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depredation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non interest Bearing 

c ,- 5. Ne1 Investment (Unes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net lnveslment 
a. 
b. 

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

8. Investment Expenses 
a. DepreclaUon (E) 
b. AmorlizaUon (F) 
c. Dismanllemenl 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Oiher(G) 

9, Tolel Syelem Remverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) 

Florida Power & Uqht ComDany 
Envlronmenlai Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Prolect Clean Closure Eauivalenw (Proiect No. 4b) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 

Form 42-W 
Page 5 of 45 

of Period January February March April May June Six Month 
Amount Estlmated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount Estimated 

0 0 0 0 0 $0 $0 

$58.866 58,866 58.866 58.866 58.866 58,866 58,866 nla 
35,581 35.692 35,803 35.914 36,024 36,135 36.246 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$23.285 $23,174 $23,063 $22.952 $22,842 $22.731 $22,620 nla 

23.229 23.119 23,008 22,897 22,786 22.675 

178 176 
36 36 

177 
36 

176 175 174 
36 36 35 

111 111 111 111 111 111 

1,058 
21 5 

665 

$326 $325 $324 $323 $322 $321 $1,941 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(E) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unil(s). or plant acmunt(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflecis the Federal income Tax Rate of 35% the monthly Eqully Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% r e t m  on eqUltY. 
(E) Applicable depreciallon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcabie emortlzation period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

c 

8. 

9. 

Investments 
8. ExpendltureslAddlllons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Olher(A) 

Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclatlon Base (e) 
Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
CWlP - Non inleresl Bearing 

Ne1 lnveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Averege Ne1 Investment 

Return on Average Net Investment 
e. 
b. 

lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depreclallon (E) 
b. AmortlzaUon (F) 
c. Dlsmantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Deb1 Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) 

Florlda Power 8 Llqht Comuany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December2008 

Return on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Prolect: Clean Closure Eauivalencv (Proiect No. 4b) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 

Form 42-4P 
Page 6 Of 45 

September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

of Period July August 
Amount Estimated EstJmated 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

58,866 58,866 58.866 58.866 58.866 58,866 nla 
36,357 36.468 36,578 36.689 36,800 36.912 nla 

$58.866 
36.246 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$22,620 $22,509 $22.398 $22,288 $22,177 $22.066 $21,955 nle 

22.565 22.454 22.343 * 22,232 22,121 22,Ol 1 

173 173 
35 35 

172 
35 

171 
35 

170 
35 

169 2.086 
34 425 

111 111 111 Ill 111 111 1,330 

$319 $318 $317 $316 $315 $314 $3.840 

NIA 
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. 
NIA 
The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch reflects lhe Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
Appllcable depreclallon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
Appilcabie amortlzalion period(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
NIA 

Tobls may not add due to rounding. 



Form 424P 
Page 7 of 45 

Florida Power & Liaht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Line - 
I. investments 

a. ExpendituredAdditIons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. OWer(A) 

2. Plant-in-Servlce/Depreciation Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depredation (C) 
4. 

5. 

6. Average Net Investment 

CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) c-. 
w 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

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

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes. 
For Prolect Malntenance of Above Ground Storage Tanks (Proiect No. 5bl 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 

of Period January Februaly 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated 

March April May June Six Month 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated 

$0 

n/a 
nla 

$13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550.218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 13,550,218 
2.729.709 2.773.755 2,817.802 2,861,848 2,905,894 2,949.941 2,993,987 

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 nla 

10.798.486 10.754.439 10,710.393 . 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 

44,046 44,046 44.046 44,046 44,046 44.046 264,279 
8. Investment Expenses 

a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $857,360 $142,282 $141,875 $143,912 $143,504 $143,097 $142,690 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(E) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P, 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 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) N/A 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. Investments 

a. Expenditures/AddiUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServicdDepreciation Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. 

5. 

CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net investment 
a. 
b. 

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

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

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

Notes: 
(A) NIA 

Florida Power 8 Llqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Maintenance of Above Ground Storase Tanks (Proiect No. 5b) 

(in Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 8 of 45 

Beginning 

of Period July August September October 
Amount 

November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated E 

$13,550.21 8 13,550.21 8 13,550,218 13,550.21 8 13,550,218 
2,993,987 3.038.034 3,082.080 3.126.127 3,170,173 

Amount timated Estimated 

$0 

3,550,218 13,550,218 n/a 
3.214.220 3.258.266 n/a 

n n n 

$10556.230 $10,512,184 $10,468,137 $10,424,091 $10,380,044 $10,335,998 $10,291,952 nla 

10,534,207 10,490.161 10,446,114 . 10,402,068 10.358.021 10,313,975 

80,947 80.608 80,270 79,931 79,593 79,254 973,390 
16,475 16.406 16,337 16,268 16,199 16,130 198,109 

44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 44,046 528,558 

$139,431 $1,700,056 $141,468 $141,060 $140,653 $140,246 $139,838 

. .  
(6) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P. 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 424P, pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Form 424P 
Page 9 of 45 

Florlda Power B Llsht Comuany 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Line - 
1. lnvealmenls 

a. ExpendilureslAddltions 
b. Clearlngs lo Plant 
c. Rellremenb 
d. Other(A) 

2. Planl-in-ServlceIDepreclatlon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non lnleresl Bearing 

5. Net lnveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Oepreclalion (E) 
b. Amorllzallon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

9. Told Syetem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 8 8) 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Prolect: Relocate Turbine 011 Underaround Pblna (Proiect No. 71 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

January February March April May June SIX Month 
Esllmated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 

$31.030 31,030 31.030 31,030 31.030 31,030 31,030 nla 
20.151 20.185 20.216 20,248 20,279 20.310 20.341 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$10.876 $10,845 $10.814 $10.783 $10,751 $10,720 $10,689 nla 

10.860 10.829 10.798 . 10.767 10,736 10,705 

83 83 83 83 82 82 
17 47 17 17 17 17 

31 31 31 31 31 31 

497 
101 

186 

$131 $131 $131 $131 $130 $130 $784 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(0) Applicable beginning of period and end of perlod depreciable base by production plant name(s). Uhlt(s). or plant account[s). See Form 424P. 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% r~tUrn on eqUlty. 
(E) Appllcable depreclation rate or rales. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcable amorllzallon perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Tolais may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. inveslmenls 

a. ExpendiIureslAddiUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. OWer(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServiwlDepreciaUon Base (e) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depredation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non interest Bearing 

+, 5. Ne1 lnveslment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 
m 

6. Average Nal Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net lnveslment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Componenl grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. lnveslment Expenses 
a. DepreclaUon (E) 
b. Amorlizallon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Florida Power & Llqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 10 of 45 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Prolect: Relocate Turblne 011 Underaround PlDina (Prolect No. 71 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 

of Period July August September November December Twelve Month October 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount Estimated Estlmsted 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$31.030 31.030 31,030 31.030 31.030 31,030 31,030 nla 
20,372 20,403 20,434 20,465 20,496 20.527 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
20.341 

0 0 

$10,689 $10.658 $10,627 $10.596 $10.565 $10,534 $10.503 nla 

10,674 10,643 10.612 10.581 10,550 10,519 

82 82 82 81 81 81 
17 17 17 17 16 16 

31 31 31 31 31 31 

986 
201 

372 

$130 $129 $129 $129 $129 $128 $1,558 

Noles: 
(A) N/A 
(e) Applicable beginnlng of pedod and end of period depredable base by production plant name@). unit@). 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) Appllcable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amorlbtion period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Florlda Power B Llaht Comoanv 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 11 of 45 

Clne 
1. 
- 

2. 
3. 
4. 

c 5. 
4 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

. .  

Investments 
a. ExpendltureslAddlOons 
b. Cleerlngs to Plant 
c. Retlrements 
d. Olher(A) 

PlanCln-Servlce/DepreclaUon Base (B) 
Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net lnveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Net Investment 

Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. Amorllzalbn (F) 
c. Dlsmantiement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreclatlon and Taxes 
For Proiect: Oil S ~ l l l  CleanudResDonse EquiDment (Proiect No. 8b) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period January February 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated 

SIX Month 
Amount 

March April May June 
Estlmated 

55,000 $55,000 

412.721 412,721 467,721 467.721 467,721 467.721 n/a 
153,608 158.026 162,444 166.685 171,349 175,613 160.277 nla 

$412,721 

a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Unes 7 & 8) 

$259,113 $254.695 $250,277 $300,836 $296,372 $291.908 $287.444 n/a 

256,904 252,466 275.556 296.604 294,140 289.576 

1,974 1,940 2.117 2,295 2,260 2,226 
402 395 431 457 460 453 

4,418 4.418 4,441 4,464 4,464 4,464 

12.812 
2.608 

26,670 

$6.794 $6.753 $6,990 $7.226 $7,184 $7,143 $42,090 

N/A 
Appllcable beginnlng of period and end of period depredable base by production plant name(@. unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P, pages 43-45. . 
NIA 
The Gross-Up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35% the monthly Equlty Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equlty. 
Appllcable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
Appllcable smortlratlon pedod(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. Investments 

a. ExpendltureslAddltios 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremants 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-SerJkelDepreclaUon Base (B) 
3. Lass: Accumulated DepredaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

c-. 
0 

Florlda Power B Llaht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Oil Soill CkmUDlReSDOnSe EaulDment (Proiecl No. 8bl 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page I 2  of 45 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. Amortlzallon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expanses 
e. Ollier (G) 

Beglnning 
of Period 
Amount 

Twelve Month December November July August September October 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$67.000 $122,000 

467.721 467.721 467.721 467,721 467,721 534.721 nla 
180.277 184.742 189.206 193.670 198.134 202.598 207.169 nla 

$467.721 

0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$287.444 $282.980 $278,516 $274,051 $269,587 $265,123 $327.553 nla 

285.212 280,748 276.283 271,819 267,355 296.338 

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

2.192 2.157 2.123 2,089 2,054 2,277 
446 439 432 425 41 8 463 

4.464 4.464 4,464 4,464 4,464 4.571 

25,704 
5.231 

53,561 

$7,102 $7,060 $7,019 $6.978 $6,937 $7,311 $84.497 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclable base by production plant name@). unit(?.), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch refleds the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable dapreclallon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) N/A 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. Inveslments 

a. ExpendituredAddIUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclaUon Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Nan Interest Bearing - 

\o 5. Nal inveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Deb1 Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depredation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Oltier (G) 

Florida Power i% Llqht Company 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depredation and Taxes 
For Prolect: Relocate Storm Water Runoff (Proiect No. 101 

(in Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 13 of 46 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount 

January February March April May June SIX Month 
Estimated Esllmated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount Estimated 

$0 $0 

$ I  17.794 117.794 117.794 117.794 117.794 117,794 117,794 nla 
45.686 45,823 45.960 46.098 46,235 46.373 46.510 n/a 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$72.108 $71,971 $71.834 $71,696 $71,559 $71 *421 $71.2~~4 nla 

72,040 71.902 71.765 . 71.627 71,490 71.353 

554 
113 

137 

553 
112 

137 

551 
I12 

137 

550 
112 

137 

549 
112 

137 

546 3.306 
112 673 

137 825 

9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Unes 7 & 8) $804 $802 $801 $800 $799 $797 $4.803 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreclabte base by production plant name@). unit@), 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 depreciatlon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amorllzallon perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. lnveslments 

a. ExpendllureslAddltlons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremenls 
d. Olher (A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlcelDepredaUon Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

N 
0 5. Net inveslmenl (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net lnvestmenl 

7. Return on Average Ne1 Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 14 of 45 

Florlda Power B Light Comoany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciatlon and Taxes 
For Prole& Relocate Storm Water Runoff (Proiect No. 101 

(In Dollars) 

Beginnlng 

of Period July August September November December Twelve Month October 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$117,794 117.794 117,794 117,794 1 17,794 117,794 117,794 nla 
46.510 46.648 46.785 46.922 47,060 47,197 47,335 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$71.2&2 $71.146 $71,009 $70,872 $70,734 $70.597 $70,459 nla 

71.215 71.078 70,940 -. 70,803 70.665 70,528 

547 
111 

546 
111 

545 
Ill 

544 543 E42 6,573 
111 111 110 1,338 

137 137 1 37 137 137 137 1,649 
8. Investment Expenses 

a. Depreciallon (E) 
b. AmortlzaUon (F) 
c. Dismanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Unes 7 & 8) $798 $795 $793 $792 $791 $790 $9,560 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Appllcable beginning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by producllon plan1 name@), unlt(s), or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; lhe monthly Eqully Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Appllcable depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcable amortlzaUon perlod(s). See Form 42-4P3. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. investments 

a. ExpendlluredAddiUons 
b. Clearlngs lo Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Olher (A) 

2. Plant-in-SenricelDgprecia~on Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulaled Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearlng 

5. Net Investment (Unes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net investment 
a. 
b. 

? 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Deb1 Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Florida Power B Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Form 424P 
Page 15 of 45 

8. investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Pmiect: Scherer Dlscharqe Pioeline (Protect No. 12) 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

January February March April May June SIX Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 

$864,260 864.260 864,260 864,260 864.260 864.260 864,260 nla 
414.708 415,846 416.985 418,124 419,263 420.401 421.540 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$449.552 $448.414 $447,275 $446,136 $444.997 $443,859 $442.720 nla 

448,983 447.844 446.705 . 445,567 444,428 443.289 

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

3,450 3,441 3,433 3.424 3,415 3,406 
702 700 699 697 695 693 

1.139 1.1 39 1.139 1,139 1.139 1,139 

20.569 
4.186 

6.833 

$5.291 $5.280 $5.270 $5,259 $5,249 $5,238 $31,587 

Nolea: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P, pages 4345. 
(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 depreclaUon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortlzaUon perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
I. Investments 

a. ExpendilureslAddltions 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Reliremenls 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclaUon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depredation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearlng 

5. Net lnveslment (Unes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Florlda Power & Llaht Cormany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Scherer Dlscharae Pbeline (Proiect No. 121 

(In Dollars) 

Form 424P 
Page 16 of 45 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount 

Twelve Month July August September October November December 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 SO $0 

864.260 864.260 864.260 864,260 864.260 864.260 nla 
421,540 422.679 423.818 424.956 426,095 427,234 428.373 n/a 

$864,260 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$442,720 $441.581 $440,442 $439.304 $438.165 $437.026 $435,887 nla 

442.150 441,012 439.873 438.734 437.595 436,457 8. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclation (E) 
b. AmorllzaUon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 8 8) 

3.398 3.389 3,380 3.371 3,363 3,354 40.823 
691 690 688 686 684 683 8.309 

1.139 1,139 1.139 1.139 1,139 1.139 13,665 

$5.228 $5,217 $5,207 $5.196 $5.186 $5,175 $62,796 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(6) Applicable beglnntng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(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 eqully. 
(E) Appllcable depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcable amortization perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(0) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. Investments 

a. ExpendltureslAddillons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
C. Rellremenk 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Planl-In-SewlcelDepreclaUon Base (6) 
3. Lees: Accumulated Depreclation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

td 
W 6. Net lnveslment (Llnes 2 -  3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. inveslmenl Expenses 
a. DepreclaUon (E) 
b. Amortlzallon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Florida Power & Llaht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, DepreciaUon and Taxes 
For Proied: Non-Containerized Liquid Wastes (Proiect No. 171 

(in Dollars) 

9. Total Syelem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 B 8) 

Form 424P 
Page 17 of 45 

Beginning 

January February March April May June Six Month of Period 

Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 

$0 
0 

0 
0 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

nla 
nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 nla 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 .  

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(8 )  Appllcabla beginning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by producllon plant name@). unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(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 depreclallon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcable amottlzation petiod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. lnveslments 

a. ExpendlluredAddiUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremenk 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-SarvlcelDepreciaUon Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearlng 

5. Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
e. 
b. 

hl 

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

8. Inveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. AmorllzaUon (F) 
c. Dlsmsnllement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

8. Totel Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 6)  

Form 424P 
Page 18 of 45 

Florida Power 8 Llqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Retum on Capital lnveslments, Depreclation and Taxes 
For Prolect Non-Containerized Llauld Wastes lProlect No. 171 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 

of Period July August September October November December Twelve Month 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 
0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 
0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 nla 

0 0 0 -  0 0 0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(E) Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.81425. which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%. the monthly Equlty Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equlty. 
(E) Appllcable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amorlIzaUon period@). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G)  NIA 

Tolals may not add due lo rounding. 



Llne - 
1. Investments 

a. EXpendllures/AddiUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retlrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclaUon Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net Inveslmment (L\nes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

1;: 

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

8. investment Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. AmorUzaUon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Form 42-4P 
Page 19 Of  45 

Florida Power I Llsht Company 
Envlronmenlal Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Return on Capital investments, Depreciation end Taxes 
For Proiect WasterwaterIStormWater Reuse (Prolect No. 20) 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 

of Period January February March Aprll May June SIX Month 
Amount Estlmated 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 nla 
562.995 566,644 570,293 573,941 577.590 561.239 584.688 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$1,798,666 $1.795.016 $1.791.369 $1,780,423 $1 -776,774 nla $1,784,071 $1.787.720 

1.778.596 1,796.842 1.793.ia3 1,789.545 I 1,785,896 1.782.247 

13,607 13.779 13,751 13.723 13,695 13.667 
2.810 2.804 2.799 2.793 2.787 2.782 

3,649 3.649 3.649 3,649 3.649 3,649 

82,423 
16,775 

21,892 

$20,266 $20.232 $20,199 $20,165 $20,131 $20,097 $121,090 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(8) Appllcable beginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s), unlt(s). or plant account(8). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflects lhe Federal lnwrne Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreclaUon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amoNzatlon period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Form 42-4P 
Page 20 of 45 

Line 
1. 
- 

Investments 
a. ExpendituredAdditions 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
C. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. 
3. 

N 4. cn 
5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

Plant-In-ServlcelDepreciaUon Base (B) 
Less: Accumulaled DepreciaUon (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Ne1 Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Net investment 

Return on Average Net Investment 
Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other (G) 

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

Florlda Power & Liqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiecl: Wastenvater/Stormwater Reuse (Proiect No. 201 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount 

July August September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$2.361.662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2,361,662 2.361.662 nla 
$584.888 688.536 592.185 595,834 599,482 603,131 606,780 nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$1,776,774 51,773,125 $1.769.477 $1.765.am $1.762.179 $1,754.882 nla $1,758,531 

1,771,301 1,767,652 ' 1,764,004 1,760,355 1,756,706 1,774,950 

13.639 13.611 13.583 13,555 13,527 13.499 163,836 
2.776 2,770 2,764 2,759 2.753 2,747 33,346 

3.649 3,649 3,649 3.649 3,649 3.649 43.785 

$20.064 $20,030 $19.996 $19,962 $19,929 $19,895 $240,966 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unit(s). or plant acmunt(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(0) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflects !he Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on eqUlly. 
(E) Appllcable deprecldon rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) N/A 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. lnveslmenls 

a. Expendllures/Addltions 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-in-Senlce/Depreclation Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclallon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Ne1 Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Ne1 lnveslment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

N 

Eqully Component grassed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. Inveslment Expenses 
a. Depreclallon (E) 
b. Amortlzatlon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

9. Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 8.8) 

Florida Power B Llqht ComDany 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciatlon and Taxes 
For Prolecl: Turtle Nets (Prolect No. 211 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 21 of 45 

Beginning 
of Period January 
Amount Estimated 

February March April May June Six Month 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Esilmated Estimated Amount 

288,000 $0 $288,000 

828,789 828,789 828.789 1,116,789 1,116,789 1.1 16,789 1,116,789 
105,991 106.958 107.925 109.060 1 10.363 111,666 112,969 

nla 
nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$722.798 $721,831 $720,861 $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 1.515 1.573 1,571 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 

Noles: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Applicable beginning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up faclor far 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 equily. 
(E) Appllcabie depreciation rale or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortlzallon perlod(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due lo roundlng. 



Form 42-4P 
Page 22 of 45 

Florida Power 8 Llaht Comoany 
Envlronmenlal Cost Recovely Clause 

For the Perlod July through December 2008 

Llne - 
1. Investments 

8. ExpendiluredAddiUons 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-SenrlcelDepreclaUon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreciaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Nan Interest Bearlng 

5. Ne1 lnveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

E. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
8. 

b. 
Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclalion (E) 
b. Amorllzatlon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllemenl 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Return on Capital Investments. Depredation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Turtle Nets fProlect No. 21) 

(In Dollars) 

Beglnnlng 

of Perlod July August September October November December 
Estimated Amount Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated 

Twelve Month 
Amount 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $288.000 

$1.116;189 1.1 16,789 1.1 16.789 1.116.789 1,116.789 1.116.789 1 .I 16.789 nla 
$112.969 114.272 115.575 11 6.878 118.180 119.483 120,786 nla 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$1,003.820 $1,002,517 $1.001.214 $999.91 1 $998,609 $997.306 $996.003 nla 

1,003,169 1.001.866 1,000,563 . 999,260 997,957 996,654 

7.709 7.699 7.688 7.678 7,668 7,658 
1.569 1.567 1,565 1,563 I ,56 1 1,559 

1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 1,303 

87,021 
17,711 

14,795 

$10,580 $10.568 910.556 $10,544 $10,532 $10,520 $1 19,525 

Nolee: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Appllcable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 42-41). pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(0) The Gross-up factor fortaxes uses 0.61425. which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%. the monthly Equity Component of 5.8640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreclallon rate or rates. See F o n  424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcable amorUzaUon perlod(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 



-6u!puno~ 01 enp ppe IOU leu slmol 

O$ 00 00 00 00 O$ 00 

0 0 0 0 
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0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

O$ 0s 00 00 00 O$ 00 EIU 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 00 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 
0 

e/u 0 

O$ 00 



Line - 
1. Investments 

a. Expenditures/Additlons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-ln-Service/Depreciation Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

w 
0 5. Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

G. Average Net Investment 

7. Retum on Average Net investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

0. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

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

Notes: 
(A) NIA 

Florida Power & Liqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: PlDeline Intearib Manasement (Proiect No. 22) 

(in Dollars) 

Form 424P 
Page 24 of 45 

Beginning 
of Period July 
Amount Estlmated 

August September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

300,000 300,000 300,000 
$0 $1,200,000 $1,200.000 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 1.200.000 nla 
$0 0 0 0 0 0 850 nla 
$0 0 0 300,000 300,000 300,000 0 900,000 

nla $300,000 $1,199,150 $0 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000 

0 0 150,040 300,000 300,000 749,575 

0 0 1,153 2,305 2,305 5,760 
0 0 235 469 469 1,172 

850 

11,523 
2.345 

850 

$0 $0 $1,387 $2,774 $2,774 $7,702 $14,717 

(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) 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 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Florida Power 8 Liqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Forthe Period January through June 2008 

Form 424P 
Page 25 of 45 

Llne - 
1. Investments 

e. ExpendltureslAddlUons 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
C. Retirements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-SenricelDepreciatlon Base (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Beadng 

5. Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 
w 
CI 

6. Averege Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
e. 
b. 

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

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 8 8) 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreclatlon and Taxes 
For Proiect: S ~ l i l  Preventton (Proiect No. 23) 

(in Dollars) 

Beglnnlng 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

January February March , April May June Six Month 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

41,042 90,000 $131,042 

15,570,094 
1,797,662 

$15.439.052 15,439,052 15,439,052 15,439,052 15,480,094 15,570,094 
1.548.640 1.590.060 1,631,480 1,672,900 1,714,367 1,755,969 

n/e 
nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$13,890,412 $13.848.992 $1 3.807.571 $13,766,151 $13,765,727 $13,772,431 nla $13,814,124 

13,793,278 13,789,926 13.869.702 13,828,281 13.786.861 * 13,765.939 

106,577 106,259 105,941 105.780 105,964 105,990 636.510 
21,691 21,626 21,562 21,529 21,566 21,572 129,545 

41.420 41,420 41,420 41,466 41,603 41.693 249,022 

$1 69.688 $169,305 $168,922 $168,775 $169,133 $169,254 $1,015,077 

Notes: 
(A) Reserve TransFerlAdj. 
(E) Appllcable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by producUon plant name@). unit@). or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(C) N/A 
(0) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equily Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Appllcable depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable emortlzallon perlod(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Toials may not add due to roundlng. 



Line 
1. 
- 

2. 
3. 
4. 

w 
N 5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9 

Investments 
a. ExpenditureslAddiUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Relirements 
d. OIher(A) 

Plant-In-ServicelDepreclallon Base (B) 
Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Ne1 Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

Averege Ne1 lnveslmenl 

Return on Average Net Investment 
8. 
b. 

Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. Amorllzatlon (F) 
c. Dlsmantlemenl 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) 

Florida Power B Liqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod July through December 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: SDill Preventlon (Proiect No. 231 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 26 of 45 

Beglnnlng 
of Period July 
Amount Estimated 

August September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$479.568 $1.117.637 $90,111 $29,223 $74.626 $4,415,178 $6,337.383 

$15.570.094 16,049,662 17.1 67.299 17,257,410 17,286,633 17.3ei ,259 21,776.435 nla 
$1.797.662 1,839,799 1,884,145 1330.359 1,976,733 2,023,260 2,074.588 nla 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

nla $19,701,847 $1 3,772.431 $14.209.863 $1 5.283.153 $15,327,051 $15,309,899 $15.337.999 

15,323,949 17,519.923 15.31 8.415 15,305,102 I 14,746,508 13,991,147 

107.510 113,315 117.607 117,710 117,752 134,626 1,345,030 
21.881 23.062 23.936 23.957 23.965 27,400 273,747 

42.137 44.346 46.213 46.375 46.526 51,329 525.948 

$171.528 $180,723 $187,756 $1 88,041 $188.243 $213,354 $2,144,722 

N o h :  
(A) NIA 
(6) Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by produdlon plant name(+ unlt(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 5.6'640% reflecls an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreclallon rale or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortizallon perlod(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Tolsls may not add due to rounding. 



Line 
1. 
- 

2. 
3. 
4. 

w 
w 5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Investments 
a. ExpendllureslAddiUons 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Olher(A) 

Plant-In-SenricelDepreclation Base (E) 
Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Net Investment 

Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Investment Expenses 
8. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortlzallon (F) 
c. DismanUement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Deb1 Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Total System Recoverable Expanses (Lines 7 & 8) 

Florlda Power 8 Llaht Cotmany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Form 424P 
Page 27 of 45 

Return on Capltal Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Prolect: Manatee R eburn (Prolect No. 24) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period January 
Amount Estimated 

February March April May June SIX Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount Estlmated 

$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 
2,987,285 

0 0 0 0 0 0 
2,860,364 2.225.764 2.352.684 2,479,604 2.606.524 2;133,444 

$0 
$0 
$0 

nla 
nla 
nla 

$32.312.275 $32.185.355 $32,058,435 $31,931.51 5 $31,804.594 $31,677,674 $31,550,754 nla 

32.248.815 32.121.895 31,994,975 * 31,868,055 31,741,134 31.814.214 n/a 

247.805 246.830 245.855 244,879 243,904 242,929 1,472,203 
50.434 50,236 50,037 49,839 49,640 49,442 299,629 

126,920 126.920 126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 761,521 

$425,160 $423,986 $422,812 $421,639 $420.465 $419,291 $2,533,353 

N/A 
Appllcable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@), unlt(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
NIA 
The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; lhe monthly Equity Component of 5.6640% reflects an 1 I .75% return on equity. 
Appllcable depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
Appllcable amorUzaUon perlod(s). See Form 424P, pages 4345. 
NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. Investments 

a. ExpendlturedAddlllons 
b. Ciearlngs to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher (A) 

2. Planl-In-SenrlcelDepreclaUon Ease (E) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

W 
p 5. Net Inves\ment (Unes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
e. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. lnveslmanl Expenses 
a. Depreclatkm (E) 
b. AmortlzaUon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Florlda Power 8 Llqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod July through December 2008 

Retun on Capital Investments. DepreciaUon and Taxes 
For Proiect: Manatee Reburn (Proiect No. 24) 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 28 of 46 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount 

July August December Twelve Month November October September 
EsUmaled Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estlmated Amount 

$0 $0 $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 34338,039 34,538,039 34,538,039 34,538.039 
$2987.285 3,114,205 3,241,125 3,368.045 3,494,965 3,621,886 3,748.806 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

631,550,754 $31.423.834 $31,296,914 $31 .I 69,994 $31,043,073 $30,916,153 $30,789,233 

31.487.294 31.360.374 31,233,454 . 31 .I 06,533 30,979,613 30.852.693 

241.954 240,978 240.003 239,028 238,053 ,237,077 
49.244 49.045 48,847 48,648 48.450 48.251 

126.920 126.920 126,920 126,920 126,920 126,920 

nla 
nla 
nla 

nla 

$2,909,295 
$592,113 

$1,523,042 

9. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 B 8) $418,117 $416.944 $415.770 $414,596 $413,422 $412.248 $5,024,450 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unil(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for faxes 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 depredation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amortization perlod(s). See Form 42-4P, pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due lo rounding. 



Florlda Power B Llaht Company 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Retum on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: Port Everqlades ESP (Proiect No. 251 

(In Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 29 of 45 

Llne - 
1. Investments 

a. ExpendituresIAddltlons 
b. Cleerlngs to Plant 
c. Retlremenls 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclaUon Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net lnveslmenl (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 
CJ 
Lh 

Beglnnlng 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

January February March Aprll May June Six Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Amount 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$81,840,719 81,840,719 81,840,719 81.840.719 81.840,719 81,840,719 81.840.719 
5,778.624 6.084.083 8,389,542 6.695.002 7.000.461 7,305,920 7,611,380 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

nla 
nla 
nla 

$76,062,095 $75.756.636 575,451,176 $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 . 74.992.987 74.687,528 74,382.069 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Cmponent grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depredation (E) 
b. Amortlzatlon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher (G) 

9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 & 8) 

583.300 580,953 578.606 576,259 673,911 571,564 3.464.594 
118,716 118.238 117,760 117,283 116,805 1 1  6,327 705,130 

1,832,756 305,459 305.459 305.459 305.459 305,459 305,459 

$1,007,476 $1,004.651 $1,001,826 $999,001 $996,176 $993,351 $6,002,481 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(8)  Applicable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unit@). or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, whlch reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equlty Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equlty. 
(E) Appllcable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
( F )  Appllcable amortlzatlon period(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) NIA 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Ftortda Power 8 Llqht Company 
Envlrmmenta! Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Llne - 
1. invastinents 

a. ExpendttureslAddlUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. ReUremenls 
d. Other(A) 

2. Plant-ln-ServlceR)epredation Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non interest Bearing 

w 
ch 5. Net investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
8. 

b. 
Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciallon (E) 
b. AmortlzaUon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Notes: 
(A) NIA 

Form 42dP 
Page 30 of 45 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiecl: Port Everqlades ESP (Proiect No. 25) 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 

December of Period July August September 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Esttmated Estimated Estimated 

Twelve Month 
Amount 

November October 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

$0 $0 
$0 $0 
$0 $0 

$0 $0 
$0 $0 
$0 $0 

$81,840,719 81.840.719 81.840.719 81,840.71 9 81,840,719 81.840.719 61.840.719 
$7.611.380 7.91 6,839 8.222.298 8,527,756 8,833.217 9.138.676 9,444.136 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

n/a 
n/a 
nla 

574,229,339 $73,923,880 $73,618.420 $73,312.961 $73,007,502 $72,702,042 572,396,583 nla 

74.076.609 73.771.150 73,465,691 . 73,160,232 72.854;772 72.549313 

' 569.217 566,870 564.523 562,175 559,828 657,481 
I 15.850 11 5.372 114,894 114,417 I1 3,939 113.461 

305,459 305.459 305.459 305.459 305,459 305.459 

$6,844,688 
$1,393,0G2 

$3.665.512 

$990.526 $987.701 $984.876 $982.051 $979,226 $976,402 $1 1,903,263 

(B) ApplkaMe beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unlt(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(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 eqully. 
(E) Appllcable depreciaUon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amorl!zaUon period@). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. lnveslments 

e. Expendllures/AddiUons 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
c. ReUrements 
d. Other(A) 

2. Planl-In-ServlcelDepreclaUon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWiP - Non Interest Bearlng 

5. Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 +4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

w 
-4 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Deb1 Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depredation (E) 
b. Amorllzalion (F) 
c. DismenUement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Form 424P 
Page 31 of 45 

Florida Power B Llqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, DepreclaUon and Taxes 
For Proiect: LIST Removal I Replacement (Prolect No. 26J 

(in pollars) 

Beginning 

of Perlod January February March Aprll May June Six Month 
Amount Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount Estlmated 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

0 0 0 -  0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 
0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

nla 
n/a 
nia 

nla 

0 
0 

0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Notes: 
(A) N/A 
(8)  Applicable beginning of perlcd and end of period depreciable base byproductlon plant name@), unit(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(C) N/A 
(D) The Grossup 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) Appllceble depreclatlon rete or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amoNzalion perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) N/A 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Form 42-4P 
Page 32 of 46 

Florida Power & Lluht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod July through December 2008 

Llne - 
1. lnveslments 

a. Expendltures/Addltions 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Retlremenb 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-in-ServicelDepreciaUon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net Investment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equlty Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Arnorllzation (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other (G) 

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

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciatlon and Taxes 
For Prolect: UST Removal / ReDlacement (Prolect No. 261 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount 

Twelve Month July August September October November December 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount Estimated 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 0 0 
$0 0 0 

0 
0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

n/a 
nla 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 

$0 $0 80 $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 $0 

Notss: 
(A) NIA 
(El) Appllcable beglnnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). 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. whlch 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 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to roundlng. 



btee Rebuo 

Llne - 
I. lnveelments 

a. ExpenditureslAddlllons 
b. Clearlngs to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Planl-In-ServlcelDepreclallon Base (6) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depraclallon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net lnveslment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 
w 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. lnveslment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Florida Power & Llqht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Forthe Perlod January through June2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 33 oF45 

Return on Capital investments, DepreciaUon and Taxes 

(in Dollars) 
For Proiect: CAlR Comoliance fProiect No. 311 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount Eslimated 

SIX Month January February March April May June 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated EsUmated Amount 

$2,817,917 $2,817.917 $2.817.917 $2,171,250 $2,171,250 $2,171,250 514,967,501 
0 0 14.855.089 646.667 646,667 $646,667 $16,795,090 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$396,999 396.999 396.999 15.252.08~ 15.898.755 16,545,422 17,192,089 nla 
436 1.307 2,178 17.286 47.249 78,451 110,894 nla 

28,794,176 31.612.093 34.430.010 22.392.838 24,564,088 28,906,588 n/a 26,735,336 

$29.1 90,739 $32,007,784 $34.824.830 $37,627.640 $40 , 415.594 $43.202.308 $45.987 , 783 nla 

30,599.262 33.416.307 36,226,235 39,021,617 41,808,951 44,595,046 nla 

235.130 256,777 278.368 299,849 321,267 342,676 1,734,066 
47.855 52,260 56.655 61,027 65,386 69,743 352,925 

871 871 15.107 29,863 31,203 32,442 110.458 

$283.856 $309.908 $350,131 $390,838 $417,855 $444,861 $2,197,449 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(B) Applicable beginning of perlod and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unlt(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P, pages 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425, which reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Eqully Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on eqully. 
(E) Appllcable depreclatlon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Appllcabie amortlzallon period@). See Form 424P. pages 4245. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to roundlng. 



Florida Power (L. Llqht ComDany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Perlod July through December2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 34 of 45 

Llne - 
1. Inveslments 

a. ExpendllureslAddlllons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Planl-In-ServicelDepreclatlon Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net Inveslment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Relurn on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.6767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclatlon (E) 
b. Amortizelion (F) 
c. Dismanllement 
d. Property Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreclatlon and Taxes 
For Prolect: CAR ComDllance (Prolect No. 31) 

(in Dollars) 

I3eghnlng 

of Period July August September October 
Amount 

Twelve Month December November 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Esllmated Amount 

$2.171.250 $2,171,250 $2,171,250 $1 3,059,562 913,059,582 ($9.1 97.91 6) $38,402,499 
$646.667 $646.667 $646.667 $646.667 $646,667 $24,104.165 $44,132,590 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$17.192.089 17.838.756 18.485.423 19,132,090 19,778,757 20,425,424 44,529,569 nla 
$110.894 144.575 179.496 215,656 253.056 291,696 345.376 nla 

35,420.338 46.479.920 61,539,502 52,341,566 n/a $28,906,588 31,077,838 33,249,088 

$45,987.783 $48.772.019 $51.555.015 $54,336,771 $68,005,620 $81,673.230 $96,525,799 n/a 

47.37e.901 50,163.517 52.945.893 . 61,171,196 74.639.425 89.099.515 

364.075 365.465 406.845 470,050 575,079 684,656 $4,620,235 
74,098 78,452 82.803 95.667 117,043 139,344 $940.331 

33.682 34,921 36.160 37.400 38.639 53,680 $344,940 

9. Total Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $471 -855 $4 9 8,8 3 7 $525,808 $603,116 $730,761 $877.680 $5,905,506 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(8) Appllcable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by producUon plant name@), unlt(s). or plant account(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(0) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflects the Federal income Tax Rate of 35% the monthly Eqully Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreciallon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amortlzallon period(s). See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Tolals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

5 5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Investments 
a. ExpenditureslAddillons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

Plant-In-ServlcelDepreclation Base (6) 
Less: Accumulated Depreclatlon (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net Investment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Ne1 Investment 

Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclalion (E) 
b. Amorlizatlon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Other(G) 

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

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 8 8) 

Florida Power 8 Llaht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreclatlon and Taxes 
For Prolect: CAMR Comaliance (Prolect No. 331 

(in Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 35 of 45 

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 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 

nla 36.893.265 9,000,261 13,649,095 18297.929 22.946.763 27,595,597 32,244,431 

$36.893.265 $9,000,261 513,649,095 $18,297,929 $22,946,763 $27,595,597 $32,244,431 nla 

11.324.678 15.973.512 20,622.346 25,271,180 29,920,014 34,588,848 nla 

87.021 122,743 158.466 194,188 229.91 0 265,633 1,057,961 
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 

Notos: 
(A) NIA 
(8) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@), unit(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up factor for t m s  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) Appllcable depreclation rate or rates. See Form 424P, pages 43-45. 
(F) Applicable amortization period(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. Investments 

8. ExpendltureslAdditlons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremenls 
d. Other(A) 

2. Planl-in-Senrlce/Deprecla~on Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

5. Net Investment (Ltnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

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

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. Amortlzatlon (F) 
c. Dlsmanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

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

Form 42-4P 
Page 36 of 45 

Florida Power B Lisht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Return on Capital Investments. Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proiect: CAMR Comollance lProiect No. 33) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

July August September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$4.648.834 $4.648.834' $4.648.834 $4 I 6 4  8.8 34 $4.648.634 $4,648,634 $55,786.008 
$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 

$36,893.265 41,542,099 46,190,933 50.839.767 55,488,601 60,137,435 64,786.269 

nla 
nla 
nla 

$36.893.265 $41,542,099 $46,190,933 $50.839.767 $65,486,601 $60,137,435 $84,786,269 nla 

39.217.662 43,666.516 48.515.350 . 53.164.184 57,813,018 62,461,652 

301.355 337.076 372.600 408.523 444,245 479,967 
61,333 68.604 75.874 83,144 90,415 97,665 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

$3,401,926 
$692,376 

$0 

$362,688 $405.681 $448.674 $491,667 $534,660 $577,652 $4,094,304 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Appllcabie beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unlt(s). or plant account(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(C) N/A 
(D) The Gross-up factor for taxes uses 0.61425. which reflects Ihe Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equlty Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreclaUon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4245. 
(F) Applicable dmortization perlod(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) N/A 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Llne - 
1. I 

2. 
3. 
4. 

P 
w 5. 

6. 

7. 

0. 

9. 

lnvealmenls 
8. ExpendllureslAddlUons 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellrements 
d. Olher(A) 

Plant-in-ServicelDepreclaUon Base (e) 
Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C)  
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net lnveslmenl (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Net Investment 

Relurn en Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

lnveslmenl Expenses 
a. Depreclalion (E) 
b. Amorllzallon (F) 
c. Dlsmantlemenl 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Deb1 Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 B 8) 

Form 424P 
Page 37 of 45 

Florida Power 8 Lhht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreclatlon and Taxes 
For Prolect: Martin Plan1 Drinklna Water Svstem ComDllance (Prolect No. 35) 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning 

of Period January February March Aprll May June Six Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Amount Amount 

$0 
$144,000 $144,000 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$0 
0 

0 
0 

0 144,000 144,000 144,000 144,000 
0 102 306 51 0 714 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $0 $0 $143.898 $143,694 $143,490 $143.286 

0 0 71.949 - 143.796 143,592 143,388 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

nla 
n/a 
nla 

nla 

nla 

553 4.105 1,103 1,102 3,863 
113 225 225 224 786 

102 204 204 204 714 

$0 $0 $767 $1,634 $1,532 $1,530 $5,363 

NIA 
Appllcable beginnlng of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@). unlt(s). or plant account@). See Form 424P, pages 4345. 
NIA 
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. 
Appllcable depreclaUon rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
Appllcable amortlzallon period(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
NIA 

Tolals may not add due lo rounding. 



Florida Power & Llaht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through. December 2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 38 of 45 

Line - 
1. investments 

a. ExpendltureslAddiUons 
b. Ciearlngs to Plant 
c. Retirements 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Plant-IkSewlcelDepreciation Base (B) 
3. Less: Accumulated Depreciation (C) 
4. CWlP - Non lnlerest Bearlng 

5. Net inveslment (Lines 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net lnvesiment 

7. Return on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

2 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Deb1 Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreciation (E) 
b. AmorllzaUon (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Oiher(G) 

Return on Capltal Investments. Depreciatlon and Taxes 
For Proiect: Martin Plant Drinklna Water System GomDilance (Proiect NO. 35) 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning 
of Period 
Amount Estimated 

Twelve Month July August September October November December 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estlmated Amount 

$0 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $144,000 
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

$144,000 144,000 144,000 144,000 144.000 144,000 144,000 
$714 918 1,122 1,326 1,530 1.734 1.938 
SO 0 0 0 0 0 0 

nla 
nla 
nla 

$143,286 $143.082 $142.878 $142,674 $142,470 $142,266 $142,062 nla 

143.184 142,980 142,776 . 142.572 142,368 142,164 

1.100 1.099 1,097 1,096 1,094 1,092 
224 224 223 223 223 222 

204 204 204 204 204 204 

$10,441 
$2,125 

$1.938 

9. Tolai Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 &8) $1,528 $1,526 $1,524 $1,523 $ I  ,521 $1,519 $14,504 

Notes: 
(A) NIA 
(e) Applicable beginning 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 
(0) The Gross-up factor for laxes uses 0.61425. whlch reflects the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%; the monthly Equlty Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depreciation rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amortization period(@. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G)  NIA 

Tolals may not add due lo rounding. 



Line - 
1. Inveslments 

a. ExpendllureslAddilions 
b. Clearings to Plant 
c. Rellremenls 
d. Olher(A) 

2. Planl-In-ServlcelDepreclation Base (8) 
3. Less: Accumulated DepreclaUon (C) 
4. GWlP - Non Interest Beadng 

5. Net Investment (Unes 2 - 3 + 4) 

6. Average Net Investment 

P 

7. Relum on Average Net Investment 
a. 
b. 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (D) 
Debt Component (Line 6 x 1.8767% x 1112) 

8. Investment Expenses 
a. Depreclalion (E) 
b. Amortization (F) 
c. Dismantlement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Oher(G) 

Florlda Power & Llsht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Return on Capital Investments, Depreciation and Taxes 
For Proleck Low Level Radioactive Waste Storaae (Proiect No. 361 

(in Dollars) 

Form 42-4P 
Page 39 of 45 

Beginning 
OF Period January 
Amount Estimated 

February March April May June SIX Month 
Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Estimated Amount 

$0 

$0 

$0 0 
0 0 

$0 
$0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 0 
0 0 

0 
0 

nla 
nla 

0 0 0 0 0 0 nla 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 nla 

0 0 0 -  0 0 0 nla 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

8. Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 7 & 8) $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

Nolee: 

(A) N/A 
(E) Applicable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name@), unll(s), or plant account(s). See Form 424P. 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 11.76% return on equity. 
(E) Applicable depredation rate or rates. See Form 42-4P. pages 43-45. 
(F) Appllcable amortlzaUon period(s). See Form 424P. pages 43-45. 
(G) NIA 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Line - 
1. lnveslmenls 

2. 
3. 
4. 

P 
o\ 6. 

6. 

7, 

8 

9. 

a. ExpendltureslAddiUons 
b. Clearings lo Plant 
c. Rellremenls 
d. Olher(A) 

PlanCln-SarulcelDepreclalian Base (6) 
Less: Accumulated DepredaUon (C) 
CWlP - Non Interest Bearing 

Net lnveslment (Llnes 2 - 3 + 4) 

Average Net lnveslment 

Retum on Average Net lnveslment 
a. 
b. 

lnveslment Expenses 
a. Depreclallon (E) 
b. Amortlzatlon (F) 
c. Dismanllement 
d. Properly Expenses 
e. Olher(G) 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (0) 
Deb1 Component (Llne 6 x 1.8767% x 1/12) 

Total System Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 7 & 8) 

Florida Power & Llqht Company 
Envlronmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 40 of 45 

Return on Capital Investments. DepreclaUon and Taxes 
For Prolect Low Level Radioactive Waste Storaae (Proiect No. 361 

(In Dollars) 

Beginnlng 
of Perlod 
Amount 

July August September October November December Twelve Month 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estlmated Estimated Amount 

$0 
$0 

$0 
$0 

$0 $0 
$0 $0 

$0 0 0 0 
$0 0 0 0 

0 
0 

$0 $0 
$0 $0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

$0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

$0 
$0 
$0 

nla 
nla 
nla 

nla 

$0 

Notes: 
(A) N/A 
(e) Appllcable beginning of period and end of period depreciable base by production plant name(s). unit@), or plant account(s). See Form 424P, pages 43-45. 
(C) NIA 
(D) The Gross-up faclor for taxes uses 0.61426. 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 depredation rate or rates. See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(F) Applicable amoNzallon period(s). See Form 424P. pages 4345. 
(G) N/A 

Totals may not add due to rounding. 



Florida Power B Llsht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2008 

Form 42-4P 
Page 41 of 45 

Llne 

Schedule of Amortizalbn of and Negative Retum on 
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances 

(In Ddlars) 

Beginning of 
Perlod 

Amount January February March April May June 
Esllmaled Esllmated Estimated Estlmaled Esllmaled Estimated 

End of 
Period 

1 Worklng Capital Dr (Cr) . .  
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 

b 168.200 Allowances Withheld 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 

a 168.100 Allowance Inventory 

c 182.300 Olher Regulatory Assols-Losses 0 

(2.385.801) (2,295,997) (2,206.193) (2,116.389) (1,936,781) (1,846.977) (2,026,585) 
($2.385.801) (S2.295.997) ($2206,193) ($2,116,389) ($2.026.585) ($1,836,781) ($1,846.977) 

d 264.900 Other Regulalory Liabllllies-Galns 
2 Tolel Worklng Capllal 

3 Average Ne1 Worklng Capital Balance 

4 Relurn on Average Net Worklng Capital Balance 

b 
e Equily Component gmssed up for taxes (A) 

Debt Companent (Une 8 x 1.87670% x 1/12) 
5 Tolal Relurn Component 

6 ExpenseDr(Cr) 

-4 a 41 1.800 Galns from DlspaslUons of Allowances 

b 

c 509.000 Allowance Expense 

41 1.900 Losses from Dkposltions of Allowances 

7 Ne1 Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) 

8 Toial Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) 
a 
b 

Recoverable Costs Allocaled lo Energy 
Recoverable Costs Allocated lo Demand 

9 Energy Jurisdicllonal Faclor 
10 Demand Jurlsdlcllonal Factor 

11 
12 

Retail Energy-Relaled Recoverable Costs (B) 
Relall Demand-Relaied Recoverable Costs (C) 

(2.340.899) (2,251,095) (2.161.291) (2.071.487) (1.981.683) (1.891.879) 

(17.988) (I 7.298) (I 6.808) (15.910) (1 5,228) (14.538) (97,576) 
(3.661) (3,521) (3,3801 (3,240) (3,099) (2,959) (19,859) 

($21,649) ($20,818) ($19.988) ($19.1571 ($18.327) ($17.496) ($117,4351 (D) 

(09.804) (09.004) (09.804) (89.804) (89.804) (89.804) (538.824) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 -  0 0 0 
(589.804) ($89.804) ($89,804) ($89.804) ($69.804) ($89,804) ($538,824) (E) 

($111,453) ($110,622) ($109,792) ($108,961) ($108.131) ($107.300) 
(111.453) (110,822) (109,792) (108,961) (108.131) (107,300) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

98.53348% 98.53348% 88.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 
98.82224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 

(109,818) (109,000) (108,182) (107,363) (106,545) (105,727) (646.635) 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

13 Tolel Jurlsdicilonal Recoverable Costs (UnesIl+lZ) ($109,818) ($109.000) ($108.182) ($107.363) ($106,545) ($105,727) ($646,6351 

Notes: 
(A) The Gross-up fador for taxes uses 0.61425. whlch refieds the Federal Income Tax Rate of 35%: the monthly Eqully Component of 5.6640% reflects an 11.75% return on equity. 
(8) Llne 8a limes Une 9 
(C) Llne 8b limes Llne 10 
(D) Llne 5 Is reported on Capllal Schedule 
(E) Une 7 la reported on O&M Schedule 

In accordance with FPSC Order No. PSG94-039SFOF-El. FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emlsslons allowances as a regulatory Ilabilily. 

Tolals may not add due lo rounding 
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Llne 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

% 6  

7 

8 

9 
10 

11 

Worklng Capllal Dr (Cr) 
a 158.100 Allowance Inventory 
b 168.200 Allowances Wllhheld 
c 182.300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses 
d 251.900 Olher Regulatory Llablllties-Galns 
Total Worklng Capllal 

Average Net Working Capital Balance 

Relum on Average Net Working Capital Balance 
a 
b 
Total Relum Component 

Eqully Component grossed up for taxes (A) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x I ,8767056 x 1\12) 

Expense Dr (Cr) 

a 

b 
C 509.000 Allowance Expense 
Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) 

Tolal Syslem Recoverable Expenses (Llnes 6+7) 
a 
b 

411.000 Gains from DlsposlUonsof Allowances 

41 1.900 Losses from DlspslUons of Allowances 

Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy 
Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

Energy Jurlsdlctlonal Factor 
Demand JurisdlcUonal Factor 

Relall Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (E) 
Relall Demand-Relaled Recoverable Costs (C) 12 

13 Total Jurlsdlctlonal Recoverable Costs (Unesll+lZ) 

Notes: 

Schedule of AmortizaUon of and Negative Retum on 
Deferred Gain on Sales of Fmisslon Allowances 

(In Dollars) 

Beginning of 
Period 
Amount July August September October November December 

Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 

End of 
Perlod 

Amount 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 

n 
0 

$0 
0 
n 

$0 
0 
n 

$0 
0 
n 

(1,846,977) ( I  ,757,173) (1.667.369) (1.577.565) (1,487,761) (1,397,957) (1.308.1 53) 
(S1.846.977) ($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) (1,532,663) (1,442.859) (1,353,055) 

(13.847) (13.1 57) (12.467) (1 1,777) (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 ) (D) 

(89.804) (89,804) (89.804) (89.804) (89,804) (89.804) (1,077,648) 
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 - 0  0 0 

($89,804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89,804) ($1,077,648)- (E) 

(5106.470) ($105.839) ($104.809) ($103.978) ($103,148) ($102,317) 
(106,470) (105,639) (104,809) (103,978) (103.148) (102,317) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 
98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% e8.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 

( I  04.908) (104.090) (1 03,272) (102,453) (101,635) (1 00,817) (1,263.81 0) 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

($104,908) (5104.090) ($103.272) (5102.453) ($101,635) ($100.817) ($1,263,810)- 

(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) Llne 8a tlmes Line 9 
(C) Llne Ob times Llne 10 
(D) Llne 5 Is reported on Capital Schedule 
(E) Llne 7 Is reported on 08M 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 llabllity. 

Totals may not add due to rounding 
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2008 Annual Capital Depreciation Schedule 

uepreciarion 
Plant Rate / Estimated 12/31/2007 Estimated 12/31/2008 

Account Amortization Plant In Service Plant In Service Function Plant Name 

Period 
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02 - Low NOX Burner Technology 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 

03 - Continuous Emission Monitoring 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Geneation Piant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generatton Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Piant 
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 Piant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Piant 
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 Piant 
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 Piant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Piant 
05 - Mher Generation Piant 
05 - Other Geneation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Piant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 

Everglades U l  31200 6.7% %700,574.97 2,700,574.97 
Everglades U2 31200 6.1 % %368,97227 2,368,972.27 
Riviera U3 31200 1.7% 3,815,802.70 3,815,80270 
Riviera U4 31200 1.4% 3,246,925.80 3,246,925.80 
Turkey Pt U1 31200 2.0% 2,925,027.84 2,925,027.84 
Turkey Ft U2 31200 1.8% 2,416.089.59 2,416,089.59 

Total For Project 02 -Low NOX Burner Technology 11,473,393.17 17,473,393.17 

CapeCanaveral Comm 
CapeCanaveral Comm 
CapeCanaveral U1 
CapeCanaveral U2 
Cutler Comm 
Cutler Comm 
Cutler U5 
Cutler U6 
Manatee Comm 
Manatee U1 
Manatee U1 
Manatee U2 
Manatee U2 
Martin Comm 
Mattin U1 
Martin U1 
Martin U2 
Martin U2 
PtEverglades Comm 
PtEverglades Comm 
PtEverglades U1 
PtEverglades U2 
PtEverglades U3 
PtEverglades U4 
Rlviera Comm 
Riviera Comm 
Riviera U3 
Rivlera U4 
Sanford U3 
Sanford U3 
Scherer U4 
SJRPP - Comm 
SJRPP - Comm 
SJRPP U1 
SJRPP U2 
Turkey Pt Comm Fsll 
Turkey Pt Comm Fsil 
Turkey Pt U 1 
Turkey Pt U2 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale U4 
FtLauderdale U5 
FtMyen U2 CC 
FtMyers U3 CC 
Marlin U3 
Martin U4 
Maltin U8 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale Comm 
Putnam U1 
Putnam U2 
Sanford U4 

31100 
31200 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31200 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 ' 
31 I00 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31100 
31 200 
31200 
31 200 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31200 
31200 
31100 
31200 
31200 
31200 
341 00 
34500 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34100 
34300 
34300 
34300 
34300 

I .7% 
I .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% 
2.7% 
2.2% 
6.7% 
6.1% 
4.0% 
3.6% 
1.9% 
0.4% 
1.7% 
1.4% 
4.0% 
3.6% 
1.9% 
3.1% 
2.0% 
22% 
2.3% 
2.3% 
2.1% 
2.0% 
1.8% 
4.1% 
4.1% 
5.0% 
3.7% 
5.5% 
5.6% 
5.0% 
5.7% 
5.5% 
4.1% 
6.3% 
5.2% 
5.4% 
5.6% 

59,227.10 
30,059.25 

494,606.87 
51 1,705.24 
64,883.87 
27,351.73 

31 9,722.43 
321 ,I 29.96 
31,859.00 
56.430.25 

472,570.03 
56,332.75 

508.734.36 
31,631.74 
36,810.86 

521,075.17 
36.845.37 

519,484.96 
127,911.34 
61,620.47 

453,661.22 
475,113.36 
503,968.62 
532,809.90 
60,973.18 13,315.76 

449,39238 
433,421.96 
54,282.08 

438.831.34 
515,653.32 
43,193.33 
66,188.18 

107.594.02 
107,562.94 
59.056.19 
29,110.85 

546,534.15 
505,638.44 
58,859.79 
34,502.21 

476,456.39 
485,313.47 
106,324.08 

0.00 
445,927.00 
435,026.31 
25,657.00 
82,857.82 
3,138.97 

349,440.55 
382.844.07 
95.501.38 

59,227.10 
30,059.25 

514,606.87 
531,705.24 
64,883.87 
27,351.73 

319,72243 
321,129.96 
31,859.00 
56.430.25 

472,570.03 
56,33275 

516,234.36 
31,631.74 
36,810.86 

542,075.17 
36,845.37 

540,484.96 
127,911.34 
61,620.47 

475,161.22 
496,613.36 
525,468.62 
532,809.90 
60,973.18 
13,315.76 

463,892.38 
447,921.96 

438,831.34 
515.653.32 
43.193.33 
66,188.18 

107,594.02 
107,562.94 
59,056.19 
29,110.85 

568,034.15 
527,138.44 
58,859.79 
34,50221 

476,456.39 
485,313.47 
106.324.08 

0.00 
445,927.00 
435,026.31 
25.657.00 
82,857.82 
3,138.97 

349,440.55 
382,844.07 
95.501.38 

54,282.68 

34300 5.7% 05 - Other Generation Plant Sanford U5 53.641.90 53,641.90 
Total For Project 03 -Continuous Emission Monitoring 12,721,784.91 12.947,7a4.91 

04 -Clean Closure Equivalency Demonstration 
02- Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 31100 1.7% 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 'PtEvemiades Corm 31100 2.7% 

17.254.20 17,254.20 
19.812.30 19,81230 

02 -Steam Generation Plant Turkeyk Comm Fsii 31100 23% 21.799.28 21.799.28 
Total For Project 04 -Clean Closure Equivalency Demonstration 58,865.78 58,865.78 

05 - Maintenance of Above Ground Fuel Tanks 
02 -Steam Generation Plant MpeCaMveral Comm 31100 1.7% 901,636.88 901,634.88 
02 -Steam GeneraDon Plant Manatee Cqmm 31100 4.9% 3.111.263.35 3,111,263.35 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Manatee Comm 31200 14.1% 174,543.23 174.543.23 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Manatee U l  31200 4.8% 104,845.35 104,845.35 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Manatee U2 31200 4.0% 127,429.19 127,429.1 9 

49 
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2008 Annual Capital Depreciation Schedule 

Depreciation 
Plant Ratel Estimated 12/31/2007 Estimated 12/31/2008 

‘Iant Name Account Amortiiation Plant In Service Plant In Service Function 
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02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm 31100 1.7% 1,110,450.32 1,110,450.32 
176,338.83 176,338.83 02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U1 31100 1.5% 

02 -Steam Generation Plant Everglades Comm 31100 2.7% 1,132,07822 lB132,078.2Z 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Riviera Comm 31100 1.9% i ,081.354.n 1.081.354.77 
02 -Steam Generation Piant Sanford U3 31100 4.0% 796,754.1 1 796,754.11 
02 -Steam Generation Plant SJRPP - Comm 31100 3.1% 42,091.24 42,091.24 
02 -Steam Generation Plant SJRPP - Comm 31200 2.0% 2992.39 2,292.39 

87,560.23 02 -Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt Comm Fsil 31100 2.3% 87,560 23 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Turkey Pt U2 31100 2.1% 42,158.96 42158.96 
05 -Other Generation Plant FtLauderdaie Comm 34200 4.4% 898,110.65 898.1 10.65 
05 -Other Generation Plant FtLauderdale GTs 34200 4.5% 584,290.23 584,290.23 
05 - Other Generation Plant FtMyen GTs 34200 5.0% 68,893.65 68,893.65 
05 - Other Generation Plant PtEverglades GTs 34200 5.1 % 2,359,099.94 2,359,099.94 
05 - Other Generation Plant Putnam Comm 34200 3.7% 749,025.94 749,025.94 

13,550,217.48 13,550,217.46 Total For Project 05 -Maintenance of Above Ground Fuel Tanks 

07 - Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Piping 
03 - Nuclear Genemtion Plant StLucie U l  32300 1.2% 31,030.00 31,030.00 

31,030.00 31,030.00 Total For Project 07 - Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Piping 

06 - Oil Spill Clean-uplResponse Equipment 
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 -Oil Spill Clean-uplResponse Equipment 412,720.64 534,720.64 

10 - Reroute Storm Water Runoff 
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie Comm 32100 I .4% 117,793.83 117,79333 

117,793.63 Total For Project 10 - Reroute Storm Water Runoff 117,793.63 

12 - Scherer Discharge Pipline 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31000 0.0% 9,936.72 9,936.72 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31100 1.6% 524,872.97 524,872.97 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31200 1.6% 328.761.62 328,761.62 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Scherer Comm 31400 1.0% 689.11 689.1 1 

Total For Project 12 -Scherer Discharge Pipline 664,260.42 664,260.42 

20 - WastewaterlStormwater Discharge Elimination 
02 -Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 31100 1.7% 706,500.94 706,500 94 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Marlin U1 31200 1.8% 380,994.77 380,994.77 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U2 31200 1.5% 41 6,671.92 416,671.92 
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades Comm 31 100 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 - WastewaterlStormwater Discharge Elimination 2,361,661.78 2,361,661.76 

21 - St Luck Turtle Nets 
03 -Nuclear Generation Plant StLucie Comm 32100 1.4% 828,789.34 1 ,I 16,789.34 

Total For Project 21 - St. Lucie Turtle Nets 626,789.34 1,116,769.34 

22 -Pipeline lntearity 
1,200,000.00 
1,200,000.00 

02 - Steam Generation Piant Martin Comm 3110 1.7% 0.00 
Total For Project 22 - Pipeline Integrity 0.00 

23 -Spill Prevention Clean-up & Countermeasures 
02 -Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 
02 -Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral Comm 
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral U l  
02 - Steam Generation Plant CapeCanaveral U2 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Cutler Comm 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Cutler U5 
02 -Steam Generation Piant Manatee Comm 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Manatee Comm 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Manatee U l  
02- Steam Generation Plant Manatee U2 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Martin Comm 
02- Steam Generation Plant . Martin U1 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Martin U2 
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades Comm 
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U3 
02 - Steam Generation Plant PtEverglades U4 
02 -Steam Generation Plant Riviera Comm 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera U3 
02 - Steam Generation Plant Riviera U4 

31100 
31400 
31500 
31100 
31100 
31400 
31400 
31100 
31500 
31100 
31 100 
31100 
31100 
31100 
31100 
31 100 
31100 
31100 
31200 
31200 

50 

1.7% 
0.7% 
1.9% 
2.0% 
1.3% 
0.0% 
0.2% 
4.9% 
3.7% 
4.1% 
4.1% 
1.7% 
1.5% 
1.5% 
27% 
26% 
2.6% 
1.9% 
1.7% 
1.4% 

665,907.33 
13.451.85 
13,450.30 

0.00 
0.00 

12,236.00 
18,388.00 

336,763.43 
5,000.00 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

10.379.00 
0.00 
0.00 

205,014.03 
736,958.97 
894.298.77 

665,907.33 
13,451.85 
13,450.30 
30,444.00 
30,444.00 
12,236.00 
18,388.00 

687,439.43 
5.000.00 

10,935.00 
10,935.00 
45.403.00 

162,506.50 
182,506.50 

3,429,497.00 
32500.00 
32,500.00 

205,014.03 
736.958.97 
894.298.n 
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I 1 I I i Deoreciation I I 
Plant Rate I Estimated 12/31/2007 Estimated 12/31/2008 I 'Iant Name 1 Account I Amortization I Plant In Service I Plant In Service Function 

02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Piant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Piant 
03 -Nuclear Generation Plant 
03 - Nuclear Generation Plant 
03 -Nuclear Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Piant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Piant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Piant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
05 - Other Generation Plant 
06 -Transmission Plant - Electric 
06 -Transmission Plant - Elecbic 
07 - Distiibution Plant - Electric 
08 -General Plant 

Sanford U3 
Sanford U3 
Turkey Pt Comm Fsil 
Turkey Pt U l  
Turkey Pt U2 
StLucie U l  
StLucie U2 
StLucieU2 
Amortizable 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale Comm 
FtLauderdale GTs 
FtLauderdale GTs 
FtMyers GTs 
FtMyen GTs 
FtMyen GTs 
FtMyers U2 CC 
FtMyers U3 CC 
Martin Comm 
Martin U8 
FtEverglades GTs 
PtEverglades GTs 
Putnam Comm 
Putnam Comm 
Putnam Comm 

31100 4.0% 213,687.21 886,24721 
31200 3.6% 21 1,727.22 21 1,727.22 
31500 21% 13,559.00 13,559.00 
31200 2 0% 0.00 118,146.50 
31200 1.8% 0.00 118,146.50 
32400 1.7% 437,209.61 953,113.61 
32300 1.9% 396,084.37 396,084.37 

134,003.00 32400 1.6% 0.00 
34670 7-Yr 7,065.10 7,065.10 
34100 4.1% 189,219.17 189,219.17 
34200 4.4% 1,480,169.46 1,480.169.48 
34300 1.8% 28,250.00 28.250.00 
34100 2.2% 92,726.74 92,726.74 
34200 4.5% 513,250.07 513,250.07 
34100 2.1% 98,714.92 98,714.92 

629,983.29 34200 5.0% 629,983.29 
34500 2.9% 12,430.00 12,430.00 
34300 5.5% 49,727.00 49,727.00 
34500 4.8% 12,430.00 12,430.00 
34100 3.4% 61,215.95 61,215.95 
34300 ' 5.5% 0.00 74,555.00 
34100 1.5% 454,080.68 454,080.68 
34200 5.1% I ,703,610.61 1,703,610.61 
34100 4.1% 148,511.20 148,511.20 
34200 3.7% 1,713,191.94 1,713,191.94 
34500 4.2% 60,746.93 60,746.93 
35200 2.5% 951,56291 1,045,587.91 

177,981.88 177,981.88 35300 2.8% 
36100 2.6% 2,862,093.44 3,144.1 68.44 
39000 2.7% 7,975.00 7,975.00 

21,776,434.38 Total For Project 23 -Spill Prevention Clean-up Li Countermeasures 15,439,051.38 

Manatee U1 31200 4.8% 17,690,083.30 17,690,083.30 

34,538,038.76 34,538,038.76 
Manatee U2 31200 4.0% 16,847.955.46 I 6,a47,955.46 

Total For Project 24 -Manatee Reburn 

24 -Manatee Reburn 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 

25 - PPE ESP Technology 
02 - Steam Generation Piant 
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 

31 - Clean Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 -Steam Generation Piant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
02 - Steam Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Plant 
05 -Other Generation Piant 

PtEverglades U1 
PtEverglades U1 
PtEverglades U2 
PtEverglades U2 
PtEverglades U3 
PtEverglades U3 
PtEvergiades U3 
PtEverglades U4 

31200 
31500 
31200 
31500 
31100 
31200 
31500 
31200 

6.7% 
2.0% 
6.1% 
2.1% 
2.6% 
4.0% 
22% 
3.6% 

13,091,907.19 
418,687.04 

15,804,017.73 
638,470.14 

4,812.793.71 
16,125,920.25 
2,531.026.34 

25,326,653.05 

13,091,907.19 

15,804,Ol 7.73 
638,470.14 

4,812,793.71 
16,125,920.25 
2,531,026.34 

25,326.653.05 

418,687.04 

PtEverglades U4 ' 31500 2.1% 3,091.243.18 3,091.243.18 
Total For Project 25 - PPE ESP Technology 81,840,718.63 81,840,718.63 

Manatee Comm ' 

Manatee U1 
Martin Comm 
Martin U1 
Martin U1 
Martin U1 
SJRPP U2 
Ftlauderdaie GTs 
FtMven GTs 

31400 
31200 
31400 
31200 
31400 
31600 
31200 
84300 
34300 

0.4% 
4.8% 
0.8% 
1.8% 
1.3% 
0.6% 
2.3% 
2.2% 
3.1% 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

132,333.00 
132,333.00 

999,999.00 
1,200,000.00 
1,299,999.00 

10,807,500.00 
1,400,001 .OO 
7,749,999.00 

20,675,092.04 
132,333.00 
132,333.00 

PtEkrglades 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 Geneition 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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PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 
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Project Title: Air Operating Permit Fees - 0 & M 
Project No. 1 

Project Description: 
The Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, Public Law 101-549, and Florida Statutes 403.0872, require 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 pollutants 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 # 6 residual oil significantly reduces S02, 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 project expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be $1,965,264. 

1 
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n O R l D A  POWER & LIGET COMPANY 
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 S02, NOx, CO, Carbon Dioxide (COU02) 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. W Q C  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 fuel 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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Page 3 of 41 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGET COMPANY 
PROJECI 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, 1991, 
provides standards for the maintenance of stationary above ground fuel storage tank systems. These standards 
impose various implementation schedules for inspectionslrepairs 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 #I (capacity 100,000 bbls) and PFM Light oil tank # 2 are due for API 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 fbel 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 I, 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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Form 42-5P 
Page 4 of 41 

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJJ3CT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

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

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 to 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 spill management drills 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 O.f% 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 facilities. 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 NlMS 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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F%ORIDA 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 US. 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 US. EPA 
advised FPL that it intended to initiate RCR4 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 Facility 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 required 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 to 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 third 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 $3,706, 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 I, 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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Form 42-5P 
Page 6 of 41 

FL,ORIDA 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 Florida 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, with an effective date of May 1, 1995, for their 
implementation. 

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

Project Fiscal 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 201 1. 
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FLORZDA POWER & L I G m  COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

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

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. In order to 
comply with Florida Administrative Code 62-701.300 (IO),  the ash is then de-watered using a plate/frame filter-press 
in order to dispose of it in a Class I 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. 

I 
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Project Fiscal Expenditures: 
(January 1,2007 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 in 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, 19c 

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 65 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 soils 
above residential exposure limits. In 2006, 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 to be: 
9 
9 

19a The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $5,094 or 0.4% higher than projected. 
19b 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. 9 

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 target 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 
9 19b 356,500 
> 19c ($560,232) 
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FI,ORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PRO" 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 required to obtain NPDES permits 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 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 24-1 I, 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 R. 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 
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Project Title: 
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 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 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 ‘I, 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,‘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 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) 
Project expenditures are estimated to be $0. 

St. Lucie Turtle Net - O&M 

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. 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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGET COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

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 I, 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 1 6  and the other on Martin Plant 20" gas pipelines and two or three 
digs on Martin 30" pipeline will be completed by the year end, Martin Terminal 30" pipeline is scheduled for smart pig 
this year to determine the corrosion rate by comparing the tdol's data to previous 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-tun 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. UTMs and magnetic particle 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 (Le., 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 

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 Ashland 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 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 remove 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: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
The variance in project expenditures is estimated to be $220,753, or 237.4% higher than projected. Additional 
required upgrades at the Sanford Plant, Martin Plant, Martin Terminal, Port Everglades Plant, Port Everglades 
Terminal, Manatee Plant, Manatee Terminal, Turkey Point Plant Units I 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 rebum 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-like 
flue gas incineration technique dating back to the late 1960% and developments for applications to large coal fired 
power plants in the United States dating back to the early to mid 1980s. 

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 1996-97 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 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 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 rebum equipment is complete. 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 I, 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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FLORTDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

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 (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) 
The engineering design for Units 1-4 was completed in 2004. Units 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 expenditures is estimated to be $872,150 or 41.4% lower than projected. 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 I, 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 Florida 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 Category4 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 20052006 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 I, 2007 to December 31,2007) 
Project expenditures are for 2007 are $6 due to a carryover of charges from 2006. 

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 emplying 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 utilities and are designed to protect the environment” as contemplated by 
section 366.8255. The SJRWMD 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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJF,CT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: CWA 316(b) Phase II Rule - O&M 
Project No. 28 

Project Description: 
The Phase II 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 II 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 II 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. 

Project Accomplishments: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
The Proposal for Information Collection (PIC) - the first regulatory requirement of the Phase II 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 II 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 primarily 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 Title: SCR Consumables - O&M 
Project No. 29 

Project Description: 
The Manatee Unit 3 and Martin Unit 8 Expansion Project Final Orders of Certification under the Florida Power Plant 
Siting Act and the PSD Air 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 US. 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 I, 2007 to December 3 1,2007) 
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 expenditures for the period January 2008 through December 2008 are expected to be 
$855,200. 
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 201 3. 

Hydrobiological Monitoring Program (HBMP) - O&M 

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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: CAlR - O&M 
Project No. 31 

Project Description: 
The CAlR Project was initiated to implement strategies to comply with CAlR Annual and Ozone Season NOx 
emissions requirements. The CAlR 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 CAlR 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 CAlR 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) 

Completed B & V study of CAlR 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 CAlR 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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FL,ORlDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIF’TION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 32 

Project Description: 
Conduct air dispersion modeling to determine the visibility impacts to Federally Mandated Class 1 Areas (National 
Parks, National Wilderness 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. 

BART Project - O&M 

Project Accomplishments: 
(January. I, 2007 to December 31,2007) 

Compile Emissions Inventory of BART-Eligible sources - Complete May 2006 
Perform modeling - First round complete June 2006 
Conduct BART Control Technology Analysis - Pending 
Prepare BART Application Packages - Fall 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 7 
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 I, 2007 to December 31,2007) 
BART Application for exempt facilities (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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 34 

Project Description: 
The purpose of the proposed St. Lucie Plant Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance Project (the 
uProject”) 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 andlor 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 (“OAA”) pursuant to section 7 of the ESA. NOAA will finalize the BO in 
2007. NOAA sent the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (‘“RC) 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 expenditures 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. 

St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance - O&M 
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Project Title: 
Project No. 2 

Project Description: 
Under Title I 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 NOx 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 meek the requirement to reduce NOx emissions by delaying the mixing of the fuel and air at the burner, 
creating a staged combustion process along the length of the flame. NOx formation is reduced because peak flame 
temperatures and availability of oxygen for combustion is reduced in the initial stages. 

Low NOx Burner Technology - Capital 

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 return 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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lTORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 SOz, 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 C02 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 
installations and in-service dates shifted from 2007 to 2008 due to equipment availability delays and schedule 
changes. 

Project Progress Summary: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
Due to delays in initially acquiring the emission equipment from the CAI Manufacturer, Martin 1/2 and Manatee 2 
originally scheduled for 2007 was pushed to 2008. In 2007, FPL will place in service seventeen (17) C02 analyzers 
at Cutler, Port Everglades 4, Manatee 1, Martin 3/4, Sanford 3, Putnam 1/2 and Lauderdale 415 and the remaining 
twelve (12) will be installed and placed in service in 2008. In addition, all C02 & 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. 

Continuous Emission Monitoring System (CEMS) - Capital 

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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJJZCT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 4b 

Project Description: 
In compliance with 40 CFR 270.1(~)(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 closure, 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 Expenditures: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
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. 

Clean Closure Equivalency - Capital 

Project Projections: 
(January I, 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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FLORIDA POFVER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

FOITI 42-5P 
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Project Title: 
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 installation 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" fuel oil pipeline on the 
PRV 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 than projected. 

Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel Storage Tanks - Capital 

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 retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
are expected to be $1,700,056. 
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGBT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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. 

Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping to Above Ground - Capital 

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 retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
are expected to be $1,558. 
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FI,ORIDA POWER &LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: Oil Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment - Capital 
Project No. 8b 

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 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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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 10 

Relocate Storm Water Runoff - Capital 

Project Description: 
The new National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, Permit No. FL0002206, 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 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 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: 
Project No. 12 

Project Description: 
On March 16, 1992, pursuant 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 Pollutant 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 I, 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 construction of the 
discharge pipeline which will constitute the altemate outfall. 

Scherer Discharge Pipeline - Capital 

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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FLORJDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 17b 

Disposal of Non-Contaminated Liquid Waste - Capital 

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. In order to 
comply with Florida Administrative Code 62-701.300 (IO), the ash is then de-watered using a plate/frame filter-press 
in order to dispose of it in a Class I landfill or ship by railcar to a processing facility for beneficial reuse. 

Project Accomplishments: 
(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 DESCRTPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 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 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 24-1 1, 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 return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
are expected to be $240,966. 

Wastewater Discharge Elimination & Reuse - Capital 
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FLORDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 (‘“MFS“). 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 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, 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 repaired and maintained as a spare to allow rotation of the nets for 
future maintenance. 

St. Lucie Turtle Net - Capital 

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 $1 19,525. 
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FLORIDA POWER &LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

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: (I) 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) 
No projects for 2007 cycle. 

Project Fiscal Expenditures: 
(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 & LIGElT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 
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. 

SPCC (Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures) - Capital 

In January 1988, a large storage tank owned by Ashland Oil Cohpany 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 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. 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 requirements 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 equipment in lieu of installing 
secondary containment or diversionary structures. 

Project Progress Summary: 
(January I, 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 oiVwater separator. On Unit I 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 retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
are expected to be $2,144,722. 
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 24 

Project Description: 
This project involves installation of reburn technology in Manatee Units 1 and 2. Rebum 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-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 1980s. 

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 reburning 
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 rebuming process is 
shown conceptually in Figure 1 (see below), and divides the furnace into three zones. 

In the 1996-97 time period, FPL invested a considerable effort evaluating the Manatee Units for the application of 
reburn technology, FPL has recently reviewed the rebum 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 rebum 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 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, 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 I and 2. 

Manatee Rebum - Capital 

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 I 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 retum) 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: 
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 (0& 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 
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 mechanical 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. 

Pt. Everglades ESP Technology - Capital 

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 performance 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 retum) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
are expected to be $1 1,903,263. 
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 26 

UST ReplacemenVRemoval - Capital 

Project Description: 
The Florida 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 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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FI,ORlDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
Project No. 31 

CAlR Compliance - Capital 

Project Description: 
The CAlR Project was initiated to implement strategies to comply with CAlR Annual and Ozone Season NOx 
emissions requirements. The CAlR 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 CAlR 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 - 201 1. 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) 

Completed B & V study of CAlR compliance options 
Completed 800 MW Cycling Engineering Study 

Project Fiscal Expenditures: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
The variance in depreciation and return is $2,742,160 or 63.9% lower than projected. 

Project Progress Summary: 
(January 1,2007 to December 31,2007) 
Evaluation of CAlR 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 I, 2008 to December 31,2008) 
Estimated project fiscal expenditures (depreciation and return) for the period January 2008 through December 2008 
is $5,905,506. 
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FLORIDA POWER &LIGHT COMPANY 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND PROGRESS 

Project Title: 
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 I and the final required reductions of Phase II 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 installation of HgCEMS 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 syste’m on its ownership share of Plant Scherer. In June 
2007 FPL issued a limited notice to proceed to the controls contractor BE&K. 

CAMR Compliance - Capital 

Project Fiscal Expenditures: 
(January 1,2007 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 period 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: 
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 (‘“OM) pursuant to section 7 of the ESA. N O M  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, 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 I- Dec 25. 

St. Lucie Cooling Water System Inspection and Maintenance - Capital 

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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Calculatlon of the Energy B Demand Allocation % By Rate Class 
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Florida Power & C ih t  Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of Environmental Cost Recovery Clause Factors 
January 2008 to December 2008 
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Percentage of Percentage of 
KWH Sales at 12 CP Demand 

Generation at Generation 
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Cost 
1$1 

$9,396,913 
$1.031,478 
53,541,032 

$3,437 
$1.561.940 

$244.005 
$28,018 

$0 
$0 

$1 1,966 
$990 

$416.968 
$179.134 

$15.088 
$29.289 

$6,937 

$1 6,467.1 94 

cost 
E4 

$369,023 
$44,092 

$143.698 
$356 

$63.380 
$9.981 
5t.305 

$0 
$0 

$1,467 
547 

$15.892 
$7.268 

$618 
$4.514 

$250 

$661,892 

(7) 
Total 

Environmental 
costs 
E4 

$23,799,133 
$2,655,229 

$0,447 
$4.435.914 

$760,384 
$88.251 

$0 
$0 

$9.835.355 

$50,541 
$3,011 

$1,308,804 
$568,448 

$39.239 
$177.285 
$27.585 

$43,765,627 

(8) 
Projected 
Sales at 
Meter 
m 

58.804.147.061 
6,619.341.251 

25.774.860.665 
19,993,143 

11,769,652,172 
2.1 69,713,444 

258,589.835 
0 
0 

162,838,067 
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 
m 

0.00040 
0.00040 
0.00036 
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 
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REVISED 8/31/07 

Form 42-1 E 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the EstimatedlActual True-up 
for the Period January through December 2007 

Line 
No. 
1 Over/(Under) Recovery for the Current Period 

(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line 5) 

2 Interest Provision 
(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line 6) 

3 Sum of Current Period Adjustments 
(Form 42-2E, Page 2 of 2, Line IO) 

4 EstimatedlActual True-up to be refundedl(rec0vered) 
in January through December 2008 

( ) Reflects Underrecovery 

($1,186,248) 

$600,422 

$0 

($585,826) 

I 
I 
I 
I 

95 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Calculation of the EstlmatedlActual True-up Amount for the Period 
January through December 2007 

Line 
No. - 
1 

2 

3 

4 Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 

ECRC Revenues (net of Revenue Taxes) 

True-up Provision (Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-El) 

ECRC Revenues Applicable to Period (Lines 1 + 2) 

a - O&M Activities (Form 42-5E, Line 9) 
b - Capital Investment Projects (Form 42-7E. Line 9) 
c - Total Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 

5 

6 

7 

Overl(Under) Recovery (Line 3 - Line 4c) 

Interest Provision (Form 42-3E, Line IO) 

Prior Periods True-Up to be (Col1ected)lRefunded in 2007 

v) 
cT\ 

a - Deferred True-Up from 2006 
(Form 42-1A, Line 7) 

8 True-Up Collected /(Refunded) (See Line 2) 

9 End of Period True-Up (Lines 5+6+7+7a+8) 

10 Adjustments to Period Total True-Up Including Interest 

11 End of Period Total Net True-Up (Lines 9+10) 

Form 42-2E 
Page 1 of 2 

Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual 
January February March April May June 

$1,983,736 $1,707,980 $1,689.491 $1,713,020 $1,891,211 $2,088,038 

1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 

3,321,456 3,045,700 3,027,211 3,050,739 3,228,931 3,425,758 

566,436 598,119 1,725,067 1,037.492 621,715 1,666,686 
I ,629,758 1,759,288 1,787,917 1,809,768 1,850,913 1,953,773 

3,512,984 2,847,260 2,472,628 3,620,459 2,196,194 2,357,407 

1,125,262 688,293 (485,773) 203,479 756,303 (194,701) 

76,826 75,201 70,111 63,936 60,456 56,195 

16,052,637 1591 7,005 15,342,779 13,589,397 1231 9,093 1 1,998,132 

1,563,849 I ,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 4,563,849 

(1,337,720) (1,337,720) ( I  ,337,720) (1,337.720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) 

17,480,854 16,906,628 15,153.246 14,082,942 13,561,981 12,085,755 

$17,480,854 $16,906.628 $15,153,246 $14,082,942 $13,561,981 $12,085,755 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Calculation of the EstimatedlActual True-up Amount for the Period 
January through December 2007 

Line 
No. 

1 

2 

3 

4 Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 

ECRC Revenues (net of Revenue Taxes) 

True-up Provision (Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-El) 

ECRC Revenues Applicable to Period (Lines 1 + 2) 

a - O&M Activities (Form 42-5E, Line 9) 
b - Capital Investment Projects (Form 42-7E, Line 9) 
c - Total Jurisdictional ECRC Costs 

5 

6 

7 

Over/(Under) Recovery (Line 3 - Line 4c) 

Interest Provision (Form 423E, Line IO) 

Prior Periods True-Up to be (Col1ected)lRefunded in 2007 

a -Deferred True-Up from 2006 

v) 
4 

(Form 42-1A, Line 7) 

8 True-Up Collected /(Refunded) (See Line 2) 

9 End of Period True-Up (Lines 5+6+7+7a+8) 

10 Adjustments to Period Total True-Up Including Interest 

11 End of Period Total Net True-Up (Lines 9+10) 

Form 42-2E 
Page 2 of 2 

End of 
Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Period 

July August September October November December Amount 

$2,360,856 $2,374,903 $2,360,601 $2.21 6,793 $1,979,023 $1,994,994 $24,360,645 

1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 1,337,720 16,052,637 

3,698,576 3,712,622 3,698,320 3,554,512 3,316.742 3,332,713 40,413,282 

1,435,857 1,427,308 1,966,801 2,431,111 2,162,843 2,290,581 17,930,015 
2,048,828 2,090,275 2,134,090 2,172,788 2,200,735 2,231,382 23,669.51 5 
3,484,685 3,517,583 4,100,891 4,603,899 4,363,578 4,521,963 41,599,530 

213,891 195,039 (402,571) (1,049,387) (1,046,636) (1,169,250) (1,186,248) 

50,705 45,942 39,801 30,896 20,534 9,819 600.422 

10,521,906 9,448,782 8,352,044 - 6,651,555 4,295,345 1,931,324 16,052,637 

1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1,563,849 1.563.849 

(1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (1,337,720) (16,052,637) 

11,012,631 9,915,893 8,215.404 5,859,194 3,495,173 978.023 978,023 

$1 1,012,631 $9,915,893 $8,215,404 $5,859,194 $3,495,173 $978,023 $978,023 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Calculation of the EstimatedlActual True-up Amount for the Period 
January through December 2007 

Form 42-3E 
Page 1 of 2 

Interest Provision (in Dollars) 

Line 
No. 

1 

- 

2 

3 
v) 

O 0 4  

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Beginning True-Up Amount 
(Form 42-2A, Lines 7 + 7a + IO) 

Ending True-Up Amount before Interest 
(Line I + Form 42-2A, Lines 5 + 8) 

Total of Beginning & Ending True-Up (Lines 1 + 2) 

Average True-Up Amount (Line 3 x 112) 

Interest Rate (First Day of Reporting Month) 

Interest Rate (First Day of Subsequent Month) 

Total of Beginning & Ending Interest Rates (Lines 5 + 6) 

Average Interest Rate (Line 7 x 1/2) 

Monthly Average Interest Rate (Line 8 x 1/12) 

interest Provision for the Month (Line 4 x Line 9) 

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 

$1 7,510,257 $17,156,141 $1 5,994,882 $14.586.126 $1 3,792.234 $12,795,771 

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% 

0.43833% 0.43833% 0.43833% 0.43917% 

$76,826 $75,201 $70,111 $63,936 $60,456 $56,195 

0.43875% 0.43833% 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Calculation of the EstimatedlActual True-up Amount for the Period 
January through December 2007 

interest Provision (in Dollars) 

Line 
No. - 
1 

2 

s 3  

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Beginning True-Up Amount 
(Form 42-2A, Lines 7 + 7a + I O )  

Ending True-Up Amount before Interest 
(Line I + Form 42-2A, Lines 5 + 8) 

Total of Beginning & Ending True-Up (Lines I + 2) 

Average True-Up Amount (Line 3 x 112) 

Interest Rate (First Day of Reporting Month) 

Interest Rate (First Day of Subsequent Month) 

Total of Beginning & Ending Interest Rates (Lines 5 + 6) 

Average Interest Rate (Line 7 x 1/2) 

Monthly Average Interest Rate (Line 8 x 1/12) 

Interest Provision for the Month (Line 4 x Line 9) 

Form 42-3E 
Page 2 of 2 

End of 
Period 

July August September October November December Amount 

5.28000% 5.28000% 5.2aooo~~ 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% NIA 

10.56000% 10.56000Yo 10.56000% 10.56000% 10.56000% 10.56000% NIA 

5.28000% 5.2aooo~~ 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% 5.28000% NIA 

0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% 0.44000% NIA 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Form 42-6E 

1 
I 
I 
I 

Line 

I 
I 
II 
n 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Florida Power & Linht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the Estimated/Actual TrueUp Amount for the Period 
January 2007 - December 2007 

Variance Report of Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs 
(in Dollars) 

(1 1 (2) (3) (4) 
Estimated Original Variance 

Actual Proiections Amount Percent 

I Description of Investment Projects 
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 
3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 

Storage Tanks-Capital 
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 

to Above Ground-Capital 
8b Oil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 

10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 
NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment 
12 Scherer Discharge Pipelinecapital 
17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Wate-Capital 
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination & Reuse 
21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 
23 SPCC-Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 
24 Manatee Reburn 
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST Replacement/Removal 
31 CAlR Compliance 
33 CAMR Compliance 
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 

$ 908,197 $ 931,745 $ 
1,025,600 1,085,789 

3,990 4,148 
1,758,715 1,832,742 

1,600 

73,475 
9,743 

(284,008) 
64,314 

0 
245,826 
92,461 

0 
2,036,766 
4,886,546 

11,288,005 

1,551,150 
340,077 

n 

1,674 

71,718 
10,229 

(254,313) 
67,361 

0 
257,983 
97,326 

0 
2,144,544 
5,019,067 

1 1,347,320 
67,554 

4,293,310 
1,594,640 

n 

(23,548) 
(60,189) 

(158) 
(74,027) 

(74) 

1,757 
(486) 

(29,695) 
(3,047) 

0 
(1 2,157) 
(4,865) 

0 
(1 07,778) 
(132,521) 
(59,315) 
(67,554) 

(2,742,160) 
(1,254,563) 

0 

-2.5% 
-5.5% 
-3.8% 
-4.0% 

-4.4% 

2.4% 
-4.8% 
I 1.7% 
-4.5% 
0.0% 

-4.7% 
-5.0% 
0.0% 

-5.0% 
-2.6% 
-0.5% 

-100.0% 
-63.9% 
-78.7% 
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 
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

Notes: 
Column(1) is the 12-Month Totals on Form 42-7E 
Column(2) is the approved projected amount in accordance with 

Column(3) = Column(1) - Column(2) 
Column(4) = Column(3) / Column(2) 

FPSC Order No. PSC-06-0972-FOF-El 

$ 18,299,579 $ 18,932,935 $ (633,356) -3.3% 
$ 5,702,878 $ 9,639,902 $ (3,937,024) -40.8% 

100 



Line # Project # 

1 Descriptlon of Investment Projects (A) 
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 

3b Contlnuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 

7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 

8b Oil Spill Cleanup/Response Equipment-Capital 
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 

NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment 
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 

17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital 
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimlnatlon &Reuse 
21 SI. Lucie Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 
23 SPCC - Spill Prevention. Control 8, Countermeasures 

Storage Tanks-Capital 

to Above Ground-Capital 

w 
0 
w 

Form 42-7E 
Page 1 of 2 

Florida Power 8 Llqht ComDany 
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) 

24 Manatee Reburn 
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST Removal I Replacement 
31 CAlR Compliance 
33 CAMR Compliance 
35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 

2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs 

3 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy 
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

5 Retail Energy Jurlsdldional Factor 
6 Relall Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

7 Jurisdictional Energy Recoverable Costs (6) 
8 Jurisdictional Demand Recoverable Costs (G) 

9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for 
Investment Projects (Lines 7 + 8) 

Notes: 
(A) Each project's Total System Recoverable Expenses on Form 42-8E. Line 9 
(B) Line 3 x Llne 5 
(C) Line 4 x Line 6 

Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual &Month 
JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN Sub-Total 

78.002 77,587 77.172 76.730 76.289 75,874 461,654 
86.718 86.399 86,110 85,787 85,483 85,248 515,745 

338 337 336 335 334 333 2,013 
148.800 148,393 147,985 147,578 147,171 146.763 886.690 

135 135 134 134 134 133 805 

6,035 
819 

-1 9,422 
5,417 

0 

20.671 
7,754 

0 
163.718 
382,830 
732,367 

0 

33,991 
4,539 

5.997 
818 

-19,315 
5,407 

0 

20,637 
7,745 

0 

166.878 
381,974 
848.999 

0 
46,084 

6.005 

5.961 
816 

-19,208 
5.396 

0 

20,604 
7,736 

0 
168.591 
381.117 
868.422 

0 
55,584 

6.353 

5,926 
815 

-24,146 
5.386 

0 

20,570 
7,727 

0 

168,533 
380,166 
887.706 

0 
64,479 

7,537 

5.940 
814 

-27.815 
5.375 

0 
20,536 
7.718 

0 
170,666 

913.016 
0 

83,186 
8.988 

379.142 - 

5.947 
813 

-26.769 
5,365 

- 0  
20.502 

7,710 
0 

172,206 
405.708 
962,744 

0 

103,675 
15,031 

35,806 
4.895 

-136,675 
32.346 

0 
123,520 
46,390 

0 
1,010,592 
2,310,937 
5,213,254 

0 
386.999 

48.453 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

$ 1.652.712 $1,784,080 $1,813.109 $1,835,263 $1,876.977 $1,981,283 $10,943,424 

$ 1,290,666 $1,407,062 $1,425.882 $1,439,245 $1,460,797 $1,539.611 $ 8,563,262 
$ 362,046 $ 377,018 $ 387.227 $ 396,018 $ 416.180 $ 441,672 $ 2,380,162 

98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 
98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 

$ 1,272,471 $1.387.227 $1.405.781 $1.41 8,956 $1,440,204 $1,517,907 $ 8,442,546 
$ 357,287 $ 372,061 $ 382,136 $ 390.812 $ 410,709 $ 435,866 $ 2,348,871 

REVISED 8/31/07 



Line # Project # 

w 
0 
t 4  

Florida Power & Lhht Comaany 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

Calculation of the Estimatedlactual True-up Amount for the Period 
January 2007 - December 2007 

REVISED 8/31/07 
Form 42-7E 
Page 2 of 2 

Capital Investment Projects-Recoverable Costs 
(in Dollars) 

Estimated Eshated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 6-Month 12-Month Method of Classification 

Demand Energy JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC Sub-Total Total 

1 Description of Investment Projects (A) 
2 Low NOx Burner Technology-Capital 

3b Continuous Emission Monitoring Systems-Capital 
4b Clean Closure Equivalency-Capital 
5b Maintenance of Stationary Above Ground Fuel 

Storage Tanks-Capital 

to Above Ground-Capital 
7 Relocate Turbine Lube Oil Underground Piping 

8b Oil Spill CleanuplResponse Equipment-Capital 
10 Relocate Storm Water Runoff-Capital 
NA SO2 Allowances-Negative Return on Investment 
12 Scherer Discharge Pipeline-Capital 

17b Disposal of Noncontainerized Liquid Waste-Capital 
20 Wastewater Discharge Elimination &Reuse 
21 St. Lucie Turtle Net 
22 Pipeline Integrity Management 
23 SPCC -Spill Prevention, Control & Countermeasures 
24 Manatee Rebum 
25 Pt. Everglades ESP Technology 
26 UST Removal I Replacement 
31 CAlR Compliance 
33 CAMR Compliance 

75.460 
85.204 

332 
146.356 

133 

6,168 
81 1 

-26.632 
5.354 

0 
20.469 
7.701 

0 
171.987 
432,203 

1,004.688 
0 

125.71 9 
21.719 

75,045 74,631 
85,118 84.841 

331 330 
145,949 145,541 

133 133 

6,307 6,270 
810 809 

-25,801 -24,971 
5.344 5.333 

0 0 
20,435 20.401 
7,692 7,683 

0 0 
171,604 171,221 
431,029 429.855 

1,014,292 1,016,555 
0 0 

154,151 185.167 
27,243 40,287 

74,217 
84,717 

329 
145,134 

132 

6,233 
807 

-24.140 
5,323 

0 
20.367 
7,674 

0 
170.837 
428,681 

1,015,791 
0 

21 1,672 
55.526 

73,802 
84,963 

328 
144,726 

132 

6,195 
806 

-23.310 
5,312 

0 
20.334 
7,665 

0 
170.454 
427,507 

1,013,125 
0 

231,400 
68,180 

73,388 
85,012 

327 
144,319 

132 

6.496 
805 

-22,479 
5,302 

0 
20,300 
7,656 

0 
170;071 
426,334 

1,010,300 
0 

256.042 
78,669 

446,543 
509.855 

1,977 
872.025 

795 

37,669 
4.848 

-147,333 
31,968 

0 
122,306 
46,071 

0 
1,026,174 
2,575,609 
6,074,751 

1,164,151 
291.624 

n 

908,197 
1,025,600 

3.990 
1.758.715 

1,600 

73,475 
9,743 

-284,008 
64.314 

0 
245,826 
92.461 

0 
2,036,766 
4,886.546 

11,288,005 
0 

1,551,150 
340,077 

3,683 
1,623,429 

1,477 

67,823 
8.994 

59.367 
0 

226,916 
85,349 

0 
1,880,092 

0 
1,431,831 

313.917 

908,197 
1,025,600 

307 
135.286 

123 

5,652 
749 

-284,008 
4,947 

0 
18,910 
7,112 

0 
156,674 

4,886.546 
11,288.005 

0 

119,319 
26,160 

n n 0 0 n 0 0 0 0 35 Martin Plant Drinking Water System Compliance 0 

2 Total Investment Projects - Recoverable Costs $2,077,672 $2.1 19,682 $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 
4 Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

5 Retall Energy Jurlsdictional Factor 
6 Retail Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

$1,609,904 $1,621,221 $1,625,771 $1,627.269 $1,626,513 $1,625,641 $ 9,736,318 $ 18,299,579 - 

$ 467.768 $ 498,461 $ 538,315 $ 576,031 $ 605,106 $ 637,033 $ 3,322,715 $ 5,702,878 

98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 98.59030% 
98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 98.68536% 

7 Jurisdlctional Energy Recoverable Costs (B) $1.587.209 $1,598.367 $1,602,852 $1,604,329 $1,603,584 $1.602.724 $ 9,599,065 $ 18,041.61 1 
8 Jurlsdictinal Demand Recoverable Costs (C) $ 461.619 $ 491,908 $ 531.238 $ 568,459 $ 597.151 $ 628.658 $ 3,279,033 $ 5,627,904 

9 Total Jurisdictional Recoverable Costs for $2,048,828 $2,090,275 $2,134,090 $2,172.788 $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 3 x Llne 5 
(C) Line 4 x Line 6 



Llne 

1 Worklng Capital Or (Cr) 
a 158.100 Allowance Inventory 
b 158.200 Allowances Withheld 
c 182.300 Olher Regulatory Assets-Losses 
d 254.900 Other Regulatory Liabilities-Galns 

2 Total Working Capital 

3 Average Net WoRlng Capital Balance 

4 Return on Average Net Working Capital Balance 
a 
b 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A) 
Debt Component (Une 6 x 1.87670% x 1/12) 

5 Total Return Component 

w 
0 6 Expense Or (Cr) 

a w 

b 

c 609.000 Allowance Expense 

41 1.800 Galns from Dispositions of Allowances 

41 1.900 Losses from Dispositions of Allowances 

7 Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) 

8 Total System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) 
a 
b 

Recoverable Costs Allocaled to Energy 
Recoverable Cosls Allocated to Demand 

9 Energy Jurlsdktional Factor 
10 Demand JurisdicUonal Factor 

11 
12 

13 Total Jurisdictional Recuverable Costs (Lines1 1+12) 

Retail Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (8) 
Retail Demand-Related Recoverable Costs (C) 

Florida Power B Llaht Company 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period January through June 2007 

REVISED ai31107 

Form 42-BE 
Page 39 of 43 

Schedule of Amortization of and Negative Return on 
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances 

(in Dollars) 

Beginning of End of 
Perlod Period 

Amount January February March April May June /&@lmj 
Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual Actual 

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

(2.1 05.91 7) (2,094,333) (2,082,750) (2,071.1 66) (3,150,774) (2.864.494) (2,924,623L 
($2,105.917) ($2.094.333) ($2,082,750) ($2,071.166) ($3.150.774) ($2,864,494) ($2,924.623) 

(2,100,125) (2,088,542) (2,076.958) (2.610.970) (3,007,634) (2.894.558) 

(16.138) (16,049) (15,960) (20.063) (23.1 11) (22,242) (113,563) 
(3,284) (3,266) (3.248) (4.083) (4,704) (4.527) (23.113) 

($136.675) (0) ($19,422) ($1 9,315) ($19,208) ($24.146) ($27,815) ($26.769) 

(328.710) (89.804) (464.848) (1 1,584) (11.584) (11,584) (1 1.584) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

0 0 0 -  0 0 0 
($1 1,584) ($11.584) ($11.584) ($1 1,584) ($328,710) ($89,804) ($464.848) (E) 

(31.006) (30.899) (30,791) (35.730) (356,525) (1 16,573) 
(31.006) (30.899) (30,791) (35,730) (356.525) (116.573) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 
98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 

(30.551) 
0 

(30,445) 
0 

(30,340) 
0 

(35,206) 
0 

(351,296) 
0 

(114,863) 
0 

(592,702) 
0 

(S30.551) ($30.445) (530,340) ($35,206) ($351,296) ($114,863) ($592,702) 

Notes: 
(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 
(B) Llne 8a limes Line 9 
(C) Llne 8b limes Llne 10 
(0) Llne 5 Is reported on Capital Schedule 
(E) Llne 7 Is reported on O&M Schedule 

In accordance with FPSC Order No. PSG94-0393-FOF-EI, FPL has recorded the gains on sales of emlssions allowances as a regulatory Ilability. 

Totals may not add due to rounding 



REVISED 8/31/07 

Llne 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

w 6  
0 a 

7 

8 

9 

Working Capital Dr (Cr) 
a 158.100 Allowance Inventory 
b 158.200 Allowances Withheld 
C 182.300 Other Regulatory Assets-Losses 
d 254.900 Olher Regulatory Llablllties-Gains 
Total Working Capital 

Average Net Working Capital Balance 

Retum on Average Net Working Capital Balance 
a 
b 
Total Relum Component 

Equity Component grossed up for taxes (A) 
Debt Component (Llne 6 x 1.87670% x 1/12) 

Expense Or (Cr) 

a 

b 
c 509.000 Allowance Expense 
Net Expense (Lines 6a+6b+6c) 

Tolal System Recoverable Expenses (Lines 5+7) 
a 
b 

41 1.800 Gains from Dispositions of Allowances 

41 1.900 Losses from Dispositions of Allowances 

Recoverable Costs Allocated to Energy 
Recoverable Costs Allocated to Demand 

Eneruv Jurisdlctlonal Factor 
I_ 

10 Demand Jurisdictional Factor 

11 
12 

13 Total Jurlsdlctlonal Recoverable Costs (Lines1 1+12) 

Retall Energy-Related Recoverable Costs (€3) 
Retall Demand-Relaled Recoverable Costs (C) 

Florida Power & Liqht ComDany 
Fnvironmenlal Cost Recovery Clause 

For the Period July through December 2007 

Form 42-8E 
Page 40 of 43 

Schedule of Amortizallon of and Negative Retum on 
Deferred Gain on Sales of Emission Allowances 

(in Dollars) 

End of 
Period 

Beginning of 
Period 

Amount July August September October November December &!g.@ 
Eslimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 
0 
0 

$0 

n 
0 

$0 
0 
n 

$0 
0 
n 

$0 
0 
n 

(2,924,623) (2,834,819) (2,745,016) (2,655.212) (2,565.408) (2.475.604) (2,385,801L 
($2.924.6231 ($2,634,819) ($2,745,016) ($2,65521 2) ($2,565,408) ($2,475804) ($2,385,801) 

(2,430,702) (2,520.506) (2.879,721) (2,789,917) (2.700.1 14) (2,610,310) 

(22.128) (21,438) (20,748) (20,058) (19.368) (1 8.678) (235.981) 
(4,504) (4.363) (4,223) (4,082) (3,942) (3,801) (48,028) 

($284.009) (D) ($226,632) ($25,801) ($24,971) ($24,140) ($23,310) ($22,479) 

(89.804) (89,804) (89,804) (89,804) (69.804) (89.804) (1,003,670) 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 

($89.804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89.804) ($89,804) ($1,003,670) (E) 

($1 16.436) ($115,605) ($114,775) ($1 13.944) ($113,114) ($112.283) 
(116,436) (1 15.605) (1 14,775) (113.944) (113,114) (1 12.283) 

0 0 0 0 0 0 

98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 98.53348% 
98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 98.62224% 

(1 14.728) (113,910) (113,091) (1 12,273) (111,455) (110,636) (1.268.796) 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

($1 14.728) ($113,910) ($1 13.091) ($112,273) ($111,455) ($1 10,636) ($1.268.796) 

Notes: 
(A) The Gross-up fador 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) Line 8a times Line 9 
(C) Llne 8b times Line 10 
(D) Llne 5 Is reported on Capilal Schedule 
(E) Llne 7 Is reported on OBM Schedule 

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

Totals may not add due to rounding 
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RRL-10 SOUTH CAROLINA STATE STATUTE - TITLE 48, 
CHAPTER 46 - ATLANTIC INTERSTATE LOW- 
LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMPACT 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN 
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$20.1906 

accor&.nce wiiiM the regul&Gctiono of the 
Depcrtmmt of Tr&n8pai%ation.u or 

(el  Contsliners that are acceshlblblp 
only t o  individuals authorized to hm- 
dle or use them. or to work in t h e  vi- 
clnity of the conminere, if the contents 
are identlfled to these indwiduale by a 
rraciilg nvdnble written record temm- 
plea of conhinere of thib type ore con- 
taJnew in locations ~ u e h  as vzater-fllledl 
emale,  starwe vaults, or hot cellsi. 
The record must be rekinecl 98 long &9 
the contxinere am in use for the pur- 
pose inrlic&ted on the record: or 

(fr Enstnlled m a n u f u t u r q  o r  moc- 
equipment, such &s reactor compo- 

nents. pipmg, .ad L%nk8. 

[SS FR 23401. Mag' 31. 1991. aa ammilad at 60 
FR m a 5 .  ALT. z 5 . i ~  

620.1906 Proceduies for receirhg nnd 

(a) Each licensee who eli~ects t o  re- 
ceive n weka@ containing quantities 
of radioacbre nuterirl iu esces~ of e 
Tme A quantity. as defined in 871.4 
and appendix A t o  pl'rrtc 71 of this Chap- 
ter. shall make ar'r,zngemente t o  re- 
ceive- 
(1% The pnclrnge %-hen the carrier of- 

few it for deliveiy: or 
(2) Notification of the arrival of the 

package at the cwrier's termiual and 
to tnke possemion of the packwe exl~e- 
ditaousl!v. 
(b) Dw:h licensee sWl1- 
(1) Monitor the ex&ernal surhces of a 

labeled@ pnokage for radioactive con- 
tmm&tmn unless the p&ckage con- 
tains only radioactive material in the 
form of a gas o r  in special form as de- 
fined in 10 CFR 71.4: 

(2) RIonitor the external t?urf&ces of a 
labeled- package f u r  raftistian levele 
unkw t h e  package cont&ins clmtities 
of radioncnve n~.%temal that are le% 
than o r  equnl to  the Type A qunntity, 

JLabeling of p n o k i q s  contninlng radlo- 
a t i r e  mntennls is wqulrrd bs tfie Depwk- 
meut of Trhnsportntian (DOT) If the nmount 
anil type of rcrdioactme mrLterial exceeds the  
limits for M excepted qnnntitr ~r cu'tlale fB 

opeui11g packages. 

dtfued tlud 1lmltGd by DOT reeulutiom 49 
CFR 1E3.4003 (mj M d  \w) Nld 173 421454. 

-Labeled with a Rndloantive White I. Yd- 
lun II, or Yellow m labal w speclfled iU U 5. 
Depnrtmsut of Trm.spoi%&tiGn regulntinim 
49 CFR 172.4m and 172 936-440. 

10 CFR Ch. I (1-147 Edition) 

as defilled in 5Vl.4 a d  appen~x A t o  

13) Monltm tlll packages known to 
coutmn radlaactive material far radio- 
xtlw contan~Inction ynd radistlon 
levels i f  there is eviclfnce uf degmda- 
tion of package 1 
packages that &re cun&hecl. vet ,  01' 
dam&g?d. 

( c )  The licensee shall perform the 
monitoriug requim3 Ly pnrayrnph [b) 
of u n s  section e6 soon &s practical 
after receipt of the pack.%ge. but nut 
k te r  than 3 hours after t.he p:%ckage is 
received at the lioemee's &cility if it 
is received fluring the licenseu't? normal 
sorking huure. or not later t-hm 3 
hours from the beginning of the next 
sorlring dnp If it is received after 
aorxing h O U % .  

( d i  The licensse shall immediately 
noh.0 the mal cleliireiy carrier and the 
NRC Operations Center (301-816-51001. 
by telephone, when- 

( I )  Removable radioactlot. 6wfaoe 
conhmiaation exoeecle. the limits of 
§C1.87(i) of this chapter: or 

(2) Extemnl radiation lrveh exceed 
the limit8 of sTl.47 of thi8 ChRpter. 

( e  I Ea& licenwe ahall- 
(1) Establish. maintkin, .ad retain 

mit ten procedures for safelg opening 
pacliapes in which radioactive material 
is xwcired; and 

followe& nnd tllst clue considemtion is 
yiven t o  epeeid in&mctiom far the 
type of packsge bein8 opened. 
(f) Licensee8 tranafemmg special 

form sources in liceinsee-owned or 11- 
censee-operated rehjcleH to and from B 
worB site aw exempt &om the con- 
tamhetion monitoring recluirements 
of paregraph ~ b )  of this section. but w e  
not esempt from t h e  survey recluire- 
nient in pamgrailh (b) of thls suetion 
for memuring rwuation levels that  is 
required to ensure that the eou~ce 1s 
&till properly lorlged in it8 &el& 

71 Of this chapter. and 

(2) Ensue that the prOce&ur?S 3J'E! 

[56 FR 23401. Mnp 21. 1991. as amended at 57 
FR 33357. Aug. 31, 1992: 60 FR 20186. 9pr. 26. 
19Y5; 63 FK. 9W482. Juls 23. 1WSj 

Subpart K-Waste Disposal 

SOouTcc~: 56 FR 8403, h3ny 21. 19% unlew 
otheiwise noted. 

346 
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission 9 20.2004 

120.2001 &.nerd requirements. 
tay A lieen6ee &AD dlspuse of li- 

censed niatednl only- 
(1) By transfer to an suthodzed re- 

cipient BB provided in $20.2006 or in the 
regulations in psrts 30, 4% 60, gi, 63, TO, 
and '72 of thi8 chapter; 

( 3 )  By &cay in storage: or 
(3 )  By relenee in emueats within the 

litnits in §30.1301, or 
(4 )  Aa authorized under 3920:2002. 

20.2003. 20.2004. or 5 30.2006. 
(b) A person must. be xpecffically li- 

censed to receive fimste containing 11- 
censed matei?,sd fiom other pemone for: 
(1) Treatment piior to dispoul: or 
(2) Treatment or  dislioml IJY inciner- 

ation; or 
(3) D e ~ a y  in storage: or 
(4)  Dispoml at R land ~syosa l  facility 

licensed under part 61 of thia chapter: 
or 
(5) Disposal at a geofoglc repositow 

under part 60 or lmrt 63 of this chapter. 
[66 FR 33408, Mn;+ 2l. 1Y91. BR runamled nt E6 
FR 55789. Nov. 2.20011 

(I) The material is readilg soluble lor 
is readily dispeMble b$fological mate- 
rial) in wster: an6 

$2)  The guantim of licensed o r  other 
ritdioactise material that the  Iiaenaee 
releams into me sewer in 1 mont*h cli- 
vided by Che average monthly volume 
of water released into the &ewer by t he  
lieensee does not exceed the coneentrw 
tion listed in table 3 of appenilix B t o  
part ao; and 

( 3 )  If more thun one rafiionuclifie ie 
releit&ed, the f O l l O W b l g  CtXl&t iQnB must 
dso  be satiefled: 

(11 The licensee shall determine the 
Pwtion of the limit in &Ale 3 of ap- 
pendix B t'o part 2xI represented by di6- 
chuges into unitary sewerage by di- 
viding the actual monthlp average con- 
ceutrat<ion of each radionuclide re- 
l e q d  by the liceneee into the  sewer By 

ntmtion of that radionuclide 
listed in tsm 3 of appendix B to  p u t  
3X and 

{ii] me sum of the fmctions for each 
r:tdSonudi& required b3: P ~ E t ~ ~ a l J h  
{n)(3)(i) of this section does not exceed 

(a) An andysie and el-ahation of per- 
t'inent, information on th0 nature of the 
cnviromxnt; m d  
io The nature and location of other 

potentially ,rffected licensed and unli- 
censed facilftiee; and 

( d )  A m l y s ~ ~  and proceduw to  en6we 
that dosea are maintained ALARA aud 
within the dose limits in this part. 

$20.3003 Disposal bp mlezase into sani- 

(a) A licensee ma37 rlischarge licensed 
material into 8,mitRrg sewerage if ea& 
of tihe folloRing conditions is wtiafied: 

tary sewerage. 

$20%0&i Trentnient or dispoml by in- 

(a1 A licensee may tm%t or dispose of 
licenwl material by incineration only: 
(I) A8 authorized by pm%graph (b) of 

this &ect.ion; or 
$2) If me material is in a form -and 

conuent.rstion specified in 8 20.2005: or 
(3)  As specific&lly approved by the  

Commisbion p u m a a t  t o  g20.2CD2. 
(b)i 1) Wmte oils (petroleunr derived 

or s p U ~ e t i o  oil6 used principally 3 6  lu- 
brimmts, coolaats. hFcIraufic or insu- 
lating fluids, or mehlworking oile) 

cinelation. 
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$20.2005 

th&t have been radioactivelg cuntami- 
nated in  the course of the aperstion or 
m n b t e m c e  of a nuclem power Pew- 
tor licensed under part 50 of this chnp- 
ter may be incinerated on the site 
where generated provided that the 
total rartiotlctice emuentri from the fa- 
cility. including the efnuents hum 
such incinemtlon, conform t o  the re- 
quirements of appendix I to  part 50 of 
this &apte:r and the erfluent r e l a m  
limits contained in appllaable licenfx 
conditions other than effluent Limits 
specific33ly related to  beineration of 
waste oil. The licensee shall report any 
chmges or additions to the informa- 
tion euppliert under 5550.34 ,md 50.34s of 
t l l l ts  chapter a~ocia te~l  witk incin- 
eration purvunnt t o  g50.71 of this chap- 
h r ,  a0 appropriate. The liceneee h l l  
also follov the procedures of 550.59 of 
th ts  chapter n3th respect t o  such 
change8 to the Eacility or procecluree. 

(2)  Solid residueB produced in the 
pmocees of incinerating n w t e  oil8 muyt 
be &pased of aa pro-&lrd by g2O.ZOOl. 

(3)  The provisions of this Hection au- 
thorize onuite waste oil incinerattloa 
under the term of t h i a  section and BU- 
pemde any provMon in au incusidml 
plant license w technical specification 
Wt r r m ~  be inconsistent. 
[S? FR 67656. Drc. ?,19%] 

$20.2OO5 Disposal of specific wastes 
(a) A licensee m y  diHpose of the fol- 

lon-hg licensed m t e r i d  RS i f  it were 
not radioactire: 
(1) 0.05 microcurie (1.85 kBqr, or less, 

of hSdrOgen-3 or carbon-14 per gram of 
medium ueed for liauid scintillstion 
comtiny; .md 

(2) 11.05 microcurie (1.85 W3qh or less, 
of hydrogen-3 o r  carbon-14 pel' gram of 
animal tissue, averaged over the 
weight of the entire mimnl. 
(b) A licensee mag not dispose of tis- 

m e  under pmagraph ta){S) of this sec- 
tion in a mnner  that '&*ould pernzit its 
use either as food for humane 01' ns ani- 
mal feed. 

(c) Tfle licensee shall mninttin 
records in a.ccordance with 8 20.2108. 

$20.2006 Tr-ansfer for disposol atu-1 

(a) The requirements of this section 
and appendis G t o  10 CFR p&rt 20 me 
dediignecl to- 

I?l;inifestS, 

Docket No. 070007-E1 
10 CFR, Part 20, Subpart K - Waste Disposal 
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1D CFR Ch. I (1-147 Edition) 

(1) Control transfers of low-level ra- 
cliowtire w&ute by m p  waste gener- 
ator. waste collectar. or %%sate proc- 
trsrjor licemetre, a,% defined in this part. 
who &ips low-level nast.@ eiQher di- 
rectly, or inctirectlx though a m e t e  
coilcctor or waate proceesor, to a E- 
ceneed low-level waste lmd disposal fa- 
cility 0 8 s  denned in part 61 of this 

tm; and 
(31 Supplement exietiug rquirc7mmts 

conprning tr.zl&m land recordkeeping 
for those wrtstes. 

(0) Any licensee shipping radiowtice 
wast,e intended for altimnte filsyoeal at 
a licensed laud diflposal facility must 
document t,he informtion requred on 
NRC's Unifoxm Low-Level RsAioactlw 
Waste Manlfeet and transfer this re- 
corded manifed information to  the in- 
tended consignee in iaceOrdaImB wit-h 
appendix 0 t o  10 GFR p u t  20. 

n t  manifwt must in- 
on by the vsste  geu- 

erator as specified in section II of RP- 
pen- G t o  10 CFR pmt 20. 

(d) Ewh person involved in the tmns- 
fer for & b p o ~ y ~ l  and di8,yoaaJ of waste. 
inclulliniig the waate generator. waste 
collector, waste processor, m d  clispo~lal 
faoilit*y operator, &&E oomplg with tke 
requirement8 specifled iu section III of 
appendix C+ t30 10 CFR part 20. 
[a FR 60128. Sept. 31. lssS] 

$20.20M Cow &mce with e i i r h n -  
mental and Iiealth protection regum 
l a t h s .  

Not'hing in this subpart relliews the 
licensee from c u m p l m  with other ap- 

btione governing a y  other toldc or 
hma?dous properties of materials that 
may be (Lirpaxed of under this subpart. 

plicable Fed~&l ,  S a t e ,  m d  l o c d  rwm- 

Subpart Ldecords 

EmFaE: 56 FB Z33304. Mny 21. 1991. unless 
otherwise noted 

p 20.2101 Geiiernl provisions. 
(n) Each licensee shall use the unit+%: 

curie, rad. rem, incluftbg multiples 
and subdivhionx. and shall clearls indi- 
cate the units of rtll quantities on 
records requit'ed by t M s  part. 
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CHAPTER 46. 

ATLANTIC INTERSTATE LOW-LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTE COMPACT 
MPLEMENTATION ACT 

SECTION 48-46-10. Citation of chapter 

T h ~ s  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 defmed in the “Omnibus Low-Level Radioactive Waste Compact Consent Act of 1985”, 
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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(1 1) ‘Wonregional generator” means a waste generator who produces waste within a state that is not a 
member of the Atlantic Compact, whether or not t h s  waste is sent to facilities located w i t h  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. 
(1 8) “Regional generator” means a waste generator who produces waste within the Atlantic Compact, 
whether or not t h s  waste is sent to facilities outside the Atlantic Compact regon 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 
Radiologcal Health, dated May 1, 1986, some waste byproducts shipped for disposal that are derived 
fiom 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 eligble for 
acceptance for disposal at a regional disposal facility. 

SECTION 48-46-40. Fees for disposal of regonal and nonregonal radioactive waste in regional disposal 
facilities; disposition of fees; Higher Education Scholarshp Grants. 

(A)( 1) The board shall approve disposal rates for low-level radioactive waste disposed at any regional 
disposal facility located withn the State. The approval of disposal rates pursuant to t h s  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 48-46-60Q3) 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 t h s  subsection or by special disposal rates approved pursuant to paragraphs (5) or (6)(e) of t h s  
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 dxposal 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 regonal 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 t h s  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 regonal 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 regonal 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 reDonal 
generator’s disposal rate exceeds any other regonal 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 US. Department of Defense military installation abroad for the 
importation of waste into the region for purposes of disposal at a regional disposal facility withn 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 regon for purposes of disposal at 
the regional disposal facility in South Carolina so long as nonregonal 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; 
(ii) 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 hgher than disposal rates for nonregonal 
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 regonal generators in writing of each special rate 
that has been accepted by a nonregional generator, and the board, the compact commission, and regonal 
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 regonal 
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)(l) 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 hsposal 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; 
6) 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; 
(1) 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 regonal disposal facility in South Carolina is authorized to charge an operating 
margin of twenty-nine percent. The operating margin for a gven 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 margn, 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 margm. 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 margn. 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 fiom the extended care 
maintenance fund as approved by the board based on revised 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 t h l s  act, the board shall continue to ensure, in accordance with Section 13-7-30, that the fund 
remains adequate to defiay 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 
amve at the objective of identifymg 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 fiom 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 t h s  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 altemate 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 t h s  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 t h u s  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. 
@)(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 fiom the State Treasurer) minus allowable costs, operating margm, and any 
payments already made fiom 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. 
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(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 thn-ty 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 margm, 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 frst 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 adrmnistrative 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 w i t h  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” . Thus percent of these 
monies must be allocated to Higher Education Scholarshp 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 200 1-2002, 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 is 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 th s  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 commissioner, altemate commissioner, or staff of the compact commission, or as called for in 
the compact commission bylaws. 
(B) South Carolina commissioners or altemate 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 regonal 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 
Barnwell 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 regonal 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 altemate 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 Govemor 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 rulemalung 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 Govemor 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 establishmg 
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 N( i)( 1 1) 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 regon 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( i)(12) of the Atlantic Compact 
authorizing each regonal 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 t h s  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 membershp 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”. 
Th~s fund, and earnings on this fund which must be credited to the fund, may only be expended for 
purposes of economic development in the Bamwell County area including, but not limited to, projects of 
the Bamwell County Economic Development Corporation and projects of the Tri-County alliance which 
includes Bamwell, Bamberg, and Allendale Counties and projects in the Williston area of &ken County. 
Economic development includes, but is not limited to, industrial recruitment, mfi-astructure construction, 
improvement, and expansion, and public facilities construction, improvement, and expansion. These 
funds must be spent according to guidelines established by the Bamwell County goveming body and 
upon approval of the board. Expenditures must be authorized by the Barnwell County governing body 
and with the approval of the board, Upon approval of the Bamwell County goveming 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 regonal management plan developed 
pursuant to b c l e  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 Bamwell 
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 thls 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.f.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 
withn 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 ths  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 w i t h  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 Bamwell site following closure and license transfer from the facility operator. The 
Department of Health and Environmental Control is responsible for continued site monitoring. 
(El) 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. 

I 
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550.52 

is governed by 10 CFR part 54. Ayplica- 
tion for termination of license is to  be 
made pursuant to  !j50.&2. 

t b )  Each license for a faeilitr that 
h w  permanently ceased operations, 
continues 5n effect begcind t h e  erpira- 
tion &&e ta autBoriize orvnemllip and 
p"ewion of the production or utiliza- 
tion Fwility. until the  Commission no- 
tifies the l i ceme  in writing m a t  the 
liceme is terminated. Isulisg sueh pe- 
riot% of cuntinued effectiveness the li- 
cenme eh&ll-- 

(11 Take actions neoessal*y to decom- 
mission anel decontaminate the facility 
m c l  continue t o  mRintdn the facility, 
including. where %pplicable. the stor- 
age. control and m.nint..tnance of the 
speut fuel. In a safe condition. and 

( 2 )  Conduct activities in accordance 
with all o t h r  restrictions applimble to 
the facility in accordance Mth the 
NRC mg:ul&tion~ and the 13rcivisiolls of 

IO CFR pwt 50 IicensH for 

[56 FR SS76, Dec, Y3. 1091. ns amended 5t 6l 
FR 39300. July 29, lBY61 

$50.52 Combiiling licenses. 
The Gonunbeion may conibine in P 

single license the actinties of m appli- 
cant which would otfiemise be licensed 
eeverallllg. 

5 50.53 diuisdirtional limitations. 
No 'licenee under thm part sUll be 

deemed t o  hnoe been issued far activi- 
ties which &I% not under or wlt'nln the 
jurisrliction of the Unit& States. 

umended. at 33 FR 

1 50.84 Conditiolis of l~oe~ises. 
R3eWer stated theiwn or not. the 

following shEtll be deemed conditions in 
every license ifsued: 

fau l j  Etzch nuclear power plant or 
fuel reproceming plant licensee huhject. 
to t.he quality a m u r m c e  criteria in ap- 
gendix 3 of thiEi pwt  shall implement, 
pnrsuant t o  450.34@iiG)[ii) of this &wt. 
t,he quality & " x i c e  pogrsm de- 
ncribed or referenced iu the Safety 
Analreis Report, inclucking c;hrm@s to  

( 2 )  Emh licensee describw3 in  para- 
graph ra)(l> of this H r C t i D n  &all, by 
June 10, 1983, submit to the apl3'roplbi&te 

Yeport. 
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NRC Re&$" Office &own in appendix 
D of part 20 of this ch&pter tl16 cwrent 
deSGT@tiOn of the quality assurmce 
p r o g ~ "  it is implementing for inclu- 
8ion in the &feQ -bal.lgsie Report. un- 

scription pzeviously accepted by NRC. 
This subniittul must identify chmgeli 
made to the ynalitg assurance yrogram 
fieiHxcription bince the descriltion wai 
submitted t o  NRC. tShould a licensee 
need additional time beyond June 10, 
19a3 to eubmit its current quality w- 
nnrancs progr&m dewrigtian to NBC. it 

lese there are no c h m ~ ~  t o  the de- 

a schedule for NRC a~provnl  ~hoosring 
when i t R  cumeat qu&lity &wur&nce pro- 
&" description will be submittea.) 
13) Each licensee described in para- 

gmph (&XU of t-hifi section may make a 
chmge to  a pravioudilp accepted qual- 
ity zwmxmce grogr,zm Ileacdption in- 
cluded or referenced in the  Safety 
Analysis Report CritkLCrut prior NRU ap- 
groval, pror;1&d the cBanye does not 
reduce the commitments llz t.he pro- 
grain descril?tion &a accepted ty the 
NRC. C b n g e s  to the qulilitg Tu38urmce 
progrxm descripticm tmt Bo not reduce 
the commitment8 must be bubmitted 
t o  We NRC in accordance Wtb the re- 
cpirsmenta of §50.73(e1. In addition to 
clualility &s~lurmce program changee iu- 
rolving ndmillretrstiscs Improvements 
md clazrificatians. spelling corrections, 
pmctuation. or e~~~~~~~ items. the fol- 
lawing changes not considered to 
be reductions in  conmxftment: 

I i )  The uee of a QA standird agproved 
b y  the NfLC wbich ie mixe recent than 
the Q4 Eitandwd m the licensee's cur- 
rent QA program nt the time of the 
change: 

t i i i  The UM of a qunlity assurance 81- 
ternative or exception al~proved by an 
NRC snfetJr evaluation, pro%?icled t h t  
the bnsen of the m c  appror91 &re np- 
gllcahle to the licensee's hci l i ty:  

of generic organizational 
that  clearly denote the 
on. aupplemented as nec- 
riptive text. rather than 

I i v i  The use of generic organizational 
c h w 8  t'o indicate functional relatian- 
&hips. authoritien. &and reliponsibilitAe, 

746 
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or, alternately. the u8e of descriptive 
text; 
(6) The elimination of quality msw- 

ance progi*on information that dupli- 
cates hnguage in quality aw~ur*nnce 

ance stun&rds t o  which the licensee 1s 
committed; m d  

toi) Orgitnizatioml rer.isiom thet en- 
sure that persow and orgmimtions 
yerforining quality assurance fmctiom 
continue to have the requidte suthor- 
i@ and organizstional freedom. includ- 
ing sufficient independence fkom cost 
and scbhedule when opposed to safety 
considemtions. 

iql Chmges to the (1ualit.y asFJwance 
program desci9ption that do reduce tbe 
c"itmt7nte must. be submitted to 
the N R C  an& receive NRC npp~oovol 
prior t o  implementatcion, as follows: 

ti) Changes made to the quality m- 
surance program deecription RR pre- 
sented m tbe Bafet-y Analysis Report or 
in a topical report must be suhniitted 
as specified in 9; 60.4. 

(iii The snhmitbl of a change t o  the 
8afeW -4xalgsis Report quality msnr- 
ance program description must include 
all pages sffecterl by that change and 
must be nccompanied by a forwmdlng 
le t tw identifying We change, the rea- 
son for the chsnge, and the l m i e  for 
concluding that the rmised progrm 
incorporating the change continues to  
satis@ the criteria of appendix B of 
this psrt and the Bafet3.' Andyeis Re- 
port ~7mlit37 zw+urance program de- 
scription commitments p ~ w i o u a ~ p  sc- 
cepted by the NRC (the Ietter need not 
provide the basis for caangea that cor- 
rect spelling. punctuation. or editorial 
items). 

(iii) A copy of the formuding letter 
identifpng We change mwt be n l m -  
tbdned s;a a fmilim record for th ree  
gems. 

(IT) Gbanges to the quality a % m c e  
program description included ar ref- 
erenced in the Bafetr -4nalysis Report 
sBall be reganled us accepted by the 
Cromraiaeion upon receipt of 8 letter to 
t b i s  effect from the nppi>opri&e review 
iag oface of the Gommiasion o r  60 days 
after submitta.1 to the Commission, 
which eve^ occwe first. 
tb) No r ight  to the specid ntzclear 

mttterial &all be conferred by the 11- 

regulatc@y gUidLH8 md qUZi . l l 8  "IEIRLw- 
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cenae except% as may be denned hy the 
license. 

(c i  Neither the license. nor any right 
thereunder, nor m37 right t o  utilize or 
prodnce special nuclear material shall 
be transferred, assigned, OF tlispoaed of 
in any manner, either voluntarily or 
involnntaziPg, directly or indirectlr, 
through transfer of control of the li- 
cense to .any pereon, mlem tbe Qom- 
rnisElinn shall, afber securing full infor- 
mation, Mnd tJmt t h e  transfer i s  in nc- 
corclaance with the protisions of the act  
mtnd give it& consent in writing. 

id) The license UhaU be subject to 
suspension m d  to the rights af reaap- 
ture of the materid or contml of the 
fRaility resewed to tlw Cornmi&on 
under section 108 of the act in LL state 
of w m  or national emerpncy cieolwed 
tsy Congress. 

( e )  The license shall be subject to 
revomtion, suspension, modification. 
or meadnient for c m s e  a8 provlaed in 
the act. and regulation& in acccordmce 
with the procedures proodded by t& 
ut. and regulations. 

t f )  The licensee &aAl at. my time be- 
fore expiration of the license, upon re- 
cpest of the Commission, submit, 98 
specified i n  650.4, wi t t en  statements, 
Kigned under oath or affirmation, to 
enable the Commieasion to determine 
whether m not the license should be 
modifieb. suepended, or revoked. Er- 
cept for information wug3.t t o  veri@ 
licensee compliance with the current 
licen&g basis for that facility. the 
NRC must prepare the reason OF rea- 
sons for each information request prior 
to  issumce to enswe thst the burden 
t o  be imposed on rwpondenta is justi- 
Bed in bqew of the potential safety Big- 
u i f i m c e  of the issue to be addressed in 
the reqnested information. Each such 
justifimtion provided for an  e-v-aluELtion 
performed by the NRC staff must be ap- 
proved by t h e  Ekecut2ive Direcbor for 
Oprntions or his or her deeignee prior 
t o  issumae of the reqaest. 

(6, The iwuance or existence of t h e  
License shall not be deemed t o  waive, or 
relieve tbe licensee from compliance 
with, the mtitrufit laws, as fipecified in 
subsection 1 D S a  of the Act. In the event 
that the licenwe should be found by B 
court, of competsent jurisciiction to have 
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violated nny grovision of snch anti- 
trust laws in the conduct of tke li- 
censed activitp, the Comiiseiou m n ~  
susl~end or revoke the license or take 
such other action with respect t o  it as 
shall be deemed necemap. 
th) The license shall he subject to the 

provisions =of the -4ot now or hereafter 
in effect and to  al l  rules, regulations, 
and orders of the Commission. The 
terms and condiMons of the license 
sluE be suBject to amendment, revi- 
sion. or  modification, by reenson of 
Nnendments of the Act o r  by i'eason of 
rules, regulations, m d  oWem iryued in 
accordiince with the terms of the act. 

(i) Except as provided in 155.13 of this 
chapter. the liceneee may not permit 
tihe mauipulation of tbe control of any 
facility by angone who is not ?t licensed 
operator or senior ope~~etor 8s provided 
In part 55 of this chapter. 

ti-1) Within three month8 after 
issuance of m operating liicenfle, the  ii- 
censee ab311 have in effect an operator 
reguallflcation probmm which must a8 
a nliuirnum. meet the reclulranent8 of 
555.591~) of this ohapter. Notwith- 
stmdiug the  provisions of 3 50.59. the li- 
censee m a ~  not, except. a8 speciilcally 
authorized by the Coinmimion decreme 
t,&e scape of an nppi'oved operator ?e- 
qualification program. 

t j l  Apparatus and " x s m  other 
t%%n controlx, the operation of which 

10 CFR Ch. I (l-l-O? Edition) 

mag affect, the reactidtg or poww 
level of a reactor &aLl be manipulated 
only with the knowledge and cansent 
of an operat.ar or senior aperator li- 
censeb pursuant to part 55 of this chap- 
ter present at the controls. 
fk) An operator o r  seuior operator H- 

censed pmuan t  to  part 55 of tais chap- 
&as shihnll be present at, the control& at 
all time8 during the operation of the 
€will@. 

(11 The licensee shall designate indl- 
vidunb t o  be responsible for directing 
the licensed activities of licensed oper- 
ators. W s e  individuals &all be li- 
censed 5s senior operatom pursumt to 
part 55 of this clmpter. 

crai~l) A senior operator liOen8ed pur- 
suant t o  pttrt 55 of thls chapter Wall he 

sent at the fwility or readily avail- 
e on call f c t  &a1 times during ita op- 
tion, :ad rrhslll be present a t  tbe fa- 

cility ciuiips init(ia.l ektrt-up snd np- 
proach t50 power. i*ecoveiy from an un- 
planned or unscheduled shut-down or 

ant reduction In 1>owei*, m d  re- 
ar aB othemise prescribed in 

the fhcility license. 
(2) Notwii%sL%ndipg any other proGi- 

eione of tais section. by 3ttnunry 1. 
1984 licweerr of nuclear power unite 
&hall meet the follomng reyuirement,%: 

(i) Each licenbee &all meet the min- 
hnum licensed operator stRMng re- 
quirementa in the €ollon;iqy table: 

MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS' PER SHIFT FOR ON-SITE STAFFiNG OF NUCLEAR POWER UNITS RY 
OPERATORS AND SENIOR OPERATORS bCENSED UNDER 10 GFR PART 55 

Number of nwleer 
power units operaling' 

Three unrs 

~~~~ 

l.lone . 
One 

-rvm ...... ... .-...... .... .... 1..- 
Three 

............................... ".I." .... ..... 
-..... ......... .. 

1 1 1 
1 2 2 
2 2 2 
2 3 3 - ............ 2 3 

_I. . .  ........ 3 d ... .....-... ............................ 

1 
3 
2 
1 

35 
3 

a3  

..................................... .._. ................. I _ ............ I ...._........ I .............. 
'TemDoretv dmialons irom he numbfa renulied bu ths table shsll he in accordancs w$h crltela estabhshed in the UnR's . .  

teohniod op&~cations. 

dmvn or mfueiina 88 dafined by the unlf's Whnral  specd=etms 

ruom are tvro senior qerators and four operators 

ZFor the purpose of thls tahle a nmlear pomrr unlt 18 considered io be opeiabng rrhen it is in 8 nwds other than cold shut- 

V h e  number o i  raqured Imnsed psrsonnel when operating nmbai p m w  unma are coMrolkd from a common control 

(ii) Each licensee shall have nt ita who is amigned responsibility for over- 
all plant opemtion a t  all times there i e  site a person fiolding n senior operator 

license for all fueled units at *he site 
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fuel in any wit. If a sfngle genior oper- 
ator does not hold a senior operatm li- 
cense on nll fueled units at tbe site, 
then t h e  licensee must have at, the site 
two o r  more senior operahrs. who in 
combimtion are licensed as senior op- 
eratms: on all fieled units. 

t i i i j  "Than a nuclear power unit is in 
an opwational mode other thm cold 
sButd0n-n or refueling, SH defined 137 
tBe unlt'r techniual specifications. 
each liceneee 8hhnll have s person hoId- 
iqg a senior operator licenw for tae  nu- 
clear power unit in the control room at 
all times. In addition to this senior op- 
erator, for esch fueled nuc la r  power 
unit, a licensed opemtsozi or senior oper- 
ator sh& be prment at the contipols a t  
all times. 

LSv) Each licensee &&li h v e  present. 
during alteration of the core of a nu- 
clear poq-er unit fiualucling fuel loadivg 
or transfer,. a person holding o senior 
operator liceme or L senfor operator li- 
ceme limited to me~ handling to di- 
rectly mpemise the activity m& dur- 
igg this time. the licensee shull not a&- 
s i p  other duties to this pemu. 
(3) Licensees who cannot meet the 

Js~uuarg~ 1. 1984 deadline mustt submit 
by October 1. 1983 a request, for 5~ll ex- 
tension to the Direct<or of the Office of 
Nuclear Regulation ,and demonstrate 
gooit cause for the iques t .  

tnr The licensee shall not. except as 
authorized pmuan t  to a construction 
permit, make any hlt#eration in the fs- 
cility constituting a chmge &om the 
technical specifications preoioudy in- 
corgorated in a license or construction 
permit pursuant t o  550.36 of this part. 

(01 Prlmary reactor containments for 
water cooled power reactors, other 
thsn ftzcilities for which t h e  certifi- 
c&tiona required mcer ?j50.82[a,lD have 
been submitted, shall be mbject, t o  the 
reqtiirements set forth in appendix J t o  
this part. 

[pUi  The licewee shall prepare and 
miiintain safeguards contingency plan 
proceduw in accordance with 8~pen-  
LIB C of part 79 of *.Us chapter for ef- 
fecting the actions: and decisions con- 
t daed  in the Responeibility &htzix of 
the safeyuarcln contingency pkm. The 
licensee may make no change which 
would decrease the effectiveness of n 
wcurit,g plan. or gimrd training and 
cIualificntion plan, prepared Dureuant 
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to §50.M(c~ or part 73 of tfiis ehagter, or 
of the first four c%tegorie& of informa- 
tion tBaclqround. Generic Planning 
Base, Licensee Pl"ing Base, Respan- 
&it&lity Matrix) contained in a licensee 
s&feguard8 contingency plan prepared 
pursuant tr, §50.94{d) or part 78 of this 
chapter. as applicable, witBout prior 
appovti1 of the Comml&on. A licensee 
desiring to make such a change shall 

inent to the licensee's license pureumt 
t o  $5o.W0. 

(21 The licensee mag make ehmges to  
the ~ 1 ~ ~ s  refereuced in par:qi*aph cp)cl) 
of this section. without prior Qommie- 
&ion appwal if t,he chmges do not de- 
crease ,the kTfeguards effectivenew of 
the plan. The licensee shall maintain 
recordH of changes to  the plans made 
without prior Conmission app~oval for 
a period of three p . ~ m  fram t+he date of 
the ehange. a d  shall skxbmit. as sped- 
fie& in 550.4, a peport cont-jlning a &- 
scription of each change within two 
niontchs slfter tBe chmge is made. Prior  
to  the k%feguards cmtingencg plan 
beiw put into effect. the licensee shall 
have: 

( i )  All ~a€egllarSdd capabilities epeei- 
fled in the aa€ega;ZIELTdfi contingency pksn 
~ ~ a i l z d ~ l e  and fiinction&l, 

( i i i  Detaled procecWrz.8 develoged xc- 
corcllxg t o  appendix C to p w t  73 avail- 
able a t  the licensee's tiite, md 

(iii) All approp*te personnel 
trained t o  respond to mfsgusrds inci- 
&ents h 8  outlinea in the  ylm an& sped- 
Dad in the detailed procedures. 

(3)  The licensee shall prmide for We 
development. revision, implementa- 
tion. and mttintenmce of i ts  safeguards 
contingency plm. The licensee shall 
ensnre that all program eleinentts aiv 
reviewed by individuals independent of 
both security program mm.agement 

some1 who have direct yespun- 
for iinplementation of the s:ecu- 
gmm eitber: 

t i )  A t  intervals nc?t t o  exceed 12 
montlw. or  

(ii) AH necesmry. bwed on an CRBQBB- 
ment bF the licensee against, perform- 
ance indicators, and LE 80011 as re.%on- 
ab13 praut~icsble i&er a change occurs 
in perbonnel. procedures. equipment, or 
fwilities that  potentially catild ad- 
verselp affect secarity. but no longer 
than 12 inonthii after the cbmge. In 

submit Bn appllc&t.icm for ~9;n aRle3d- 
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anr ewe, all elements of tae safegumrle 
contxngency plan must be re-ewed at 
lenst once wery &I months. 

(41 The rwiew must include a review‘ 
and audit af mCegurrrda contingency 
procedures and practices, tm audit of 
the ~ c u r i t y  system testing a d  main- 
tensnee prsgrmz and a test of the 
eafeeguards slutems along with commit- 
ments e&%lJliElhed for response by locd 
law enforcement anthoritiea. The re- 
sults of the rerlew and audit, along 
with recommmilrttions for improve- 
ments. must he documented, reported 
to the limnseek corporate mtl plmt 
management. and kept availohle at the 
plant for  inspect.ion fur a period of 3 
ye ars . 
tq) A licennee mthorized to pomers 

and opm&e a nuclear power reactor 
ehall follow ana inamtfdn in effect 
emergenc~ plans wWeh meet the stand- 
arde in §50.4T(b) and the reQuirements 
1x1 appnciix E of this part. A licensee 
authorize6 t o  poesess ,and/or operate a 
reeearch reactor or a fuel facility shall 
follow .wd m i a t &  in effect emer- 
gency plane which meet the require- 
ments in appendix E to  t hb  pmt. The 
licensee &all retain the emergency 
plan ,and each change that decreases 
the effectivenew of the p l m  as a record 
mtll t h e  Conmisalon tei”inates the 
license for the nuclear powei” reactor. 
The nuclear power reactor licensee 
mag make changes t o  these p l m  with- 
out Conunlsnion approcad only if  the 
change8 do not decrease the effective- 
ne68 of the plws and the plans, tw 
changed, continue to meet the stand- 
a& of §50.4’i(b) mcl the requirements 
of appendix E t o  this park The re- 
search reactor andt‘or t& fuel facility 
licensee may make change8 t o  these 
plans m;ithout C ” i e s i o n  aDprova1 
only if these changes do not decrekqe 
the effectiveness QE the plana mcl the 
plam, as chLsgser2, contlllue t0 meet t h B  
requireme~ta of appundlx E to this 
part. This nuclem power reactor, re- 
search reactor. or fuel facilitp licensee 
&all rehin a record of each chnnge to  
the emergency plhn made 4rithout prior 
Commission approval for s period of 
t k e e  year8 from the date of the 
change. Proposed changes t&t de- 
cream the effectivenese of the approred 
emergency plans may not be imple- 
ment8ed without spplicetion t o  nud ap- 
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proval by Me Commis&m. The li- 
censee ~ h a E  suubmit. as specified in 
$50.4, a report of each proposed cfiange 
for ap-pp~-osal. If a change i 8  made with- 
out approval, the licensee sh‘all submit, 
3.a specified in $50.4. a report of each 
c m g e  within 30 &a>% s&eT the change 
1s made. 

Irr Esch licensee who is autthorized to 
possess mWor operate a research 01- 
test rertctar fitciliB with an authorized 
power level greater thm 01’ equal to  2 
hTW thermal. under a licensee of the 
tFpe specified in 8 50.21(c), shall submit 
emei’gencY plans complyg’ing with 10 
CFR pfrrt 50. appendix E. t o  the D i i w -  
tor af the Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Reguhtlon for ai)procTal by September 
7 ,  1982. Each licensee who is authorized 
to  pcrsse~o andlor operate a refmuch 01‘ 
tsst reactor facilit>y with an autborized 
power level less tban 2 NnsJ thermal, 
under a license of the type specified in 
OlrD.Zl(c), shall submit emergency plans 
complymg M t h  10 CFR part 50. appen- 
dix E, t o  the Director of the Offlce of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation for ap- 
proval by Nurember 3, 1982. 

W(l) Eseh licensee wvho is authorized 
to ponsesa m&or operate 8 nuclear 
z~)wer reactor Bhall submit to N R G  
within 60 clays of t h e  effective date of 
this amendment the radiologicil emer- 
gency reBponse plans of State and local 
guvemmeutal entitfes in the Uzited 
State8 tn3mt are wholly or pastially 
wit‘nln a plume exposure pathway EPZ. 
a8 well as the plm6 of State govern- 
ments wholly or partinllp w3thin &- iu- 
yssbon pathway EPZ.lJ These plans 
mnnt Be forwade8 t o  the Mrector of 
Nuelear Reactor Regulation, by appro- 
priate method listed in 550.4, with  & 
cop37 to the Adminifitrator of the ap- 
prapriate NRO regional office. h n -  
erdlg, the plume exposure pathway 
EPZ f o r  nuclear power reaetors Bhitll 

IEruergeucg Planning Zones C3PZsj m e  
discussed in NLftXWOSS6: EPA 53@1-7LLft18. 
”Plnnuiug Bnais for the Developmeut of 
State had Local Gaveim-ument Rdiologioal 
Emelyemy Reeponse Plans in Supyurt of 
Lqht  Water Nuclrnr Power Plnnte.“ Decexn- 
ber 1978. 
?If Khe State and local emergetic$ rmp,Pouse 

plnm have been prsviuns1;y provided t u  the 
N R C  for inclusion in t he  fnciliiq docket. the 
appliCwt limd Only proslde the appropiate 
reference t o  mest this nquinment. 
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c o n ~ s t  of an are& about 10 miles (16 
Irm) m radiw and the ingestion path- 
Fay EFZ &all conaht of an m a  &bout 
50 milerr (80 kin) in radius. The e-uct 
size rrnd configwatmn of the  EPZs for 
a psrticular nuclear power reactor 
dmll be determined in relahon t o  loml 
emergency reeponhe needs and capabili- 
ties as they we affected b . ~  such concli- 
trons as deniogmphy, topograp2y. laud 
characteristics. access routes. and JU- 
risdictional boundaries. Tbe size of the 
EPZs ala0 may be deterrimed on a 
caee-by-ume basis for gas-COOb?d nu- 
clear resctom and for reactom with zm 
authorized power level leas than 250 
hCK therinal. The plans for the ingee- 
tion pathway EPZ focus on each 
actions as are sppropnate to protect 
the foorl ingestion gatbriray. 

(2)ti) For operating power reactors, 
the licensee, State. and local emer- 
gency response plms At1 be imple- 
inent.ed by Apfil 1, 19Bl. except aH pro- 
vided in section IV.D.3 of appendix E to 
thw part. 

iii) V afte? April 1. 1981. the NRC 
finds that the at&e of emergenay pre- 
paredne86 does not prooicle wason&ble 
a w " x  that adequate protective 
measures cm and rill be taken in the 
event of a mdialogical emergency 
(tncl?&zng ~7ncFinp.s based O R  ?e~~??w!feifs  
of append'zx E, sertio?i IV.D.3) and If the 
deficiencies (inclzding &.iicitxcies based. 
OR rfgibiretwents of nppendix E .  ssi%on 
A'.D.j'j are not corrected within four 
months of that finding. the Commis- 
Rion wiFl determine whether the reac- 
tor shall be &ut d o n  until such deB- 
eiencies are retne&ed or whether other 
enforcement action is appropriate. In 
cletermLrung whether a &ut&owl or 
other enforcement action ie appro- 
priate, the Cumnlission sUll take into 
account, among other factors, whether 
the licensee a n  demonstsrste to  the 
Commirsion's Bntiskctian th& the  de- 
ficiencies in the plan are not signin- 
wnt for the glmt' m question, or that 
adequate interim compensating actiona 
ham been or w i l l  be taken promptly. or 
t'hrtt there m e  other coinpelling rea- 
aom for continued operation. 

(3) The NRC will base I& fl"g on a 
rwiew of the FEhlL4 findiwa avd deter- 
mination& aa to whether 6tatEtH and 
loc&I emerpncy plms are adequate 
and capable of being implemented. a d  
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on t&e NRC a e " e n t  as to n-hethep 
the hcsnneee's e m e r g "  p l m  are ade- 
quate and capable of being imple- 
mented. Nothing in this P&r&gz'?&Ph 
Rhxll be collbtrned as limiting the au- 
thoriQ of the Commlwion to  take ac- 
tion under .my other regulation or au- 
thority of the Commissian or at nng 
hme other M,w that specified in thi8 
parag". 

t t ) ( l I  The  Iloansee s&&ll provide fur 
the derelopnieut. rension. implemen- 
t a t "  ana maintenanoe of ita emer- 
b?eueg prepare6new pmgmrn. The li- 
cenaee EIfisll e u w e  that all program 
element8 me renewed by persons wbo 
&ve no 3lireut r%spomilMXy for the 
implementation of the emergenor pre- 
parednetis program either: 
, t i )  A t  interrnls riot t o  exceed 12 

ruonms oi*, 
iii) AH neoeas.wy. b.wert on an awess- 

ment by the liceneee agsinst perform- 
a c e  indicators, wd a8 soon as reason- 
:&lr practicable after a change occure 
in personnel. procedures. eciuiymeut, or 
acilities that potent~ally could ad- 
verrelg- affect emergency prepmedneua. 
Lut no longer thnn 12 inwnthu after the 
chmge. In .my a g e .  all elements of the 
emeigency preparil'eciue% lEogr&m must 
be reviewed nt lenst once etwy 24 
month#. 

(21 The rex-iew must include an eval- 
nstion for adequoy of interhoes with 
State and local governments m d  of f i -  
censee drills, exwises .  cap&bilitim, 
.wd procedwee. The 1wults of the re- 
riew, along with reconmendations for 
improvements, must be documented, 
reported to  the licensee's corporate and 
plant management, ,%nd retain& for a 
period of 5 yea%. The part Of the re- 
Tiew inrolc3ry the eraluntion fix, xde- 
qn,wg of interface mth Btrtte mLnd loa& 
g " n e n t #  must be arnilsble t%o tae 
approp ia t e  S&te and local govern- 
ment#. 

tu} Xithin 60 day8 after tfle effectioe 
date of this amendment. each nuclear 
power rertctor llceusee shall submit to 
the NRC plms for coping ~ l i t h  emer- 
gencies that meet standards in 550.4'iIb) 
mtnd the requirements of appendix E t o  
this part. 

yriirement8 of pait 73 of thw chapter 
shall ensure that phpiml mcwity, 

(U) Each liOe3lRQe bQbjeCt t o  tbe 1%- 

T51 
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safeguards contingency and guard qual- 
ification and tmining plans and other 
reh.t<ed SBfegurds Information m e  

d against usauthorized di~cro- 
accordmce with the require- 

ment# of g73.21 of tME( chapt,er, aa ap- 
gropriate. 
(n-) Each power reactor Iicensee 

under t h i s  part for a production or uti- 
l h a t i ~ n  facility of the type described 
in §50.31&) or g50.22 shall take re”- 
able steps to obtain insnrance available 
st rea”ble  costs &ad on reasonable 
term8 from private sources or to dem- 
onstmte t80 the satiafutction of the NRC 
Wst it possesses an equi-mlent amount 
of pi30tection covering the licemee’s 
obligation. in the event of an accident 
at the licensees’s reactor, to sbbilize 
nnd decont&minnt.e tho reactor ,and the 
ieftctor station site at which the reac- 
tor experiencing the aocidenk is lo- 
cated, provided that: 
(1) The insurance requireti by p.w&- 

graph LV) of this section must have s 
minimum coversge limit. for each wac- 
tnr station site of either $1.06 billion or 
wbatever amount< of insurance i8 yau- 
erally asailsble kWm private S O U I ’ C ~ ~ .  
whichevei% is less. The required h s u r -  
hnce mwt clearly state that, a8 m d  t o  
Me extent prodded in paragraph (w)f4) 
of Mis section, &my proceeds m w t  be 
payable €irst for stebilization of the re- 
slator &and next €or decontamination o€ 
the reactor and the react,or statfon 
site. If a licensee’s coverage falls below 
the required mininnrm, the licensee 
shall within 60 days take all reasonable 
steps t o  restore its coverage to the re- 
qulred minlmun~ The required i n s ~ -  
ance max, nt the option of t h e  licensee, 
be inclnded within policies that  also 
pmMe coverage for other r&Jm. in- 

g. but, not limited to.  t h e  risk o€ 
ph”1 &tru&ge. 
With respect t o  policies issued 

or annually ranewed on 01‘ after April 2, 
1991, the yroceedfj of such required ia- 
sur,mce must be dedicate& as an8 t o  
the provided in thL &wag”, 
to reimbwsement or payment, on Be- 
haf of the insured of rewonable ex- 
pensae incuriwd or estimated to  be in- 
curred by the licensee in b k i n g  action 
to  fulfill the Ilcensee’s obligation. in 
tbe event of %n accident at the licens- 
ee’s reactor, t o  ensure that the reactor 
is in. or is  returned to. and maintained 

10 CFR Ch. I (1-1-07 Edition) 

in, a safe m d  stable condition and that 
radioactive contadna.tion is removed 
or CQntrOlled such that personnel expo- 
sures are conslstent with the occugn- 
tional exposure limits in 10 GFR part 
20. Thew nctions mus t  be consistent 
with an9 other obligation the licensee 
may hare under this chapter and must 
be subject to paiagmpb (wB4) af thja 
section. As used in t h i s  section, an 
“wcident” niems an event that in- 
rolrw the release of mdioactise mst,,te- 
rid frum its intended place of confine- 
ment within t h e  reactor or on the reac- 
tor sitation &ite such that there is a 
present drcnger of release off aite in 
,m10unts thttt. would pose a tllmat to 
the public fiealth and safety. 

(iij Thz stabilizntion and &con- 
remsnt<& s e t  forth in 
of this section must 

apply uniformly t o  d l  inswance pali- 
cka reciuired under paragraph (w) of 
this tiectlon. 

(3) The licm&w shall report to the 
NRC on April 1 of each year the cur- 
rent levels of thi8 imurance or finan- 
ciP security it mainLains and t&e 
aources of th ib  insurance or financial 
security. 

( J l l i )  In the erent of an aocident att 
the licensee’s reaator, wber~ever the es- 
timated costs of stabilizing the li- 
censed reactor m d  of decontaminating 
the reoct,or and the reactor station site 
exceed $100 million, the p~oceeds of the 
insurance required bg paragraph [wl of 
t b i R  section must bo dedicated to and 
merl, first. to ensure thnt the licenserl 
reactor is in, or is returned to, and c m  
be maintained in. a safe and stable con- 
dition so as t o  preoent my significant 
risk to the public health and m f e a  
me, second, to decontaminate the re- 
actor and the reacttor station site in ac- 
cordmce with the licensee’s cleanup 
plm es approved by order of the Dizec- 
tor of t b e  Office of Nuclear -actor 
Regulation. This priority on insurance 
proceeds mwt remain in effect for 60 
d a ~ s  or, upon order, of the Director, fo? 
such lower periods, il? increments not 
t o  exceed 80 a y s  except BH pro~ided for 
activities under the  clean^ 
guired in paragmphs (VI( 
(wi~)t$)(iW of this section. aa 
tor may find neceasrtrgr t30 protect the 
putslic health and safew. Actions need- 
ed t o  bring the reactor t u  nnd maint.niu 
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the reactor in a mfe  and fitable con&- 
tion mag include one or mol% of the 
following, LW aypropriate: 
(9) ShUtdOF6Iu of the renctor: 
tBj Est&bli&ment and maintenance 

of long-term cooling wit& strtble decay 
heat removul; 

t C1 Maintenance of sub-csiticallty; 
t'D i Control of radioimtit'e releaBes; 

an8 
tE) Securing of stmctures, systems, 

or component& t.0 minimize rxcliat3ion 
exposure to  ondte  personnel or to the 
offsite publlc or to facilltate later de- 
cont&lnimtion or both. 

(iif The licemee shall inform the  Bi- 
rector of the Office of Nuclear Reector 
Regulation In writing when the reactor 
is and cm be maintained in a safe and 
stable condition so as t o  prevent any 
significLmt ri&k t o  the public health 
and safety. Within 30 days after the li- 
censee informfi the Director that the 
reactor is in this condition. or a t  such 
earlier time a8 t h e  licensee rmy elect 
or the Direct'or may for good cauee di- 
rect, t&e liceneee &all prepare and 8ub- 
mit a rlessug plm for the Director's 
aptppmval. The cleanup plan niust iden- 
ti@ and contain u estimate of the 
coat of enoh cleanup operation that 
win be required t o  decontaminate the 
reactor sufficiently to permit the li- 
censee either t-o resume operatian of 
the reactor or to  agplr tso tihe Commie- 
Bion under g5o.aa for  authoriw tn de- 

"ission the reactor ant1 t o  &UT- 
render the license voluntarily. Cleanup 
operatione may include one or more of 
t*ha following. a8 appropriate: 

[A) Processing auy conLxminated 
water generated bg the accident and by 
&eco nbaniination olmati ~ n s  to remoTe 
ratlioacti%-e matnerio18: 
(8) Becontaainabicm of surfncee iu- 

side the auP2liary and &el-hmdling 
building% m d  tale reaxtar biiilding to 
levels consistent with the Commie- 
sion's occupationnl expoeu~e limits in 
10 GFR pArt 20, , a d  deoonbmination or 
~lis1lo~al of equipn1ent; 

tC) Decontamination OF remcwal md 
dieposal of internal parte and damaged 
file1 from the reactor veswl: ~128 
(UI Cleanup of me react,or coolant 

8ystem. 
(iii) Following review of the licene- 

88% cleanup plaa. the Director will 
order the licensee ta  complete all o l ~ r -  
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e Director fi2l~la m e  1186- 
ontmnhate the reactor 

eufficientlg to permit t3he liceaeee ei- 
ther t o  resume operation of the re&cAor 
or to apply to  the Comission undeer 
gsG.82 for authority to decommision 

c a s e  .coluntwfly. The Director shall 
approve OF dimpprore, in whole o r  in 
part for stated reason&, the Licensee-% 
estimate of cleanup costs €or such upei*- 
at-ions. Such order m y  not be eaective 
for more than 1 year. at wUch time it, 
may Le renewed. Esc& subeequellt re- 
newal orcter. if imposed, may be effec- 
tive for not mow than 6 months. 

L ~ T )  of the ha&" of the piioceede of 
the recluired insurance not Rlready ex- 
pended to place the reactor in a safe 

dition pureuant to para- 
1 of this Election, &n 
lent to cover the es- 
pletian Of those decun- 

twd"lnion 0perat;ione that are the 
subject' of the Dire 

tile reactor and t o  surrender the 11- 

dad previausly ,and 
&om time ts time fos atabilizattan and 
decontamination and upon further cer- 
tification to t h e  Director a~ t o  the suf- 
ficiency of the deifimted amount re- 
nmining; policies of insumrice may pro- 
ride for payment to the licensee or 
other loss payees of amounts not wo 
dedicated. ,ad the licensee mag pro- 
ceed to UHC in pasallel (and not in gref- 
wence '&el-etoi any insurance proceede 
not s o  dedicated for otber purposm. 
(x) A licensee mag take  reasonable 

action that cte13nrte froni a license con- 
dition or a technical speoification t con- 
tained in a license issued under t h i g  
pert) in rcn emergencg when LMs action 
Is Immediately needed to protect the 
public hedth  m d  afet.!: and no action 
consistent =with l i c e n ~  conditions md 
technic;tl trpeclfications that can pro- 
vide adequate ar eyuivslent protection 
is inimediiately apparent. 

t5-j LicenHee action permitted by 
pnrograph (r)  of this section shall be 
approved, as a minimum, bg a li 
senior oyerat,or. or, a t  nuclear power 
reactor facility for wbich t%&e certifi- 
eatloss required un&r g50.82~a)(lr hs,va 
been submitt8ed, by either a liceneed 
senior operator or a certified fuel him- 
der. pi'ior t o  taking the action. 
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(z) Each licensee vnM a utilization 
facilim licensed p u r x m t  t o  sections 
103 or 1mb. of tfle Act shall imme- 
cliately notifT the NRC Operations Cen- 
ter of the occmence of &as event 6pec- 
ified in gsO.’iz of this part. 

(&a) The license shall be Bubject t o  
all confition8 deemed impowd s.8 a 
matter of law by sectfona 4Dlta)@) ma 
401fd) of t.he Federal Water PoUuCion 
Control Act, as amended (33 U.E.C.A. 
134l (a)G) and (dl.) 
(bb) For nuclear power rractors li- 

censed by t.he NRC, the licenwe shall, 
within 2 yeam following parmment 
cessation of operation of the ~ ~ e a c t o r  or 
5 $ear# before expiration of the reactor 
opemting license, whichever occurs 
first. submit mitten notification t o  
the Commission for its revtew and pre- 
limninam &mroval of the program by 
which the licensee intend8 t o  mmaye 
and provlcle funrliq for the manage- 
ment of all irradiated fuel at the reac- 
tor following permanent cesxstion of 
operntion of the reactar until title t o  
the irradiated fuel and poeses6ion of 
t,he fuel is transferred t,o &he Secretars 
of Energy for its ultimate disposal in a 
repository. Licensees of nuclear power 
reactors that have pemumently ceased 
operation by April 4, 1994 are rerluired 
t,o submit sncnch m5tten notification bg 
April 4. 1996. Final Commission rerieFv 
will Be undertaken &s part of any pro- 
ceediw for continued licensing under 
part 50 or p e t  72 of this chapter. The 
licensee must demonstrate to NRC that  
the elected actions will be cowistent 
Mth NRC reQuirement8 for licensed 
gosseseion of irraaated nudear fuel 
and that the actions mill be h p l e -  
mented on R t~me ly  basis. Where imple- 
mentation of such actions requires 
NRC authorizations. the licensee &dl 
verlfJi in the notification that submit- 
t& for sueh actions haw been or will 
be made to  NRC and shall ident ic  
them. A copy of t&e notification &a11 
be retained TJy tbe lIcen8ee as a record 
until expiration of the reactor oper- 
ating liceme. The licensee shd l  notify 
t&e NRC of say significhnt changes in 
me proywaed waste management pro- 
grnm as described in the initial notin- 
c&tion. 

(cc)(l) Each licensee shall not,lfy the 
appropriate N R C  Regional Adminis- 
trator, in writing, immediately fol- 
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lowing the filing of a voluntwy o r  in- 
voluntary petition for bankruptcy 
under say chapter of title 11 ( B d -  
ruptcg) o€ t h e  United States Code by or 
again& 

(i) The licensee; 
(ii, An entity (as that term is defined 

in 11 U.S.C. lOf(14)) controlling the l f -  
censee or listing the license or licenkee 
a& property of the eetate; or 

(iiif Ilu affiliate cns that term is de- 
fined lu ll U. S.C. lW2)) of t l l e  licensee. 

(2) T h i ~  nottficatiou must indicate: 
(1) The bankruptcy court in which 

the petition €01, banlnllptcg Was filed; 
&Wld r 

(ii) The sate of the filing of the petf- 
tion. 

(dd) A licensee inag take remanable 
uticln that departs from o license cun- 
dition o r  B technic& specification (con- 
tained in a license issued under thi6 
ynrt%) in n national security emergency: 

11) Then thi8 setion is lmmediatelg 
needed. tto imglement nati0nn.I security 
ab~ectives as designated by t#he na- 
l3onal command authority through the 
Commission. m d  

(2) No action consistent with license 
conclitions md techuical8pcificati;lons 
that can meet national security objao- 
tives is inmediately apparent. 
A national security eniergencg is en- 
tsbii&e8 739 .% law enacted bg the Con- 
mess or by an order or directive ifsued 
by the President pursuantc to statutes 
or the  Constitution of the United 
Sbtes.  The authority unrier this para- 
graph must be exemieed in accordance 
with l%w, including aection 5‘ie of the 
Act,, nnd is in addition to the authorits 
granted mder paragraph tx) of this sec- 
tion, which remains in effect unlese 
otherwise directed by the Commission 
during a natioml sec~irity emergency. 

ree)(l) Each license iRsued under this 
part authomiug the possesnion of by- 
Broduct m d  8pecial nuclear moterikl 
produced in the operation of the II- 
censed reactor includes, whether stated 
in tbe license or not. the authorization 
to receive back twt 8&me mteri.pl. in 
the  &%me or altered form or combined 
with. byproduct or special nuclenr ma- 
terial produced in the operation of an- 
other reactor of the same licensee lo- 
cater1 at that site. from L licensee of 
the CommiKgion or an Agreement 
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State. or from a non-licensed atity 
authorized t o  powess the material. 

(2, The authorizations in this sub- 
section are subject ta bhe same limita- 
Mons and requirement* applicable t o  
the ai>i@ntU poweeeion of the material. 

$3)  This pasagraph does not authorize 
the receipt of any material recovered 
from the reprooes8ing of irmdiated 
filt.1. 

iff3 For licensees of nnclew pover 
plants that have impleniented the 
earthquake enginesling ollteria In RP- 
p?n&ix F; t o  this part, plmt shutdown is 
recluired as provided in ps.ragraph 
ITTa)<3) of apgendir S to this paart. 
Psior to  resmnbg operatdons. the li- 
censee ~ b 1 1  demonstrate ti3 the Com- 
mission that no functionnl damage h.w 
occurred t o  t h e e  featurea neessargr 
for cont>inued operation without undue 
ri8k to the health &ad ssfety of the 
public and t h e  licensing basis is nmin- 
tcclnecl. 
PI FR $55. Jan. 19,19563 

ESITCIRUL Nom. For FEDERlL RPGLSTIE ci- 
tnt iom nffecting 950.54. me t h e  List- of CFR 
Sscticns Affected. which appmm in the 
F i n d i p  Aids section of the printed volume 
Nlil on GPO Accese. 

S 50,56 Coiiditioas of coiistructioii per- 

Each construction permit Elhall be 
subject to the following t e m s  and can- 
dition8: 

tsf The permit shall state t h e  earliest 
and Iat& ck%t+es for coinpletion of the 
construction or modification. 
(b) If the proposed constmction 01’ 

modification of the facility is not cam- 
pleted by the latest oicmnii3letEon date, 
the permit ala11 ek13ire aad all iQh& 
thereunder &ll be forfeited: Aovtdec;, 
however. That upon good cause & o m  
me Commission will extend the com- 
pletion date for n reiwomble paz.lod of 
time. The Commiseion will recognize, 
among other thiny3, de-velopmental 
problems atwibutable t o  tihe experi- 
mental nature of the  facility QP fire. 
flood, exTlosion. strike, sabotage. do- 
mestic violence, enemy action. ,zn set 
of the elements, and other acta Legond 
t h e  control of the peimit holder, as 9. 
basis for extending the completion 
attte. 

tc) Except PA modified by t&is section 
and §XI.%&. the construction yerniit 

nuts. 
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&hall be subject t o  the same conclit-ions 
to which 8 llcenee i8 mbject. 

( d )  A t  M ahout the time of comple- 
tion of the  constmetion or modifica- 
tion of the facfity, the applicant will 
file m y  adfit~onal iuform&tion needed 
t o  bring the origin& axlplication for E- 
cense up t o  &te. an8 Wl file m appli- 
cation for an operating license or an 
amendment t o  m application for P li- 
cense to construct and operate t h e  fa- 
cility for the issuance of nn oper&tiny 
licenw. as a11propdate. a i  specifled in 
§50.3D(d) of this part. 

t e)(l) Each individusl, corporation, 
l~nrtnersfiip. DP other entity holding a 
fici1Ry construction permit subject to 
thib part m w t  adopt appi’opsiste procc- 
clures to- 

t i )  Evaluate cleviations and failures 
t o  comply to idetentif3: defect6 and fail- 
ures t o  complg associated with sub- 
stantid safety hazard8 as won as PEW- 
ticable, and, except as prorlded in 
paragraph ie)(l,(iil of this section, in 
all cases witbin 60 day8 of aseover~.  ia 
order to  identify B reportable defect or 
Bilu~w t o  comply that could create P 
substantial safety hazard, were it t o  re- 
main uncorrected. 

(ii) Ensuxe that if m evaIuation of an 
identified detiation or failure t o  com- 

stantial safety hazard cannot be com- 
pleted within 60 days from dlscovei~y of 
the deviiintion or failure to conipls. m 
interim report is prepared and 6Ub- 
mitted to the Commission through 2t 
directoi. or re8ponsible officer or des- 
ignated person as discussed i n  para- 
gmuh c e )( ’i, of thL section. The interim 
report 6BQUld describe the deviation or 
failwe t o  comply tL%t 1s being R’P.~~u- 
at& md Elhould also state when t&e 
evaluation will be completed. This in- 
terim sepwt must be submitted in 
writing within €30 dayn of discorerg of 
the deviation or fail~we t o  comply. 

(iii) Ensure that .p director or respon- 
sible officer of the holdel* of 8, facuty 
constiwtion permit subject t o  thie 
pmt is informed a.8 won as pract io~~ble.  
and. in all cases? within the 5 working 
dapx after completion of the eralustion 
cleucribed in pmgraph (ei(l)ci, or 
(ev1)iiir of this sectbn, i f  the construc- 
ti1011 of B facility or activity, or a bask 
component supplied for  such fiwility or 
wtivity- 

ply potmti&l€g i%sWci&ted Mc-ith a sub- 


