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In re: Energy conservation cost ) Docket No. 120002-EG
recovery clause. )
) Filed: October 8, 2012
PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC.’S
PREHEARING STATEMENT
Progress Energy Florida, Inc. (“PEF”), pursuant to the Order Establishing
Procedure in this proceeding, Order No. PSC-12-0062-PCO-EG dated February 10, 2012,
hereby submits its Prehearing Statement:
A. Known Witnesses — PEF intends to offer the direct testimony of:
Direct Testimony.
Witness Subject Matter Issues
Helena T. Guthrie  Final True-up, January — December 2011 1
Helena T. Guthrie =~ Estimated/Actual True-up, January — 2-4
December 2012 and ECCR Factors
For January — December 2013
B. Known Exhibits — PEF intends to offer the following exhibits:
Exhibit No.  Witness Description
COM Guthrie ECCR Adjusted Net True-Up for January -
- ecember , Schedules - 4
) S (HTG-1T) D ber 2011, Schedules CT1 — CT5
APA _|
ECO
ENG — Guthrie Estimated/Actual True-Up, January —
GCL I (HTG-1P) December 2012 and ECCR Factors for
IDM Billings in January — December 2013,
TEL Schedules C1 — C5
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C. Statement of Basic Position

The Commisston should determine that PEF has properly calculated its
conservation cost recovery true-up and projections and the conservation cost
recovery factors set forth in the testimony and exhibits of witness Helena T.

Guthrie during the period January 2013 through December 2013.

D. Issues and Positions

PEF’s positions on the issues identified in this proceeding are as follows:

Generic Conservation Cost Recovery Issues

ISSUE 1: What are the final conservation cost recovery true-up amounts for the
period January 2011 through December 2011?

PEF: $4,391,708 over-recovery. (Guthrie)

ISSUE 2: What are the total conservation cost recovery amounts to be collected
during the period January 2013 through December 2013?
PEF: $101,274,893. (Guthrie)

ISSUE 3: What are the conservation cost recovery factors for the period January
2013 through December 2013?

PEF:
Customer Class ECCR Factor
Residential 0.306 cents/’kWh
General Service Non-Demand 0.265 cents/’kWh

@ Primary Voltage 0.262 cents/kWh

@ Transmission Voltage 0.260 cents’kWh
General Service 100% Load Factor 0.210 cents’kWh
General Service Demand 0.90 $/kW

@ Primary Voltage 0.89 $/kW

@ Transmission Voltage 0.88 $/kW
Curtailable 0.86 $/kW

@ Primary Voltage 0.85 $/kW

@ Transmission Voltage 0.84 $/kW
Interruptible 0.80 $’kW



ISSUE 4:

ISSUE 1:

PEF:

ISSUE 2:

PEF:

@ Primary Voltage 0.79 $/kW

@ Transmission Voltage 0.78 $’kW
Standby Monthly 0.089 $/kW

@ Primary Voltage 0.088 $/kW

@ Transmission Voltage 0.087 $/kW
Standby Daily 0.042 $/kW

@ Primary Voltage 0.042 $/kW

@ Transmission Voltage 0.041 $/kW
Lighting 0.123 cents/kWh

(Guthrie)

What should be the effective date of the new conservation cost recovery
factors for billing purposes?

PEF: The new factors should be effective beginning with the first billing
cycle for January 2013, and thereafter through the last billing cycle for
December 2013. The first billing cycle may start before January 2013,
and the last billing cycle may end after December 31, 2013, so long as
each customer is billed for twelve months regardless of when the factors
became effective. (Guthrie)

SACE’s Proposed Generic Issues

Does the utility have a measure plan in place to ensure that energy savings
associated with its ECCR factors are accurate?

PEF objects to this issue, because it is irrelevant and beyond the scope of
this docket. This docket is limited to the approval of costs incurred by
PEF for Commission-approved programs. PEF included its impact
evaluation plan, for each program, in its last DSM plan filing, and the
Commission considered and approved that plan in Docket 040031.
Modifications to the DSM plan were subsequently considered and
approved in Docket 060647. This issue is therefore more appropriately
addressed in a DSM plan approval proceeding, not this cost recovery
proceeding. PEF notes that SACE attempted to introduce similar issues in
last year’s cost recovery proceeding (Docket 110002) and the pre-hearing
officer appropriately struck those issues. These issues should likewise be
struck.

Does the utility have a verification plan in place to ensure that energy
savings associated with its ECCR factors are accurate?

PEF objects to this issue, because it is irrelevant and beyond the scope of
this docket. This docket is limited to the approval of costs incurred by
PEF for Commission-approved programs. PEF included its impact
evaluation plan, for each program, in its last DSM plan filing, and the



ISSUE 3:

PEF:

Commission considered and approved that plan in Docket 040031.
Modifications to the DSM plan were subsequently considered and
approved in Docket 060647. This issue is therefore more appropriately
addressed in a DSM plan approval proceeding, not this cost recovery
proceeding. PEF notes that SACE attempted to introduce similar issues in
last year’s cost recovery proceeding (Docket 110002) and the pre-hearing
officer appropriately struck those issues. These issues should likewise be
struck.

Does the utility have an evaluation plan in place to ensure optimal
program impacts and performance?

PEF objects to this issue, because it is irrelevant and beyond the scope of
this docket. This docket is limited to the approval of costs incurred by
PEF for Commission-approved programs. PEF included its impact
evaluation plan, for each program, in its last DSM plan filing, and the
Commission considered and approved that plan in Docket 040031.
Modifications to the DSM plan were subsequently considered and
approved in Docket 060647. This issue is therefore more appropriately
addressed in a DSM plan approval proceeding, not this cost recovery
proceeding. PEF notes that SACE attempted to introduce similar issues in
last year’s cost recovery proceeding (Docket 110002) and the pre-hearing
officer appropriately struck those issues. These issues should likewise be
struck.

E. Stipulated Issues

None at this time.

F. Pending Motions

PEF has no pending motions at this time.

G. Requests for Confidentiality

PEF has no requests for confidentiality pending at this time.

H. Requirements of Order

PEF believes that this prehearing statement complies with all the requirements of

the Order Establishing Procedure.



I. Obijections to Qualifications

At this time, PEF has no objection to the qualifications of any expert witnesses in
this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted this 8th day of October, 2012.

JOHEN'T. BURNETT é

Deputy General Counsel

DIANNE M. TRIPLETT

Associate General Counsel

PROGRESS ENERGY SERVICE COMPANY, LLC
299 First Avenue North

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

Telephone: (727) 820-4692

Facsimile: (727) 820-5519

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished

via electronic and U.S. Mail this 8th day of October, 2012 to all parties of record as indicated

below.
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James D. Beasley/J. Jeffry Wahlen Ms. Susan D. Ritenour
Ausley Law Firm Gulf Power Company
P.O. Box 391 One Energy Place
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jbeasley@ausley.com sdriteno(@southernco.com

jwahlen@ausley.com




Beth Keating

Jeffrey A. Stone/Russell A. Badders/ Gunster, Yoakley & Stewart, P.A.
Steven R. Griffin 215 S. Monroe St., Suite 601
Beggs & Lane Law Firm Tallahassee, FL. 32301
P.O. Box 12950 Bkeatin unster.com
Pensacola, FL 32591
jas@beggslane.com J.R. Kelly/P. Christensen/C. Rehwinkel
rab@beggslane.com Office of Public Counsel
srg(@beggslane.com c/o The Florida Legislature

111 West Madison Street, #812
James W. Brew/F. Alvin Taylor Tallahassee, FL. 32399
Brickfield, Burchette, Ritts & Stone, P.C. rehwinkel.charles@leg.state.fl.us
1025 Thomas Jefferson St., NW
Eighth Floor, West Tower Ms. Paula K. Brown
Washington, D.C. 20007 Tampa Electric Company
jbrew@bbrslaw.com P.O.Box 111
ataylor@bbrslaw.com Tampa, FL 33601

regdept@tecoenergy.com
Vicki G. Kaufman/Jon C. Moyle, Jr.

Moyle Law Firm Randy B. Miller

118 North Gadsden Street White Springs Agricultural Chemicals, Inc.
Tallahassee, F1. 32301 P.O. Box 300

vkaufman@moylelaw.com 15843 Southeast 78" Street
jmovle@moylelaw.com White Springs, FL 32096

RMiller(@pcsphosphate.com

Kenneth M. Rubin / John T. Butler

Florida Power & Light Company Captain Samuel Miller

700 Universe Blvd. USAF/AFLOA/JACL-ULFSC

Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 139 Barnes Drive, Suite 1

Ken.rubin@fpl.com Tyndall AFB FL 32403-5319
Ph: 850-283-6663

Kenneth Hoffman Fax: 850-283-6219

Florida Power & Light Company Samuel.miller@tyndall.af.mil

215 S. Monroe Street, Suite 810

Tallahassee, FL. 32301-1858 Bruce Kershner

Ken.Hoffman@fpl.com Florida Solar Energy Industries Association
231 West Bay Avenue

Paul Lewis, Jr. Longwood, FL 32750-4125

106 East College Avenue, Suite 800 bruce@flaseia.org

Tallahassee, FL 32301

George Cavros, Esq.

Southern Alliance for Clean Energy
Suzanne Brownless, Esq. 120 East Oakland Park Blvd., Suite 105
1301 Miccosukee Road Fort Lauderdale, FL 33334

Tallahassee. FL 32308 george@cavros-law.com
suzannebrownless@comcast.net

Paul.LewisJr@pgnmail.com




