
One Energy Place 
Pensacola, Florida 32520 

Tel850.444.6111 

GULF 
POWER 

A SOUTHERN COMPANY 

August 29,2002 

Ms. Blanca S. Bayo, Director 
Division of the Commission Clerk and Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee FL 32399-0870 f''1 7- (-)q I /  3 - &;q L.1 

Dear Ms. Bayo: 

Enclosed are an original and fifteen copies of the Petition for Approval of FDEP/Gulf 
Power Company Agreement Pursuant to Section 366.8255(1)(d)7 of the Florida 
Statutes for Purposes of Cost Recovery of the Related Expenditures and Expenses 
through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause. 

Also enclosed is a 3.5 inch double sided, high density diskette containing the Petition 
in Microsoft Word format as prepared on a Windows NT based computer. 

S i nce ret y , 

Susan D. Ritenour 
Assistant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer 

Iw 

cc: Beggs and Lane 
Jeffrey A. Stone, Esquire 



BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

IN RE: Petition for approval of FDEP/Gulf 
Power agreement pursuant to Section 
366.8255(1)(d)7 of the Florida Statutes for 
purposes of cost recovery of the related 
expenditures and expenses through the 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause. 

Docket No. 02 -E1 
Date Filed: August 30,2002 

PETITION FOR APPROVAL OF FDEP/GULF POWER AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO 
SECTION 366.8255(1)(d)7 OF THE FLORIDA STATUTES FOR PURPOSES OF 

COST RECOVERY OF THE RELATED EXPENDITURES AND EXPENSES 
THROUGH THE ENVIRONMENTAL COST RECOVERY CLAUSE 

GULF POWER COMPANY (“Gulf Power”, “Gulf”, or “the Company”), by and through 

its undersigned counsel, and pursuant to Section 366.8255( l)(d)7 of the Florida Statutes as 

amended during the 2002 Florida legislative session and Florida Public Service Commission 

(“Commission”) Order Nos. PSC-94-0044-FOP-E1 and PSC-94- 1207-FOF-EI, hereby petitions 

this Commission for approval of the “Agreement for the Purpose of Ensuring Compliance with 

Ozone Ambient Air Quality Standards” (“Ozone Agreement”) entered into on August 28,2002 

between the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (“FDEP”) and Gulf Power as a 

new program for cost recovery through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause (“ECRC”). As 

grounds for the relief requested by this petition, the Company would respectfully show: 

(1) Notices and communications with respect to this petition and docket should be 

addressed to: 

Jeffiey A. Stone 
Russell A. Badders 
Beggs & Lane 
P. 0. Box 12950 
Pensacola, FL 32591 -2950 

Susan D. Ritenour 
Assistant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer 
Gulf Power Company 
One Energy Place 
Pensacola, FL 32520-0780 



(2) Gulf is a corporation with its headquarters located at 500 Bayfront Parkway, 

Pensacola, Florida 32501. The Company is an investor-owned electric utility operating under- 

the jurisdiction of this Commission. 

(3) Gulf owns and operates the Crist Plant generating facility in Escambia County, 

Florida. This plant generates electricity for the consuming public through the combustion of 

fossil hels. The combustion of fossil fbels produces nitrogen oxides (‘WOx’’), which are some 

of the precursor compounds that contribute to the formation of ozone in the ambient air. The 

Crist Plant currently satisfies all federal and state air emissions requirements, including those 

applicable to NOx. 

(4) Under the authority of the Clean Air Act, the United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (“USEPA”) promulgated regulations dealing with air quality, including 

ambient air quality standards designed to protect human health and welfare. One such regulation 

places a limit on the amount of ozone that is considered to be acceptable in the ambient air 

during any 8-hour period (“Ozone Standard”). Based upon the best available information, 

including ambient air quality monitoring data, FDEP does not expect Escambia and Santa Rosa 

Counties to be in compliance with the Ozone Standard in 2004/2005 unless significant 

reductions of emissions of ozone precursor compounds are achieved in the Pensacola, Florida 

Metropolitan Planning Area (“PFMPA”). 

(5 )  In its 2002 session, the Florida legislature adopted amendments to section 

366.8255( l)(d) of the Florida Statutes to provide that an electric utility may seek recovery of 

costs and expenses prudently incurred pursuant to a voluntary agreement with FDEP or USEPA, 

for the purpose of ensuring compliance with ozone ambient air quality standards. The 
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legislation, which was sponsored in the Florida House by Representative Jerry Maygarden of 

Pensacola and in the Florida Senate by Senator Charlie Clary of Destin, and was supported - 

during the legislative session by FDEP Secretary David Struhs and Florida Governor Jeb Bush, 

was signed into law by Governor Bush on May 23,2002. In order to qualify for recovery 

through the ECRC, the agreement between the electric utility and the qualifyrng environmental 

agency for the purpose of ensuring compliance with ozone ambient air quality standards must be 

entered into on or after May 23,2002 and prior to October 1,2002. 

(6) Representatives of FDEP and Gulf have met and arrived at a mutual agreement in 

furtherance of the purposes of Section 366.8255( l)(d)7 of the Florida Statutes as amended by 

Chapter 2002-276 of the Laws of Florida. A copy of the resulting Ozone Agreement, which was 

signed by the parties on August 28,2002, is attached to and made a part of this petition as 

Appendix A. 

(7) The Ozone Agreement calls for Gulf Power to make changes in its equipment 

and/or operations at Plant Crist. Such changes are designed to reduce the overall NOx emission 

rate at the plant as part of a community wide effort to reduce ozone precursor compounds in the 

PFMPA. When hlly implemented, the Ozone Agreement will limit the overall 30 day average 

NOx emission rate at Plant Crist to 0.2 lbs./mmbtu year-round except for periods in which Crist 

Unit No. 7 (“Crist 7”) is ofnine.’ The predominant change envisioned by the agreement is the 

As the largest and most efficient of seven generating units at Plant Crist, Crist 7 is generally the economic choice 
to be operated. Whenever Crist 7 is offline, there is a greater reduction in NOx emissions than would otherwise 
result from operating Crist 7 with the new SCR. Since NOx reduction is the goal, the Ozone Agreement recognizes 
that the emission rate limit is not necessary when Crist 7 is not operating. 
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addition of Selective Catalytic Reduction (“SCR”) technology to Crist 7 by May 1, 2005.2 In 

addition to the NOx emission reductions that will occur as a result of the installation and 

operation of the Crist 7 SCR project, the Ozone Agreement also calls for krther reductions in 

NOx emissions through the addition of NOx reduction technologies on one or more of the other 

coal-fired units at Plant Crist. The selection and installation of one or more additional NOx 

reduction technologies for one or more of the other units will follow engineering studies 

conducted as part of the Ozone Agreen~ent.~ The engineering studies contemplated by the Ozone 

Agreement are intended to produce unit specific cost and performance data that will allow Gulf 

to make a decision between various alternatives based on the relative cost-effectiveness of each 

technology. To augment the NOx reductions envisioned fiom the addition of the NOx reduction 

technologies discussed above, the Ozone Agreement also calls for the retirement of the three 

oldest Crist generating units (Crist 1, Crist 2 and Crist 3) by May 1,2006. 

(8) As shown in the graph set forth in Appendix B to this petition, the annual NOx 

emission reductions envisioned by the Ozone Agreement, as compared to 1999 baseline data, are 

equivalent to a result that could otherwise be achieved by the installation of SCR technology on 

both Crist 7 Crist 6. The flexibility to study other alternatives for achieving an overall plant 

’ Due to structural interference and performance concerns for the new SCR, the Ozone Agreement also calls for a 
new Crist 7 precipitator to be constructed at a new location in order to allow the new SCR to be built in the location 
of the old Crist 7 precipitator. The new SCR will be completed one year after construction of the new precipitator is 
completed. 

The deadline for installing other selected NOx reduction technologies is May 1,2006 unless the cost effective 
choice is determined to be SCR technology for Crist 6. If SCR for Crist 6 is selected, the deadline for installation 
will be December 3 1,2007. The Ozone Agreement calls for Gulf to obtain written concurrence fiom FDEP before 
implementing NOx reduction technology or technologies on one or more of the remaining coal-fired units at Plant 
Crist. The written concurrence from FDEP will specify that the use of the selected technology or technologies is 
reasonable and necessary to achieve the overall plantwide emission rate of 0.2 lbs/mmbtu specified in the Ozone 
Agreement. 
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wide btu weighted average NOx emission rate of 0.2 lbs/mmbtu may allow Gulf to avoid the cost 

of installing SCR technology on Crist 6 for a net savings of as much as $50 million or more. - 

(9) Gulf seeks approval of the Ozone Agreement as an environmental compliance 

progrdactivity appropriate for recovery through the ECRC pursuant to the amendments to the 

Florida Statutes contained in Chapter 2002-276 of the Laws of Florida. This new program is 

appropriate for ECRC recovery based on the provisions of Section 366.8255(1)(d)7 of the 

Florida Statutes and the prior orders of the Commission implementing the ECRC. 

( 10) The Company's expenses and/or expenditures associated with the activities 

discussed in the Ozone Agreement are not recovered through any other cost recovery mechanism 

or through base rates. These new activities were not included in the Company's last test year 

forecast upon which its current base rates were established. As a result, the expenditures andor 

expenses associated with these activities will be incurred separate and apart fiom the 

expenditures and/or expenses for activities that were approved in the Company's last test year 

forecast upon which rates are based. 

(1 1) Gulf is not requesting a change in the ECRC factors as part of this petition. The 

projected expenditures and expenses will be reflected in subsequent true-up and/or projection 

filings submitted as part of the ongoing docket addressing the ECRC. The actual expenditures 

made and expenses incurred by the Company will be addressed in subsequent ECRC filings and 

will be subject to audit. 
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(12) The parties to the Ozone Agreement acknowledge that the NOx reduction 

activities identified therein are conditioned upon timely approval by this Commission for cost 

recovery through the ECRC. Given that substantial expenditures must be undertaken early in 

2003 in order to meet the deadlines set forth in the Ozone Agreement, it is imperative that Gulf 

obtain an order from this Commission authorizing Gulf to recover the costs incurred pursuant to 

this agreement through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause that is rendered find within 90 

days of the execution of the agreemed If a final order is not rendered within 90 days of the 

date of execution of this agreement, the parties concur that the dates and schedules set forth in 

the Ozone Agreement are subject to revision solely by mutual agreement of the parties in order 

to allow Gulf to move forward with the activities described therein above pending a final order 

by the FPSC. If a final order is not rendered within 120 days of execution of this agreement, the 

entire agreement automatically becomes null and void unless extended by mutual written 

agreement of the parties within 30 days thereafter. The net effect of these provisions is that 

delay in final rendition of an order approving the request made by this petition beyond the end of 

this year will either result in delay of the NOx emission reductions contemplated by the Ozone 

Agreement or cancellation of the agreement altogether. Either result will frustrate the intent 

underlying enactment of Chapter 2002-276 of the Laws of Florida which is to enable 

communities such as the PFMPA to avoid becoming classified as non-attainment areas for ozone 

ambient air quality standards with the consequential effects that may include imposition of 

emission caps that could limit expansion of business and industry, addition of required vehicle 

emission testing, and federal road funding cutbacks. As a result, Gulf respectfully requests that 

A final order is one that is no longer subject to review or appeal by a court of competent jurisdiction. 4 
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the Commission take this petition up for consideration as Proposed Agency Action at the earliest 

opportunity. Towards that end, Gulf respectfully suggests that a Commission decision on this 

petition as Proposed Agency Action at the Commission Conference scheduled for October 1,  

2002 followed by expedited entry of a PAA order would allow the traditional 21 day period for 

substantially affected parties to request a hearing to run in time for the Commission to hold a 

hearing, if requested, on November 20-22,2002 as part of the proceedings in Docket’No. 

020007-E1 related to the ECRC. Absent a request for hearing, such a PAA order will become 

final and begin the time for a substantially affected party to file a notice of appeal. If no such 

notice is filed, the resulting order will be rendered final and no longer subject to review or appeal 

within the deadlines specified by the Ozone Agreement. If a request for hearing is filed by an 

appropriate party, a Commission decision could still be issued and made final in the absence of 

an appeal before the Ozone Agreement would be rendered null and void by its own terms. 

WHEREFORE, Gulf Power Company respectfblly requests the Commission to approve 

the “Agreement for the Purpose of Ensuring Compliance with Ozone Ambient Air Quality 

Standards” entered into on August 28,2002 between the Florida Department of Environmental 

Protection and Gulf Power Company and the costs associated therewith for recovery through the 
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Environmental Cost Recovery Clause consistent with this petition, and that such approval and 

authorization be set forth in a Proposed Agency Action order issued by the Commission at the - 

earliest practical opportunity or grant such other relief as is just and reasonable. 

Respectfblly submitted the 2gfh day of August, 2002. 
r n i  

Florida Bar N q  
RUSSELL A. BA DERS 
Florida Bar No. 7455 
Beggs & Lane 
501 Commendencia Street 
P. 0. Box 12950 
Pensacola, Florida 3259 1-2950 

Attorneys for Gulf Power Company 
(8 50) 43 2-245 1 
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Appendix A 

AGREEMENT FOR THE PURPOSE OF ENSURING 
. COMPLIANCE WITK OZONE AMBIENT AIR 

QUALrTa S TA NDAHDS 

This ogccinent: is entered into by the Florida Dcpaitment of Environmental 
Protection @EP) and Gulf Powcr Company (GULF), for the exclusiva purposes as follows: 
(a) ensuriiig that (3ULIP’s electrical gencrating facility located within thc Pensacola, Florida 
Melmpolitan Planning Area ( P M A )  supports the Am’s compliance with the cight hour 
ozone ambient air quality standard and (b) authorizing rclated cost recovery pursum.t to 
Section 366.8255(1)(d) of the Florida Statutes as Rmendcd by the Florida Legislature in its 
2002 session and signed into low by the Governor of rhc Stutt of Florida. 

1. GULF owns and operarcs the Crist Plant electrical gencrating facility in 
&cambia County, Florida. This plant Scnerates clectricity for ~ h c  consuming pubIic through 
the combushn of fossil fuel. The combustion of fossil fuels produces some of the precursor 
compounds that contribute to thc fonnation of ozone in the arnbicnt air. 

11. Under thc authority of thc CIean Air Act, the U. S. Enviroiiniental Prolection 
Agency (EPA) promulgatcd regulations dcalins with air quality, including ambicnt air 
quality standards designed to proIcct human health and welfare, One such regulation places 
R limit on the amount of ozone that is considered to be acceptable in the ambienr: air during 
any 8-hour period (Oamc Standard). 

Ill, i3ased upon thc best available information, including ambient air quality 
monitoring data, DEP does not expect Escambin and Santa Rosa Counties LO bc in 
compliance with thc Ozone Standard in 2004/2005 unless significant rcductions of emissions 
of ozonc precursor compounds are achieved in the Pcnsacola, Florida Mctropolitan Planning 
Area. 

1V. In ils 2002 session, thc Florida lcgislaturc adopted umcndmenrs to section 
366,8255(1)(d) or thc Florida Stu~urcs to provide that 311 electric utility may scck recovery of 
costs and cxpenscs prudently incamcd pursuant to P voluntary agmcmcnt with DEP or EPA, 
for the purpose of ensuring cornpliilncc with oxone mbicnt air quality slandards. 

V. Reprcsentalivcs of DEP and GULF have mct and nmvcd at a inulual 
agreement in funhcr;irice of the purposes of Section 366.8255( l)(d)7 of 1hc Florida Statutcs 
as amcndcd during the 2002 Florida legislative session. 

VI. DEP and GULF concur that installation or Sdective Catalytic Reduction 
(SCR) cariirols at Crist Unit #7 as well as the implementation OF other NOx reduction 



I 

tcchnologies on one or inore of the other thrce coal-fired generating units nt Plant Crisr wiII 
be needed as part of a community widc cffort to reduce omnc precursor compounds in the 
Pcnsttcola Metropolitan Planning Area. Due to srructural intcrferencc and pcifomancc 
coiicems for the ncw SCR, 5 new Unit #7 precipitator wiI1 also be constructcd at a new 
location anti thc SCR will bc completcd one ycar l a t a  in thc location of thc old Unit #7 
prcci pit alar. 

Vn. I r  is anticipntcd that the implementation of this agreement will rcsult in an 
approxiinnrely 61% rcduction [9,188 tons] in annual NOx emissions from the GULF Cdst 
Plant based upon 1999 baselinc data. 

NOW THEREPORE, in consideration of the premises and lhc murual agreemcnts 
coiitaincd herein, and intcnding to bc Iegdy bound, Ihc DEP and GULF hereby ngrec as ' 

follows: 

1 .  H y  May 1,2005, GULF, after obtaining ncccssary permits and approvals, will 
install and bcgin and continue opcrating an SCR system at Crist Unit #7 
whencver thc Crist Unit #7 is online. Thc SCR system is designcd to achicve 
no less than an 85% rcduction in thc quantity of nitrogen oxides as measurcd 
at the SCK unit inlet (SCR Projcct). The SCR Project includcs the installation 
of a new yrcci picator ncccssilry to structurdly xcornmodatc installation of thc 
SCR. Scc Exhibit "A" for praposcd project schcduie. 

2, In addition to the Crist Unit #7 SCR Project, and in order 10 achievc nn ovcrsll 
plant widc Btu weighted average of 0.2 Ibshmbtu NOx cmjssion rate as 
further spccified in paragraph 3 below, Gulf ngrces 10 conduct cnginccring 
sludies on the feasibility of other NOx rcduclion technologies on one or morc 
of the remaining thrce coal-fired units at Plant Crist. Such studics and Elated 
unit spccific dcmonstrntion projects may include (but are not limited to) SCR, 
Scleclivc Non-Catol ytic Reduction (SNCR) technology, Ovcr-Fired Air 
(OFA) tcclinology, natural gas rcbum technology, sclcctive use of biomass 
fuel, CIC. GulF futihcr agrees to complete thcse strldics by May 1,2005, In the 
event GULF identifics an SCR project for Crist Unit #G as the NOx reduction 
tcchnology, G W  will impiemcnr, begin and continue operating the SCR on 
Crist Unit #6 as dcscribcd in paragraph 3 below by Dccembcr 31,2007. In 
thc event GULF identifics a NOx reduction tcchnology othcr than SCR on 
Crist Unir #6, GULF will selcct and implemcnt onc or inorc NOx rcduction 
tcchnologies on one or more of the three othcr Plant Ciisr coal-fircd mils by 
Mny 1,2006. GULF will obtain written cor"encc from Dm, bc€ote 
implcmcnting such NOx reduction tcchnology or tcchnologies, that the use 
ihcrcor is rcasonable und necessary to achieve thc overall plantwide emission 
rate of 0.2 Ibs/mmbtu spccificd in paragraph 3 l ~ l o w .  
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3. GULF will makc iicccssrlry changes identified and wi[hiii Ilic hcfralllcs sc1 
forlli in paragrapji 2 above; that wiil allow it to tinlit \IX OVCMII 30 day 
ilvcrilgc NOx emission rate at the Crist Plant to 0.2 lbs./ninibtu yoar-raurid 
excelit for pcriods in which Qist Unit #7 is offlinc, The emissiw rate sliall bc 
calculated pursuan[ to the fonmla sct fori11 in Exhibit 'W' to this agrcciiieiit: 
Whilc Crist Unit #7 is online, this 0.2 Jbs./mmbtu wiH bc achiovd by utilizing 
tlie SCR system on Cijst Unit #7 [discusscd in parapph 1 abovc] utid tho 
coiilroIs idciitificd pursuant to parigmph 2 above. During such time as Crist 
Unit #7 may bc oMine bctween May 1 and Septembcr 15, GULF agrees 10 
operate any NOx roductian ieclinology or technologics DBP may havc 
tfctcmiiicd to be rcasonable and nccessaiy at otlier Plant Ciisl cod-fircd wits, 
pursuant to paragraph 2 abovc, unless prevented froiii doing so by 
circumstanccs bcyond its rcasonable control. 

4. In addition to the NOx emission i;?k reduction stralegics irupienictired 
pursuant to garagixplis 1 through 3 above, as a furlhcr pari of lliis wyrccnicrlt 
to support the PFMPA's complinncc wilh tlie cigh how OZOIIC ainbieiit air 
quality standard, GULF agrees to rcfjre Ctist Uiiit # 1  w i h  120 days o f  
reccivhg R filial ordcr from lhc Ylorida Public Service Contrnission as 
provided in p m y a p h  8 below. In addilion, GULF i'urlhcr agrccs to rctirc 
Crist b i t  #2 aiid Crist UiiiL #3 on or bcfora May i I 2006. 

5 .  111 the evcnt state or federal law changes to ruquire a cliangc in NOx missions 
or thc PFMPA is dcclarcd lion-attainment for ozone, any reduction 
requircniciits would be it1 accordance with all applicable state and fidcra) 
rcquireinctik In addition, altliougli Florida currently has no slate shtute 
providing for NOx trading or credits, GULF shall bc entitlcd to relaiii all NOx 
rcduclion crcdits and trading rights that may be outhorizcd by Florida law i n  
the futurc. 

6. In the cvciil the FPSC issues a final ordcr authorizing GIJLL; Lo rccovcr costs 
incurrcd pursuant to this agreement, by IuIy 5 ,  2004, GIJLF will subillit z\ 
Title V rcncwal application to thc Department's Burea~ of Air lXegulntioa, 
2600 Blair Stoiie Rd, MS 5500, Tallahassee, l:J', 32399 to incorporak thc 
control technologics contained iri this agrccinent as well 8s fhc " o x  emissiotl 
rate as described i n  paragraphs 1 Ihrougl.13 above, DEP concurs that thc 
cliangcs envisioned by this agreeniciit will not coiis ti tutc 'hi o di fi cati ons" that 
triggcr Ncw Source Rcview. 

7. DRP coiicurs 111a1: tlic steps and changes dcscribcd i i t  paragraphs 1 ~hrougli 4 
h o v e  arc pri~dcnt for purposcs of (a) ensuring that GULF'S elcclrical 
gcncrathiy Iwility located within tlie PFMPA supporls the Area's compliancc 
wiC1.r the eight hour ozone ainlient air qualily standard and (b) authorizing 
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related cos1 rccovery pursuant to Scction 366.8255(1)(6) of the Florida 
Sintutcs us nmcnded by the Floiida Lcgislaturc in its 2002 scssion and signed 
into law by the Governor of the Sntc of Florida. 

8. This ngrecmcnr is bawd upon the assumption that an order from the Roridil . 

Public Scrvicc Commissjon (FPSC) authorizing GUWF to recover the costs 
incurrcd pmsuunt 10 this agrccmenr through the Environmental Cost Rccovery 
Clausc is rcndcred final (final order) within 90 days of the exccution of the 
agreement. A final order is one that is no longer subject to rcview or appeal 
by a court of compctcnt jurisdiction. If 5~ final order is not rcndered within 90 
days of the date of exccution of this agreemcnt, the parties concur that the 
dates and schcdules hcrein arc subject to revision solely by mutual agreement, 
in ordcr to allow GWW to movc forward with the activities described in 
paragraphs 1-4 above pcnding rz final order by the PSC.  GulI will exercise 
good faith in sccking approval of such cost recovery from the FPSC in a 
timcly nianncr. DEP will support the cfforts of GULF bcfore thc FPSC and in 
any subsequcnt revicw or appcal. If a final order is not rendercd within 120 
days of cxccution of this agrccnient, the entirc ugreemcnt shall automatically 
bccome null and void unless extended by mutual written apcmtnt  of the 
pa-tics within 30 days thercafter, 

9. This agreemcnt shall bind thc partics hereto and thosc whom thcy reprcsenl 
and may be modified only in wiiling with thc consont of both parties. 

10. This agrccinent is cntered into and cffective on thc date of the last signature of 
the panics below. 

FLORTDA DEPARTMENT OF + GULF POWER COMPANY 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

R 
Thomas A. Fanning 

Date: 
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AGREEMENT FOR TNE PURPOSE OF ENSURING 
COMPLTANCE WITH OZONE AMBIENT AIR 

QUALITY STANDARDS 

Ex hi bit “B’’ 

Gulf will measure: its compliance with the emission rate limit set forth in paragraph 3 of 
this agrccment by determining the Plant Ccst NOx cmission rate, when Crist Unit #7 has 
operntcd €or 30 sequcntial days (which nccd not be consccudve) 011 a generating unit- 
specific btu wcigh ted averagc basis pursuant to the following formula: 

plant widc 
daily 
mmbtu Uni ta 
wcightcd = 4 A 6 - 7  
NOx m e  

[(Unit I) daily m m b ~ )  x (24  hour avg unit #: NOx CEMs ra~e)] 

. c (Unit ## daily mnibta) 
Units 

4,5,6,7 

For the purposes of this calculation, a Crist Unit #7 operating day mcnns any calendar 
day ihat Cnst Unit #7 is online a minimum of 18 hours. 

Unit # daily nimbtu (heat inpul) in the foregoing fonnula i s  dcteimincd by Plant Crist‘s 
daily as-bumed fucl analysis 



Comparison of Crist Plant Emission Reduction Alternatives 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

Docket No. 02 -El 
In re: Petition for approval of FDEP/Gulf 1 
Power agreement pursuant to Section 1 

purposes of cost recovery of the related 1 
expenditures and expenses through the 1 
Environmental Cost Recovery Clause. 1 

366.8255( I )(d)7 of the Florida Statutes for ) 

Certificate of Service 

.+.C I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been furnished 
this day of August 2002 by U.S. Mail or hand delivery to the following: 

Marlene Stern, Esquire 
Staff Counsel 
FL Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee FL 32399-0863 

John T. Butler, Esquire 
Steel, Hector & Davis LLP 
200 S. Biscayne Blvd., Ste 4000 
Miami FL 33131-2398 

John Roger Howe, Esquire 
Office of Public Counsel 
c/o The Florida Legislature 
I I I W. Madison St., Room 812 
Tallahassee FL 32399-1 400 

Joseph A. McElothlin, Esquire 
McW hitter Reeves, P.A. 
1 17 S. Gadsden Street 
Tallahassee FL 32301 

John W. McWhirter, Esquire 
McWhirter Reeves, P.A. 
400 N Tampa St Suite 2450 
Tampa FL 33602 

Ms. Debra Swim 
LEAF 
I 1  14 Thomasville Rd, Suite E 
Tallahassee FL 32303 

lee L. Willis, Esquire 
Ausley & McMullen 
P. 0. Box 391 
Tallahassee FL 32302 

n 

Florida Bar No. 325953 
RUSSELL A. BADDERS 
Florida Bar No. 0007455 
Beggs & Lane 
P. 0. Box 12950 
Pensacola FL 32591 -2950 

Attorneys for Gulf Power Company 
850 432-2451 


