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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Petition of Florid a Power & ) 
Light Company for d e termination of need) 
for proposed electrical power plant and) 
related faciliti es - Lauderdale re- ) 
powering project. ) ___________________________________ ) 

) 
I n re: Petition of Florida Power & ) 
Light Company for determinatio n of need) 
for proposed electrical powe r plant and) 
relate d facilities - Martin Expansion ) 
Project. ) ___________________________________ ) 

DOCKET NO. 890973- EI 

DOCKET NO. 890974 -EI 

ORDER NO. 22631 

ISSUED: 3-2-90 

ORDER PENYING ORAL ARGUMENT 

On February 27, 1990, Broward County (Broward) and Charles 
H. Bronson and Hadson Development Co r poratio n (Bro nson- Hadson), 
intervenors in the above docke ts . filed motions r equesti ng that 
the Commission panel in these doc kets r e verse the prehearing 
o fficer's ru ling which excluded certain i ssues from 
consideration in the hearing set for March 21, 1990 . 
Simultaneous with t hese mot ions, Browa r d and Bronson-Hadson 
filed requests for oral argument pursuan t to Rule 25-22 .058, 
Florida Administrat i ve Code. 

Rule 25 - 22.058 , Florida Administrative Code , states that 
the Commission may g rant oral argument where it wo uld "aid the 
Commiss i o n in comprehending and e valuat i ng t he i ssues raised by 
e xceptions or responses." Rule 25- 22 . 058 { 1), Florida 
Admi nistrative Code. In this instance , both Broward and 
Bronson-Had son have already given e xtensive o ra 1 presenta tion s 
a t the prehea r ing conference as we ll as filed writtten motions 
i n support of their position. The argume nts presented at the 
p r e hearing conference are the same as those fo und i n the 
mot i o n s . There is no indicatio n in either motion t h at 
c irc umstances will change be tween today ' s da te and March 6, 
1990, which will give rise t o any additional arguments in 
support of Broward' s and Bro nson- Hadson ' s motions . Further, at 
t he request of Bronson- Hadson and Florida Power & Light 
Company, the motion on e xclusion of the issues is to be heard 
by the full pane l o n Tuesday, Mar c h 6, 1990 at the regularly 
sche duled aqe nda confere nce . If o r al argument were to be 
g ranted , it would have to occur at the agenda conference in 
o rder to comply with statutory notici ng require ments. This 
would be a d evia tion from normal Commisison procedure . 
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The grant of oral argument on any motion or pleading fil ed 
with the Commission is totally disc retionary. Under the 
circumstances found in these dockets and discussed above , oral 
argument will not aid in evaluating the issues raised and would 
constitute a deviation from normal Commission procedures at 
agenda conferences. 

Therefore, it is 

ORDERED by Commissione r Betty Easley, Prehearing Officer, 
that the r eques ts of Broward County, Charles H. Bronson and 
Hadson Deve l opment Corporation f o r oral argument is he reby 
de nied. 

By Order 
Officer , thi s 

(S E A L ) 

SBr/6184L 

o f Commissioner 
2 nd day of 

Betty Eas l e y, 
MARCH 

as Prehearing 
1990 

and 
Pre hea ring Officer 
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