BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
In re: Environmental cost recovery 
    )


DOCKET NO.  030007-GU
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_______________________________)

PREHEARING STATEMENT OF THE OFFICE OF PUBLIC COUNSEL
The Citizens of the State of Florida, through the Office of Public Counsel, pursuant to the Order Establishing Procedure in this docket, Order No. PSC-03-0114-PCO-EI, issued January 21, 2003, submit this Prehearing Statement.

APPEARANCES:
ROBERT D. VANDIVER, Esquire 


Associate Public Counsel 


Office of Public Counsel 


c/o The Florida Legislature 


111 West Madison Street, Room 812 


Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1400

On behalf of the Citizens of the State of Florida.
A.  WITNESSES:
None.

B.  EXHIBITS:
None.

C.  STATEMENT OF BASIC POSITION

None at this time.

D. STATEMENT OF FACTUAL ISSUES AND POSITIONS
Generic Environmental Cost Recovery Issues
ISSUE 1:
What are the final environmental cost recovery true-up amounts for the period ending December 31, 2001?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 2:
What are the estimated environmental cost recovery true-up amounts for the period January 2003 through December 2003?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 3:
What are the total environmental cost recovery true-up amounts to be collected or refunded during the period January 2004 through December 2004?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 4:
What are the projected environmental cost recovery amounts for the period January 2004 through December 2004?

POSITION: 
None at this time.

ISSUE 5:
What depreciation rates should be used to develop the depreciation expense included in the total environmental cost recovery amounts for the January 2004 through December 2004?
POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 6:
What are the appropriate jurisdictional separation factors for the projected period January 2004 through December 2004?

POSITION:
None at this time.
ISSUE 7:
What are the appropriate environmental cost recovery factors for the period January 2004 through December 2004 for each rate group?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 8:

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

POSITION:
None at this time.

Company Specific Issues: Florida Power & Light Company – all 2004 items.
ISSUE 9A: 
Should the Commission approve FPL’s request for recovery of costs for the Underground Storage Tank Replacement/Removal through the environmental Cost Recovery Clause?
POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 9B:
How should FPL’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Underground Storage Tank Repalcement/Removal be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 9C:
Should the Commission approve FPL’s request for recovery of costs for Lowest Quality Water Source Project through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 9D:
How should FPL’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Lowest Quality Water Source Project be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 9E:
Should the Commission approve FPL’s request for recovery of costs for the Port Everglades Electrostatic Precipitator Technology Project through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 9F:
How should FPL’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Port Everglades Electrostatic Precipitator Technology Project be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION:
None at this time.

Company Specific Issues:   Progress Energy Florida, Inc. – 2003 & 20004 items. This list assumes approval of PEFI’s petition in 030711-EI.


ISSUE 10A:
How should PEFI’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Pipeline Integrity Management Program be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION: 
None at this time.

ISSUE 10B:
Should an adjustment be made for the level of costs currently being recovered through PEFI’s base rate for the Aboveground Tank Secondary Containment Program?
POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 10C: 
How should PEFI’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Aboveground Tank Secondary Containment Program be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION:
None at this time.

ISSUE 10D:  What are the appropriate weighted debt and equity rates of return for the recovery of capital investment costs for PEFI?
POSITION:
None at this time.
Company Specified Issues:  Gulf Power Company – all 2004 items.

ISSUE 11A:
Should the Commission approve Gulf’s request for recovery of costs for the Plant Crist Unit 7 Scrubber Study through the Environmental Cost Recovery clause?
POSITION:
None at this time.
ISSUE 11B:
How should Gulf’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Plant Crist Unit 7 Scrubber Study be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION: 

None at this time.
ISSUE 11C:
Should the Commission approve Gulf’s request for recovery of costs for the Plant Crist Fourier Transform Infared Spectrometer through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause?
POSITION:
None at this time.
Issue 11D:
How should Gulf’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Plant Crist Fourier Transform Infared Sectrometer be allocated to the rate classes?

POSITION:
None at this time.
ISSUE 11E:
Should the Commission approve Gulf’s request for recovery of costs for the Plant Crist Stormwater Project through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause?
POSITION:
None at this time.
ISSUE 11F:
How should Gulf’s newly proposed environmental costs for the Plant Crist Stormwater Project be allocated to the rate classes?
POSITION:
None at this time.
Dated this 14th day of October, 2003.
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