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I enclose for filing in the above docket Florida Power & Light Company's ("FPL") 
Revised Third Request for Confidential Classification of Report and Data Responses Related to 
Staffs Review of Coal Combustion Residual Storage and Disposal Process of the Florida 
Electric Industry. The request includes Third Revised Exhibits A, B (two copies), C and D. 

Third Revised Exhibit A consists of the confidential documents, and all the information 
that FPL asserts is entitled to confidential treatment has been highlighted. Third Revised Exhibit 
B is an edited version of Third Revised Exhibit A, in which the information FPL asserts is 
confidential has been redacted. Third Revised Exhibit C is a justification table in support of 
FPL's Request for Confidential Classification. Third Revised Exhibit D contains the 
declarations in support of FPL' s Request for Confidential Classification. 

Please contact me if you or your Staff has any questions regarding this filing. 
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Florida Power & Light Company's request for Docket No. 11 0322-EI 
confidential classification of document request 
responses and portions of audit staffs draft report Filed: November 1, 2016 
entitled Coal Combustion Residual Storage and 
Dis osal Process of the Florida Electric Industry 

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY'S REVISED TIDRD REQUEST FOR 
EXTENSION OF CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION OF REPORT AND DATA 

RESPONSES RELATED TO STAFF'S REVIEW OF COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUAL 
STORAGE AND DISPOSAL PROCESS OF THE FLORIDA ELECTRIC INDUSTRY 

Pursuant to Section 366.093, Florida Statutes ("Section 366.093"), and Rule 25-22.006, 

Florida Administrative Code, Florida Power & Light. Company ("FPL") hereby submits its 

Revised Third Request for Extension of Confidential Classification of certain information 

included in the "Review of Coal Combustion Residual Storage and Disposal Process of the 

Florida Electric Industry" report (the "Report") prepared by the Florida Public Service 

Commission Office of Auditing and Performance Analysis, and information included in FPL's 

data responses that Staff reviewed in preparing the Report (the "Original Confidential 

Information"). In support of this request, FPL states as follows: 

1. On December 2, 2011, FPL filed a Request for Confidential Classification of the 

Original Confidential Information, which included Exhibits A, B, C and D ("December 2, 2011 

Request"). By Order No. PSC-12-0037-CFO-EI, ("Order 0037"), the Commission granted 

FPL's December 2, 2011 Request. FPL adopts and incorporates by reference the December 2, 

2011 Request and Order 0037. 

2. On August 13, 2013 ("August 13, 2013 Request"), FPL filed with the 

Commission its First Request for Extension of Confidential Classification of the Original 

Confidential Information. By Order No. PSC-13-0388-CFO-EI, ("Order 0388"), the Commission 
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granted FPL's August 13, 2013 Request. FPL adopts and incorporates by reference the August 

13, 2013 Request and Order 0388. 

3. On February 11, 2015, FPL filed with the Commission its Second Request for 

Extension of Confidential Classification of the Original Confidential Information. By Order No. 

PSC-15-0111-CFO-EI, ("Order 0111"), the Commission granted FPL's February 11,2015 

Request. FPL adopts and incorporates by reference the February 11, 2015 Request and Order 

0111. 

4. The period of confidential treatment granted by Order 0111 will soon expire. 

Some changes have occurred since the issuance of Order No. PSC-15-0 111-CFO-EI to render a 

portion of the information public. Where that has occurred Exhibits A, B and C have been 

modified to remove the confidential protections. For the remaining information (the "Remaining 

Confidential Information"), no significant changes have occurred since the issuance of Order 

PSC-15-0111-CFO-EI to render the information stale or public such that continued confidential 

treatment would not be appropriate. 

5. Included herewith and made a part hereof are Third Revised Exhibits A and B, 

together with Third Revised Exhibit C to reduce the number of pages for which confidential 

treatment is sought for the Remaining Confidential Information. 

6. Third Revised Exhibits A and B consist of highlighted and redacted copies of the 

specific working papers where FPL has determined that a portion of the information previously 

designated as confidential requires continued confidential treatment. 

7. Third Revised Exhibit C is a table that identifies the specific pages, lines or 

columns that remain confidential. The table also references the specific statutory basis for 

confidentiality and the affiants who support the requested classification. 
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8. Third Revised Exhibit D consists of the declaration of Scott E. Brown in support 

of this request. 

9. The Remaining Confidential Information is intended to be and has been treated as 

private, its confidentiality has been maintained, and its disclosure would cause harm to FPL, 

Georgia Power and their customers. Pursuant to Section 366.093, such materials are entitled to 

confidential treatment and are exempt from the disclosure provisions of the public records law. 

Thus, once the Commission determines that the Remaining Confidential Information is 

proprietary confidential business information, the Commission is not required to engage in any 

further analysis or review such as weighing the harm of disclosure against the public interest in 

access to the information. 

10. As the declaration included in Third Revised Exhibit D indicates, the Remaining 

Confidential Information is proprietary, confidential business information. The Remaining 

Confidential Information contains or constitutes information related to FPL's and Georgia 

Power's competitive interests, the disclosure of which would impair FPL and/or Georgia 

Power's competitive businesses and their ability to contract for goods and services on favorable 

terms for the benefit of their customers. Specifically, this information relates to Georgia Power's 

costs, revenues, earnings and management of coal combustion residuals. In addition, some of the 

other information in the Remaining Confidential Information relates to Georgia Power's safety 

and emergency procedures, which information is confidential because of its security 

significance. Furthermore, disclosure of the information could impair the competitive interests of 

the provider of the information. Such information is protected by Sections 366.093(3)(c), (d) 

and (e), Fla. Stat. 
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11. Nothing has changed since the Commission entered Order 0111 to render the 

Remaining Confidential Information public, such that continued confidential treatment would 

not be appropriate. 

12. Thus, upon a finding by the Commission that the Remaining Confidential 

Information remains proprietary and confidential, the information should not be declassified for 

at least an additional eighteen (18) month period and should be returned to FPL as soon as the 

information no longer is necessary for the Commission to conduct its business. See § 

366.093(4), Fla. Stat. 

WHEREFORE, for the above and foregoing reasons, as more fully set forth in the 

supporting materials and affidavits included herewith, Florida Power & Light Company 

respectfully requests that its Revised Third Request for Extension of Confidential Classification 

be granted for the Remaining Confidential Information. 

Respectfully submitted, 

John T. Butler 
Assistant General Counsel - Regulatory 
Scott A. Goorland 
Senior Attorney 
Florida Power & Light Company 
700 Universe Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408 
Telephone: (561) 304-5633 
Facsimile: (561) 691-7135 

Em&l:sc2~~ 

By: ~~c~ 
Florida Bar No. 66834 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
Docket No. 110322-EI 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Revised Third 
Request for Confidential Classification was served by electronic mail this 1st day of November, 
2016 to the following: 

Rosanne Gervasi 
Division of Legal Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 
rgervasi@psc.state.fl.us 

5573666 
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REDACTED 
Privileged and Confidential - Attorney 

Client Communication and Work Product 

DRAFT 

DO NOT DISCLOSE 

Confidential Business Information 

Not Subject to Disclo~ure under Freedom of Information Act 
DOCUMENTREQUEST2 

With the exception of attorney-client privileged information and documents, Georgia Power 
responds to the Florida Public Service Commission's questions with the following Confidential 
Business Information. This response supplements Georgia Power's separate response to 
Questions 1-7 and 10. 

8. Please supplement your original response to DR -1.10 to include more details concerning 
the emergency plans in place that specifically address coal combustion residual storage 
and disposal problems that could occur. Also, please indicate if such plans are in 
accordance with OSHA or other applicable industry standards. 

In its response to Florida PSC's Document Request I, Georgia Power submitted Plant 
Scherer 's emergency response plan and provided information that would be used for 
coal combustion byproduct storage. To the extent applicable, the information previously 
submitted complies with O~HA and other applicable federal and state standards. 

9. Please supplement your original response to DR -1.11 and explain if any internal audits 
have been conducted and, if so, provide the results of such audits. 



1 Office of Auditing and Performance Analysis 
2 Review of Coal Ash Storage and Disposal Processes 
3 
4 DOCUMENT REQUEST 1 
5 
6 
7 Georgia Power responses to Questions 10, 11, and.13: 
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Please provide a copy of the company's emergency management, disaster 
recovery, and contingency plans which outline all of the responsibilities and 
actions to be taken by the company to properly address coal ash storage and 
disposal problems that could occur. 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Plant Scherer has an emergency response plan designed for the storage water 
pond on-site and would implement those same actions in case of an emergency 
involving the ash pond. In addition, Plant Scherer has a dedicated dam safety 
referral phone number to notify appropriate company personnel rapidly in the 
event of an emergency. Emergency equipment and materials are available at 
Plant Scherer to immediate work the ash dam. 

Please provide copies of any studies, audits, or analyses prepared by the company, 
or a consultant, on the company's coal ash storage and disposal management 
processes. 

In addition, EPA contracted with a consultant, AMEC, which conducted a 
physical inspection of the Plant Scherer ash pond on May 12, 20 I 0. AMEC 
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13. 

rev.iewed relevant documents regarding the Plant Scherer ash pond with the 
stated objective of determining the integrity of the Plant Scherer ash pond dam. 
The EPA report is not yet final, but EPA has rated the P /ant Scherer dam 
"Satisfactory," which is the highest rating given. This response will be 
supplemented with the final report once it is issued publicly by EPA. 

Please provide the following information for 2008 through 2010: 
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1 .d EXE:CUTIVE SUMMARY 

This review ~xamines how the four major investor-owned elect~c utilities {IOUs) In 
Florida a.re handlin9 coal combustion residual (OCR) storage and disposali It also addresses 
how each company is reassessing Its practices based on proposed reg!Jllatlon~ bY. the U.S. 
E1qvironmental Protection Agency (EPA). 1'hls review was conducted on ~shalf of the Flortcfa 
P(·Jbl!c Service Commission (FPSC) by the Performance Analysis Sectlpn of the Office of 
Auditing and Performance Anal~sls. The companies audited lnctudec(: Tampa Electric 
Company (TECO), Progress Energy F'lorlda, Inc. (PEF), Gulf Power C~mpany (Gulf)~ and 
Florida Power & L!ght Company (FPL). Speolflcaily, FPSC a1,.1dlt' staff foo~~ed 011 the followln·Q 
areas: 

~ CCR Management 
~ Risk Assessment · 
~ Performance Self-Evaluation 

Nearly half of the nation's electricity comes from coal-fired generja\ion plants.1 Future 
rellance on coal generation may decline sharply as fewer coal plants ar~ being built due to 
environmental concerns. In Florida, appro>~lmately 36 percent of the elect~city was generated 
frorn coalln 2000. l.n 201 Q; 26 percent of florida's electric generation wa~. from coal and It Ia 
for.ecasted to remarn near 25 percent by 2020.2 

Coal combustion for electric·generatlon produces four main types of targe volume CCRs: 

+ Fly ash- Fine particl~s of silica glass that are removed from the plant exhaust gases 
by· air ~mission control devices; 

• Bottom ash - Ash particles that are too lafge to be carried In 1the flue gases and· 
c.ollect on the furnace· walls or fall through open grates to an ash tnoppe.r. 

~ Boiler slag - Molten bottom ash oolleoted at the base· of slag t~p and cyclone' ~ype 
furnaces that is quenched with water. it Is made up of hard, bla~k, angular pactlqles 
that have a smooth, glassy app~;:~atanoe. . 

~ Flu.e gas des.vltutizatlon materials (e.g., gypsum) - Sludge ·or p~wdered sul(ate and 
sulfite produced through a process used to reduce sulfur dioXI~e (803) emfsslons 
from ffle exhaust gas system of a coal-fired boiler. 

Of the 136 inllllon tons 9f CCRs generated n~tfonwid!3 l.n 200f5 by rovghly 495 coal-fired 
power plante1 approximately 34 percent were disposed In landfills; 22 percent In surface 

'u.s. Ener~y lnformctlon Admlnlstrotlon (p.1) 31 hllp:INt.•IW.ela.go\I/CtJeafleleclrl!llt~/ep!!lllg§1,hlml. 2FRCC'11 ~~11 Load & Resoocc& P~n. pp. S-17 to S-19, at _ 
bliD:II\wm.psc.st;te.n.uo/\J!illtigslemcliiegas/docs/fBQC .2011 Load Bosourol Plan.pdf. 
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Impoundments,~ and 8 percent In mines. The remaining 37 percent 'lllere recycled as in 
concrete, gypsum wallboard, or other beneficiCil uses. 

The Florida power plants subject to this review generated approxlm~¥tely 3 million tons of 
CCR$ in 2010, with about 25 percent stored or disposed in l~ndfills, 3 percent in surface 

· lmpounqments, 5 percent lh other storage facilities, and 67 percent benefl<~lally Llsed. In· 2010, 
the con"'blned Florida cost for disposal. totaled about $2.4 million. Sajes revenue for the 
residuals was over $3.8 million. In Florida, CCR storage and disposal anq beneficial recycling 
are regulated by the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FD~P). The FPSC also 
has regulatory authority pursuant to Chapter 366, Florida Statutes, iOVer electric utility 
operations. safety, and rates which could be lmpaoted by the increas~d regulatory costs 
a~soclated with the EPA's propo·sed rules. As required by existing rules [and statutes1 power 
plant~ In F.lorlda are permitted or licensed, and ar~ required to monitor Qroundwater Impacts 
from. ash storage areas or settling ponds by one of the following ways: 

• National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit and groundwater permit + Separate. groundwater permit 
• Solid·waste permit 
• Conditions of certification under the Florida Power Plant Siting A~t 

2008 TVA .KINI3BTI:IN SPILL 
Due lrt large part to the environmental impact of the CCR spill at th.e Tennessee Valley 

Authority's· (TVA's) Kingston facility in 2008, the EPA has propo$ed r1,1les· tp regulate CCRs as 
hazar-dous wastes. Future regulation of CCRs could restrict disposal in liq~Jid form ·and require 
additional liners or capping of existing CCR ponds. 

. Following the TVA ash spill In zoos, the EPA requested detailed ln)'ormatlon from coal-
fired electric utility plants to identify and assess the structural Integrity of their CCR surface 
impoundments, dams, or other management units. Staff reviewed the ras~onses to the EPA's 
requests and notes that none of Florida's coal~fired electric utility plants are~ on the "high hazard 
potential" ratings list. Hazard potential ratings are generally assigned qy state dam !3afety' 
officials. 

EPA's Aprll 2010 regulatory Impact analysi.s contains a list identlfyll))g the electric utility 
plants that have reported historical Qontamlnation release events, invqlving CCR surface 
impoLtndments, within the years 1999 to 2008. None of Florida's coal-flred lelectrio utility plants are OFI this list. 

The EPA's risk assessment analysis concluded that absel)t proper disposal 
contaminants from CCRs leak into groundwater. On June 21, · 201 Q, the Ef.PA proposed rules 
that would regul~te CCR disposal by electric utilities. The EPA also requ~stad and reviewed 
comments on whether certain forms of beneficial uses should. be regulated;, such as the use of 
CCRs In embankment fill and some agricultural applications. At- this tlry~e, the EPA is not 
proposing to regulate beneficial uses of CCRs on .a federal level. 

EPA PRCIDO!IB::b REGULAIIONS 
The EPA has proposed two regulatory schemes to regulate CCR~. In the Resource 

Conservation and Recovery Act under SuQtitle C, CCRs are classified as •-ppeoial wast~". and 

'Surface. impoundments are natucollopographlc depressions, man-rna.d~ e.xcavattons, or dil<ed areas forr1\sd primarily of O!IJ'Ihen male rials (although may b·e lined vtith miln-n'lade mnterlal:i), whlch are deslgnod to hold an accumulatlon :')f liquid Wa$\es or wtsles P<>ntalnlng free llqulas, and which arC~ 1\0I Injection wells. ~amplos of surface Impoundments are holdlng,p;torage, aeUOng, and aer~llon pits, ponds; and lagqons. · 
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classifiect as "non-hazardous waste" Ltnder Subtitle D. Soth scheme~ require liners and 
groundwater monitoring on new landfills receiving CORs. lhe· primary dlffe·rences In th& two 
plans Involve the interim management of CCRs prior to dlsppsal, treatment of existing disposal 
facilities, as well as Implementation and ·enforcement. 

Sub~itle 0 regula'tss CCRs as hazardqus waste. lt.includes measurps lntende~ to result 
in a phase out of' existing surface Impoundment facilities ·for the wet sto!F!ge of CCRs; This 
approach. also creates a comprehensive program of· requirements for was~ disposal that would ba directly enforceable by the federal government through state or fedeqal ·pennit progra·ms. 
Due to Florida's statutory prohibition of hazardous was!e landfills, the_ disposal and beneficial 
use of OCRs In Florida would ·ba prohibited. Al;>sent legislative amendmel'\t, OCHs Will have to 
be transported out~of .. st~te for disposal or for bene{jcJal use. States would pe required to adopt 
the rule before It wovkf b&eotne effective. ·rhe EPA expects that tule adpption by the states could take several y.ears. · · 

Under Suotlt.le D, the EPA would set performance standards, for COR disposal and 
Would require liners. on exlstlng Impoundments where CCRs are stor.ed in wet form. The EPA 
expeets this would induce utilities to close existing· impoundments and lncr~ase the disposal of 
CCRs In dry form. This approach would go Into effect perhaps a~ eE!riY 1as six months aflar 
pron,ulgatlon of the rules because· it would not require state or federal pefmlt programs: The rules would not pe federally enforceable, but would be primarily enforr;;ed through citizen 
litigation. 

The EPA prepared a Regulatory Impact Analysis to estimate the cpsts and benefits of 
the two ~gulatory approaches under vaiious scenarios. The EPA e~limates nationwide 
annualized costs of $1.5 billion for the first approach and $0.6 billion' under the second 
approach. The EPA's cost estimates Include Industry compliance costs, ~s well as state and federc~ l monitoring .and enforcement costs. The EPA contends that the rules will have 
"widespread envlronmentetl and economic benefits," including: benefl~s associated with 
g,roqndwater protection, p1·eventlon of future ash spflls, and encouragem~nt of recycling into 
beneRcl~.l !J·ses, There has been disagreement whether the EPA'e·propose(.f rules will increase. 
or•de¢re~se beneficial Uses for CCRs. 

The EPA's annualized beneflt estimate under Subtitle 0 is $7.4 billion based. on Induced 
future annual Increases In b~?he~clal use·. ·However, potential decreases In peneflclal use could 
n~clucs potential benefits by $0,1 billion to $~.0 bill ton per year nailonwide. 4 

I . 
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The. EPA released its proposed rules on J1,1ns 21, 2010. Ttie pubJic. comment period 
enq_ed on November 19, 2010. The final rules are anticipated In 2012. The timing of 
compliance would depend on the rule option ad!)pted, with full compllance1 expected: by· 2018. 
Both rules provide a five-year window for utilities to Install required llne~s on exlstlng CCR 
su1face Impoundments. Appendix A contains a s~tmmary of the EPA's r~roposed n1!es and 
Appendix. 6 lists the key. d[ffarences between 1he rule options. 

'EPA'e August 20; 2010 Proposed Rule Updale al hl.lp://llo·lw,regulatlona.qoy/#ldocLif)'l(lntDolaii;O"Ef&!:iQ.!RCBA-2009.Q640-266il: ' 
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W'HA'l' Af:llt AUPIT !;;i11"A~1 !i! · rlNO I'r>H:~·a AND OO N OL.USJONB? 

. Each of the four IOUs are proactively managing OCR storage and dlsposal activities. All 
four IOUs are taking steps to marl:<et CCRs for beneficial use. with varying ,degrees of su~ess, 
a·nd each empl'oy management oversight: of storage and disposal operati.ons. The company 
self-assessment Information reflected In Exhibits 2 and 3 appears !o in<licate general 
compliance with applicable federal, state and loc;;tl regulaJion$ pertaining to CCR storaQe and 
disposal. · 

In adqition, audit st~ff believes each company Is assessing> the potential operational 
changes and impacts of-the proposed E:I='A regulations. The· companies. state that they continue to. monitor tiie proceed!ng and wlll conduct a more thorough cost analysis once the EPA issues 
its final rule$. 

Audit staff's ft"ildings speclflc to each of the company's CCR l'flanagejment processes are 
as follows: 

4 EXS:f:! UTIV~ S UMMARY 
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F'PL 
FPL does not operate. any coql-fired power plants, but it is co~owr~er of two ooal-fi~ed 

elactrio power generation units at JEA's Plant St. Johns and one at Geprgia ·Power's Plant 
Scher~r. According to. the company, JEA marl<eted 47 percent ofits CC~Is ~rqduced at Plant 
St. Johns. The percentage of .CCRs marketed by Georgia Power at Plan\ Scherer cannot be 
determined from the data that Is available to FPL under its operating agre-~ment with Georgia 
Power. Audit· staff encourages FPL to continue collaborating with Its o~nership partners to 
ensure. that they use effeotlve marketing practices for the··CpRs producecj. 

OClNObUare~N eJ 

Approximately three million tons of CCRs are generated per year ~Y the Florida IOUs 
subject to this review. In 2010. the combined cost of CCR storage and di~posal 'totaled about 
$2.4 million, whl!e: CCR sales revenue w~s qyer $.:3.~ million. The. perce(i~ of CCRs marketed 
for beheficiaf use Va(Je·d among the !bUs. from a low of 41 percent tp a high 10f 86 p·ercent. 

Audit staff notes that the IOUs·each have their ovm unique CCR proc~uctlon, storage and 
disposal lssue.s. Th.e utilities should continue to. review theli' operations~ Identify a teas ·for 
improvement, a.nd make changes to thefr OCR storage. and disposal proqesses that may ,be: 
necessary. All comp~n1es are encouraged to either continue or irroreasq fneh' marketing of 
CCRs for beneficial use. 

5 
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2 .. 0 t:IVERVIEW OF" OPERATIONAL CCMPqANCE: 

2,'!1 ; 0BSEI~VA1"10NS : . 

HOW MUCH 0~ THE. COAL COMBUSTI,CN RESIOUAt.S Af,lE f>Rt:IOUOEO, 
MARl<ETEDI STORED OR D ISPOSED BY THe; FL.ORIDA ICUa, 1?-ND WHAT ARE; 
THI:Z ASSOCIATED CO!:iT-S. AND RS:VENUSS? 

Combined, the Florida utilities produced just i.Jndet thre~ million ton~ of CCRs-ln 201'0. 
Approximately 67 percent of the rasldua·ls produced were marketed for benpficial lise with the 
remainder stored or disposed. in 2010, the combined Flotlda cost for stqrage and disposal 
totaled about $2.4 million. S~fes revenue fQr the residuals was over· $3.8 jmllllon. E~hlblt 1 
shows a summary of th~ amount$ of- CCRs prqcjuced', mar.keted, stored orr disposed, arid the 
associated costs and revenues In 2010 for each company. 

A B 

by Georgia Power.to. FPL . 
p~Jon of n1arketed CCRs rrom JEA's Plan! St. John and Goorgia. 

Sch~$t .. 

WlodAT I S THE BT~1'US OF' THe UTILITY'S OOMF'L1ANCE: WITH! T H I!: CURRS:t'I'T' 

COAL OC,lMBUSTICN RESibUAL a'rCRA.el!: AND OU5fi0BAL RE~UIR;EMENTS? 

Ex{llblte 2 and 3 below reflect each lOU's self-assessment' of the &1atus <>f complh:m.ce 
with the..curre.nt [QQUir~m_eotttJorJ1\e. d.f~p.Q§~j_Qt9.Q..Rs .In rlorifia!.~ -~~hJ~It ?_ldel}_llfl~._!_h~ self
assessments for surface Impoundments, and EXhibit 3 identifies the s~lf-a6sessmentSTor 
landfills. 
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l"'PL 

Jacksonville Electric Authority's. (FPL's ownership pe1rtoer) states t~at thE! CCR landfill$ 
at Its St. Johns River Power Park (Plant St. Johns) are in compliance with all relevant ai'ld 
applicable federal and .state laws and rules pertaining to CCR mahag·enien:t. JEA, fllrt~~r. notes 
that its. CCR landfills at Pfant St. Johns are addressed by FDEP on a case-py-case basis. 10-The 
comp£my states that It performs gn~undw~ter monitoring pursuant to its·gro!Jndwtiter monitoring 
·p!an approved by FDEP, aryd·_ t~at · ca_ps,· dust col:\fl·ols, run-on/run-off, .and post-closure 
trtonitoring controls are . an in place "as· appFove<f 'by" FOEP. J~ furthqr stales 111at· llne,r$; .. 
leachat~ oollec1ion $ystems, daily coverS.. and flnanclal assurance ar~ not r~:Jqulrad. 

Georgia Power Cohlp'~hy (FPL's otheF own~.rshlp part.ner) . s~fes ·. that· its CCR 
m~nage.ment facJiitl~s ~t Plant Sc~erer in Georgla ~re currently In compllanr-e with an applicable 
federal. and state; of ~eorgla requirements. Georgia Power al~o states tha\ 1f op~rates flue gas 
desulfurization- (FG D) systems at -:certain of the Plant SGherer.urnts. (not:-lj1cludlng Unit 4 until 
2012), and that the on-site solid waste landfill Is permitted by the stat~ of G,eorgla and is 
primarily opere1ted for FGD gypsum stofage and .dlsposar. This. peTii"llttect l~ndflll has a leachate 
collection system, groundwater monitoring, and. iS. a lined facility. PlantJScherer's ash pond 
wastewatel':dlscharge js. subjeotto a NPbES permit Issued· by the state· of qeorgl,a, and Georgia 
Power states Plant Scherer ts In compliance with that permit. 

'0JEA ;;tales thai typical munlcip,al solfd 1'/aGtG landOII requirement~ {e.g.,.linerj;) are nohulomali<;ally applied lc• these raeilitlss and 
through it case-by-oase evalue~llon owne~s end oRerators of CCR lanoflll~ are required to. prov1do rea~l!llbfe a~surance. to 'FDEP 
thttt· sucn faoititiEIS wlll not oause po.llutlon In violation of FOEP &t&n<lllrd.s. 

9. 
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.Eel. 
For ·JEA's Plant St. Johns and Georgia Power's Plant Scherer,. whl.ch are. partly OW(Ied 

by FPl, the companies state that nons ·of their CCR matiag~rnent units ar~ closad-cycle1 zero
dl~charge syst~.ms. Both JEA .~hd Geol'gla Power state that they are not ~king any actions lo 
Implement CCZD systems to eliminate the waste stream, nor are they awar~ of any federal law, 
st~te law or rule that requires implementation of such systems. JEA states, that Plant Sl. Johns 
operates a flue gas 9esulfurJzatlon (FGD.) systern, and the associated FGD wastewater Is routed' 
to the on-site ihdustri'al wastewater facility for treatment pt1or to discharge. as an Intern~! NPDES 
olltfall Into the cooling tower blow down line, which ulnmately discharges as the main plant 
NPDES outfall. Similarly, Georgia Power states that at the Plant Scherer units with operational 
FGD systems. (not Including Unit 4 untll2012}, FGD gypsum I~ generated and transported With 
sluice. water and upon settling within the rim stack CCR landfill, the st.~pematant wat~r Is 
recycled back. to. the FGD unit as mak~up. 

1'3 
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S.Cl FLO~IDA ~CJWE:R & L I CUHT Ct:JIVIPANY 

How 1)1UC,H ANO· WHAI TYPS:!t OP' COAL. I:ICM13USTIClN ;RESIIOUALS APte: 
PI~OOUO~P, MAR~E01 STORED OR OIBPose:o BY THE I.J'riLI'T"{ ANP ·wHAT ARE; 
TH.I:; ,AS$SOClATtrD COST S AND RRVeNUl\!9~ 

FPL does not operate any coal·flred power plants, but Ills co-owner of three coat-fired electric power generation unite with a c·ombined capacity of 900' rvrN wl~h JEA a.nd· Georgie! Pow~r.. i:Xhlbit 11. ·snows the amounts, .by type, of CCR.s produced, Lnarketed, stored or disposed for 2008 through 2010, Including the disposal costs and sales rev~nues for the jol~try .. owned Units.1.and 2 of JEAJs, Plant St. Johns, In 2010, Plant St. Johns m~'keted 47 percent of Its CCRs with total sides revenues Qf $773,323. F'PL's share of these rev.enuesdor 2010 waa $386,662. Ofthe planttotaJ dlspo~l cosrof$1,086,718, FPL's share was $543,359. · 

oOM~·w~~~~'.~"~~------~------~-··=------=·~(!)~~~------~----F-L_O_R __ IO~~~~R·--&~LI_G_I_·~~
OOMPANY 
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For tho jolnUrowned Unit 4 at Georgia Power's Plant Schorer (In q:Jeorgia), Exhibit 12 
shows the amounl9, oy type, of CCRs produced, marketed, stored or dlspo9ed for 2008 through 2010, Including th~dlsposal cost& and sale~~ In 2010.. FPL's portion of rty I ash marke1ed was--:"th a salos reveO\ts of- b 

1~ t~o·i~cii·A-;i~\· t::f.l.~fff?.i;ir:,~ANY -\·.-.... · .. ,. .... ~ .. ,- ..... · r·~ , .. , ·~,. . ., 
PL.AN1' 90I·I i~Rf..R 

C 1.,; I~ JJfli': 0 llll"1'1CJ HI".J/.\LCO./S TM ~AM[:/() 1.\i Pr1 f.iht;. 

:,r·.:.c<'F.1~r: •:•s.~~·'~'4'.'·'''l: ,.,,· .. r.i:r,,: .. : :O·tr;.'' •·:x·l':'~··.~·• •. 'ltr:.-:~,;·~"'' .,, :-r;:-.:•r·•~:r~ :· ,:,·:('r,•·:•. • '"~'~''· ,,;;·.1·~: '.~'j ... ,,: ...,·-~ ~L(M~; .. :l:!.ft :t;~~~:~: t! .~J~_;_;t ~~~~ :J~ ~ :.t l!;i·i \~:::·~; i·.~.~~~~~) .·~···~: 1• .: :~~/~ .: ~~~~~h\i.~·;! ~ .. t}~~!i:·;,.:,.}'~ ;.·1! ~ ~ ·~ .. ~j~·.·i~',)·!i ~~ t\:1:·,··111
.: 11~-)l:x• ~-!·::' :i.~r-:;}.-;ro 

Plllll Stlllret Uflll' 1~. N~ ~ p!Odu;al IOfll dtlesnot eq!RI slim of~ lf.Us dlts;ostd. OI'IIIIIIShljl ~~!lot!.- H*; toi.J pt<nuowcJ l~t cto.t no! CI'IIDitUift oiJTI~~Itd,plut d~f~· . .-. ... , ""'"u"' boculisa lhltd ~ loflo 1110 ni&rlcct~ a 51• dll"c(ly lr~ t~ Flcclplotcrjhovpcr~ sudllh~ lham '"no (3dMJ, 
cost: 

:ot P~t Sctlec« lot Fl't.'a owntt~p. Ul!lt 4 Flu• a;., OesiAfd.!a!IVIl oqulp.ml'll J~\1 to 1111•~ In Z0;2. nh r.,o~lod at a 1>0-UN bYPfodu" \'lllldl for !'lent Schllror wns eiCIICd ol-slto fot llio ICipGIUne p~ 
E:XHiatr 1 2 ~ ~fptnf&I~Req!Jelf2.3 

HOW oor;a P'PL !STAY Alllt~ABT O,F' CCJAL OOMEIUiil110N RltBtpUAl:. ACTIVITIES 
AND ISSUES AT F'L.ANT ST. JOHNS AND PLANT eiOHitRER7 

FPL &fates that It expects the operating partnere, JEA Etnd 0&6rglq Pow&r, to manag& 
CCR. ~or~ge end dl9posal programs In full compliance Wltn'·aJI olp~llcabl~- federal, state and local rsgulaUone and to be consistent "Vfth prudent Industry prac(Jces. fPL anticipates that, wltenev&r practical, CCRs will be beneficially used rather than placed for long-term storage. FPL flartlclpatoo In an o"Y"erahlp group to wh{ch tne op~1lit!ng partners.provld~ Information regarding d1anges to regulations or processes at the facilities. . 

FPL cmtployeas are located at Plant St. Johns end Plant Sche$r to. monitor plant 
operations and represent FPL's ownership. In Uta jolnUy-owned facllittev. Tile employees lnlet'face with their "'speotive plant operating staffs on a dally basis Ito be famiUar wllh immedate operating conditions, potentlel'lssue$ affecting the plant, cornmot~ fsclllUea operation, and to ensure compliance vfrth operating agreemen1s. 
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FPL receives monthly operating reports; from each plant oper.ator, lncludlng fnformatlon. on the number of environ menial reportable events, and there is 01 reg·ularly scheduled bi-weekly C(lnfer~nc;e call with Plant Scherer re.gardlng environmental lssu.es. Format operating. commiU:ee meetJngs ~re con·ducted at the sites (monthly for Plant $t. Jof\ns and quarterly· for. Plant Scherer· Unit 4) to review current and yea!'-to-dat& operating perfqr""ance, root cause analysis on oper~tlng; Issues, emerging plant Issues, and bu~lness plan upd)il.les. 

ViHA"l" ARE!- TMJ;: U 'J"IL ITY'S COAL CCMBUSTJON RESIDUAL STCl RAGI!: AND 
O!SFIO:SAI.. AOTIVI.TII!:EI ANO FR~GRAMS'f! 

~ 
·JEA stat.es that pursuant to Chapter 403, Florlda Statutes, management and disposal of CCRs genen~te.d at Plant st Johns. Is authorlze.cl by a power plant site Cftr11floatlon order and conditions lssu~d by Florida's Sltlng 6oard· (comprised of Florld~'s Gov~rrior and Cabinet.) Specifically. Section X It of the Conditions of Certification Issued for Plant S~~ Johns Units 1 and 2 addresses the design, construction, and oper~tion of th$ coal combustion,wastEi manegement al'eas. Thes·e- requiremimts include, but are not limited to, groundwater m<>f\itoring and reporting ae necessary, and compllat:~oa Wlth Chapter 62--672, F.A.C., In the eoMtru~Uon of pedma.ter berms as~oclated ~tl1 coal CQmbus.tlon waste management areas. 

The CCRs generated at Plant St. Johns are transported to the swage ;atea by rear dump ·trucks. Bottom ash and pyrites are· loaded by conveyor belle from th1~ dew~teriilg bins to a load-out area to either bs transported off-sit$ for beneficial use or transp?rted, VIa rear dump truck, to the on-site storage area; Fly ash rs-. pneurnat:lcally conveye-d frJ>n~. the electrostatic ps-ecl~llator hoppers to · the fly ash load•out silos located dlreotly aboVe. a truck access to transportto th~ cin..alte storage area or off~$.lte tor benefiQial use. 

GEOJ!ctiA Pcweog 
C3sorgla Power's CCRs produced from the uenerallon of ele<;:trlclty \~t Pl~11t Scherer are either wet sJujced to th~ a$h pond or sold for beneflclel U$e. to 2010, apprqxlmataly 73 percent of 'the CCRs at Plant Scherer were fly ash. Fly ash not sold and all bottorfl ash go. to the ash pond for sto~ge and qlspos!ill. Plant Soherer also has a solid waste l~dfil~ that Is ·permitted· by IM State of Georgia and Is prlm·arily operated for gypsum storage al'!d dlsJX;tSal. This permitted landfOI.has a leachate collec.tlon system, groundwater monltorfng, and is linef.l. 

Filant Scherer's ash pond'· wastewater dlschar~e Is subject to <:\ Nathmal PQih,stant Discharge Ellm!natlon System permit Issued by ~he Staie. of G~orgla, and GfJorgi? Power ~t~tes Pl<lnt Scherer I~ lrt compliance with· that permit. 'fhe uHUty belieVes tha tSouihern CQmpany Serv.lces quarterly Inspections provide Plant Scherer with acce~s to the bes~ practices wlthii'J the lndu~try. lhts· ensures that Plant Scherer's ash pond mee1s all appltcaqle local, state, and federal regulations. 

W~-tA'f bOSEi Tl"fl!; UTiL.ITY t>O TCJ MA~l<EI' C:I:JAJ.. l:fCMiiiU!Il""IDI\j RI!:5HPUAl. FOR. 6G:NE:riDIAL. USII? 

According to JEA's reporteq data as reflected In Exhibit 11 , al)proxl'1lately 47 P.et'cent of the CCRs produced ~t the Jolntly·owned facility were mari<eted fot· beneflcla!l use in 2010. Plant St, Johns has agreements with Separatfon Technolog_les (fly. ash and bottpnl ash), am{ USG Corpofation (syntheHc gypsum) for the s~le of CCR.s. High carbon Oy EtSh!has been sold and rransported off,slte for cement productio.n. In addition, agri'cultural enijtles hfJVe recently appto~ched Plant St. Joh11s and procured synthetlo gypsum. 
__ .... ,._. __ . =-----.......,----=--""'"'1[i)""'s~' ~ ...... .....,.-~-..;I>'L=O""!.~-I P-A1r P~,W~ & Ll;~-;-· 
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Based on Georgla.P.ower's reported data as reflected In Exnib[t 1~, the percentage of CCRs marketed t.or·beneflclal usa In 201Q by Gsorgta Power, on behalf of .FPL, cannot be determined. fton1·. th~ data that Is available to FPL under Its operating ag'r~ement with Georgia Power. Georg{a Power hae contracted with a leadltlg ash matKeter that se~s Plant Soherer's fly ash i'or multiple beneficial uses- such as concrete, mineral filler, and ext~r,lo1· trlin. ThE;! ash marl<etet has an active research facility that continually develops new and ~etter uses of fly ash to Improve prodllot& and to .b~nel'lt the G.nvlronment through· rncreaseq reqycl[ng. Addl11onally, .Georgla.Power contlnuolJSl~ seeks additional opportunities fot beneficial us~s of Its CCRs; 

Audit staff: encoura(:1es FPL to QO.If~bqrate vvlth Its ownership partne~J to en~yre th~t tl~ey uae, a competitive btddlng process bscause OCR beneficial use· sales \lnd revenues could potentially be Increased through such process. Also, although tbe reventJj3S may· be relatively srnall, co$t savings associated wJth tile reduction In storage and disposal! activitles should b~ re.all~ed. 

' ~-2 •. ~I SK M ··A N AG l::MI:":NT . . ' 

ooe:m YHe U'TILITY ~MPLOY AD&:~UA'TE MANA.GEME.NT QVERSIGHT ANt> AjaP\1ltJf'RIA,.~. CONTFzOLB F'O~ l,.S COAL SITORAGS: !ANI:! OliiPOSAL CPE~ATIONfil'l 

JoLgA 
JEA states tha~ CORs generated at Plant Sl Johns that have not heen transport~d offsite have been placed in on-site ply storage areas. Plant St .. Johns do~ not have wel ash ponds. The company states that the design, development, monitoring, operations, and malnt-eMnce of the dty storage f!Te<Js s{gnjfioanlly reduoos associated risks •. 

Operations personnel at Plant St. Johns monltpr the storage area~ In accordance wlth thcr $olfd WaS.te- Disposal Specifioations and.. B~st· Managernent Praoll.ces. Groundwater monitoring wells are sampled. and anafyzed by .JEA With data submitted to lfDEP on a quarterly basis. 

Operators assess material placement with special tilten~on to the sl~& slopes and top of tha stor~ge areas for deve.lop~nt of e!'O$ion channels. During ar)d aft~r l'alll ~v~nts, side slopes are revl~wed for erosion arid forrnatlon of channels. Following th~ end of a ralnstom'i event and the deleotipn of ero§ion, operationi personnel redress the slopft!s· and plac~ topsoil anc:f grade to.rei-e$ta_bUsh the $Ide slope oontouts. 

13ECPI§!A Pt:JWE~ 
Southern Company Servlc~s con~qcts quarterly Inspections of thE\ Plant Scherer ash pond and dam. Currently. the ln~pector .for this dam Is a professional erwlneer with over 20 years of experience jn clVII and geotE!chnlcal en·gJnel;!r!ng. h1Ciuding stop~ ~!ability studies. and the design, construction, and Inspection ot dams and earth-fill' embankme11ts. ihe inspections of the Plant ~cherer ash pond are reviewed by two- oihe.r experrenced ~ou!hern Comp()I'IY Services geot~chnloal ~ngineers. 

In addition to the quarterly dam safety ln~pectlons of the Plant Sch~rer ~oh' pond, plant personnel perforr(l daily and weel<ly Inspections of the<Pia11t Scherer ash PQhld darn· and perforn1 

F'kCii'!IOA POWC: ~ & 1..113HT 
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inspections after a slgnjfjcant rain event There ara approXImately 22 pl.ezpmeters1 on the ash pond dike that are read on a mo•~thfy l)as!s to measure the groundwater 1ev19l and flow dlrec~on. 
Thera have beeri no significant dem lnte{irlty issues Identified for the Plant Schel'er ash pond 
dtlm. 

Quarterly Inspections of the Plant Scherer ash pond culminate in a written report. These 
quarterly reports· ide~tffy any ash ponc;f dam iQsqes to. be ad.dresaed an~ document actions 
taken $lnce. tiJ~ last lnsp·ecllon. There have been no sfgnlfl~ant dam fntegrlry Issues Identified for ttle Planl Scherer ash pond dam a~cording to FPL. ihe lssu~s ldentlfled at the Plant Scherer ash pond have been maintenance Issues·. 

HAS· IH~ U'r'ILI'r.Y PAR:TICl iPA'I'"Il:O IN '1"1-lt'£. EPAia RUL.E·M~KINGI CR A~Y C"rHER 
RU:l-A"re;t:) PRc:iCEI!:DING CCNC~RNINI3 OOAL OPMSUSTICN ~E~lbUAL STORAI51! 
AI\IP CISPJ:lBAt..? 

NextEra, fnc11 FPL'a parent corporation, submitted comments to the EPA regarding lta 
proj)osed CCR rul!'!s Issued on June 21, 2010. FPL Is not Involve!) In any additional proceedings related.to CCRs. 

FPL participates as ;a member of .the Utilities Solid Waste Activities ,Group and monitors 
di!Nelopments. In t~fs. rulemaklng and associated efforts. When deemed ~pproprlate, FPL will 
participate In deVeloping testimony or P.roVIding comments on Identified lsau~s. 

FPL does not support lhe classification ot CCRs as hazardous waste aa stated In the 
comments subm1tted for EPA's proposed rule on Identification and listin(jJ. FPI.. believes the 
current approach. to regulation as a· non-hazardous waste under the. FedE!ral R.e$0\.lrCE! 
qonseJVat!~m aHd RecoverY. Act Subtitle D. provlsl¢1'1$ provides ad~quata' control Elnd proteotion. 
FPL further believes that st.a.ta allthority to establish performanoo stS~nd~rds. ~ased on local 
geology arid environments should be preeerved In any rules promulga~ed by. the EPA. 

JEA sta.tes that if OCR~ were to be declared a hazardous waster thtr ltnpaot at Plant St Johns would dep$nd largely upon the determination of the point ot waste ganeratlon, which was not addressed by EPA In Its cQ-proposals. Numerous admfnlstratllie· requiroments associated 
with hazardous waste ta.cflltles. waulc\ be applied that would Impact the h~ndllng and sale of 
C(~R materials. 

JEA filed comrnents With EPA and participated In the developmen.t of comrnents filed 
with EPAl>Y. FCG~2 FCG's comments conclude, In part, tha~Jt is patfici,llariY,.~ppo~ed to Subtitle c regulatlo·ns l(llhich would force FCG tnembe.re to clo~e ell CCR la{ldfilfs and surfaM 
Impoundment~ because Florida's. staMory law prohibifs, hazardous wastf! ·landfills. Similarly, 
Subtitle 9 regulation would prevent FCG members from being able to be.naflplally use CCRs I" 
Aorld~ because there Is also. a.s.tatutory prohibition on the ben~ficlal us~. of ~1azardous wast~. If 
~ho fe~eraf regl.llatloJ1 ofths rasiduals is adopted, however;· f'CG believes t~a propQsed Subtitle 
D~prime is the qnl}' appropriate option and adds that even this opUon has ~lgniflcant 
shortcomings tha.t must be modified to provide, at a minimum, adequat& ~lexlbilltlea to reflect 

'A lllozom~\el Is o pormanent or temporary Wblllhat may, b6 d~s/gned al\d constructed \vlthou~ the swtacJ! selifin9 pr ecnd fllter ~acll reqt~lremenls qt a morfltotfhg well. Till;; typo or well Is primarily used to de!ect tlie pr<»enO$ of fie$ pfoduct Qr ooUeet w~eJ· IOVQI e\&viiUon data .to llld In delermlnlnglhe dlreQUon of grour,diVIIter now. Rulo 62-'170.200, floilda I\CindnlsHiltlve Code, at t ., ~ a" ;a,. ~ · · 1ot c " 1. 
'ff~rida Elitolrlo Pownr (}QOidllla\lng Group (F G)'Jn. non·prQfil essoclollon oon$1~\lol) of 2& lnveGtOI-;)VIr'led, rnt.lololplllly·owMd, and cooperetlvely-owrlOd elsrirl<1 ut~Ues tbut provlclo tl\s m;Jotltyof el6oll1o pe1.vcr lo.lh;, public In Flort~s. 

~·cw-------------------=---------~~5~-------------PL~C-=R=I O.wA, P.OW-~-R--&=L=IG __ H_i 
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stale. alid stta-sgeclflo ooilditlons, FCG. notes, nowe,ver, tl.l<Jt· rr{afiY of !h~ dett'clen¢1.~ and 
cpnc.et-ns. asso¢l£1ted witH Subtitle D.-prima can ba ove•·oome- hy appl~lng the p,r9·p~s~q 
r~aulallor1$ tl~~r a comprehensive CCR program modeled after·tne·eXJstjng Munfqlp~ song 
WMt~· La_n~rn 1 Program. 

80.th JE;~ .. ~nd Geoi•gj~ f>ci\ver, ~~ operators of Pl~nt St. Johns Qhd Planl .Sohe,rer, 
re~pectlvely, a~6FPl {c~·OVfl)¢r qf t~e pl_!m~~} s(ate ~1~t ~l'Jey wlU oontin.o:e. U.:>~~.lo~ely monlfor the 
EP~'s- rulemaklng_ activities ~pd w!ll _tJlijl'll!itely ~?VC)JuqfEt the il:flpa¢t .on q~c~ manag_ement,. 
l:ief.'lstr~IQI us:~. storage, and dfspo~~l \f the proposed 1~d!'lfal regulation ~eoon.l~s-law. 

Ji jie 'Tl'l~ l..,f'i"JJ...I"r.Y J:)OtJPU.OTE~ ~NY &l"l..jolltat t:t,t:t ANAt..Yts·e:~ ON'· lla CCJ);L 
11CrlM!'l~i5TION. 'R.EE!io u A,. l:;lTqR~~II( ANO PISP!'la,i>.t,. MANAGEMe:Ny PR6oe:ea&:a? 

~PL. ~l~~~orGt~s Wlth .its. owl)firsl1i? P.artner:s, JEA and. Georgia powel', lo itnprova 
tra_qs~r~n~·. ln .c:c~ rnan~g~ment p(pcesS;eS, $1i_~s oc ~nalyses, alii:l f~cmtat.e compliance w!.tll. all appllcalSJ&,. f~g~t<a.J, st{lte· etr!li Joe~! re~~:~J~~QIJ&1 ancl lndu~tfY,'al~ndards. FPL also 
p~ctfc!~a~s lh r:ne~ti.n.sta Wi:th its . P,artnere dLJrtn.g. V"61'9h ~n fflfqrm~ljod exo,flan~et: laK~s ~laef! 
reQ.FJrdlng c~a.nges-w GCR oper~uonsl r~gulatklrtlf.::Or.man~gement~r9·ees.~~ ~t 1.£\.e fa~;tiiUes •. 

I "'1lG Cj)mJi~t1Y. al~a: ~~E!~ t)\.l!\· ~11~ Ef~ CQnl)'a~.t~~ ~lin. -a ·co.l'IS,\!~anf. A~c. \l(hl£11.· cf? c.Qnd~:t:~n;' ~:.:.R~ysf~;al tn~p~qti.~tv. o~the .. Pf~nr. Soh~rer~~l:t ~~!lg on:M~Y· 12,, ~Q1tl,~ t-M~Q;.; 3. revlew~~.,f:('}l.a~~q.t·.~~Q~roet'l[~·te!f~rdmQ th~.t?l.a·nl Sc~er<3.i' .a~h pond wiliJ. !l:l~, sta!e~ .obJ~~~~ ot J.J· o~ermll9.ij.~ tli~J!lf~Q~.fY · pq~~··PI~n~ ~~~~1.~~ 4sh·. p~ncNam. , 'FI~e E~fi· ~s:s.en~·>a ~~an f~al 5 teport,·t~ · ~~<irrua P.c)WSr, (lf\.E_!i \t';has pr~vlife.g. CQn:'ril~nt& o~ ·l~e.- urrul tnjal uiporL io lh~ &~ml)~ny'~ .kh9wle.dge, th~ EFt~ ha:a not ma.cte.Jhe flM~ r.~port pllb1le.d 

DaE:~ Tt"(E '4!1LJTY t-tAV~ 'P.Rt;i'Qe!~~ l!"'PR.PVEM·e:~'f, Atrri'{(T(ltlif .IN !"LACE!: 'ir-ciR 
l'tS OCAL· COMiiJOlli:TI~N ~~8JI:HJALo, lliTORABE A~g OJilf'O~A~ !ifANAC1EI"!Ii:NT 
PRCOESS.E51 (LlfescNl3 I..~ARNS:O) Eri!:ll:J;l R~VtE;W~1 ~Td.) 7 

Ji:A states that Pl~ht ~t, ~.phns stays ~rrent re.ga~dlng jiJ~~Wy dE!veii>pm~nt:s ~hro\lgh 
lndust;y·c9n'fact\>,. pertodfcal2] -as well aa·:any.leglslatloo reg~rdl~ .eel{ ftl.otU~.s 11l!i!lla9"~m~rtt .. 

'::f GMrgf~. ?ow(!r .. ~fiites. to at .lH~ rnsp,e~tlo;'fs. of the.· Plant: ·ScMter a~fr pgnd: ha'le ~e~O\ t. 9:QJ.1QuG.teB .®sUi9:c.tm\en~Jor :a .. rl'!]mbar: .. nr.yca~lr~'!· Tf~sei.{t;s'pe.cllbns. hfi~e.. id.enl1ffecfJssu~~ "1 tnfA!h~ .PIM .. ~ ~,al ~~af'(!Ji!?!~ tg .. ;~..U.c!t~~s: a;x~ :,lias ~~~ntlfJpd·'«<imet. ways, 111: whi.th lhb .PI~n!! cari. JO lrnpr¢¥a·ifs.: a9.tJI.tlti~Ifas's'&'Plaf.~cl ·.'Wtl h-the:{~~-~Q.Rd: T~e :1?Ja.nt'J,.al5 i:lcteq; ~n: ttte·sa SUQ9,~slions, 
II A1;@tfo~~IIY,l!!~ cited, -lil' ll~ ·repOj:t enUll~cf~¢®j: 0Pmb,lf.~tlfit1Jff,pr'o(J.u'Gt~· ·A, R'onrm.·. M f~ So_tJtf19,nJ· P'0.17Jlign:lf:P?ot!(ldt1Q.n. f.Jn(/'~<1(~· M~·,rsgerMnt ot CG.:/38, .. P.l~i)t. Sql-let~i'' els.Qi ~m'plo~~
l .qthe., foii9WU1g. tof~flS\!r~ ·~aft:l. Storag·~;tif~€iRG{ 

I'( ~ ~fnergency. r~sp.Qn·~~:r i'jumbsr~ a}\d p,ersonhe~ av~llable· if ne~~-ssa.rY. . 
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EXHIBIT C 

JUSTIFICATION TABLE 



Exhibit C 
Florida Power and Light Company 

Review of Coal Combustion Residual Storage and Disposal Process 
Of the Florida Electric Industry 

Florida 
No. of Conf. Line No./Col. No. Statute Document Pages YIN 366.093 (3) 

Subsection 
y Page 1 lines 21-23, 29-44 

Document Request 2 (c), (d), (e) No. 1 y Page 2 lines 56-85 

Document Request 
1 y Page 1 lines 26-35 (c), (d), (e) No.2 

N Pages 1-2 
Attachment A 11 (c), (d), (e) 

y Pages 3-11 
Attachment B 

10 y ALL (e) 
Part 1 of 6 

Attachment B 
N Pages 1-2 

26 (c), (d), (e) Part 2 of 6 y Pages 3-26 

Attachment B 
N Pages 1-2 

25 (c), (d), (e) 
Part 3 of 6 y Pages 3-25 

Attachment B 
N Pages 1-2 

27 (c), (d), (e) Part 4 of 6 y Pages 3-27 

Attachment B 
N Pages 1-2 

26 (c), (d), (e) 
Part 5 of 6 y Pages 3-26 

Attachment B 
N Pages 1-2 

27 (c), (d), (e) Part 6 of 6 y Pages 3-27 

1st Quarter N Pages 1-3 
25 (c), (d), (e) Surveillance Report y Pages 4-25 

4th Quarter N Pages 1-2 
24 (c), (d), (e) Surveillance Report y Pages 3-24 

N Cover Page 

N Pages: 1-9 
CCR Report 17 

y Page: 10 lines: 1 C, 1 E, 2a (d), (e) 

N Pages: 11-16 
N Cover Page 

N Page 1 

Page 2 lines 1 a, 1 b, 2a, 3a, 4a, (d), (e) 
Chapter 6 of CCR 

8 y Sa, 6a, 7a, 8a, 9a, 1 Oa, 11 a, 12a, Report 
13a 

N Pages 3-6 

y Page 7 lines 1-6 (d), (e) 

1 

Affiant 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 

Scott E. Brown 



EXHIBIT D 

DECLARATION 



THIRD REVISED EXHIBIT D 

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In re: Florida Power & Light Company's 
request for confidential classification of 
document request responses and portions of 
audit staffs draft report entitled Coal 
Combustion Residual Storage and Disposal 
Process of the Florida Electric lndust 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF WEST PALM BEACH 

) 
) 
) 

Docket No: II 0322-EI 

WRITTEN DECLARATION OF SCOTT E. BROWN 

I. My name is Scott E. Brown. I am currently employed by Florida Power & Light 
Company (''FPL'") as Production Manager, Scherer and St. Johns River Power Park in the Power 
Generation Division. I have personal knowledge of the matters stated in this written declaration. 

2. I have reviewed Exhibit C, and the documents that were included in Exhibit A to FPL's 
Request for Confidential Classification of Report and Data Requests Related to Stafrs Review of Coal 
Combustion Residual Storage and Disposal Process of the Florida Electric Industry, for which I am 
identified on Exhibit C as the declarant. The documents or materials that I have reviewed, and which are 
asserted by FPL to be proprietary confidential business information contain or constitute information 
related to competitive interests, the disclosure of which would impair FPL and/or Georgia Power's 
competitive business interests and their ability to contract for goods and services on favorable terms for 
the benetit of their customers. Specifically, this information relates to Georgia Power's costs, revenues. 
earnings and management of coal combustion residuals. In addition. some of the other information in the 
Confidential Data Responses relates to Georgia Power's safety and emergency procedures, which 
information is confidential because of its security significance. Furthermore, disclosure of the information 
could impair the competitive interests of the provider of the information. Disclosure of this information 
would also place FPL and/or Georgia Power at a disadvantage when coupled with other information that 
is publicly available. 

3. Some changes have occurred since the issuance of Order No. PSC-15-0 I I 1-CFO-EI to 
render part of the information public. Where that has occurred Exhibit A, B, and C have been modified to 
remove the confidential protections. For the remaining information, no s ignificant changes have occurred 
since the issuance of Order No. PSC-15-0 111-CFO-EI to render the infonnation stale or public such that 
continued confidential treatment would not be appropriate. Accordingly, the information referred to in 
this declaration should continue to be maintained as confidential for an additional period of no less than 
eighteen months. These materials should be returned to FPL as soon as the information is no longer 
necessary for the Commission to conduct its business, so that FPL can continue to maintain the 
confidentiality of these documents. 

4. Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have read the foregoing declaration and that 

the facts stated in it a<e tme to the best of my c~l--------

Scott E. Brown 




