
Nickalus Holmes 

[correspondence^^^B 
9/16/2025 
[DOCUMENT NO. _1 0877-2025, 

From: Nickalus Holmes on behalf of Records Clerk 
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2025 4:34 PM 
To: 'Daniel Mack' 
Cc: Consumer Contact 
Subject: RE: Reject the FPL proposed settlement Docket #2025001 1 

Good Afternoon 

We will be placing your comments below in consumer correspondence in Docket No. 20250011, and forwarding them to 
the Office of Consumer Assistance. 

Thank you, 
Nick Holmes 
Commission Deputy Clerk II 
Office of Commission Clerk 
Florida Public Service Commission 
850-413-6770 

PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from state officials 
regarding state business are considered to be public records and will be made available to the public and the media upon 
request. Therefore, your email message may be subject to public disclosure. 

From: advocacy-contact@mg.gospringboard.io <advocacy-contact@mg.gospringboard.io> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2025 9:27 AM 
To: Records Clerk <CLERK@PSC.STATE.FL.US> 
Subject: Reject the FPL proposed settlement Docket #20250011 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments 
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Florida Public Service Commissioners, 

Dear Florida Public Service Commissioners, 

I am writing to firmly and unequivocally oppose the proposed settlement from Florida Power 
& Light (FPL). This deal is nothing more than a corporate maneuver to protect profits at the 
direct expense of Florida’s families. It is unjust, unnecessary, and unacceptable. 

Floridians are already burdened by skyrocketing housing, food, and insurance costs. For FPL 
to demand even higher rates during this crisis is an insult to the very people who keep the 
lights on. Residential customers should not be treated as a limitless source of revenue for 
corporate shareholders. 

The alternative settlement from the Office of Public Counsel and consumer advocates proves 
there is a better path — one that protects the public and ensures fairness. By comparison, 
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FPL’s proposal is predatory and demonstrates disregard for the financial well-being of 
everyday Floridians. 

As regulators, your responsibility is to defend the public interest — not to reward corporate 
greed. I strongly urge you to reject FPL’s settlement in Docket #20250011 and instead adopt 
the consumer-focused alternative. The people of Florida deserve protection, not exploitation. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Mack 
2890 SW 13 St 
Fort Lauderdale FL, 33312-2906 
dargonlO@gmail.com 
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