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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF RENE SILVA
DOCKET NO. 960001-El

June 24, 1996

Please state your name and address.
My name is Rene Silva. My business address is 9250 W. Flagler

Street, Miami, Florida 33174.

By whom are you employed and what is your position?
I am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as Manager
of Forecasting and Regulatory Response in the Power Generation

Business Unit.

Have you previously testified in this docket?

Yes.

What is the purpose of your testimony?
The purpose of my testimony is 1o present and explain FPL's

projections for (1) dispatch costs of heavy fuel oil, light fuel oil, coal
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and natural gas, (2) availability of natural gas to FPL, (3) generating
unit heat rates and availabilities, and (4) quantitics and costs of
interchange and other power transactions. These projected values were
used as input values to POWRSYM in the calculation of the proposed
fuel cost recovery factor for the period October, 1996 through

March,1997.

Have you prepared or caused to be prepared under your
supervision, direction and control an Exhibit in this proceeding?
Yes. | have. It consists of pages I through 7 of Appendix I of this

filing.

What are the key factors that could affect FPL's price for heavy
fuel oil during the October, 1996 through March, 1997 period?

The key factors are (1) demand for crude oil and petroleum products
(including heavy fuel oil), (2) non-OPEC crude oil production, (3) the
extent to which OPEC production matches actual demand for OPEC
crude oil, (4) the relationship between heavy fuel oil and crude oil,
and (5) the terms of FPL's heavy fuel oil supply and transportaion

contracts.
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In general, world demand for crude oil and petroleum products is
projected to continue 10 increase at a moderate rate through 1997 as

s result of continued economic growth in the Pacific Rim countries.

On the supply side, total non-OPEC crude oil production is projected
10 rise slightly through 1997 due to increases in the North Sea and
Latin America. The balance of the projected increase in crude oil
demand is projected to be adequately met by a slight increase in

OPEC production.

Based on these factors crude oil prices, and consequently heavy fuel
oil prices, for the October, 1996 t0 March, 1997 period will be

slightly lower than for the October. 1995 to March, 1996 period.

What is the projected relationship between heavy fuel oil and
crude oil prices during the October, 1996 through March, 1997
period?

The price of heavy fuel oil on the U. §. Gulf Coast (1.0% sulfur) is
projected to be approximately 78% of the price of West Texas

Intermediate (WTT) crude oil.
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Please provide FPL’s projection for the dispatch cost of heavy fuel
oil for the October, 1996 through March, 1997 period.

FPL's projection for the system average dispatch cost of heavy fuel
oil, by sulfur grade, by month, is provided on page 3 of Appendix |

in dollars per barrel.

What are the key factors that could affect the price of light fuel
oil?
The key factors that affect the price of light fuel oil are similar to

those described above for heavy fuel oil.

Please provide FPL’s projection for the dispatch cost of light fuel
oil for the period from October, 1996 to March, 1997.
FPL's projection for the average dispatch cost of light oil, by sulfur

grade, by month, is shown on page 4 of Appendix L.

What is the basis for FPL’s projections of the dispatch cost of
coal?
FPL's projected dispatch cost of coal is based on FPL's price

projection of spot coal delivered to its coal plants.
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For St. Johns River Power Park (SJRPP), annual coal vojumes
delivered under long-term contracts are fixed on October 1st of the
previous year. For Scherer Plant. the annual volume of coal delivered
under long-term contrcts is set by the terms of the contracts.
Therefore, the price of coal delivered under long-term cONtracts does
not affect the daily dispatch decision. The dispatch price of coal for
each coal plant is based on the variable component of the coal cost,

the projected spot coal price.

Please provide FPL’s projection for the dispatch cost of coal for
the October, 1996 through March, 1997 period.
FPL's projected system average dispatch cost of coal, shown on page

5 of Appendix I, is about $1.50 per million BTU, delivered 1o plant.

What are the factors that can affect FPL’s natural gas prices
during the October, 1996 through March, 1997 period?

In general, the key factors are (1) domestic natural gas demand and
supply. (2) foreign natural gas imports, (3) heavy fuel oil prices and
(4) the terms of FPL’s gas supply and transportation contracts. For the

projected period, the dominant factor influencing the price of gas will
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be strong gas demand caused by the current low level of gas

inventory.

Every year, between the months of April and October, natural gas
market inventories are built up as a reserve in preparation for peak
winter gas demand. These inventories are partially drawn down during
the winter months as needed. Only & portion of the gas reserve 1s used
during the winter, and the impact on summer demand of restoring
inventory to the desired level is usually moderate. However, the
quantity of natural gas in inventory at the beginning of the winter of
1095-1996 was lower than in previous years. And colder than normal
weather during the winter caused a very large draw on inventory 1o
meet the strong gas demand. As a result, the quantity of gas in
inventory in April and May, 1996 - the beginning of the gas
“injection” season - was much lower than it has been in the past, and
it is projected that gas inventory will not even reach the year-carlier

level by the end of the “injection” season in October, 1996.

It is projected that this situation will keep demand for natural gas very
strong during the summer and continuing through the winter of 1996-

1997. Consequently, gas prices are projected to remain firm through
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March, 1997.

What are the factors that affect the availability of natural gas to
FPL during the October, 1996 through March, 1997 period?

The key facwors are (1) the existing capacity of natural gas
transportation facilities into Florida, (2) the portion of that capacity
that is contractually allocated 1o FPL on a firm, "guaranteed” basis

each month and (3) the natural gas demand in the State of Florida.

The current capacity of natural gas transportation facilities into the
State of Florida is 1,455,000 million BTU per day (including FPL's
firm allocation of 455,000 to 480,000 million BTU per day, depending
on the month). Total demand for natural gas in the State during the
period (including FPL's firm allocation) is projected to be between
255.000 and 265,000 million BTU per day below the pipeline’s total
capacity. This projected available pipeline capacity could enable FPL
1o acquire and deliver additional natural gas, beyond FPL's 455,000
to 480.000 million BTU per day of firm, »guaranteed” allocation,

should it be economically attractive, relative 1o other energy choices.

Please provide FPL’s projections for the dispatch cost and
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availability (to FPL) of natural gas for the October, 1996 through
March, 1997 period.
FPL's projections of the system average dispatch cost and availability

of natural gas are provided on page 6 of Appendix L.

Please describe how you have developed the projected unit
Average Net Operating Heat Rates shown on Schedule E4 of
Appendix IL

The projected Average Net Operating Heat Rates were developed
using the actual monthly Average Net Operating Heat Rates and the
corresponding Net Output Factors from previous October through
March periods. This historical data was used to calculate an efficiency
factor, or heat rate multiplier, for each generating unit. The most
recent unit dispatch heat rate curves, modified by the unit's efficiency

factors, were provided as input to the POWRSYM model.
Are you providing the outage factors projected for the period
October, 1996 through March, 19977

Yes. This data is shown on page 7 of Appendix 1.

How were the outage factors for this period developed?
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The unplanned outage factors were developed using the actual
historical full and partial outage event data for each of the units. The
actual unplanned outage factor of each generating unit for the previous
twelve-month period was adjusted, as necessary, to eliminate non-
recurring events and recognize the effect of planned outages 10 arrive

at the projected factor for the October, 1996 through March, 1997

period.

Please describe significant planned outages for the October, 1996
through March, 1997 period.

Planned outages at our nuclear units are the most significant in
relation to Fuel Cost Recovery. Turkey Point Unit No.3 is scheduled
to be out of service for refueling beginning on March 8, 1997 and
until April 21, 1997, or twenty four days during the projected period.
There are no other significant planned outages during the projecied

period.

Are any changes to FPL’s generation capacity planned during the
October, 1996 through March, 1997 period?

No.
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Are you providing the projected interchange and purchased power
transactions forecasted for Cctober, 1996 through March, 19972
Yes. This data is shown on Schedules E6, E7, E8, and E9 of

Appendix 1 of this filing.

In what types of interchange transactions does FPL engage?

FPL purchases interchange power from others under several types of
interchange transactions which have been previously described in this
docket: Emergency - Schedule A; Short Term Firm - Schedule B;
Economy - Schedule C; Extended Economy - Schedule X:
Opportunity Sales - Schedule OS; UPS Replacement Energy -
Schedule R and Economic Encrgy Participation - Schedule EP.

For services provided by FPL to other utilities, FPL has developed
amended Interchange Service Schedules, including AF (Emergency).
BF (Scheduled Maintenance), CF (Economy), DF (Outage), and XF
(Extended Economy). These amended schedules replace and supersede
existing Interchange Service Schedules A, B, C, D, and X for services

provided by FPL.

Does FPL have arrangements other than interchange agreements

for the purchase of electric power and energy which are included

10
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in your projections?

Yes. FPL purchases coal-by-wire electrical energy under the 1988
Unit Power Sales Agreement (UPS) with the Southern Companies.
FPL has contracts to purchase nuclear encrgy under the St. Lucie
Plant Nuclear Religbility Exchange Agreements with Orlando Utilities
Commission (OUC) and Florida Municipal Power Agency (FMPA).
FPL also purchases cnergy from JEA’s portion of the SJRPP Units, as
stated above. Additionally, FPL purchases encrgy and capacity from

Qualifying Facilities under existing tariffs and contracts.

Please provide the projected energy msis to be recovered through
the Fuel Cost Recovery Clause for the power purchases referred
to above during the October, 1996 through March, 1997 perind.

Under the UPS agreement FPL's capacity entitlement during the
projected period is 920 MW from October, 1996 through March, 1997.
Based upon the alterate and supplemental energy provisions of UPS,
an availability factor of 100% is applied to these capacity entitlements
to project energy purchases. The projected UPS energy (unit) cost for
this period, used as input to POWRSYM, is based on data provided
by the Southem Companies. For the period, FPL projects the purchase

of 690,143 MWH of UPS Energy at a cost of $12,885410. In

11
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF C. VILLARD
DOCKET NO. 960001-El

June 24, 1996

Please state your name and address.

My name is Claude villard. My business address is 700 Universe

Boulevard, Juno Beach, Florida 33408.

By whom are you employed and what is your position?

1 am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as Manager of

Nuclear Fuel.

Have you previously testified in this docket?

Yes, | have.

What is the purpose of your testimony?

The purpose of my tesumony is to present and cxplain FPL's projections
of nuclear fuel costs for the thermal energy (MMBTU) to be produced by
our nuclear units and costs of dispusal of spent nuclear fuel. Both of these

costs were input values 10 POWRSYM for the calculation of the proposed

1
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fuel cost recovery factor for the period October 1996 through March 1997.

What is the basis for FPL's projections of nuclear fuel costs?
FPL's nuclear fuel cost projections are developed using encrgy production
at our nuclear units and their operating schedules, consistent with those

assumed in POWRSYM, for the period October 1996 through March 1997.

Please provide FPL’s projection for nuclear fuel unit costs and energy
for the period October 1996 through March 1997.

We estimate the nuclear units will produce 126,959,392 MBTU of energy
at a cost of $0.351 per MMBTU, excluding spent fuel disposal costs for
the period October 1996 through March 1997. Projections by nuclear unit

and by month are provided on Schedule E-4 of Appendix IL

Please provide FPL’s projections for nuclear spent fuel disposal costs
for the period October 1996 through March 1997 and what is the basis
for FPL’s projections.

FPL's projections for nuclear spent fuel disposal costs are provided on
Schedule E-2 of Appendix II. These projections are based on FPL's
contract with the Department of Energy (DOE). which sets the spent fuel

disposal fee at 1 mill per net Kwh generated minus transmission and
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distribution line losses.

Please provide FPL’s projection for Decontamination and
Decommissioning (D&D) costs to be paid in the period October 1996
through March 1997 and what is the basis for FPL’s projection.

As indicated in prior testmony, The National Energy Policy Act of 1992
(The Act) requires FPL to make certain payments to a fund established at
the U.S. Treasury, to cover the cost of decontamination and
decommissioning DOE's enrichment faciliies D&D payments are in
direct proportion to the amount of enrichment services purchased by FPL.
divided by the amount produced by the DOE, through October 1992,
multiplied by the total annual asscssment of $480M, as specified in the
Energy Policy Act of 1992, and escalated for inflation using the CPI-U
(consumer price index - for urban customers). FPL's projection of £5.26M
for D&D costs to be paid during the period October 1996 through March

1997 is included on Schedule E-2 of Appendix IL

Are there any other fuel-related costs which FPL is including in the
calculation of the proposed Fuel Cost Recovery Factor?

Yes. FPL is requesting approval to recover approximately $10 million in
costs relating 10 increasing the thermal power of FPL's Turkey Pout

Nuclear Units 3 and 4 (hereafter referred to as thermal power uprate). The

3
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thermal power uprate of ecach nuclear unit, from 2200 megawaltls thermal
to 2300 megawatts thermal. will increase the output of cach unit by about

31 megawatts electric.

What benefits will FPL’s customers receive from the therms! power
uprate of the nuclear units at Turkey Point?

FPL projects an approximate 6.IM megawatt hours of additional
generation from the Turkey Point nuclear units, assuming that the units
would increase power in January, 1997. This higher nuclear generation
will result in an estimated fuel savings of about $198 million, representing
a present value of approximately $97 million (or $88 million after
deducting implementation costs) through the year 2011. These savings are
due to the difference between low cost nuclear fuel replacing higher cost
fossil fuel. The estimated fuel savings were calculated using the
production cost:mg model. POWRSYM. Two POWRSYM cases, with and
without the effects of the thermal power uprale, Were compared. The
Turkey Point assumptions were adjusted to include an increase in output
of 31 megawatts, as well as slight adjustments for winter and summer heat
rates and equivalent availability factors. The net present value fuel savings
were derived by using a rate of 9.2%, which represents FPL's long term
decision making discount rate. Document No. | shows the breakdown of

cost recovery and projected yearly fuel savings.

4
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What activities and costs are involved in the thermal power uprate of
the nuclear units at Turkey Point?

The thermal uprate requires FPL 10 formally request the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to amend the operating license for Turkey Point.
To receive such license amendment, FPL is required to perform analyscs
on all affected plant systems, structures and components to ensure there arc
no adverse impacts on plant safety and operations resulting from the higher
power level. Furthermore, the thermal power uprate will also require

minor plant modifications.

We are seeking recovery of $7.5M in payments o outside contractors for
engineering, safety and licensing efforts, and $2.5M for materials and plant
modifications, for a total of $10M. These costs exclude FPL payroll costs
and payroll expenses which total approximately $2.3M. We expect the
thermal power uprate of each unit will be approved and in-service by year
end. 1996, FPL is asking for recovery of these COStS starting January 1.

1997.

Please explain why this cost should be approved under the Fuel Cost
Recovery Clause?

Commission Order No, 14546 provides the basis for recovery of fucl

=l
A
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recognized or anticipated in the cost levels used to determine current base

rates and which, if expended, will result in fuel savings 10 customers.

This commission order and the significant fuel cost savings o our
customers, form the basis for requesting recovery of these costs related to
the thermal power uprate of FPL's Turkey Point Units 3 and 4 through the
Fuel Cost Recovery Clause. The cost recovery treatment of the Turkey
Point thermal power uprate 1§ discussed in the testimony of FPL Witness

B. T. Birkett.

Are there currently any unresolved disputes under FPL’s nuclear fuel
contracts?

Yes. As reported in prior testimonies, there are two unresolved disputes.

The first dispute is under FPL's contract with the Department of Encrgy
(DOE) for final disposal of spent nuclear fuel, FPL, along with a number
of electric utilities, has filed suit against the DOE over DOE's denial of its
obligation to accept spent nuclear fuel beginning in 1998. On December
14. 1995, DOE and the electnc utilities began mediation, however no
agreement could be reached. Oral arguments 100k place on Januvary 17.

1996, before the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia.

6
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Secondly, FPL is currently seeking o resolve a price dispute for uranium
enrichment services purchased from the United States (U.S.) Government,

prior to July 1, 1993.

Our contract for enrichment services with the U.S. Government calls for
pricing to be calculated in accordance with "Established DOF Pncing
Policy”. Such policy had always been one of cost recovery, which
included costs related to the Decontamination and Decommissioning
(D&D) of the DOE's enrichment facilities. However, the Energy Policy
Act of 1992 (The Act) requires utilities to make separate payments to the
U.S. Treasury for D&D, starting in Fiscal 1993, as FPL has been doing.
Therefore, D&D should not have been included in the price charged by
DOE for deliveries during Fiscal 1993, and the price should have been
reduced accordingly. FPL had filed a claim with the Contracting Officer.
on July 14, 1995, for a refund for such deliveries. On October 13, 1995,

the DOE Contracting Officer officially rejected FPL's claim. FPL has

until October 13, 1996 to file an appeal.

Meanwhile, in a related case, the U.S. Court of Federal Claims ruled that
the D&D special assessment iself was unlawful. The Court found that in

this specific instance, the special assessment wis essentially a retroactive




2

10

11

price increase on a contract which had already been performed, and was
therefore illegal. The DOE has appealed this decision 10 the U.S. Count
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and the parties are currently filing their
final briefs. Both sides will then await oral arguments, which are
scheduled in the Fall. Because the U.S. Court of Federal Claims ruling
relied in large part on @ casc currently being reviewed by the U.S.
Supreme Court, the Winstar casc, FPL is awaiting the Supreme Court

decision, prior to proceeding with the appeal of its case.

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.
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DOCKET HO. 94000181
FPL WITHESS: CLAUDE VILLARD

EXHIBT HO.
JUNE 24, 1994
DOCUMENT NO.1
Thermal Uprate NPV Analysis

|

Project

Cost
Yeaor Recovery Fuel Savings et Savings NPV
Ré
R7 55,000,000 $8,560,000 $3,560,000 §3.260073
98 $5,000,000 $10,150,000 65150000 $4318.789
%9 $10.510000 $10510000 $8071.139
00 $10.,320.000 $10.320000  §7.257.535
01 511,600,000 $11,600.000 57470416
2 $12,320,000 §12,320000  §7.265657
03 $12.240,000 $12.240000 56610327
4 $12.660000 $12600000 56,261,128
05 $14,130,000 $14,130000 56399388
06 $13.310.000 $13.,310.000 $5,520.160
X7 $15.160,000 $15.160,000 55,757.715
208 $15.670,000 §154670000 55450010
R $16,080.000 516080000  $5.121.436
010 $17.030,000 $17.030000 $4.96704)
o1l $18.,580,000 $18,580,000 54,962 564

$10.000.000 $198.320.000 §188.,320.000 $B8.693.378

\ discount rate of 9.2% was used to determine net present value.
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF BARRY T. BIRKETT
DOCKET NO, 960001-El

June 24, 1996

Please state your name and address.
My name is Barry T. Birkett and my business address IS 9250 West

Flagler Street, Miami, Florida 33174.

By whom are you employed and In what capacity?
| am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as the

Manager of Rates and Tariff Administration.

Have you previously testified in this docket?

Yes, | have.

What is the purpose of your testimony?

The purpose of my testimony is to present for Commission review and
approval the fuel factors for the Company's rate schedules for the
period October 1896 through March 1887 and the capacity payment
factors for the Company's rate schedules for the period October 1696
through September 1897 The calculation of the fuel factors is based

on projected fuel cost and operational data as set forth in Commission

1
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Schedules E1 through E10, H1 and other exhibits filed In this

proceeding and data previously approved by the Commission

in addition, my testimony presents the schedules necessary to support
the calculation of the Estimated/Actual True-up amounts for the Fuel
Cost Recovery Clause (FCR) and the Capacity Cost Recovery

Clause(CCR) for the period April 1906 through September 1886.

Have you prepared or caused to be prepared under your
direction, supervision or control an exhibit in this proceeding?
Yes. | have. It consists of various schedules included in Appendices
Il and Ill. Appendix Il contains the FCR related schedules and

Appendix |I! contains the CCR related schedules.

=CR Schedules A-1 through A-13 for April 1996 and May 1696 have
been filed monthly with the Commission, are served on all parties and

are incorporated herein by reference.

What is the source of the data which you will present by way of
testimony or exhibits in this proceeding?

Uniess otherwise indicated, the actual data is taken from the books
and records of FPL. The books and records are kept in the regular
course of our business in accordance with generally accepted

accounting principles and practices and provisions of the Uniform
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System of Accounts as prescribed by this Commission

FUEL COST RECOVERY CLAUSE

What is the proposed levelized fuel factor for which the Company
requests approval?

2.037¢ per kWh. Schedule E!, Page 3 of Appendix Il shows the
calculation of this six-month levelized fuel factor. Schedule E2, Page
10 of Appendix Il indicates the monthly fuel factors for October 1686
through March 1887 and also the six-month levelized fuel factor for the

period.

Has the Company developed a six-month levelized fuel for its
Time of Use rates?

ves. Schedule E1-D, Page 8 of Appendix |l provides a six-month
levelized fuel factor of 2.174¢ per kWh on-peak and 1.984¢ per kWh

ofi-peak for our Time of Use rate schedules.

Were these calculations made in accordance with the procedures
previously approved in this Docket?

Yes, they were.

What adjustments are included In the calculation of the six-

month levelized fuel factor shown on Schedule E1, Page 3 of
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Appendix II?

As shown on line 29 of Schedule E1, Page 3, of Appendix |l the
estimated/actual fuel cost underrecovery for the April 1896 through
September 1886 period amounts to $88,480,000 This
estimated/actual undermrecovery for the April 198986 through September
1996 period plus the final underrecovery of $17,157,052 for the
October 1665 through March 1888 period results in 8 total
underrecovery of $105837,052. This amount, divided by the
projected retail sales of 38,766,448 MWH for October 1896 through
March 1097 results in an Increase oOf 2873¢ per kWh before
applicable revenue taxes. In his testimony for the Generating
Performance Incentive Factor, FPL Witness R. Silva calculated a
reward of $1,080,538 for the period ending March 1996, to be applied
to the October 1896 through March 1897 period. This $1,980,538
divided by the projected retail sales of 36,766,446 MWH during the
projected penod, results in an increase of .0054¢ per kWh, as shown

on line 33 of Schedule E1, Page 3 of Appendix Il

Please explain the calculation of the FCR Estimated/Actual True-
up amount you are requesting this Commission to approve.

Schedule E1-B, Page 5 of Appendix Il shows the calculation of the
FCR Estimated/Actual True-up amount. The calculation of the
estimated/actual true-up amount for the period April 1996 through

September 1886 Is an underrecovery, including interest, of




10

"

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

?——

$88,480,000 (Column 7, lines C7 plus C8). This amount, when
combined with the Final True-up underrecovery of $17,157,052
(Column 7, line C9a) deferred from the period October 1985 through
March 1996, presented in my Final True-up testimony filed on May 20,
1986, results in the End of Period underrecovery of $105,637,052

(Column 7, line C11).

This schedule also provides a summary of the Fuel and Net Power
Transactions (lines A1 through A7), kWh Sales (lines B1 through B3),
Jurisdictional Fuel Revenues (line C1 through C3), the True-up and
Interest calculation (lines C4 through C10) for this period, and the End

of Period True-up amount (line C11).

mmmm1mmm1m,muum (2) refiects the
actual results of operations and the data for June 1886 threugh
September 1886, columns (3) through (6), are based on updated

estimates

mvmmwammmewmu data compared 1o the
or:ginalprqecbmsinrm.tpd 1996W$epmb0r1995penod

is provided in Schedule E1-B-1, Page 6 of Appendix i

As shown on line A5, the vanance in Total Fuel Costs and Net Power

Transactions is $108.1 million or a 14 5% increase This variance 1s
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mainly due to a 226% Increase in Fuel Cost of System Net
Generation as shown on line Ala. This increase is primarily due to
increases in natural gas and heavy cil prices reflecting the impacts of
a colder than normal winter and extremely low crude oil and natural

gas levels.

The true-up calculations follow the prccedures aslablished by this
Commission as sel forth on Commission Schedule A2 "Calculation of

True-Up and Interest Provision" filed monthly with the Commission

is FPL requesting that any other costs be recovered through the

Fuel Cost Recovery Clause?
Yes. FPL is requesting that costs associated with two issues be

recovered through the Fuel Cost Recovery Clause.

Please explain the first issue that FPL is requesting to be
recovered through the Fuel Recovery Clause.

FPL is requesting recovery of the costs associated with the thermal
power uprate of Turkey Point Units 3 and 4. As discussed In the
testimony of Claude Villard, the thermal power uprate of each nuclear
unit. from 2200 megawatts thermal to 2300 megawatts thermal, will
increase the output of each nuclear unit by approximately 31
megawatts electric. The units are expected to increase power by

January 1997 As Mr. Villard testifies, the cost of this thermal power
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uprate project is estimated at $10 million.

The Company has estimated thal this uprating will yield fuel savings
on a net present value basis in excess of $88 million. From January
1697 through December 1898, the fuel savings are projected (0
exceed the cost of this project, therefore, FPL is requesting that il
recover the depreciation and return on investment in this thermal
power uprate project over this two vear period. FPL has included

$1,463,620 in the projected recovery tactor for the upcoming period.

What Is the basis for requesting recovery of this thermal uprate
project through the Fuel Cost Recovery Clause?

The Commission in Docket No. 850001-E1-B, Order No. 14546 issued
on July 8, 1985 stated, regarding the charges appropriately included
in the calculation of fuel "Fossil fuel-related costs normally recovered
through base rates but which were not recognized or anticipated in the
cost levels used to determine cument base rates and which, if
expended, will result in fuel savings to customers. Recovery of such
costs should be made on a case by case basis after Commission

approval”

This expenditure will result in significant fuel savings for FPL's
customers and appears 10 be the type of a cost which the Commission

contemplated being recovered through the clause  For these reasons,
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FPL believes that it is appropnate to bring this issue forward for

Commission consideration and approval.

Please explain the second Issue that FPL Is requesting to be
recovered through the Fuel Recovery Clausa.

A Petition was filed on February 15, 1996 under Docket No. 960182-
EQ whereby, if approved, FPL will be recovering expenses associated
with the settlement agreement {o buy out the Cypress Energy
Company Standard Offer Contract If approved, Staff recommends
that 42 percent of the actual annual settiement agreement payments
should be recovered through the Fuel Cost Recovery Clause and 58
percent should be recovered through the Capacity Cost Recovery

Clause.

The petition for approval 1o recover cosls associated with the
termination of the Standard Offer Contract is scheduled to go before
the Commission on June 25, 1996, one day after this clause filing,
therefore, per Staffs recommendation, FPL has included 42 percent,
or $5,220,180 of the actual annual settiement agreement payments
in the October 1896 through March 1097 Fuel Cost Recovery Clause
and 58 percent, or $8,768,730 of the actual annual settiement
agreement payments in the October 1998 through September 1897

Capacity Payment Recovery Clause.
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CAPACITY PAYMENT RECOVERY Cl AUSE

Is FPL proposing any changes to the implementation of the
Capacity Cost Recovery Clause filing?

Yes, it is. FPL is proposing that the Capacity Cost Recovery Clause
filing be made on an annual basis rather than the current semi-annual

pasis.

Please explain why FPL Is proposing this change?

Filing on an annual basis will levelize the impact of the clause on our
customers' rates since seasonal fluctuations in sales will be avoided.
In addition, filing on an annual basis wil greatly reduce the amount of
paperwork produced, filed and processed by FPL, the Commission,

and other parties.

Please describe Page 3 of Appendix v.

Page 3 of Appendix lll provides a summary of the requested capacity
payments for the projected period of October 1896 through March
1997. Total recoverable capacity payments amount 10 $430,838,158,
and include payments of $207,711,591 to non-cogenerators,
payments of $323,734 672 to cogenerators and $8,768,730 of Mission
Settlement payments. This amount is offset by revenues from
capacity sales of $2 600,155 and $56,045,562 of jurisdictional capacity

related payments included in base rates plus the net overrecovery of

9
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$42,305,151 reflected on line 8. The net overrecovery of $42,305,151
includes the final overrecovery of $28,627,083 for the October 1685
through March 1896 pericd less the estimated/actual overrecovery of

$13,378,088 for the April 1996 through September 1886 period.

Will FPL be requasting recovery of any other costs through the
Capacity Cost Recovery Clause?

ves. As discussed previously in the Fuel Recovery Clause section of
my testimony and slated above, FPL has included 58 percent
($8,768,730) of the actual annual settiement agreement payments
associated with the buy-out of the Cypress Energy Company Standard
Offer Contract in the calculation of the Capacity Cost Recovery factor

for the period October 1996 through September 1997.

Please describe Page 4 of Appendix .

Page 4 of Appendix Il calculates the allocation factors for demand and
energy at generation. The demand allocation factors are calculated
by determining the percentage each rate class contributes to the
monthly system peaks. The energy allocalors are calculated by
determining the percentage each rate contributes to total kWh sales,

as adjusted for losses, for each rate class.

Please describe Page 6 of Appendix Il

Page 5 of Appendix Il presents the calculation of the proposed

10
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Capacity Payment Recovery Clause (CCR) factors by rate class.

Please explain the calculation of the CCR Estimated/Actual True-
up amount you are requesting this Commission to approve.

Appendix Ill, page 6, shows the calculation of the CCR
Estima‘ed/Actual True-up amount. The Estimated/Actual True-up for
the period April 1886 through September 1896 is an overrecovery.
including interest, of $13,378,068 (Column 7, lines 14 plus 15;. This
amount, plus the Final True-up overrecovery of $28,827,083 (Column
7, line 17) deferred from the period October 1885 through March 1896,
presented in my Final True-up testimony filed on May 20, 1996, resuils

in the End of Period overrecovery of $42,305,151 (Column 7, line 18).

s this true-up calculation conslstent with the true-up
methodology used for the other cost recovery clauses?

Yes it is. The calculation of the true-up amount follows the procedures
established by this Commission as sel forth on Commission Schedule
A2 "Calculation of True-Up and Interest Provision” for the Fuel Cost

Recovery clause.
The resulting overrecovery of $42.305,151 has been included in the

calculation of the Capacity Cost Recovery factor for the period

October 1896 through September 1607.

11
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Please explain the calculation of the Interest Provision.

Appendix lll, page 7, shows the calculation of the interest provision
and follows the same methodology used in calculating the interest
provision for the other cost recovery clauses, as previously approved

by this Commission.

The interest provision is the result of multiplying the monthly average
true-up amount (line 4) times the monthly average interest rate (line 8).
The average interest rate for the months reflecting actual dala is
developed using the 30 day commercial paper rate as published in the
Wall Street Journal on the first business day of the current and
subsequent months. The average interest rate for the projected

months is the actual rate as of the first business day in June 1886.

Have you provided a schedule showing the variances between
the Estimated/Actuals and the Original Projections?

ves. Appendix lll, page B shows the Estimated/Actual capacity
charges and applicable revenues compared to the original projections

for the period.

What Is the variance related to capacity charges?
The variance related 1o capacity charges is a $0.0 million decrease
This variance is primarily due to a $10.4 million decrease in Unit

Power (UPS) Capacity Charges. This decrease is primarily due to

12
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prior period adjustments of $9.1 million reflected on the April and May

invoices.

What Is the variance in Capacity Cost Recovery revenues?
As shown on line 13, Capacity Cost Recovery revenues, net of

revenue taxes, are now estimated to be $2.7 million higher than

originally projected.

What effective date Is the Company requesting for the new
factors?

The Company is requesting that the new FCR factors become
effective with customer billings on cycle day 3 of October 1966 and
continue through Customer billings on cycle day 2 of March 1967 and
that the new CCR factors become effective with customer billings on
cycle day 3 of October 1996 and continue through cycle day 2 of
September 1897. This will provide for 6 months of biling on the FCR
factors and 12 months of billing on the CCR factors for all our

customers.

What will be the charge for a Residential customer using 1,000

KkWh effective October 19867
The total residential bill, excluding taxes and franchise fees, for 1,000
KWh will be $77.12. The base bill for 1,000 residential kWh is $47.46,

the fuel cost recovery charge from Schedule E1-E, Page 9 of

13
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Appendix Il for a residential customer is $20.41, the Conservation
charge is $2.09, the Capacity Cost Recovery charge is $6.21, the

Environmental Cost Recovery charge is $.17 and the Gross Receipts
Taxis $.78. A Residential Bill Comparison (1,000 kWh) is presented

in Schedule E10, Page 39 of Appendix Il

Does this conclude your testimony.

Yes, it does.

14




4

10

11

12

13

14

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
TESTIMONY OF R. L. WADE
DOCKET NO. 960001-El

June 24, 1996

Please state your name and address.
My name is Robert L. Wade. My business address is 700 Universe

Boulevard, Juno Beach, Florida 33408,

By whom are you employed and what is your position?
1 am employed by Florida Power & Light Company (FPL) as Director,

Business Services in the Nuclear Business Unit.

Briefly describe your educational background and employmeni
history.

I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Physics and Engineening
from Washington and Lee University in 1973. 1 received a Masters in
Business Administration from the University of Hartford in 1982. |
served as a U.S. naval officer from 1973 to 1979. From 1979 to 1989

1 was employed by Combustion Engincering, Inc. of Windsor
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Connecticut, in various engincering related positions.

Since 1989 1 have been employed by FPL. first in engineering and
since 1991, in Business Services. In my current position [ am
responsible for business and financial planning in the business unit,
business unit level computer services, and business unit level nuclear
plant access, radiation protection, and emergency preparedness

activities.

What is the purpose of your testimony?
The purpose of my testimony is to discuss outages al St. Lucie Units

| and 2 during the period September 1994 through September 1995.

Have you prepared or caused to be prepared under your
supervision, direction and control an Exhibit in this proceeding?

Yes, 1 have. Itis labelled Document No. 1.

Were these outages at the St Lucie Units 1 and 2 during the
period September 1994 through September 1995 an issue during
the February 1996 Fuel proceeding?

Yes. The issue: Should FPL recover replacement energy Costs
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resulting from outages at the St Lucie Plant during the period
September 1994 through September 1995, was raised by the
Commission Staff during the Febrvary 1996 Fuel proceeding. FPL
believes its actions regarding these outages Werc reasonable and
prudent and, therefore, FPL should recover all replacement encrgy
costs. The issue was deferred from the February 1996 hearing to

allow time for additional discovery.

Has FPL filed any discovery responses with the Commission
concerning this issue?

Yes. On November 3, 1995, FPL filed responses 10 Staff’s Third Set
of Interrogatories. These interrogatory responscs provide a detailed
description of the incidents which occurred from September 1994
through September 1995 at the St. Lucie plant that affecied the
operation at: the units and the corrective actions taken by FPL.
Additionally, some of the responses describe the actions taken at the
St. Lucie Plant due to the threat of Hurricane Erin. The responses to
Staff's Third Set of Interrogatorics, Nos. 15 - 18 and 20 - 21 arc
attached as Document No. 1 to my estimonyv. The replacement
energy costs included in response 10 Interrogatory No. 21 have been

provided by FPL witnesses Barry Birkett and Rene Silva.
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Does FPL plan to supplement this filing?

Yes. Recently the Commission Staff asked additional questions and
requested updates on the interrogatory responses. FPL is currently
working on Staff’s requests and plans 10 supplement this filing in the

near future,

Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes, it does.




DOCUMENT NO. 1
FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPA NY
RESPONSES TO STAFF’S THIRD SET OF INTERROGATORIES
NOS. 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, AND 21

RLW-1

DOCKET NO. 960001-E1

FPL. WITNESS: R. L. WADE
EXHIBIT

BAGES 1 - 25

JUNE 24, 1996
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Florida Power & Light Compary
Dockst No. 950001-El

Staff's 3rd Set of Intemogatories
Interrogatory No. 15

Page 1 of 1

On what date and al whal time(s) were the St. Lucie nuclear units taken off line due o
Hurricane Edn?

St. Lucle Unit 1 was taken off line on August 1, 1995 at 14:55 hours. St. Lucie Unlt 2 was
taken off line on August 1, 1995 al 11:28 hours.
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Were these times based on proceduras prescribed by a regulatory agency? Il yes, piease
identity the regulatory agency.

The times were based on FPL procedures developed to comply with the Nuclear
Reguiatory Commission’s (NRC) Station Blackout Rule as specified in Chapler 10, Par
60.63 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).

The Station Blackoul Rule was devealoped 1o plwidlmﬂm nuclear plants have
sutficient equipment end procedural guidance 1o safely maintain critical plant {unctions
mnmm-mmmmwmumhmmmmmm
padod:wmuwwﬂtdﬂﬂwmoﬂsnnpowuqumbh.

In complying with the requirements of the Station Blackout Rule, FPL committed 1o the
NRC 10 commence the shutdown of the St, Lucie units prior 1o the projected onset ol
hurmmcane lorce winds.
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WhonlhaSLI..wlnnuchlrmtuumu!wnoﬂllntduololwu!mmm“m.whlt
length of umaiamqmrsdtomumﬂnu'iBIomm?

Tholang‘morttrnalouﬂ:mtmnlommsnlrtmmﬂllrmﬂumvmu
mngmmummdmmmmmmdmmnmmmﬂ.
Amrmapnnaasoinmmm.m-dmmmﬂnwdnmmmmmuup
amsmuﬂbnnddmuod.ﬂmmuﬁnsnsm-w Plan and the second is normal
plant start up operations.

The first nl-plnummrlupuwmmplnl damage assessment to delermine the extent
of plant damage and required repairs, if repairs are required, 1o ensure safe operations of
plant. In addition 10 damage assessment, SL Lucie is required by their Technical
Specifications 1o maintain an emergency plan. The plan requires several activities bo
completed prior to unit start up. Emergency plan activities includa:

1. EqdpmmmﬂnﬂhmumIMuMhnhnnrﬂum-dmm4
mnmummﬂxphntmpmmlnmlunﬂmmpnwnuudulﬂupmlc
waming sirens.

2. The equipment and processes defined in the plant Radiological Emaergency Plan
m:hunumudandfomdtubaampubh.

InmdmnniothomponmuunofFPL.ﬂﬂsuuulFbﬂleEmm
Management Plan for nuclear power plants specifies ucﬁonlforloulgwnm-m:h
swnotmwam.m-pnduwm State Divislon of Emergency
Mmm.mmmmmuummmumw- Services, Office of Radiation
cummlandllﬂ:kwmﬁu(mmﬁuwmintmmmmmahm},

State and local government must be able to adequately implement their radiclogical
emergency plans following & storm. Activities performed al the State and local governmant
level includa:

Ensure the Emergency Broadcas! System is avallable,

Adequate shellar capacity and support axists,

Adequate manpower Is available.

Adaquate transporiation is avallable for those with special needs.

o ol

in addition to activities required under the Emergency Plan, the piant must follow normal
plant start up proceduras.

Punlsmnuplmmumnmwm-snummmm:.muﬂlgoalmrwqha
serles of modes (Mode Five toMnanmlmﬂHlmu‘dtlspumdbndchuwu.A
summary of tha key start up aciivities include:




1. RCS Is healed and pressure maintained via the pressurizer healars and reactor

coolant pumps.

2. Mode Four Is reached when RCS temperature reaches 200F.

3 Unit enters Mode Threa once ACS temperature reaches 425F. This mode is calied
hot standby.

4, From Mode Three lo Mode One involves reactor start up. Once the desired

operating temperatula is reached, the control rods are withdrawn {rom the core and
the reactor becomes critical.

5. Turbine start up Is initiated. Steam lines are warmed and vacuum Is established
in the condensars.
6. Main generator start up is initiated.

As reactor power Is siowly increased numerous lesls are periormed. The unit is brought
up to full power through a series of hold points until 100% power is reached.

During the entire starl up process, numerous lesis are conducted on auxillary and safety
systems 10 ensure normal operation. These lests may identity components which require
corrective actions ba performed. These actions may affect the time required to retum the
unit to service.




Florida Power & Light Company
Dociat No. 950001-El
Statfs 3rd Set of Interrogatories

1B. Q. Did Huiricane Erin cause any damage 1o either of the SL. Lucie nuciear units?

A. No.




Florida Power & Light Company
Dockst No. 950001-El
Staff's 3rd Set of Interrogatories

Please provide the names, tities and company affiiiation of each member of the outside
team of utility experis that moantlrumudmnpadnmmuui Florida Power and Light
Company's Si. Lucie nuclear power plants.

R.J. Hovey, Assistant Site Vice President Turkey Point Nuclear Plant, Florida Power and
Light Co.

R.K. Edington, Plant Manager Arkansas Nuciear One, Entergy Operations, Inc.

W.R. Matthews, Assistant Station Manager North Anne Power Station, Virginia Electric and
Power Company.

J.T. Voorhoes, Quality Assurance Supervisor st. Lucie Nuciear Plant, Florida Power and
Ught Co.

The team was formed of three off site managers. two from outside FPL and one from the
Turkey Point Nuclear Station, and one on sie employee. This composition provided
tamiliarity with St. Lucie plant parsonnel and procedures coupled with the independence
of non FPL expertise.
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Florida Power & Light Company

Dockst No. 950001-Ei

Staff's 3rd Set of Interrogatories

Please provide a delailed description ol each incident occurring from September, 1994, 1o

mocmmﬂumnuum.umpwu

description should Include, but not limited to the following:

a.
b.

e~9an

abec. See

the cause of the incident

the corrective action steps taken by the company:

I person/company correcting the problem

. cost to correct the problem (parts and labor)
il environmental impacts

that aftected the operaiion of either nuclear unit. The

llti'ﬂim that indicates when each corrective action slep was completed

source ol replacement enargy

total KWH's pumudfmml-d of replacement enargy
total cost of replacement energy

fuel cost of replacement enérgy

pages
event are pmvldodhmnubh balow)

During each Incident that aftecied the

source of replacement energy was from FPL syslem resources,

smmmiﬂmmmmunumnwﬂnﬂlnmh

of the St. Lucle plant, FPL's

Since the

replacament anergy came {rom FPL's systam output, I canno! be spacifically tied

to any particular FPL generating unit.

o.1, g. See table below

EVENT For () (o) REPLACEMENT n&ig)
o) () ENERGY kWh COST
Geo (see noms 1.2 &
Page 3 below)
1 Oct 268-04 Polenial 3 T210 $120,035
Translormer
1 Feb 2705 Quench Tank In 4 183,887,000 $2.284 800
Loakage
1 Jul 8-95 Turbine Trp During | & 38,050,000 $015.742
Survedlance
Teutng
1 Jul 1088 Exwmal Evenl, L 25,235,000 §417.900
Vehicle in
Discharge Canal
1and 2 Aug 1-85 Exwmal Evenl 7 068,571,000 $1,054.301
Hurricana Erin
1 Aug 2-95 1 A2 Reacior ] 124,012,000 $2,123.008
Coolnt Pump Seal
Package Failure
1 Aug 565 Power Operaiod 8-10 184,263,000 $2577.776
Rela! Vake
Failures




(s) REPLACEMENT
[®) (s) ENERGY kWn
Ges

Page 3 below]

Aug 17-85 inadverant Spray " 248,024,000 $4,179.840

Sep 1-85 182 EDG Rocker 12 180,736,000 $2.044 070

Sep 11-85 Pressurizer Code 12 124,733,000 42,008,873

Sop 19-85 1B Emergency 14 £1,191.000 $824 800

Sep 22-05 1AL 1B EDG 18 48.307 000 $748.007
Governor Stabiity

Sep 24-85 Pressurrer Code 18 325,892,000 $5.200977
Galely Vake

Adgnmant
Moditeatons

Feb 21-08 Boam Ganerar 17 53,878,000 1837200
Level Transmitief
Faiure

Apr 25-85 Digital Electro- 18 5,458,000 sTOBI4
Hydraubc Power
Supply Failure

2 Aug 4-85 Switchyard Circuil 1] 9,548,000 $166,008
Broaker Falilure

AssumpBons:

1

2}

Totl KWH replacement anargy hmmmmlhr-l’t.hm:l}i'su of 776MW per hour kes
mmmmmn--ndmh:nmhmmg-ubota.uwm,nw-nd
b}mormmnhwwuwwﬂdmu-dmrm-mdpmpcudmmhmm-
Mpm-uln.ﬁwzu.wﬁuw. The projecied oulage raies are taken from the Fuel Cost
Recovery fling of June 1995, The resultant output (721 and 882 lor PSLAY and PELIZ) was
menhuﬂmmmmnwmm.

To.lcnlmmcmlmmmmmmuMpuMwmuPamut

ThnphuuunlhdmlummnFPLMIﬂhmhlitmﬂﬂmnmnnmn
mmmmnmmmmummwmm The average cost ol PSL energy
{$par megawall hour) was assumed © be §5.58 and $6.75 tor PELE1 and PSLEZ respecively. The
PSL cosl was luhhcthmM-MIdFPLMmbm ambda and was mulipled by the

replacement eneqgy.




Florida Power & Light Company

Dockat No. §50001-Ei

Siaffs 3rd Set of Interrogatories
No. 21

Page 2 of 18

Event: Potential Transformer
St. Lucie Unit 1
Event date: Oclober 26, 1904

On October 26, 1984, Unit 1 was in Mode 1 and operating at 100% power. At 2:26 P.M., an arc was
ubm.dln!hnamulh:ﬂﬂwmtwuﬂnmmow 1 wmmpmmumm.
Concurrently, Unit 1 experienced an automatic reactor trip on loss of electrical load predicated by main
generator differential current condition. Standard post irip actions were performed, the normal Reactor Trip
Recovery procedure was implemented and all safety functions were satisfactory. Subsequently, at 2:45
P.M.. a fire was reporied at the potential transformer cutside the protected area. The fire was controliad
and allowed 1o extinguish itsall. =

The root mmmmwmwmmmumnﬂnmlltuulmmunnpomuﬂr.mm::rﬂtm
synchronizing potential transformer which resulted in a flashovor of the insulator. The flashover resulted
trom a combination of marginal basic insulation level of the transformaer contributed to by salt contamination
ol the insulator.

The following actions were taken by FPL to correct the problam:

1. The synchronizing potential transiormer was replaced with a new 9OOKV BIL rated modael of
increased strike distance for enhanced insulating capability.

2. The Unit 1 switchyard components were inspected and no other degraded componants were found.
3. Schedulkss were establish 10 periodically apply silicone coatings to both units synchronizing potantial
transiormers,

The main transiormer, main generator and isophase bus were inspecied with satislactory rosulls.
An upgraded synchronizing potential transformer utilizing & 1050 KV Insulation level was Iinstalled
in the February 1w50uﬂmekhwW.

L

initial corrective actions were completed by October 26, 1994, A total of 9:33 off-ine hours were attributed
1o this evenl. Thare wer no off-site environmental issuas associaled with this event.

The cost to replace the transiormer ena perform the required inspections was approximately $74 ,000. The
corrective actions wers performed by FPL employaes.

10




Florida Power & Light Company
Doclst No. 950001-El

Staff's 3rd Set of Interrogatories
Interrogatory No. 21
Page _‘f of 18

Event: Quench Tank In Leakage
51, Lucie Unit 1
Event date: February 27, 19056

Beginning in December 1994, the rate nlhbnhgnnuuqu-ndiummnmlnm upward. It soon
became evident that the loakage rate would eventually approach the Technical Specification Reactor
Coolant System (RCS) leakage limit, requiring a mid-cycle outage to correct the prodlem. A task team was
established to identify contributing factors to the in leakage and develop and implement appropriate
comective actions. On February 27. 1995, Si. Lucie Unit 1 was removed from service 1o implement the
corrective actions identified by the task laam.

nunpnmmsomolhhlklgalaﬂnqnmmm:kwudmarmhoﬁtobnumuhdwnhmgumm
the pressurizer code safety vaives. The valves were jeaking between their discs and seats. The major
contributors to this leakage were:

1. Insutficient margin betwean narmal system operating pressure and the valves lift sel point.

2. High amblent temperature.

a. Valve body flexure from thermal stresses during plani heat up.

The following actions were taken by FPL lo correct the problem:

: 21l three pressurizer code safety valves were replaced.

2. Pressurizer head insulation was modified to Improve ambient conditions of the codo salety valves.

3 The prassurizer missile shieid was removed 10 improve the ambilent conditions of the code safely
vahves.

4, Prassurizer pressure was ralsed slowly over a 24 hour period allowing the valves 1o soak at each
slep.

A long term solution to code safety vaive leakage is ad ressed In even! ‘Pressurizer Code Safety Valve
Alignment Modifications®.

A total of 157:58 off-iine hours, axcluding normal start up, were attributed to this event. St. Lucie Unit 1 was
successiully retumed 1o service on March 8, 1995, There were no off site environmental issues
with this eventl.

The cost to repiace the pressurizer code safety valves as well as modifications 1o the pressurizer was
approximately £806,000. The work was by performed FPL employses as wel as Crosby Vae and Gage
Co. and Wyle Laboratories.

11




Florida Power & Light Company
Dockst No. 950001-El

Staff's 3rd Set of Interrogatories
Interrogatory No. 21

Page 5 _of 18

Event: Turbine Trip During Surveillance Tesling
St. Lucie Unit 1
Evenl| date: July B, 1995

On July 8, 1995, Unit 1 was in Mode One and operating al 100% power. Operations personnel wera
conducting a scheduled turbine overspeed trip survelllance per approved plant procedures. During the
portion of the survelllance that lests a solenoid valve for overspeed protection control, n operator alled
lo close an isolation vaive prior to continuing with the test. Failure 1o close the vaive allowed elactro-
hydraulic (EH) fiuid to drain from the govemor and intercapt vaives when the solenold vaive was opened
during a subsequent step. Draining the EH fluid caused closure of the main turbine govemor and intercept
valves, resulling in & turbine trip followed by an aulomatic reactor ip.

The root cause of this event was tha performance of survelllance test steps out of sequenca.

The following actions were taken by FPL to comrect the problem:

1. NumlputtﬂpMwammtumnpmmmlmumm
operated property.
2. Normal plant start up activities were performed to retum the unit 1o service.

A total o1 50:58 off-line hours ware attributled Ioﬁ:wmt.TMnmmoﬂsnnmlromnmulum
associaled this event.

There wera no repair costs associaled with this avent.

12




Florida Power & Light Company
Dockst No. 950001-El

Staff's 3rd Set of Interrogatories
Interrogatory No. 21
Page (& of 18

Event: Extemal Event, Vehicle In Discharge Canal
51, Lucia Unit 1
Event date: July 10, 1995

On July 9, 1995 with Unit 2 at 100% power and Unit 1 in start up Mode Three, a vehicle entered FPL
property through gn open gate off Highway ATA. Although the entrance was clearty marked with a "NO
TRESPASSING VIOLATORS WILL BE PROSECUTED" sign, the driver proceeded east along the access
road adjacent to the intake canal. The driver tumed north until he encountersd a locked gate. After making
a U-lum, the vehicle proceeded up and over the berm of the discharge canal, untimately entering the
discharge canal. The occupants of the vehicle exited the vehicle prior 1o it submerging and cimbed up a
\adder located on the North side of the dischargd headwall.

The vehicle was located Inside the discharge pipe approximately 50 feel {rom the ocean end of the pipe.
Fluwthmughﬂwdmhamﬁpnwumtnmumtonmﬂmonpnmn-poﬂlbnmvm
and extract It from the discharge pipe on July 11, 1995. The vehicle was subsequently towed, by tug boal,
1o a terminal dock in F1. Plerce.

Thomoluuuotﬂilwﬂﬂiwndﬂnmlfudlubomnvwchdﬁuradawrdmnnharlrpoﬂodnu
1mpaumwanPmepomntthnmtomnumlm.

Ammmmummmmmmwmrmmmmamm determine where enhanced
security measures could be implemented to preciude such incidents in the future. One preventative measure
identified was to lock all gates which allow access 1o FPL propery.

mintmmnormvmhmtomwmawmmm:‘lupo!Uﬁﬂ 1 by 20:45 hours
excluding normal start up. The incident did not affect the operation of Unit 2. There ware no off sile
environmental issues resulting from this avent. A report of the event was filed with the appropriate Stale
environmental agencies.

The cost to remave the vehicle from the discharnge pipe was approximaialy $37,000 and was accomplished
by FPL employees and Undaerwater Engineering Sefvice, Inc.
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Event: Extemal Event, Hurricane Ern
St. Lucie Unit's 1 and 2

Event date: August 1, 1995

On July 31, 1995 at 11:14 A.M., with both St. Lucie nuclear units at 100% power, the National Humicane
Cenier Issued a huricane waming which encompassed the St. Lucie plant ste. On August 1, 1995,
information from the National Hurmicane Center forecast sustained hummicane force winds at the St. Lucle
plant site. In accordance with the Site Emergency Plan, site management directed the commencement of
a controlied shut down of St. Lucie Units 1 and 2. St. Lucie unit 1 was 1aken off line on Augusl 1, 1995 al
2.55 P M. St. Lucie Unit 2 was taken off line on August 1, 1995 al

by 2:00 P.M.

Hurricane Erin passed approximately 20 miles 1o the North of the St. Lucie plant on August 2, 1995 at 1:00
AM. After damage assessment and emergency plan actions were concluded, the decision 1o retum both
units 1o service was made. Unit 2 retumed 1o service on August 5, 1985 at 12:52 A.M. Unit 1's retum 10
sarvice was Initially delayed by the faliure of the 1A2 Reactor Coolant Pump seal.

The ofi-ina hours directly attributable to Hurricane Erin for poth units was 98:19.

The cost incurred for Hurricane Ern St. Lucie plant preparation was approximatsly $282,000. The
preparation efforts were pertormed by FPL employees and Raytheon Constructors Inc.
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Event: 1A2 Reactor Coolant Pump Seal Package Failure

st. Lucie Unit 1

Event date: August 2, 1995

On Augus! 2.1w5.wﬂhum1wummmmmmmw-mmdmmmmmenn,
operators detected the 1A2 Reactor Coolant Pump (RCP) lower seal had falled. in sccordance with
approved procedures, attempts were made 1o retum the seal to service while maintaining the unit in Mode
Three. The procedure sequentially de-pressurizes the seal cavities from top to bottom in order to infroduce

a differential pressure across the leaking seal thereby restaging it. The attempt 10 restage the lower seal
talled. As a result, operators cooled down and de-pressurized the reactor coolant system in accordance with

plant operaling procedures.
The rool cause of the seal fallure is currently under investigation.
The foliowing actions were taken by FPL 1o correct the problem:

1. The 1A2 RCP seal was replaced.
2. Enginsering hpiﬂom:hgumulumnw-uumol the seal faliure.

A total of 120:11 ofi-fne hmm.ucuﬂngmnmlﬂﬂ-uﬂm.mmhﬁﬁhﬂswﬂ.ﬂmm
no off site environmental Issues associated with this event.

The cost to replace the 1A2 RCP seal was approximately $1.1 84,000, The repalr efforl was per‘ormed by
FPL employees and Raytheon Constructors.
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Event; Power Operaled Relie! Vaive Fallures

S1. Lucie Unit 1

Event date: August 9. 1095

ugust 9, 1995, Unit 1 was in start up Modae Four following a ghut down due 10 Hurricene Ern. Stroke
perated Relie! Vaves (PORV) was peing performed in accordance with

an approved plant procedure. During testing, operators could not confirm {hat the PORV's were opening
lant cool down and de-pressurization was

. alvos wore functionally tested and did

disassembled and the main disc guides were found

The rool cause of the PORV inoperabliity was determined 10 be improper re-assembly of the PORV's

following overhaul during the 1004 refusing outage.
The following actions were taken by FPL 10 correct the problem:

1, Boll PORV's were removed and re-assembled cormectly.
2. mmﬂmmmePw-tOpﬁmumvme mainienance procedure to verdty, during
mm.m-iﬂ'nmdnvmmcmmimnmlpnuﬂﬂhnppmmdtom.

Uﬂiﬂmﬁmmlﬁﬂmﬂﬂmmhmﬂﬂﬁlhlw .
3, A change was made 1o the procedure for conducting in service lesting on the PORV's 10 require
more positive indication ol PORV main vaive actuation by using quench tank and pressurize

parameters for confirmation during testing.

4 Other activilies performed by the same contraclor were reviewed, No other equipment operabliity

related equipment 10 ensure the testing adequaiely demonsimmles

be parformed.
are attributed 1o this evenl. Thare were

A total of 145:17 olf-lina hours, axcluding normal plant starnt up, w
no off sile environmental issues assoclated with this evant.

s wWas -ppm!unut-rr $381,000, The cormective

The cost lo remove, re-assemble and re-install the PORV
measures ware implementad by FPL amployaes.
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Event: Inadvertent Spray Down Of Containment
St. Lucie Unit 1

Event dale: August 17, 1995

On August 11, 1885, a contalnment spray 135)mmmw.muﬂmmuﬂmﬂwmm
oul of service, Pending mrmunwm-.u-w-mwpuudhmwmpowonm open.

On August 17, 1995, with Unit 1 In start up Mode Three, the Emergency Core Cooling Gystem (ECCS)
venting procedure for the Low Pressure Safety Injection System (LPSI) was started. As part of that
procedure, an operator started the 1A LPSI pump and astablished a flow path through the Shutdown
Conling System (SDC) heat exchanger. These actions provided a direct fiow path trom the Refueling Water
Tank (RWT) to the *A® CS header and the open header control vaive. Approximately 10,000 galions of
borated water was inadvertently sprayed into containment through the *A* CS header using the 1A LPSI
pump.

Operators secured the 1A LPSI pump ard |solated the 1A SDC heal exchanger and drained tha reactor
sump 1o the Aerated Waste Storage Tank.

The root cause of this event was identified as a procedural deficiency in the ECCS venting procedure, which
did not require operators 1o verity that the proper CS header isolation valves were closed prior 10
recirculating the water in the SDC system.

The foliowing actions were taken by FPL to correct the problem:

1 Plant equipment anwladbythobomod water spray mcw.knpochdmmﬂd or
replaced as required.

2. The ECCS and CS venting procedure was revised to provide limitations on plant conditions during
venting.

3. The CS header isolation valve was repaired and retumed to normal status.

A total of 343:31 off-line hours were attributed 1o this event. Thare were no off site environmental lssuas
associated with this event,

The cos! of this event, including comalnment clean up was approximalely $066,000. The clean up effort was
performed by FPL employoas.
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Event: 182 EDG Rocker Arm Adjusting Screw Lock Nut
St. Lucie Unit 1
Event date: September 1, 1995

On August 31, 1995, operations personnel were conducting a one hour Emergency Diese! Generator (EDG)
smdﬂanumhm’dﬂﬂwmpmudum.um 1 wnhHodoleolomuuwﬁllnm spray
incident. After the EDG reached a rated speed of 900 RPM, the 1B EDG trippaed on high crankcaso
pressure from the 1B2 engine. Inspactions revealed that the number nine power pack piston and cytinder
head had sustained damage due 10 separation of the exhaust valve head from its stem. The falled vahe
head. loose within the combustion chamber, punctured the piston and cylinder head. Damage was also
observed in several exhaust vaive train paris.

The most probable root cause of the EDG fallure was the exhaust valve rocker am adjusting screw lock
nut had loosened.

The following actions were laken by FPL to comec! the problem:

1, mmzenammwm,mmw.

2. MEDGmmwﬂlmmm-mﬁluﬂnMnmmmm.

a. meuﬂmmﬂlwomupd.llldtolmlmlnHmumWMvmmmtoulpmlm
{or the adjusting screw lock nut.

4, Failed ongine components have been sent to the original manutacturer to detarmine rool causa of

\he equipment fallure.

A 1otal of 258:11 ofi-ine hours, commencing on Seplember 1, 1995, were aftributed 1o this event. There
were no off site environmental issues associated with this event.

The cos! to repair the 1B2 EDG was approximately $289,000. The repair efiort was perlormaed by FPL
employees and MKW Power Systems, Inc.
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Event: Pressurizer Code Safety Valve Flange Leakage
St. Lucie Unit 1
Event date: September 11, 1995

On Seplember 11, 1995, with Unit 1 in start up Mode Three, a Reactor Coolant System leak Inspection was
perlormed. During the inspection, it was noted that the inlet flange of Pressurizer Code Satety Valve (PCSV)
1201 was leaking. In order to repair the valve, the unit was cooled down and de-pressurized o Mode Five.

mnppamnlmMumdmnhmmmimmtohﬁmnuuoimlum spiral wound model gaskets
wnhommaaonmmntuuuhmuhsmplomvmpmdﬂnmﬂmhlmlndgmwupplcam.
This mummmwﬂmuﬂlluwrrdmmuiolimprnln.dollhﬂhnwboltnm In addition,
Engineering determined that the procedural lorque specification for bolting was excessive for this
application.

The following actions were taken by FPL to comrect the problam:

=

PCSV 1201, as well as the other two PCSV's, were re-instalied with gaskets designed 1o opamle
without a crush stop (Kammprofile gaskets).

A lower forque value of 500 foot pounds WRS incorporated into the PCSV maintenance procedure.
An impmved PCSV bolt up process has been Incorporated into maintenance procedures.

A raviaw of generic applications of flaxicarb gaskets and their misuse is underway.
K-mmpmﬂhqnmruvnmonpmcumdinrumzmwﬂlbomlidmnnmﬂnUnltz
outage.

o

A long term solution 10 code salety valve leakage Is addressed In event *Prescurizer Code Salaty Vale
Alignment Modifications”®.

A total of 70:25 ofi-ina hours, excluding normal start up, were attributed 1o this event. There were no off
site environmential Issuas associaled with this evenl.

The cost to repair the three PCSV's, as wel as parform the modifications outiined in event *Prassurizer

Code Salety Vaive Alignment Modifications® was approximately $180,000. The repair work was periormaed
by FPL amployees and Crosby Valve and Gage Co.
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Event: 1B Emergancy Diesel Generator Hold Down Bolls
S1. Lucie Unit 1
Even! date: September 19, 1995

On September 19, 1995, during a survelllance of the 1B Emergency Diesel Generator (EDG), an operator
found a bolt head broken off.

The failed bolt head was sent 1o the FPL meltaliurgical lab for evaluation. Based upon observed fleld
conditions, EDG design knowledge and fallure analysis, 't was determined the bolt falled under high cycle
fatigue. Contrbuting factors {o the fracture weie normal vibration energy, the mounting bot being partially
unloaded as  result of the exhaust vave rocker arm adjusting screw lock nut talling (see *182 EDG Rocker
Arm Adjusting Screw Lock Nut* event) and the bolt being previously machined o remove threads in the
base plale area.

The foliowing actions were taken by FPL to correct the problem:

1. The falled bolt was replaced.

2. An uftrasonic evaluation was performed on all bolting on all site EDG engines. NoO evidence of
cracking or shearing was found.

a. All site EDG engine bolt torques wers verified.

4. A standard mounting detall will be developed for all eight EDG engines.

A total of 71:27 ofi-ine hours were atidibuted 1o this event. There were no off site anvironmental Issues
associated with this avent.

The cos! 10 rapiace ummhdbommmmdhun 182 EDG Rocker Arm Adjusting Screw Lock Nut'
gvent. The repairs were perormed by FPL empioyees.
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Event: 1A and 1B EDG Govemor Stability
St. Lucie Unit 1
Event date: September 22, 1995

On September 21, 1885, with St. Lucie Unit 1 in Mode Five, preparing for Moda Four, the 1B Emergency
Diesal Generator (EDG) was startied to parform a test run. After several minules of operation, the 18 EDG
govemor experenced load oscillations. On September 22, 1995, the 1A EDG also experienced similar
govemor load swings during testing.

The root cause of the EDG govemor load swings was primarily atiibuted to problems associated with the
motor operated potentiometer within the govemor.

The loflowing actions were taken by FPL to correct the problem:

The motor operated potentiomeler was replaced on both the 1A and 1B EDG'S.

The govemor ampifier, load sensor and frequency $ensor wara replaced on the 1A EDG.
Adjusted govemor controls on both the 1A and 18 EDG's.

Cleaned and Inspected EDG govemor components.

ol e

A total of 66:13 oii-ine hours, commencing on Seplember 22, 1995, were attributed to this event. The 1A
EDG was retumed 1o service on September 23, 1905. The 1B EDG was retumad 10 service on Septembar
24, 1995. There were no off site environmenial issues associated with this event.

The cost to repair the 1A EDG and the 1B EDG Is Included in the *182 EDG Rocker Arm Adjusting Screw
Lock Nut* event. The repair efiort was performed by FPL amployeas.

21




Florida Power & Light Company
Docket No. 850001-El
sur-adsudlm

trbnoEﬂHn.m
Page of 18

Event: Pressurizer Code Satety Vave Alignment Modifications

S1. Lucie Unit 1

Event date: September 24, 1905

On September 26, 1995, during Unit 1 heat up. instrumentation indicated leakage from Pressurizer Code
Safety Vaive (PCSV) 1202. Reacior Coolant System (RCS) pressure was reduced and PCSV 1202
appeared 10 raseal. On September 27, 1995, with (RCS) pressure al 2230 psia, a minimal amoun! of
loakage was identified in PCS\V's 1201 and 1202, As RCS prassure increased, the leakage rale accelerated.
A unit cool down and de-pressurization was initiated.

The primary root cause of the valve leakage was determined o be operating load siress placed on the
valve by associated tall piping.

The foliowing actions were taken by FPL to corect the problam:

1. All three PCSV's wers replaced with valves which had recently been refurbished.

2. The tail pipe suppors ware modified 1o reduce operating loads placed on the PCSV's.

3. WMMPCSVawommmmmmmnmuﬂmmmhommehm
pasl.

4. Heat 1:p procedures were ravised to allow additional ime for associated piping 1o achieve thermal
equilibrium.

Thae cause of PCSV leakage has been studied hunmcl-umulw-ndbyFPLInrmmmn. FPL
determined a long lerm solution 10 the leakage problems to be the replacement of PCSV's with a newly
designed valve. The new vaive Is manutactured out of forged steel utilizing a block body dosign wiich
pmidﬂagmttr:lmﬂhaﬂdwlﬂmuhﬂnmvmhulmmpﬁbhtnuunp-opbuunqslml . The
new valves will be instalied in Unit 1 during the 1896 refueiing outlage.

A total of 341:15 ofi-ine hours, commencing on September 24, 1905, excluding normal ptant start up, wera
attributed to this avent. St. Lucle Unit 1 was successiully retumed to service on October 13, 1895. Thera
were no off site environmental issues associated with this event.

The cost to replace the PCSV's and pertorm the modifications to the tall pipe supports is included in event
*pressurizer Code Salety Vaie Flange Leakage®. The repairs wers periormed by FPL employees and

22




Event: Steam Generator Lavel Transmitter Fallure
51, Lucie Unit 2

Event date: February 21, 1985

On February 21, 1995, Unit 2 was in Mode One at 100% power. At 1:17 PM, Unit 2 automaticaly tripped
due 1o low water level in the 2A Steam Generator. In mm«%pﬂrﬂpmtdum. standard post trip
and reactor trip activities were periormed. Normal steam generator waler jevels were regained and Unii 2
was stabilized in Mode Three.

Thelowwatnﬂwﬂhlh-usmemmmdmtn-mmtmﬂt-rwﬁmmﬂhﬂoﬂuﬁ.m
most likely rool cause of the level transmitter taliure, udmmdwﬂudomvml. was coalescing
olmlcrompicmndu:ﬁvoptWhunnlludwﬂmm-duimn circuit between the cenisr
diaphragm of the transmitter and one of the sensor cell capacity plates.

Tha following lcuaniwmuxonthPLloWMﬂnpmulm:

mmﬂmmmm-rwumplmmawymMaauudmmM.
mwmﬂmmmmmm.runmm Sulmﬁommurmuphud.

pravent similar fallures on other plant transmitiers.
WMMWMWtommmmmmhmmmwm

¢
:
z
i

A total of TB:ﬁoﬂmhummmm-dlnﬁlwm. mmmmmmlmmﬂm
associated with this event.

The cost to replace the falled level ransmitier was epproximately $220,000. The repairs were perlormed
by FPL employees.

23




gvent: Digital Electro-Hydraulic Power Supply Fallure
S1. Lucie Unit 2
Event date: April 25, 1995

On April 12, 1985, with Unit 2 in Mode One at 100% power, annunciation in the control room indicatad
trouble with one of the six power supply units within the Digital Electro-Hydraulic (DEH) cabinet. She
pnmmatuwulig-lodmd lmmmmmotmpwormme“zm.mm
replacement of tha power supply unit at ull power may have resulted in a unit trp, the plant was taken out
of service on April 25, 1995 lo replace the DEH power supply unil.

ThomolcnuumlmDEHpowtrnmpﬁrmuanwumleobimimohmmm
tha power supply mﬂ.mmmﬂmmwmmmwd mm“mmmuhdmm
{allure of this type ol power supply in approximately 50 years of industry use.

The following actions were taken by FPL 1o correct the problem:

1. The DEH power supply unit was replaced along with the associated crow bar circult and in-iine fuse
holder.

2. An Inspection was made of the remaining power supply units.

A total of 7:21 oft-ine hours wera attributed to this event. St Lucie Unit 2 was successiuily retumed 10
service on April 25, 1895. There wera nc off siie environmental issues associated with this event.

The cos! to replace the lalled power supply and associated hardware was approximately $4,G00. The
repairs were performed by FPL employaes.
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Event: Switchyaid Circuit Breaker Fallure

Si. Lucie Unit 2

Event date: August 4, 1995

With St. Lucie Unit 2 in Mode One during start up after Humricane Erin, plant operators atlempled

unsuccassiully to automatically synchronize the main generator tothe grid, During & second synchronization
attempt, a generalor circuit breaker momentarily closed, re-opening when the synchroscope needie

mmomlnr.arymoiumnluit wmwuammmr\ddupﬂuﬂplbtvﬂumtm
pneumatic actualor on a generator circult breaker. The piiot vaive probably had its plug momentarily stick,
uusingﬂmﬁrmltbmhrlonpnnl-loo:&uwlynndcbuln:ﬁ.rthowﬂormﬁﬂngidhadgwmn

ol phase.
The following actions were taken by FPL 1o correct the problem:

1. The pilot vaive for the generator circult breaker was replaced.

2. Troubleshooting on the main generator automatic synchronization circultry and relays was
performed with satistactory results.

a. Circuil breakers were tested for satistactory opertion.

4 mmduﬂwuwuhIMianrﬂllmmﬂmhnwnatnmhﬂmuomww
the Unit 1 genaralor.

5. waawwwmmmwwmmmmmmum
mmuummmmwmwmmmmmdmmmr.

6. FPLwiIropbutmllropnmod;mlvmﬂmadﬂemtmmﬂmmwuﬁz
rafueling outage.

Corrective actions were completed by August 5, 1995. A total of 14:08 ofi-ine hours were attributed to this
aven!. St Lucie Unit 2 was smsﬂulyummdlnmimmmquﬂ B, 1995. There were no ofl site
environmental issues conceming this event.

The cost 1o replace the pliot vaives was approximately $4,000, The comective actions ware periormed by
FPL employees.
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECTED DISPATCH COSTS
HEAVY FUEL OIL ($/88L)

OCTOBER, 1996 THPOUGH MARCH, 1897

_— —

f 1996 | 1997
BY SULFUR GRADE 1 OCTOBER  NOVEMBER " TDECEMBER  JANUARY T FEBRUARY MARCH
0.7% SULFUR . $19.25 a $18.36 o $17.43 ) $17.97 B $17.41 ) $17.31
1.0% SULFUR $18.07 $17.04 $16.05 $16.54 $16.29 $16.15
2.0% SULFUR $17.64 $16.70 $15.56 $15.92 $1563 $15.49
2.5% SULFUR $17.43 $16.54 $15.32 $15.62 $15.31 $15.17

—— -
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECTED DISPATCH COSTS
LIGHT OIL ($/8BL)

OCTOBER, 1996 THROUGH MARCH, 1997

. —

| 1396 I 1997

! — s »- —
BY SULFURGRADE |  OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH
0.3% SULFUR $26.29 $25.21 $23.11 $24.95 $24.51 $22.35
0.5% SULFUR $24.77 $23.79 $21.59 $23.43 $22.99 $2182




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECTED DISPATCH COSTS

OCTOBER, 1996 THROUGH MARCH, 1597

- — -

| 1996 | 1997

' - i A =
FUEL TYPE | OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH
COAL $1.50 $1.50 $1.50 $1.51 $1.51 $1.51




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROJECTED TOTAL NATURAL GAS PRICES AND TRANSPORTATION CAPACITY AVAILABILITY

OCTOBER, 1996 THROUGH MARCH, 1997

| NATURAL GAS TRANSPORTATION CAPACITY | 1996 . | 1997

| AVAILABILITY TO FPL BY SERVICE TYPE | - — - - -

| (MMBTU/DAY) (000S) | OCTOSER NOVEMBER ' DECEMBER JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH
FiRM 480 435 455 455 455 455
NON-FIRM 265 265 265 255 255 255

DISPATCH WEIGHTED AVERAGE UNIT PRICE
BY TYPE OF TRANSPORTATION SERVICE
(SMIMBTU)

FIRM $1.98 $200 $2.10 3187 $184 LR T

NON-FIRM 2m $2.78 $290 $262 323 $2.12




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT
PROJECTED UNIT AVAILABILITIES & OUTAGE SCHEDULES

PROJECTED PROJECTED PLANNED
FORCED OUTAGE MAINTENANCE CQUTAGE OVERHAUL
PLANT/UNIT FACTOR OUTAGE FACTOR FACTIOR DATES *
%) (%) (%]
Cope Canoveral | 20 4.5 0.0 NONE
Caope Conaveral 2 20 53 0.0 NONE
Cutler 5 0 20 0.0 NONE
Cutier & 3.0 24 0.0 MONE
Louderdale 4 1.9 1.9 55 03/15/97 - 03/24/97
Louderdale 5 1.8 18 aa 11/02/96-11/17/96
Fort Myers | 1.4 1.4 08 11/02/96- 12727196
Forl Myen 2 22 i 0.0 HONE
mMaonatee | <0 2.6 0.0 NONE
Monalee 2 20 3.4 00 NONE
Martin 1 11.5 8.y 00 NONE
Martin 2 &1 7.2 0.0 NONE
Martin 3 20 20 1.4 (10/01/96) - 10/05/96 £y
Martin 4 a5 80 33 02/15/97 - 02/26/97 -
Port Everglodes | 20 20 0.0 NONE
Port Everglodes 2 22 20 0.0 HOME
Port Everglodes 3 20 al 0.0 NONE
Port Everglodes 4 .6 28 17.0 03/01/97 - [03/31/%7)
Putnam | 4.1 22 11.0 1116195~ 12/13/95 =
03/15/97 - 03/26/97 i
Putnom 2 18 26 9.2 0/ 15/97 - [03/31/97) *°
Riviera 3 20 20 0.0 NOMNE
Riviera 4 3. 2.6 0.0 NOHE
sanlord 3 29 20 0.0 NONE
Sanford 4 20 2.0 0.0 NONE
Sanford 5 2.0 28 0.0 NONE
Turkey Point | 1.8 1.8 11.0 10/24/96 - 11/14/96
Turkey Point 2 20 3.7 0.0 MONE
Turkey Poinl 3 28 28 13.2 03/08/97 - (03/31/97)
Turkey Point 4 3.2 3.2 0.0 NONE
Stlucie 218 a2 0.0 NONE
Stlucie 2 a8 32 0.0 NONE
SJRPP 1 127 1.7 16.5 03/01 /97 - 03/30/%7
SIRPP 2 20 20 0.0 NONE
Scherer 4 43 20 0.0 NONE
* Note: Overhaul dates shown in parentheses begin before or end alter the projecied period.
++ Note: Partisl Planned Outage.
UNIT_EAF LB T GHRBETY 15 AM
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

FUEL AND PURCHASED POWER
COST RECOVERY CLAUSE CALCULATION

| ESTIMATED FOR THE PERIOD OCTOBER 1696 - MARCH 1897

HoRNERR NN

greEgHes

Fuel Cost of System Net Generation (E3)
Nuckear Fuel Disposal Costs (E2)

Fuel Related Transacbons (E2)

Fuel Coet of Sales to FKEC | CKW

TOTAL COST OF GENERATED POWER
Fuel Cost of Purchased Power (Exclusive of

Economy) (E7)
mmmwcsxﬁmmmﬁm

Energy Cost of Other Econ Purch {Hon-Broker) (E9)
Energy Cas! of Sched E Economy Purch (ES)
Capacity Cost of Sched E Economy Purchases
Mission Settlemnent

Payments to Qualifying Faciiities (E8)

TOTAL COST OF PURCHASED POWER

TOTAL AVAILABLE KWH (LINE 5 « LINE 12)

Fuel Cost of Economy Sales (EG)

Gain on Economy Sales (EBA)
medummmisuwum
Fusl Cozt of Other Power Sales (E6)

TOTAL FUEL COST AND GAINS OF POWER SALES
Net inadvertent Intefchange

TOTAL FUEL & NET POWER TRANSACTIONS
(LINES+ 12+ 18+18)

Net Unbilied Sales

Company \se

T & D Losses

SYSTEM MWH SALES (Excl sales to FKEC | CKW)
Whoiesale MWH Sales (Excl sales to FKEC / CKW)

Jutisdichonal MWH Sales Adjusted for
Line Losses

FINAL TRUE-UP ESTIACT TRUE-UP

OCT 55 - MAR 96 APRIL 96 - SEPT 86
$17,157.052 $88,450,000
undermecovery undarmecovery

TOTAL JURISDICTIONAL FUEL COST
Revenue Tax Factol

Fuel Facior Adjusted for Taxes

GPIF =* reward

Fue! Factor ncluding GPIF (Line 31 + Line 32)

FUEL FACTOR ROUNDED TO NEAREST 001 CENTS/MKWH

«  For Informational Purposes Only
*++ Calculation Based on Junsdchional KWH Sales

SCHEDULE EY
(a) (b} (5]
DOLLARS WM H EONH
$460 407 540 30317375 1 5488
10,952 424 11,838 080 00825
10,919.978 ] 0 0000
(9,852.205) (457.194) 21549
$481 517,737 29,660,181 18128
81,287 950 3870720 1.5437
26724600 1,481 431 1.8040
10,451,830 482228 21605
0 4] 0.0000
4] 0 0.0000
§,220,180
57,340,004 2068817 18978
$100,051,054 8.903194 17T
38 763377
asssFEEENENY
{8,163,885) {301,734) 2. 7058
(1,343 304) (301,734} 0 4452
(1,007,000) (281,225) 03855
(1] 0 00000
($10.514,088) (582956 18676
+] 1]
$631,054,702 38,200,418 16520
‘lIlllIItnl“ﬂ ENEE - sEEEE
21AT,129) {1,281 .578) (0 4688)
1,682,164 * 114601 0.0051
41,018556 ** 2483027 01112
$531,054, TO2 35 B4 368 1700
$2.017,545 17,922 17106
$620.037 157 36 700 446 11109
- - 1.0007T1
$620 483,773 36 760, 440 1.
105,637,052 30, 700, 448 02873
$TIS 120825 35,766, 446 1.9904
1.01600
208
41,650,538 36, 766 440 00054
20310
2037
3




CALCULATION OF TOTAL TRUE-UP
(PROJECTED PERIOD)

SCHEDULEE -1A

FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
FOR THE PERIOD: OCTOBER 1996 THROUGH MARCH 1897

1. Estimated over/(under) recovery
(2 months actual, 4 months estimated period)

(Schedule E1-B)

2. Finai True-Up (6 months actual period)

3.Total over/{under) recovery (Lines 1+ 2)
To be included in 6 month projected period

(Schedule E1, Line 28)

2. TOTAL JURISDICTIONAL SALES (MWH)
(Projected period)

3. True-Up Factor (Lines 3/4) c/lkWh:

$ (88,480,000)

$ (17,157,062)

$(105,637,052)

36,766,446

(0.2873)
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FLORIDA FOWER & LIOHT COMPANY

FUEL COST RECOVERY CLAUSE

CALCULATION OF ESTIMATEDVACTUAL VARIANCE

FOR THE PERIOD AFRIL THROUGH SEFTEMDER 1996

il ) ) ) [ W
NE ESTIMATELD ( ORIGINAL VARIANCE
(o] ACTUAL PROJECTIONS (a) AMOLUNT )
1Ta |Fuel Cost of Symem het Generalion 3 691467800 |5 64817790 |5 127.630,093 216 %
b [Nuclear Fuel Dapotal Costs 10,615,024 9,868,296 T46,71% Th
¢ |Coa! Cars Deprecustion & Retum 7,484,844 239169 (108,848%) (42) *
3 | Gas Pypehines Deprecistion & Retum 1 B33,691 1,830,741 4,950 03 %
« |DOE Decortanunation & Decommissioning Fund Payment 0 0 o NA
21 | Fuel Cout of Power Sold {37291,359) (18, 849.433) {1,34),425) 453 %
3| |Fuel Comt of Purchused Poswer Th.4691,594 41,531,680 (20,860 086) (I1.3) %
b Payments to Qualifying Facilities 61,284,648 36,133,965 5,130,683 90 %
4| |Energy Cost of Economy Purchaes 41016674 37,880,270 4,136,404 109 %
73| [Total Fuel Costs & Net Power Tramactions $_ §35,00).300 |8 746,867,001 | 10K,136.4%9 143 %
6| |Adustmentato Foel Codt R (S  — e e
+ TSales to Fla keys Eloct Coop (FKEC) & City of Key West (CRW) $  (10.237.010)(8 (10,099,440 3 (177.370) D
b |Inventory Adjustments 18,198 0 15,19% NA
¢ |Non Reveverable Ol Tank Hottoms 107,440 0 107,440 NIA
4 |Modifications 1o Gensrating Units o 0 0 WA
7| | Adjusted Total Fucl Costs & Net Powsr Transactions 3 B44E92177 [3 736,807,361 {3 108,084,566 147 %
1| [Jurmdactional k'Wh Sale £0.797.530,136 40,8%9,121,000 1391300 864) (1.4) %
3| _[sale for Resale 1E8, 364,116 210,103,000 (21,340 114) (103) *»
3| | Total Sales (Excluding RTP Increnenial) 40,486,184,252 41,099, 716,000 {612,854 1.74%)| (1.9) *
2l Tlarsdstional Sakes % of Total kWh Sales (Line B-6) NiA NIA NiA NiA
11 [Junsdictional Fugl Revenues (Net of Revenie Taxen) [ B36,365,666 |3 ¥)1, 238082 |S 25,127,584 30
« |Prior Penod True-up Provision {97.684,016) (97,684,016) [} 00 %
b |Gencration Performance lncentive Factor Net (b) (2.124.901 (2.124,901) 0 on *.
=[O0 Dackout Revenues, Net of revenue Taxes 1793 0 1.793 NA
3T TTursdictional Fuel Reverwes Applicable to Period T 736330800 |3 731.429,133 |3 23179378 314 %
4| |Adjusted Total Fuel Costs & MNet Power Transactions (Line A-T) £ §44,892,127 |3 736,807,561 |5 108,084,366 147 %
b |Muchear Fucl Expense - 100% Retal 49,497 a 43,697 NA
¢ [RTF Incremental Fuel -1 00% Resil 2,513 1] 9,513 NIA
3 TDED Fund Pavnsents -100% Retsil (Line A ! ¢ 0 0 0 MA
e [Ad) Total Fuel Coms & Net Power Tramsactions - Excluding 100% Retail 544832918 736,807,361 108,023,387 147
Inerns { Da-DHb-Die-D4)
&1 Tlurndetional Total Fucl Costs & Net Power Transactions 5 841389091 |8 731,427,153 |3 110,139.93 151 %
7| [True-up Provision for the Peniad- Over!(Under) Recovery {Line D3 - Line
%) 5 (£3.030.450) |5 10)|s  (%3.030.33K) NA
B |interest Provision for the Month (3,449,441) . (1,449,441) NIA
9| [ Trueup & Interest Provision Bep of Period = Overl{Under) Recovery
(97.684.026) (97,684.026) 0 00 %
a | Deferred True-up Begurunng of Period - Overi{Under) Recovery (17,157,082) 0 {17.137,052) NIA
101 [Prics Period True-up Collected/(Refunded) This Period 97,684,026 97 684,026 0 00 %
111 |End of Penad Nei True-up Amounl Over/{Under) Recovery (Lines D7
through D10) $  (103.637.052)5 $ (103,617,052 NIA
(8) Per Schedule E-2, flled January 11, 1996 ol
| ] tkﬂrﬂj’l_t‘_dﬂ“l Incentive Factor Hrward (Per Order Ne. PSC-96-0)53-FOF-EI) =

T 1189006 / 6 Mos. 3 ¥5.4167% Revenue Tat Factor = 3354150, |

]




SCHEDULE E-1C

CALCULATION OF GENERATING PERFORMANCE
INCENTIVE FACTOR AND TRUE - UP FACTOR
FLORIDA POWER AND LIGHT COMPANY
FOR THE PERIOD: OCTOBER 1896 THROUGH MARCH 1997

1. TOTAL AMOUNT OF ADJUSTMENTS: $107,617,680
A. GENERATING PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE REWARD (PENALTY) $ 1980538
8. TRUE-UP (OVER)/UNDER RECOVERED $ 105,637,052
2. TOTAL JURISDICTIONAL SALES (MWH) 36,766,446
3. ADJUSTVMENT FACTORS c/kWh: 0.2827
A. GENERATING PERFORMANCE INCENTIVE FACTOR 0.0054

B. TRUE-UP FACTOR 0.2873




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY SCHEDULEE - 1D

DETERMINATION OF FUEL RECOVERY FACTOR
TIME OF USE RATE SCHEDULES

OCTOBER 1996 - MARCH 1887

NET ENERGY FOR LOAD (%)
FUEL COST (%)
ON PEAK 28.00 30.20
OFF PEAK 72.00 69.80
100.00 100.90

FUEL RECOVERY CALCULATION

TOTAL ON-PEAK OFF-PEAK

1 TOTAL FUEL & NET POWER TRANS $631,054,702 $100,578,520 $440,476,182
2 MWH SALES 36,884,367 10,327,623 26,556,744
3 COST PER KWH SOLD 1.7109 1.8453 1.6586
4 JURISDICTIONAL LOSS FACTOR 1.00071 1.00071 1.00071
5 JURISDICTIONAL FUEL FACTOR 1.7121 1.8466 1.8508
6 TRUE-UP 0.2873 0.2873 0.2873
7
8 TOTAL 1.0004 21338 1.8471
9 REVENUE TAX FACTOR 1.01609 1.01608 1.01609
10 RECOVERY FACTOR 2.0318 2.1682 1.9764
11 GPIF 0.0054 0.0054 0.0054
12 RECOVERY FACTOR including GPIF 2.0370 21736 1.8838
13 RECOVERY FACTOR ROUNDED 2.037 2174 1.984
TO NEAREST .001 /KWH
HOURS: ON-PEAK 23.30 %
OFF-PEAK 76.70 %
B




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
SCHEDULEE - 1E

FUEL RECOVERY FACTORS - BY RATE GROUP
(ADJUSTED FOR LINE/TRANSFORMATION LOSSES)

OCTOBER 1896 - MARCH 1897

1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
RATE AVERAGE  FUEL RECOVERY FUEL RECOVERY
GROUP  SCHEDULE FACTOR  LOSS MULTIPLIER FACTOR
A RS-1,GS1,8L-2 2.037 1.00201 2.041
A-1*  SL-1, OL-1 2.014 1.00201 2018
8  GSD-1 2.037 100200 2.041
C  GSLD-1&CS- 2.037 1.00173 2.041
D GSLD-2, CS-2, 058-2 2.037 0.69640 2.030
& MET
E  GSLD-3&CS-3 2.037 0.96150 1.959
A  RST-1, GST-1 ON-PEAK 2.174 1.00201 2.178
OFF-PEAK 1,984 1.00201 1.088
B  GSDT-1  ON-PEAK 2174 1.00200 2178
CILC-1(G)  OFF-PEAK 1.984 1.00200 1,988
¢  GSLDT-1 & ON-PEAK 2.174 1.00173 2477
CST-1 OFF-PEAK 1.984 1.00173 1.987
D  GSLDT-2 & ON-PEAK 2174 0.99640 2.186
csT-2 OFF-PEAK 1.084 0.99640 1.977
E  GSLDT-3,CST-3, ON-PEAK 2.174 0.96159 2.000
CILC -1(T) OFF-PEAK 1.084 0.96159 1.908
& 1SST-1(T)
F  CILC-1(D)& ON-PEAK 2.174 0.99814 2170
ISST-1(D)  OFF-PEAK 1.984 0.99814 1.980
. WEIGHTED AVERAGE 16% ON-PEAK AND 84% OFF-PEAK
9
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY SCHEDULE E2
FUEL & PURCHASED POWER COST RECOVERY CLAUSE CALCULATION
FOR THE PERIOD OCTOBER 1996 - MARCH 1967
(a) ®) () @ (e M i)
ESTIMATED TOTAL LINE
OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH PERIOD NO
FUEL COST OF SYSTEM GENERATION $89 297 380 $82 601 360 $76.287.7T710 $73.247 290 $68 624 670 $T9.138970 5460407540 Al
NUCLEAR FUEL DISPOSAL 1833673 1,930,104 1,676,043 1,936,501 1,749 007 1817996 10552804 s
COAL CAR INVESTMENT 407,580 405 680 403,799 .98 400,039 48150 247158 b
NUCLEAR THERMAL UPRATE (4] 0 o 458 782 504,783 500 555 1463820 ic
GAS LATERAL ENHANCEMENTS 300,457 208,887 297318 295749 254,180 29261 1,779,202 1d
DOE DECONTAMINATION AND o 5,260,000 o 0 0 0 5,260,000 1e
DECOMMISSIONING COSTS
FUEL COST OF POWER S0LD {2,140 421) (1,954.920) (1,893,757) (1.297 B41) (1.502.350) (1.624T00)  (10.514089) 2
FUEL COST OF PURCHASED POWER 11,418,990 11,325 460 11,830,890 8,1584.670 B 654 520 9,883,420 81207950 3
MISSION SETTLEMENT 870,030 870,030 870,030 870,030 870,030 870,030 5720180 %
QUALIFYING FACILITIES 12011 814 9,167 292 9788527 9454 222 8,231,852 TA12.497 568348004 3o
ENERGY COST OF ECONOMY PURCHASES 11,794,040 4,311,450 4,200,160 7,056 500 4,996,120 31924850 T8I0 4
FUEL COST OF SALES TO FKEC / CKW {1,923 558) (1,678 968) (1,731,240) (1,538, 184) (1,366,760) {1,415 455) {5.852.205) 4a
TOTAL FUEL & NET POWER TRANSACTIONS $124,180.770 $112.345 355 $101,909 545 $56.971,238 $91.856,152 101002643 SECI0S47O2 S
{SUM OF LINES A-1 THRU A-4)
SYSTEM KWH SOLD (MWH) 6821925 6,383,906 6168027 5912524 5813873 s 7T8am2 Maa487 6
(Excl sales to FKEC / CKW)

COST PER KWH SOLD {¢&/KWH) 1.8202 1.7598 1651 1.6908 15765 1.7463 1708 7
JURISDICTIONAL LOSS MULTIPLIER 1.00071 1 00071 1 00071 1.00071 1.000M 1.00071 100071 Ta
JURISDICTIONAL COST (¢/MWH) 16214 1.7611 1 16920 15778 17475 iz
TRUE-UP (¢WH) 02588 02785 02858 02084 3037 03054 028 9
TOTAL 20812 20378 1932 1.9904 18813 20529 10994 10
REVENUE TAXFACTOR D.01609 00335 00328 ooMn2 00320 00203 00330 003z "
RECOVERY FACTOR ADJUSTED FOR TAXES 21147 20704 19704 20224 19118 20859 20318 12
GPIF (¢/KWH) 0 0049 00052 00054 00058 0.0057 00057 00054 13
RECOVERY FACTOR including GPIF 21198 20758 18758 20280 19173 20918 20370 14
RECOVERY FALTOR ROUNDED 2120 2078 1976 2028 197 2082 2037 15

TO NEAREST 001 ¢/KWH
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Florida Power & Light Company Schedule E 3
6/12/96 Generating System Comparative Data by Fuel Type Page 1 of 2
Oct-96 Nov-96 Dec-96 Jan-97 Feb-97 Mar-97 Total
Fuel Cost of System Net Generalion (§)
1 Heavy Oil $33.236,060 §$21,.218,320 $15,197.870 $15714790  $8,710,710 $13,391,770 $107,469,520
2 Light Oil $11,420 $0 $0 $11.970 %0 $0 $23,390
3 Coal $2,584,140 $9,833,810 $9,196,430 §7.880,410 $8,669,930 $9,091,210  $47,257,930
4 Ges $45,886,110 $43,604,610 $44265300 $41,837,140 $44500020 $50,018,040 $270.201.220
5 Nuclear $7,579.650  $7.854620  $7,826,170  $7,B03080 ST, 044010  $6637,950  $44,545480
6 Orimuision $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0
7 Total $80297380 $82601360 §76,287.770 $73247,390 §$68,924670 §79,138,970 $489,497,540
System Net Generation (MWH)
8 Heavy Oil 1,251,177 815,464 596,993 627,335 358,976 553,362 4,203,307
8 Light O 183 0 0 192 0 0 3rs
10 Coal 167,044 567,410 536,784 484,783 508,058 524,986 2,769,045
11 Gas 1,784,431 1,778,560 1,693,406 1,759,215 2,014,415 2,476,531 11.506.558
12 Nuclear 1,968,945 2,082,148 2,019,298 2,104,452 1,500,795 1,762,452 11,838,090
13 Orimulsion 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 Total 5,171,780 5,243,582 4,846,431 4,955,957 4,782,244 5,317,331 30,317,375
Units of Fuel Burned
15 Heavy Oil (BBLS) 1,885,681 1,211,697 899,691 948,891 535,928 827,941 8,309,829
16 Light Oil (BBLS) 410 0 0 430 0 0 840
17 Coal (TONS) 64,700 302,928 286,390 242,107 270,570 292,667 1,459,362
18 Gas (MCF) 15,039,036 14,232,614 13,563,542 14,141,549 16,908,812 21,201,812 95,087,365
19 Nuclear (MBTU) 21474262 22247686 21578300 22,497,150 20,320,008 18,841,988 126,950,392
20 Orimulsion (BBLS) 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0
BTU Burned (MMBTU)
21 Heavy Oil 12,068,362 7,754,858 5,758,022 6,072,900 3,429,936 5,268,823 40,382,900
22 Light Ol 2,392 ] 0 2,508 0 0 4,900
23 Coal 1,577,384 5,690,633 5,387,329 4,638,412 5,086,770 5305112 27,685,639
24 Gas 15,039,036 14,232,614 13,563,542 14,141,549 16,908,812 21,201,812 95,087,365
25 Nuclear 21,474,262 2 22247686 21,578,300 22,497,150 20,320,008 18,641,988 126,959,392
26 QOnmulsion (4] (1] 0 0 0 0 0
27 Total 50,161,435 49,925,731 46,287,193 47,352,519 45,745,524 50,647,735 290,120,196
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Florida Power & Light Company Schedule E 3
6/12/96 Generating System Comparative Data by Fuel Type Page 2 of 2
Oct-96 Nov-96 Dec-96 Jan-97 Feb-57 Mar-97 Tolal
Generation klix (“%MWH)
28 Heavy Od 24.19% 15.55% 12.32% 12.66% 7.51% 16.41% 13.86%
29 Light Oil 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 6.00% 0.00%
30 Coal 323% 10.82% 11.08% 9.38% 10.62% 9.87T% 9.13%
31 Gas 34.50% 33.92% 34 94% 35.50% 42.12% 46.5T% J7.95%
32 Nuclear 38.07% 39.71% 41.67T% 42.46% 39.75% 33.15% 39.05%
33 Orimulsion 0.00% 0.00% 0 00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
34 Total 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
Fuel Cost per Unit
35 Heavy Qi ($BBL) 17.6255 17.5112 16.8923 16.56812 16.2535 16.1748 17.0321
36 Light Oil ($/88L) 27.8537 0.0000 0.0000 27.8312 0.0000 0.0000 27.8452
37 Coal ($0n) 359.9403 32.4825 32.1185 325493 32.0432 31.0633 32.3826
38 Gas (YMCF) 3051 3.0700 3.2636 2.9585 2.6318 2359 2.8418
39 Nuclear ($MBTU) 0.3530 0,353 0.3534 0.3458 0.3487 0.3523 0.3509
40 Orimutsion ($/BBL) 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Fuel Cost per MMBTU (&MMBTU)
41 Heavy Oil 2.7540 2.7361 2.6394 25877 2.5396 2.5273 26613
42 Light Oil 47748 0.0000 0.0000 47722 0.0000 0.0000 47735
43 Coal 1.6382 1.7281 1.7074 1.6989 1.7044 1.7137 1.7069
44 Gas 3.0511 3.0700 3.2636 2.9585 2.6318 23591 28418
45 Nuclear 0.3530 0.3531 0.3534 0.3468 0.3467 0.3523 0.3509
46 Orimulsion 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
BTU burned per KWH (BTU/KWH)
46 Heavy Ol 9,646 9,510 9,645 9,680 9,555 9,576 9,607
47 Light Oit 13,069 0 0 13,064 0 0 13,067
48 Coal 9.443 10,029 10,036 9,980 10,012 10,105 9.998
49 Gas 8,428 8,002 8,010 8,039 8,394 8,561 8,264
50 Muclear 10,906 10,685 10,686 10,690 10,690 10,691 10,725
51 Orimuision 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
Generated Fuel Cosl per KWH (cents/KWH)
52 Heavy Ofl 2.6564 2.6020 2.5457 2.5050 24265 24201 25568
53 Light Ol 6.2404 0.0000 0.0000 6.2344 0.0000 0.0000 6.2373
54 Coal 1.5470 1.7331 1.7136 1.6956 1.7065 1.7317 1.7067
55 Gas 25715 2.4567 2.1140 23782 2.2091 2.0197 23482
56 Nuclear 0.3850 0.3772 0.3717 0.3708 0.3706 0.3766 0.3763
57 Orimulsion 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
58 Total

1.7266 1.5753 1.5741 1.4780 1.4413 1.4883 1.5486
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 1
Estmated For The Period of : Oct-96
(A) (8) (C) (D) (E) (7 (G) H) n ) (X) (L) (M)
Plant MNet Nel Capac Equiv Net Avg Nel Fual Fuel Fuel Haat Fuel AsBumed Fue! Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Avail FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTU/KWH) {Units) (BTUMAN)  (MMBTU) (%) (C/KWH)
1 TREYO1 406 121,576 42.7 774 75.7 9,625 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 181,832 86,400,002 1,163,726 3,226,017 2.6448
2 1.814 Gas MCF > 27,769 1,000,000 27,769 55890 3.0814
3
4 TRKY Q2 403 127,257 45.0 84.3 755 9,558 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 188,356 6,400,000 1205477 3.341,759 2.6260
5 2,323 Gas MCF - 33,026 1,000,000 33,026 66,544 2.8643
&6 T
7TRKYN3 688 453,055 944 94.2 96.9 11,007 Nuclear MBTU -> 4,908,878 1,000,000 4,986,878 1,618,907 0.3573
8
9 TRKY N 4 688 453,055 844 85.0 96.9 11,007 Nuclear MBTU -» 4,586,878 1,000,000 4,986,878 1,582,310 0.3515
10 -
11 FT LAUD4 452 297.509 95.9 96.0 95.2 7.782 Gas MCF -> 2315322 1,000,000 2315322 4,579,256 1.5392
12 -
13 FT LAUDS 452 126,586 40.7 893.0 8953 7780 Gas MCF > 984 899 1,000,000 984,899 1,951,642 15417
14
15 PT EVER1 212 38,220 25.2 86.0 782 10,241 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 60,346 6,309,999 386.216 1,064,947 2.78683
16 ’ 3 Gas MCF -> 5,248 1,000,000 5,246 10,369 3142121
17
1B PT EVER2 213 43,758 28T £5.8 738 10,222 Heavy Oil BBLS -» 68,899 6,400,001 440,954 1,215,883 2.7788
19 10 Gas MCF -» 6,430 1,000,000 68,430 12,710 133.7895
20
21 PT EVER3 321 194,104 75.4 94.9 B2.0 9,531 Heavy Ofl BBLS -» 287,352 6,400,001 1,838,052 5,070,985 2.6125
22 17,104 Gas MCF -» 173,874 1,000,000 173,974 346,055 2.0232
23 [epe—
24 PT EVER4 387 180,150 674 822 76.9 9,550 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 267,698 6,400,000 1,713,264 4,724,137 2.6223
25 6,840 Gas MCF -» 72,493 1,000,000 72,493 145,206 2.1229
26
27 RV 3 292 89,280 427 96.0 7.2 10,568 Gas MCF -» 43,476 1,000,000 843,476 1,864,536 2.0884
28 .
29RIV 4 292 2,852 420 94.3 768 10,608 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 4392 6,399,982 28,107 76,386  2.6781
30 84,855 Gas MCF -» 902,268

AN

1,000,000 902,268 1,783,101 21013
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Date: 52386
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Company.  Flonda Power & Light
Estimated For The Period of : Oct-96
(A) @) (C) D) (E) (F) Q) (H) n 1) (K) L (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Avall FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) {MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTWKWH) (Units) (BTUWUnit) (MMBTU) £1] (CIKWH)

32STLUC1 B53 574,185 95.0 95.0 98.4 10,821 Nuclear MBTU-> 6,213,134 1,000,000 6,213,124 2282823 03941
33 S—
24 STLUC 2 726 488,640 85.0 85.0 88.4 10,821 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,287,373 1,000,000 5,287,373 2,105,608 0.4309
a5 ——
36 CAPCN1 405 19,045 52.0 935 725 9,614 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 29,143 6,400,000 186,515 531,438 2.6645
ar 159,618 Gas MCF -> 1,575,698 1,000,000 1,575,698 3,115,207 1.8517
38
39 CAPCN 2 403 89,640 60.9 827 75.3 9,724 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 132,315 5,399,958 846,814 2412827 26917
40 85,720 Gas MCF -> 858,377 1,000,000 858,377 1,697,540 1.9803
41
42 SANFRD 3 147 1,230 1.2 95.1 747 10,403 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 1,951 6,399,836 12,485 33,643 273589
43 0 Gas MCF -» 308 1,000,000 308 613
44 ———
45 SANFRD 4 394 60,955 21.7 96.0 731 9,924 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 93,792 6,400,002 600,266 1,617,538 2.6537
46 59 Gas MCF > 5248 1,000,000 5,248 10,405 17.6058
a7
48 SANFRD 5 394 108,557 41.1 85.2 75.2 9.882 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 165,939 6,399,998 1,062,008 2,861,797 2.6362
49 6,846 Gas MCF -> 79,536 1,000,000 79,536 157,840 23070
50 S
51 PUTNAM 262 149,968 B86.9 92.4 91.0 8,314 Gas MCF -> 1,246,828 1,000,000 1246828 2465612 1.6441
52
53 PUTNAM 2 262 129,001 74.7 953 80.8 B325 Gas MCF -> 1,073,918 1,000,000 1073918 2,123,729 1.6463
5‘ e
55 MANATE 1 BOS 74,748 13.0 4.4 526 10,102 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 117,984 8,400,002 755,099 2,090,774 2.7972
53 - — —
57 MANATE 2 BOS 139,504 24.3 044 89.1 9,825 Heavy Oil BBLS -» 214,303 6,399,999 1,371540 3,797 623 2.7205
53 - creEscrmmas e o
59 FT MY 1 144 0.0 96.0 0
8O e s e
61 FTMY 2 304 46,429 16.5 122 ar.2 9,466 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 68,671 6,400,001 439,492 1. 119,211 2.4106

62 -~-
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Date: 5/23/96
Company:  Florida Power & Light

Schedule E4
Page: 3
Estimated For The Period of : Oct-96
(A) (8) (C) ©) (€ F) (G) (H) 0 &) (K) (L L)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Nel Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Availl FAC OutFAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMAnit) (MMBTU) (5) (C/KWH)
63 CUTLER S 72 57 0.1 96.0 849 11,784 Gas MCF - 668 1,000,000 668 1,321 23339
64
65 CUTLER & 145 155 0.1 946 772 11448 Gas MCF -> 1,779 1,000,000 1,778 3520 22651
66
67 MARTIN 1 a1 107 18 796 356 11,086 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 169 6,398,220 1,078 3,176 28682
€68 10,239 Gas MCF -> 113,613 1,000,000 113,619 309,073  3.0185
69
70 MARTIN 2 BOS 1,657 65 B6.7 464 10,435 Heavy Oil BBLS -» 2542 6,399,882 16,269 47919 28912
7 36,088 Gas MCF - 377598 1,000,000 377,598 1023913 28373
72
73 MARTIN 3 460 300,861 87.0 85.9 €37 7292 Gas MCF > 2,193919 1,000,000 2,183919 4,339,162 14422
7 ——— —
75 MARTIN 4 460 279,486 90.0 8A.0 B78 7322 Gas MCF > 2046426 1,000,000 2,046426 4,045,382  1.4474
76 -
77 FMGT 612 183 0.0 100.0 775 13,073 Light Ol BBLS -> 410 5,830,570 2,392 11416 62417
78
79 FLGT B40 5 c.o 100.0 65.1 16,793 Gas MCF -» 87 1,000,000 87 171 33529
80
B1 PEGT 396 21 0.0 100.0 760 16,793 Gas MCF -> 347 1,000,000 347 685 33252
82,
83 SJRPP 10 116 83,609 99.7 828 9.7 9,480 Coal TONS-» 32512 24,380,025 792,646 1298548 15531
84
85 SJAPP 20 116 B3,435 99.7 96.0 89.7 9,405 Coal TONS-> 32,188 24,379,976 784,738 1285593  1.5408
BB e
87 SCHER #4 610 0.0 938 0
BB st
TOTAL 16,323  5.171,7¢98 9,699 50,161,654 73520857 14216
CcozmosE 2 SoEmEms EEESETEE AR T SE=====
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Company:  Flonda Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 4
Estimated For The Period of : Nov-96
(A) (8 (€) (©) (E) (A G) (H) (T Q)] LY] L) M)
Ptant Nel Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC OutFAC HeatRate Typa Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTU/KWH) (Units)  (BTUWUnit) (MMBTU) (%) (C/KWH)
1 TRKY O 1 408 32,955 109 512 58.4 9,711 Heavy Qi BBLS -> 49,346 6,400,002 315,818 B65333 26258
2 0 Gas MCF -> 4,199 1,000,000 4,199 B.418
3
4 TRKY O 2 403 109,814 36.7 943 8.9 9,458 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 160,721 6,400,000 1,028,615 2,820,519  2.5684
5 328 Gas MCF > 13,100 1,000,000 13,100 28,252 79988
[
7TRKY N3 688 483,089 94.4 84.2 100.0 10,676 Nuclear MBTU -> 5.157.469 1,000,000 5,157,468 1,675,179  0.3468
B
9TRKY N4 688 483,089 4.4 950 1000 10,676 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,157,469 1,000,000 5,157,469 1,649,392 03414
10 .
11 FT LAUDA4 452 292,752 87.1 96.0 98.3 7729 Gas MCF -> 2,262,709 1,000,000 2,262,709 4534468 15439
12
13 FT LAUDS 452 317,587 944 448 g8.8 7,723 Gas MCF -> 2,452,664 1,000,000 2,452,884 4915538 15478
14
15 PT EVER1 212 13,254 8.4 96.0 440 10,825 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 21,989 6,400,015 140,728 382,428 28853
18 0 Gas MCF > 4,079 1,000,000 4,079 B,174
17
18 PT EVER2 213 15,048 85 958 51.7 10,641 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 24,209 6,400,008 154,938 420,886 2.7968
19 0 Gas MCF -> 5,200 1,000,000 5,200 10,421
20
21 PT EVER3 39 162,105 61.4 94.9 B4.7 9,409 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 235497 6,400,000 1,507,179 4095426 2.5264
22 16,458 Gas MCF -> 172,629 1,000,000 172,829 346,349  2.1045
23
24 PT EVEF4 387 146,623 51.9 922 75.9 9,533 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 216,685 6,400,000 1,386,782 3,767,084  2.5692
25 2,701 Gas MCF - 36,715 1,000,000 36,715 73576 2.7238
26 -
2TRIV 3 292 64,686 298 96.0 666 10587 Gas MCF -> 684,807 1,000,000 684,807 1372353 2.1218
28
29RIV 4 292 198 238 943 57.5 10,768 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 304 6,400,855 1,847 5290 26T
30 51,485 Gas MCF -> 554,558 1,000,000 554,558 1,111,334 2.1586

K| =
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Dalte: 522/96

Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page:
Estimated For The Period of : Nov-98

(&) (8) (C) (D) (E) (R (G) H) U] ) {K) L (M)

Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost

Unit Capb Gen FAC  Availl FAC Out FAC Heat Rale Type . Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH

(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTU/KWH) (Units) (BTUUnt)  (MMBTU) (% (C/KWH)

32 STLUC 1 853 602,900 85.0 85.0 100.0 10,693 Nuclear MBTU -> 6,446,652 1,000,000 6,446,652 2,346,581 0.3882
33
34 5TLUC2 726 513,088 95.0 950 100.0 10,693 Nuclear MBTU > 5,488,096 1,000,000 5.485,096 2,183,465 0.4256
35
38 CAPCN1 405 61,406 45.4 935 69.0 9,628 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 88,522 6,399,997 568,541 1,589,043 25878
a7 75,281 Gas MCF > 749,502 1,000,000 749,502 1,502,003 19952
38
39 CAPCN2 403 104,364 422 827 70.1 9,477 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 151,554 6,399,998 969,947 2724321 26104
40 22,092 Gas MCF -> 228,529 1,000,000 228,529 457912 20T
41
42 SANFRD 3 147 300 03 95.1 50.7 10,825 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 483 6,400,041 3,089 B,288 2.7664
43 0 Gas MCF > 154 1,000,000 154 309
44
45 SANFRD 4 354 51,917 17.7 96.0 48.1 10,030 Heavy Cil BELS -> 80,274 6,400,004 513,753 1,379679 26575
46 0 Gas MCF -> 6,963 1,000,000 6,963 13,953
47 Tt
48 SANFRD 5 394 53,086 18.3 952 648 9,842 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 80,783 6,400,002 517,008 1,388,361 26153
49 594 Gas MCF -» 11,320 1,000,000 11,320 22686 38182
50
51 PUTNAM 1 262 137,061 703 92.4 9.7 B.413 Gas MCF > 1,153,076 1,000,000 1,153,078 2,310,764 1.6858
52
53 PUTNAM 2 262 133,391 68.4 953 96.5 8,387 Gas MCF -> 1,118,681 1,000,000 1,118,691 2,241,857 1.6807
54
55 MANATE 1 BOS 11,217 1.9 94.4 388 10,263 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 17.886 6,400,008 115113 318,084 2.8359
55 - e
57 MANATE 2 BOS 43,207 72 94.4 50.7 10,026 Heavy Qil BBLS -> 67,685 6,400,000 433,182 1,196,925 27702
58 v
53 FT MY 1 144 9,741 9.1 a2 640 10,064 Heavy Qil EBLS -> 15,318 6,399,996 98,038 250,242 25690
ﬁo — i
61 FTMY 2 294 0.0 0.0 0

[ R
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Date: 52396 T e S S e
Company: Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 6
_ Estimated For The Period of : Nov-96

(A) (8) (C) (D) (E) (F) (@) H) (N )] (¥) (L) (L))

“lant Net Nat Capac Equiv Nat Avg Nel Fusl Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Burned Fuel Cost

Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC Out FAC Heat Rale Type Bumed Vaiue Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH

(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) [BTUKWH) (Units) (BTUMNIt)  (MMBTU) ($) (C/KWH)
63 CUTLER S 72 0 0.0 86.0 0 Gas MCF -> 1 1,000,000 1 1
64
65 CUTLER G 145 0 0.0 848 0 Gas MCF -> 2 1,000,000 2 5 25000
66
87 MARTIN 1 821 9 00 79.6 208 10,005 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 13 6,384,615 83 245 2.8824
68 9 Gas MCF -> 86 1,000,000 o5 267 28710
&9
70 MARTIN 2 BOS 230 0.4 88.7 309 10,861 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 341 6,400,293 2,183 6429 28013
71 2,022 Gas MCF -> 22271 1,000,000 2z2z2n 61,601 3.0468
72
T3 MARTIN 3 460 330,282 865 859 995 7177 Gas MCF ->» 2,370,508 1,000,000 2,370,508 4,750,498 1.4383
T4 e
75 MARTIN 4 450 331,841 a7.0 B8.0 100.0 7174 Gas MCF > 2,380,542 1,000,000 2,380,542 4,770,606 1.4376
76 - -
77T FMGT 812 0 0.0 100.0 0 Light Oil BBLS -> 0 5,500,000 1 5
78
T FLGT 840 0.0 100.0 0
80
81 PEGT 396 0.0 100.0 0
B2
83 SJRPP 10 116 B4.877 88.0 B28 28.0 9,396 Coal TONS-> 32,711 24,379,996 797,484 1,302,928 1.5351
B4
g5 SJRPP 20 116 85,107 985 96.0 985 8,317 Coal TONS-» 32525 24,380,022 792,953 1,295,523 15222
86 o
87 SCHER w4 610 397,426 B7.6 938 88.7 10,317 Coal TONS-» 237693 17.250,002 4,100,196 7,235,363 1.8206
B,B -
B9 TOTAL 16,323 5,243,599 9521 49925975 67,446,402 1.2863
——m———— = = EmEaows ce===== aEnoe=c =======
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Date: 5723/96

Company: Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 7
Estimated For The Peried of : Dec-96
(A) (8) (C) (©) (E) (R @) (H) U] 8)} (K) (8 (M)
Plant MNet Nat Capac Equiv Net Avg Nei Fual Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumned Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) {MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUWKNH) (Units) (BTUMUniy (MMBTU) (%) (C/KWH)
1 TRKY O 1 406 43,178 14.8 96.0 47.2 10,037 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 66,453 6,399,957 425,299 1,143.4M 2.6482
2 1 Gas MCF -> 8,084 1,000,000 8,084 16,885 Feanasas
3
4 TRKYO2 403 64,979 22.4 843 56.6 9,670 Heavy Gil BBLS -> 96,557 6,399,998 617,965 1,659,366  2.5537
5 n Gas MCF > 10,706 1,000,000 10,706 22,389 T2.4583
5 R -
TTREKY N3 719 471,719 94.4 o942 96.6 10,678 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,037,210 1,000,000 5,037,210 1,637,004 0.3470
8
9 TRKY N 4 719 472,364 845 95.0 96.6 10,678 Nuciear MBTU -> 5,044,103 1,000,000 5,044,103 1,814,114 0.3417
10
11 FT LAUD4 452 283,022 87.0 96.0 98.0 7733 Gas MCF -> 2,188,704 1,000,000 2,188,704 4,576,579 1.6170
12
13 FT LAUDS 452 305,764 94.0 96.0 98.5 7.727 Gas MCF -> 2,362,631 1,000,000 2,362,631 4,941,030 1.6160
14
15 PT EVER1 212 5829 3.8 96.0 34.0 11,516 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 10,100 6,400,000 64,637 170,376 2.9227
16 0 Gas MCF -> 2,493 1,000,000 2,483 5,149
17
18 PT EVER2 213 5,863 a8 g5.8 53.2 10,779 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 9,415 86,399.977 60,258 158,549 2.7042
19 0 Gas MCF -> 2939 1,000,000 29385 6,088
20
21 PT EVER3 am 109,856 51.7 849 T1.9 9,619 Heavy Oil BBLS > 160,681 6,399,999 1,028,360 2,687,294 2.4462
22 35,554 Gas MCF -> 370,333 1,000,000 370,333 778,008 2.1883
2’3 =
24 PT EVER4 387 110,869 41.4 g2.2 618 9,721 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 166,518 6,400,001 1,085,716 2,781,850 2.5069
25 4,29 Gas MCF -> 54,760 1,000,000 54,760 114,998 2.6799
26
2TRIV 3 292 43,850 209 96.0 49.9 10,982 Gas MCF -: 481,563 1,000,000 481,563 1,004,321 2.2904
28 i
29RIV 4 292 2,200 146 943 446 11,197 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 3451 6,399,907 22,088 60,029 2.7285
30 28,583 Gas MCF - 322,376 1,000,000 322,376 670,725 2.3483

3

e -
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Date: 572396

Company:

Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 8
Estimated For The Pariod of : Dec-96

(A) 8) () (©) (E) (F) (G) (H) U} ) (K) L (M)

Fiant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost

Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avall FAC OutFAC Heat Rate Type Burned Valua Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH

(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMAnit) (MMBTU) $) (C/KWH)

32S8TLUCH 853 580,884 946 85.0 100.0 10,693 Nuclear MBTU-> 6,211,233 1,000,000 6,211,233 2266475 03502
33 -
345TLUC2 726 494,332 846 85.0 100.0 10,693 Nuciear MBTU-> 5285756 1,000,000 5285756 2,108,485 04265
35
36 CAPCN1 405 20,248 325 835 52.1 9,944 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 42490 6,399,094 271,938 739,638 25288
7 65,647 Gas MCF -> 671,685 1,000,000 671,685 1,402,884 21370
38
39 CAPCN2 403 62433 336 927 60.3 9,712 Heavy Cil BBLS -> 91,194 6,400,003 583,641 1,587,380 25425
40 35,185 Gas MCF > 364,538 1,000,000 364,538 765813 21759
41
42 SANFRD 3 147 50 0.0 95.1 784 10,191 Heavy Oll BBLS > B0 6,401,506 510 1,348 26960
43
44 SANFRD 4 394 24,973 8.8 96.0 428 10,296 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 39,491 6,399,993 252,745 670517 26850
45 0 Gas MCF -> 4384 1,000,000 4,384 9,135
46 e !
47 SANFRD 5 394 25,580 8.3 852 529 10,152 Heavy Oll BBLS -> 39,964 6,400,004 255,767 679032 26546
48 748 Gas MCF -> 11,506 1,000,000 11,506 24102 32239
49
50 PUTNAM 1 262 125,863 66.7 g2.4 86.0 8447 Gas MCF ->» 1,063,109 1,000,000 1,063,109 2224875 17677
51 -
52 PUTNAM 2 262 126,030 66.8 853 85.0 8,396 Gas MCF -» 1,058,103 1,000,000 1,058,103 2210658 1.75M1
53
54 MANATE 1 805 4,409 08 944 368 10,248 Heavy Oil BBLS -» 7.060 6,400,014 45,184 124,163  2.8161
55
56 MANATE 2 805 23,450 4.1 944 429 10,246 Heavy Oil BELS -» 37605 6,389993 240673 662556 28206
57 — -
58 FT MY 1 144 27,753 26.8 124 513 10,356 Heavy Gil BBLS -> 44910 6,399,996 287425 724513 26105
59
60 FT MY 2 3 56,087 19.8 547 69.1 9,537 Heavy Oil BBLS > 83,581 6,400,000 534,820 1,345,147  2.3983

61

s
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Date: 5723/96 ———
Company:  Florida Power & Lighl Schedula E4

Page: 9
Estimated For The Perlod of : Dec-96
(A) (8) (€ D) €) (F) (G) (H) U o) LY w (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Hoat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Avall FAC OutFAC Heal Rate Type Bumed Vaive Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUAUNIN)  (MMBTU; O] (C/KWH)

62 CUTLER S 72 i 0.0 96.0 0
g CUTLER 6 145 0 0.0 94.6 0 Gas MCF -> 0 1,000,000 0 0
g MARTIN 1 821 2 0.0 796 i7.0 9,750 Heavy il BBLS -> 3 6464288 18 53 28444
gl?i MARTIN 2 805 94 0; 86.7 302 9,507 Heavy Oii BBLS -> 140 6,400,286 895 2637 27994
g MARTIN 3 460 318,572 96.2 959 99.2 7,180 Gas MCF -> 2287280 1,000,000 2287280 4783273 15015 |
;‘; MARTIN 4 480 320,278 96.7 88.0 99.7 7176 Gas MCF -> 2298357 1,000,000 2,298,357 4,806,497  1.5007
;3 FMGT 612 0 0.0 100.0 0 Light Ofl BELS -> 0 0 0
;; FLGT 840 0.0 100.0 0
; PEGT 396 co 100.0 0
g SJRPP 10 116 81,414 g7.2 828 97.4 8403 Ccal TONS-» 31,399 24,379,990 765,500 1,255,604 15422
:; SJRPP 20 116 81,878 979 96.0 978 9322 Coal TONS-> 31,307 24,379,968 763,273 1251955  1.5291
g SCHER #4 605 373,402 35_2 838 873 10,331 Coal TONS-> 223,684 17,250,000 23858556 6690873 1.7914
85

86 TOTAL 16,380 4,846,483 9,551 46,287,220 60385930  1.2460

—====a3= S====== =======
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Date: 572396

e >
Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedula E4
Page: 10
Estimated For The Pariod of : Jan-97
(A) (B) ) (D) (3] (F) @ (H) " ) (1Y) L M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC OutFAC HealRate Typs Burmed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%)  [BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMUnit) (MMBTU) (%) (C/KWH)
1 TRKY O 1 408 42,31 14.0 96.0 382 10,289 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 67.045 6,400,005 429,085 1,137,650 2.6875
2 1] Gas MCF -> 6.464 1,000,000 6,464 12,120 ssaaanan
3 -
4TRKY O 2 403 54,107 18.2 84.3 46.8 9,848 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 81,847 6,400,001 523,821 1,388,824 2.5668
5 487 Gas MCF -> 13,830 1,000,000 13,830 25942 532
6
7TRKYN3 719 504,857 944 842 100.0 10,688 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,395,715 1,000,000 5,395,715 1, 722217 0.3411
a -
9 TRKY N 4 718 508,189 85.0 85.0 100.0 10,688 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,431,333 1,000,000 5,431,333 1,711,746  0.3368
10 St —
11 FT LAUD4 452 282,388 B4.0 96.0 088 7.725 Gas MCF -> 2,181,435 1,000,000 2,181,435 4,108,185 1.4548
12 e
13 FT LAUDS 452 316,998 94.3 96.0 98.7 7.724 Gas MCF -> 2,448,530 1,000,000 2,448,530 4608836 1.4539
14
15 PT EVER1 212 3,383 21 96.0 40.8 11,131 Heavy Oll BBLS -> 5707 6,389.951 36,523 94664 2.7983
16 0 Gas MCF -> 1.133 1,000,000 1.133 2,124
17
18 PT EVER2 213 4,743 3.0 85.8 383 11,231 Heavy Oil BBLS > B,040 6,400,035 51,458 133376 28121
18 1] Gas MCF -> 1,809 1,000,000 1,809 3382
20
21 PT EVER3 391 99,659 46.4 848 83.7 9,645 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 145,707 6,400,001 932,527 2,417,052 24253
22 35,261 Gas MCF -> 368,822 1,000,000 368,822 696,329 1.9748
23
24 PT EVER4 387 74,440 276 g2.2 50.7 9,930 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 113,521 6,400,002 726,535 1,883,135 2.5297
25 4,830 Gas MCF -> 61,645 1,000,000 61,645 117,848 2.3904
26
27 RV 3 292 38,109 175 86.0 4.7 11,183 Gas MCF -> 428,157 1,000,000 426,157 799,085  2.0968
28 — -
29RIV 4 292 2,903 14.0 843 368 11,459 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 4529 6,399,982 28,584 78,769 27138
30 27,522 Gas MCF > 319,641 1,000,000 319,641 599,328 2.1776

31
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Date: 52396

Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 11
Estimated For The Period of : Jan-97
(A) ®) (C) ©) (E) (3] (G) (H) U} W (¥ L (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed [Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Avail FAC OutFAC HeatRate Type Burmned Value Dumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) {(MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) {Units) (BTUWUnit) (MMBTU) (s (CAXWH)

32 STLUC 1 B53 589,630 929 95.0 100.0 10,693 Nuclear MBTU -> 6,304,757 1,000,000 6,304,757 2,264,628 0.3841
i3
34 STLUC 2 726 501,776 929 95.0 100.0 10,693 Nuclesr MBTU -> 5,365,346 1,000,000 5,365346 2,104,427 0.4194
a5 v
36 CAPCN1 405 21,979 354 835 53.3 5.926 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 31,979 6,390,999 204,666 544,408 24770
37 84,757 Gas MCF -» 854,797 1,000,000 854,797 1,603,409 1.8918
a8 S
39 CAPCN2 403 37,705 278 927 55.8 9,868 Heavy Oil BELS -> 55,507 6,400,002 355.819 946,472 25102
40 45,607 Gas MCF > 468,335 1,000,000 466,335 B74,625 1.9178
41
42 SANFRD 3 147 951 0.9 251 78.9 10,458 Heavy Oi BBLS -> 1,505 6,400,159 9,635 25247 2.6556
43 0 Gas MCF > 308 1,000,000 308 578
44
45 SANFRD 4 384 35,182 12.0 96.0 KR 10,605 Heavy O BBLS > 57532 6,400,002 368,202 964,820 27424
46 0 Gas MCF -» 4900 1,000,000 4,500 9187
47
48 SANFRD 5 394 22,844 114 852 423 10,620 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 35,983 6,399,998 230,291 603,443 284186
49 9,711 Gas MCF -> 115437 1,000,000 115437 216,444 22288
50
51 PUTNAM 1 262 134,039 88.8 924 5.1 8,381 Gas MCF -» 1,120,658 1,000,000 1,120,658 2,100,769 15740
52
53 PUTNAM 2 262 115,367 59.2 953 4.7 8375 Gas MCF -> 966,190 1,000,000 966,190 1,817,379 15753
54
55 MANATE 1 BOS 9,230 15 944 50.1 10,166 Heavy Qil BBLS -> 14,661 6,389,584 83,828 257,788 2.7930
56
57 MANATE 2 BOS 17,756 3.0 94.4 47.0 10,202 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 28,553 6,299,987 182,740 502,072 2.827T7
5& -
59 FTMY 1 144 22187 20.7 86.0 52.4 10,363 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 35,924 6,399,593 229,913 572,979 2.5825
Gu ~n
81 FTMY 2 304 177,047 80.4 94.2 741 9,375 Heavy Qil BBLS -> 259,339 6,400,001 1,659,771 4,137,280 2.3368

- D,
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 12
Estimated For The Period of : Jan-97
(A) ) <) (©) ) F) (G) (H) U} &) (x) L) (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Net Avg Net Fuel Fusl Fuel Heat Fusl AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avall FAC Out FAC Heat Rale Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMUNIt) (MMBTU) (% (C/KWH)
63 CUTLER S 72 42 a1 96.0 B9.0 11582 Gas MCF > 484 1,000,000 484 907 2.1699
64
65 CUTLER 6 145 118 0.1 946 B33 11249 Gas MCF > 1,337 1,000,000 1,337 2506 2.1094
66
67 MARTIN 1 821 248 03 796 331 11,320 Heavy Ofl BBLS -> 413 6,400,532 2,645 7789 39407
68 1,885 Gas MCF > 21,500 1,000,000 21,500 559684 29703
6% —
70 MARTIN 2 BOS 641 05 86.7 40.7 10,568 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 1,008 6,400,158 6,458 15,020  2.5668
m 22688 Gas MCF -> 24605 1,000,000 24,605 64088 27888
72 ——
73 MARTIN 3 460 328,565 860 959 99.3 71478 Gas MCF -> 2,358,583 1,000000 2,258,583 4,439,622 1.3512
74 =
75 MARTIN 4 460 331,047 96.7 88.0 99.7 7176 Gas MCF -> 2375518 1000000 2375518 4,471,454 1.3507
76
7T FMGT 612 192 0.0 100.0 86.1 13,073 Light Oil BBLS -> 430 5,830544 2,508 11,973 62382
78
79 FLGT B40 34 0.0 100.0 B24 16793 Gas MCF - 571 1,000,000 57 1071 3.1500
80
81 PEGT 396 52 0.0 100.0 87.8 16,793 Gas MCF -> 866 1,000,000 B66 1623 31515
82
83 SJRPP 10 116 84,101 g7.4 828 974 9,397 Coal TONS-> 32,417 24379993 790,324 1,313,228 15615
84
85 SJRPP 20 116 84,744 a7.9 96.0 87.9 9,318 Coal TONS-> 32,389 24,379,984 789,631 1,312,074 1.5483
86
87 SCHER #4 605 295918 65.7 93.8 81.2 10,335 Coal TONS-> 177,302 17,250,001 3,058,456 5,255,105 1.7759
B8 —
89 TOTAL 16,380 4 955 857 9,555 47352523 58,052,101 1.1714
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 13
Estimated For The Period of : Feb-97
(A) (B) (C) WD) (E) 3] (G) (H) (n ) (K) (L) M)
Plant Net Net Capac  Equiv Net  AvgNet Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Availl FAC OutFAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed  FuelCost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH] {Unts) (BTUMUn)  (MMBTU) (%) (C/KWH)
1 TRKY O 1 406 21,844 155 $6.0 480 10221 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 33172 6,399,993 212,303 561,787 25718
2 20,507 Gas MCF > 220,548 1,000,000 220,548 509,138 24827
3 —
4 TRKY O 2 403 21,074 19.8 94.3 524 10,062 Heavy O BBLS -> 31,332 6,399,996 200,525 530,881 25192
5 32,612 Gas MCF -> 339,643 1,000,000 339,643 784,717  2.4083
6
7 TRKY N 3 719 456,000 94.4 94.2 1000 10,688 Nuclear MBTU.> 4873550 1,000,000 4873550 1554662  0.3409
a, &
9 TRKYN 4 719 459,010 95.0 950 1000 10,688 Nuclear MBTU-> 4,905,720 1,000,000 4,905720 1545302 0.3367
M 10
11 FT LAUD4 452 277,633 91.4 96.0 088 7723 Gas MCF -> 2144294 1,000,000 2,144204 3,507,802 12959
12
13 FT LAUDS 452 286,187 842 96.0 990 7723 Gas MCF ->  2210,150 1,000,000 2210,150 3,719,784 1.2998
14 -
15 PT EVER1 212 2711 22 96.0 39.1 11,263 Heavy Oil BBLE -> 4580 6,399,043 29,314 75759 2.7948
18 483 Gas MCF -> 6,650 1,000,000 6.659 14,785  3.0619
17
18 PT EVER2 213 3,464 a2 95.8 478 10,871 Heavy Oil BELS -> 5683 6,399,951 36,369 94,068 27155
19 1,085 Gas MCF > 13,199 1,000,000 13,199 20782 27188
20
21 PT EVER3 301 23,397 59.4 94.9 782 9,696 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 33,739 6,390,999 215928 550,673  2.3921
22 132,582 Gas MCF -> 1,206,388 1,000,000 1296388 2973341 22427
23
24 PT EVER4 387 21,754 8.1 92.2 60.0 10,065 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 32,481 6,400,001 207,877 538,584 24758
25 77,442 Gas MCF -» 790,545 1,000,000 790545 1836695 23717
26 . e
2TRIV 3 292 73,713 376 96.0 61.3 10669 Gas MCF -> 786,422 1,000,000 788,422 1,319,714 1.7903
28
29RIV 4 262 8,302 20.2 94.3 50.1 10,894 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 13,032 6,400,017 83,406 226,673  2.7305
30 31,391 Gas MCF > 349,002 1,000,000 349,002 597,393  1.9031

N
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 14
Estimatad For Tha Pariod of : Feb-97
(A) (8) ©) (D) (E) (R (G) (H) U} ) () (8 (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avell FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Typa Bumned Value Burned Fuel Cost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%6) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) {Units) (BTUW/Unit) (MMBTU) (5) (CKWH)

32STLUC 1 853 532,569 929 95.0 100.0 10,693 Nuclear MBTU -> 5,694,618 1,000,000 5,694,618 2044368 03839
3
34 STLUC 2 726 453,217 929 85.0 100.0 10,683 Nuclear MBTU -> 4,846,119 1,000,000 4,845,119 1,889,679 04182
35
36 CAPCN1 405 4,872 47.5 835 668.3 9,626 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 7.017 6,400,000 44 906 119,448 24516
37 124,537 Gas MCF -» 1,226,609 1,000,000 1,226,609 2,436,364 1.9563
38
39 CAPCN2 403 11,238 35.7 g2.7 63.2 9,900 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 16,297 6,400,009 104,300 277,437  2.4653
40 85,522 Gas MCF -» B53.648 1,000,000 853,648 1,820,442 22456
41

e 42 SANFRD 3 147 443 0.5 85.1 71.9 10,525 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 704 6,400,000 4,502 11,723 26445
43 56 Gas MCF -> 755 1,000,000 755 1654 29431
44
45 SANFRD 4 394 18,948 10.7 926.0 435 10,420 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 29,713 6,399,997 190,160 497,079 26234
48 9,312 Gas MCF -» 104,313 1,000,000 104,313 240,258  2.5802
47
48 SANFRD 5 394 10,530 9.5 95.2 §3.1 10,378 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 16,292 6,399,985 104,269 273,223 25547
49 14,605 Gas MCF -> 158,578 1,000,000 156,578 350,808 24842
50
51 PUTNAM 1 262 142,058 80.7 92.4 97.3 8,363 Gas MCF - 1,187,964 1,000,000 1,187,964 1,990,355  1.4011
52
53 PUTNAM 2 262 129,232 734 85.3 86.8 B,376 Gas MCF -> 1,082,491 1,000,000 1,082,491 1,806,810 1.3981
54
55 MANATE 1 B80S 2,023 04 94.4 30,0 10,854 Heavy Qi BBLS -> 3430 6,399,907 21,954 60,281  2.9804
55 Vi
57 MANATE 2 805 5,824 11 94.4 asa 10,587 Heavy Qil BBLS ~ 9,624 6,400,000 61,658 169,302 2.90M
58 -
59 FT MY 1 144 23,575 24.4 96.0 61.7 10,198 Heavy Qil BBLS -> 37565 6,399,988 240,416 591979 25M
B0 I
61 FTMY 2 354 177,467 67.0 942 83.0 9,329 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 258605 6,400,002 1,655,650 4,074,541 2.2959

62
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 15
Estimated For The Period of : Fab-97

(A) (B) (©) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) m 5] (K) L (M)

Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fue! Heat Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost

Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH

(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) ([BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMnIY) (MMBTU) () (C/KWH)
63 CUTLERS 72 1 0.0 96.0 0 Gas MCF > 8 1,000,000 8 12 20000
64
65 CUTLER 6 145 4 0.0 94.6 755 11,249 Gas MCF -» 44 1,000,000 14 72 18462
66
67 MARTIN 1 821 73 0.0 796 425 9,753 Heavy Ofl BBLE -> 111 6,399,095 T07 2,082 28Mm7
68 1 Gas MCF -> 5 1,000,000 5 12 2.4000
69 e re——
70 MARTIN 2 805 1,442 0.3 86.7 232 11,173 Heavy Qil BBLS -> 2452 6,400,114 15,682 46,185 32044
71 12 Gas MCF -> 548 1,000,000 548 983 B.18717
72
73 MARTIN 3 460 298,103 96.4 959 99.8 7175 Gas MCF > 2,138,957 1,000,000 2,138,957 3,602,234 12084
74
75 MARTIN 4 460 277,334 89.7 09.1 929 7212 Gas MCF -> 2,000,103 1,000,000 2,000,103 3374849 12169
76
77 FMGT 612 2 0.0 100.0 799 13,073 Light Oll BBLS > 4 5,756,757 21 102 6.3750
78
79 FLGT B840 0 0.0 100.0 0 Gas MCF -> 0 1,000,000 0 0
80
B1 PEGT 356 o 0.0 100.0 0 Gas MCF -> 1 1,000,000 1 2 20000
B2
SJRPP 10 116 76,353 a7.9 27 97.9 9397 Coal TONS-> 29,430 24,379,990 717,496 1203785 15766
B4
85 SJRPP 20 116 76,913 98.4 96.0 98.4 9319 Coal TONS-> 29,398 24,379,988 718,723 1202458 15634
86
87 SCHER #4 605 354,792 B7.3 938 820 10,205 Coal TONS-> 211,742 17243998 3652551 6,263,703  1.7655
88
89 TOTAL 16,380 4,782,250 9.566 45745605 55541952 1.1614
EEESEER e =======
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Company: Flonida Power & Light Schadule E4
Page: 16
Estimated For The Period of : Mar-87
(A) (B) (&) (D) (E) {F) (G) (H) {1 (J) (K) (L) (M)
Plant Net MNet Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heal Fuel As Burmmed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avall FAC Out FAC Heal Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) [(BTUXKWH) {Units) (BTU/Unit) (MMBTU) (s (C/KWH)
1 TRKY O1 406 62,708 32.0 96.0 69.8 9,724 Heavy Cil BBLS -> 82,427 6,400,000 591,532 1,546,775 2.4666
2 33,955 Gas MCF -> 348,447 1,000,000 348,447 736,839 2.1700
3
4TRKY O 2 403 20,226 39.7 94.3 735 9,800 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 28,250 6,399,995 187,201 489,496 24202
5 58,699 Gas MCF -» 978,292 1,000,000 878,292 2,076,823 2.1042
6
7TREKYN3 719 162,857 30.4 21.3 100.0 10,688 Nuclear MBTU -» 1,740,553 1,000,000 1,740,553 560,458 0.3441
B
9 TRKY N4 719 508,189 85.0 95.0 100.0 10,688 Nuclear MBTU -> 5431333 1,000,000 5,431,333 1,710,870 0.3367
10
11 FT LAUD4 452 200,470 59.6 65.0 988 7,723 Gas MCF -» 1,548,323 1,000,000 1,548,323 2,343,280 1.1689
;o2
13 FT LAUD5 452 319,686 85.1 96.0 99.4 7.720 Gas MCF -> 2467906 1,000,000 2,467,906 3,700,371 1.1575
14
15 PT EVER1 212 17,088 12.1 96.0 622 10,445 Heavy Oill BBLS -> 27,119 6,399,889 173,558 446, 618 26140
16 2,081 Gas MCF -> 26,433 1,000,000 26,433 53,882 2.6147
17
18 PT EVER2 213 17,750 128 85.8 636 16,434 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 27.828 6.400,001 178,099 458,300 25820
19 2,548 Gas MCF -> 33,685 1,000,000 33,685 68,007 2.6689
20
21 PT EVER3 am 397 71.3 949 8r.7 9,647 Heavy Oil BBLS > 5,635 6,399,954 36,066 92,809 2.3372
22 203,459 Gas MCF - 1,965,082 1,000,000 1,965,082 4,210,825 2.0697
23
24 PT EVER4 387 9,418 3.3 0.0 56.5 10,245 Gas MCF -> 56,487 1,000,000 96,487 224,159 2.3802
25
26 RIV 3 292 118,048 543 96.0 78.0 10,393 Gas MCF > 1,226,909 1,000,000 1,226,909 1,827,606  1.5482
27 ween
28 RV 4 292 B5,134 39.2 94.3 721 10,544 Gas MCF -> 897,650 1,000,000 897,650 1,428,621 1.6781
29 — s
30 STLUC1 853 589,830 929 85.0 100.0 10,693 Muclear MBTU -» 6,304,757 1,000,000 6,304,757 2,263,407 0.3839

n
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Dale: 5/23/96 = B |

Company:  Florida Power & Light ' Schedule E4
Page: 17
Estimated For The Period of : Mar-97

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) {) 0] (¥) (L) (M)
Plant Net Net Capac  Equiv Net  Avg Net Fuel Fuel FuelHeal  Fuel AsBumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avall FAC OutFAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed  FuelCost per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units) (BTUANI)  (MMBTU) ($) (C/KWH)
32 STLUC 2 726 501,778 929 950 1000 10,693 Nuclear MBTU-> 5365346 1000000 5385348 2103216 04182
i CAPCN 1 405 183,122 60.8 935 788 9725 Gas MCF-> 1780873 1,000,000 1780873 3334536 18209
g CAP CN 2 03 172182 57.4 92.7 791 9785 Gas MCF -> 1,684,839 1000000 1684839 3544343 20585
g SANFRD 3 147 5,165 48 95.1 755 10,394 Heavy Ol EBLS -> 8,145 6,400,020 52,126 134,162 25975
39 71 Gas MCF -> 2300 1,000,000 2,300 3881 54662
:‘1: SANFRAD 4 394 60,754 25.1 96.0 630 9,940 Heavy Od BELS -> 92470 6,399,997 591810 1523212 25072
42 12,745 Gas  MCF -> 138,781 1,000,000 138,781 290444 22788
ﬁ SANFRD 5 394 66,669 227 952 719 10248 Gas MCF -> 683,152 1000000 683,192 1445411  2.1680
g PUTNAM 1 262 157,387 80.7 56.6 922 8397 Gas MCF-> 1321522 1000000 1321522 1979,607 12578
:;. PUTNAM 2 262 148,741 76.5 853 924 BA05 Gas MCF -> 1250220 1,000,000 1250220 1,872,980 12592
g MANATE 1 805 31,205 52 94.4 519 10,011 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 48813 6,400,006 312405 842079 27985
:é MANATE 2 805 57,340 9.6 94.4 566 9,845 Heavy O BBLS -> 88202 6,400.000 564483 1521597 2653
ﬁ FTMY 1 144 48,903 4586 96.0 782 9,979 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 76253 6,400,005 488020 1,178,880 24106
";3 FTMY 2 394 223,568 76.3 94.2 891 9,205 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 324885 6400000 2077987 5023999 22472
g CUTLER 5 72 2 0.0 96.0 797 11582 Gas MCF -> 20 1,000,000 20 30 17647
gg CUTLER 6 s 12 0.0 946 718 11249 Gas MCF -> 140 1,000,000 140 206 16613

61
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= e
Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Page: 18
Estimated For The Period of . Mar-97
(A) )] (C) (©) (E) (F) (G) (H) U ) (K) L (M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avall FAC OutFAC Heal Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUAUN) (MMBTU) 6] (C/KWH)

62 MARTIN 1 821 21 o1 798 343 9,750 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 450 6,399,387 3,133 9211 28668
63 0 Gas MCF -» 1 1,000,000 1 2 20000
64 -
65 MARTIN 2 BOS 4,368 0.7 B6.7 1.7 9,808 Heavy Oil BBLS > 6,624 6,400,027 42,393 124655  2.8551
66 5 Gas MCF -> 481 1,000,000 481 741 145294
67
68 MARTIN 3 480 330,11 96.5 959 968 7,175 Gas MCF > 2,368,561 1,000,000 2,368,561 3,551,607 10758
69 —
70 MARTIN 4 450 332,013 97.0 88.0 100.0 7174 Gas MCF -> 2,381,744 1,000,000 2,381,744 3571599  1.0757
n
72 FMGT 612 4 0.0 100.0 782 13,073 Light Oil BBLS -> 8 5p8186,092 51 242 62051
73
74 FLGT B840 0 0.0 100.0 0 Gas MCF > 0 1,000,000 0 0
75 —-—
76 PEGT 396 1} 0.0 100.0 0 Gas MCF -> 2 1,000,000 2 3 30000
77 .
78 SJRPP 10 116 8,239 95 828 886 8,390 Coal TONS-> 3,174 243796683 773N 130,062 15785
n ——
80 SJRPP 20 118 85,879 99.2 96.0 99.2 9,316 Coal TONS-> 32816 24,379,987 800,063 1350,787 15729
81
82 SCHER #4 605 430,868 95.7 938 957 10276 Coal TONS-> 256677 17,250,002 4,427,677 76810360 1.7663
83
B84 TOTAL 16,380 5317342 9,525 50,647,861 65387086 12297
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Date: 52396

AN

B |
Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Estimated For The Perlod of : Oct-55 Thru Mar-97
(A) (B) () (D) (€) (F) (G) H) U] (&) (X) L (M)
Plant Net Net Equiv Net Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heal Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Avall FAC Out FAC Heal Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed  FuelCost per KWH
(MwW) {MWH) (%) (™) (%) (BTUXWH) (Units)  (BTUMAnit) (MMSTU) % (CKWH)
1 TRKYO * 408 324,991 218 as52 588 9,844 Heavy Oill BELS -> 490275 6,400,001 3137761 8,481,033 25096
2 56278 Gas lACF -> 615511 1,000,000 615,511 1339283 23798
3 f—
4 TRKYO2 403 397.456 304 94.3 643 9,686 Haavy Oil BBLS -> 588,063 6,399,989 3763604 10230845 25741
5 134,479 Gas MCF -> 1,388,596 1,000,000 1,388,586 3002687 22328
6
7TRAKYN3 709 2,531,576 a22 818 985 10,741 Nuciear MBTU-> 27,191,374 1,000,000 27,191374 8,768,577  0.3484
8
9 TRKY N 4 709 2,883,895 937 850 089 10,734 Nuciear MBTU-> 30956835 1,000,000 303956835 9823734 03406
10 e ae———
11 FT LAUD4 452 1,633,774 83z 80.7 979 7,737 Gas MCF -> 12,640,786 1,000,000 12640788 23,739.660 1.4531
12
13 FT LAUDS 452 1,672,808 852 g73 886 7.728 Gas MCF -> 12926979 1,000,000 12,926,979 23,837,201 1.4250
14
15 PT EVER1 212 80,483 2.0 96.0 579 10,583 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 129,840 6,399,095 830,975 2234790 27767
16 2,548 Gas MCF -> 46,043 1,000,000 46,043 94,503  3.7095
17
18 PT EVER2 213 80,627 102 858 612 10,451 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 144074 6,400,001 922,076 2481082 27317
18 3,653 Gas MCF > 63261 1,000,000 63.261 130400 35697
20
21 PT EVER3 391 593,091 608 949 784 9,585 Heavy Oil BBLS > 868,611 6400000 5559113 14923239 25162
22 440417 Gas MCF > 4,347,427 1,000,000 4347427 9351008 2.1232
23 —_—
24 PT EVER4 387 533,936 3ao0 764 66.3 9,714 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 796,902 6,400,000 5,100,174 13,694,770 25648 |
25 105,622 Gas MCF -> 1,112,643 1,000,000 1,112,643 2512482 23787 |
26
27TRIV 3 292 427,685 a7 96.0 650 10637 Gas MCF -> 4548334 1000000 4549334  B,187615 19144 |
28
29 RV 4 292 16,454 257 843 588 10,787 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 25708 6,400,000 164,531 447147 27178 !
30 308,950 Gas MCF -> 3345484 1000000 3345494 6,190,502 20037 |
|
|
i
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Estimated For Tha Perod ol : Oct-96 Thiu Mar-97

(A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) n ()] (K) (L) M)

Plant Ne! Net Capac Equiv Mat Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Haat Fuel As Bumed FuelCost

Unit Capb Gen FAC  Avail FAC Out FAC Heal Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH

(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) (BTU/KWH) (Units)  (BTUAUnR) (MMBTU) ® (C/KWH)

2 STLUC1 853 3,469,809 938 850 99.7 10,714 Nuclear MBTU-> 37,175,149 1,000,000 37,175,149 13,448,282 0.3876
33
34 STLUC2 726 2,952,809 936 950 99.7 10,714 Nuclear MBTU-> 31,635,034 1,000,000 31636034 12504880 04235
as
365 CAPCN1 405 137,450 472 835 88.1 9,795 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 169,151 6,399,997 1274566 3,523,975 25638
ar 692,961 Gas MCF > 6,859,164 1,000,000 6,859,164 13394403 19329
38
33 CAPCN2 403 305,378 429 82.7 68.7 9,734 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 446,958 6,400,000 2,860,521 7548437 26028
40 448 317 Gas MCF > 4,456,266 1,000000 4456268 9260,735 20749
41
42 SANFRD 3 147 8,128 13 85.1 75.0 10,425 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 12,867 6,400,017 82 347 214,411 2 8346
43 127 Gas MCF -» 3825 1,000,000 3825 7,035 55307
u —
45 SANFRD 4 354 252,729 168.1 56.0 516 10,120 Heavy Gil BBLS -> 393271 6400000 2516935 6,652,845 26324
46 22,116 Gas MCF > 264,588 1,000,000 264,588 §73,383 25926
47 .
48 SANFRD 5 394 220,597 187 952 636 10,091 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 333,960 6,399999 2,169,343 5,805,856 2.6319
49 89,173 Gas MCF > 1,057,568 1,000,000 1,057,568 2,226,481 22451
50
51 PUTNAM 1 262 B46,276 T4 4 86.3 922 8,381 Gas MCF - 7,083,157 1,000000 7093157 13,080,982 15455
52 e
53 PUTNAM 2 262 781,761 6a.7 953 94.2 8,378 Gas MCF -> 6,549,614 1,000,000 6549614 17073413 15444
54
55 MANATE 1 805 132,829 38 94.4 494 10,115 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 209,935 6,400,001 1343582 3,693,169 2.7804
58 RS-
57 MANATE 2 805 287,211 82 044 578 9,838 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 445982 6,399998 2,854,286 7850075 273%
58
53 FT MY 1 144 132,159 211 66.2 g2.2 10,168 Heavy Ol BBLS -> 209971 6399997 1,343812 3,318,573 25110
&0
61 FT MY 2 394 680,598 398 579 a1.2 9,356 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 994972 6400001 6387820 15700,178 23068
52

63
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Company:  Florida Power & Light Schedule E4
Estimated For Tha Period of : Oct-96 Thru Mar-37
(A (8) € (D) (E) (F) (G) (H) U} &) ) L M)
Plant Net Net Capac Equiv Nat Avg Net Fuel Fuel Fuel Heat Fuel As Bumed Fuel Cost
Unit Capb Gen FAC Aval FAC Out FAC Heat Rate Type Bumed Value Bumed Fuel Cost  per KWH
(MW) (MWH) (%) (%) (%) [BTUKWH) (Units)  (BTUMnit) (MMBTU) (% (C/XWH)
84 CUTLERS T2 10 0.0 86.0 699 11,715 Gas MCF > 1,180 1,000,000 1,180 2271 22552
65
66
67 CUTLER 6 145 2Nn 0.0 94.6 100.0 11,357 Gas MCF -> 3302 1,000,000 3,302 8,309 21703
68
69 MARTIN 1 821 759 0.4 796 357 11,082 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 1,188 6,399,582 7.664 22556 29714
70 12,134 Gas MCF > 135221 1,000,000 135221 365,338 3.0109
"
72 MARTIN 2 B80S 8,430 14 86.7 433 10,427 Heavy Oil BBLS -> 13,108  6.400,035 83,889 246855 29283
73 40,426 Gas MCF -> 425503 1,000,000 425503 1,151,336 28480
74
75 MARTIN 3 460 1,906,483 95.4 959 98.5 7185 Gas MCF -» 13717800 1,000,000 13717809 25466396 1.3358
76
77 MARTIN 4 460 1871999 93.7 85.1 96.8 7202 Gas MCF -> 13482691 1,000,000 13482691 25040407 1.3376
n ——
79 FMGT 812 380 0.0 100.0 100.0 13,077 Light Oil BBLS -> B53 5,830,129 4,973 23,738 62419
80
81 FLGT B40 39 0.0 100.0 100.0 16,831 Gas MCF -> 658 1,000,000 658 1,242 3.1765
82 0 0 0 0 00000
B3
84 PEGT 396 72 €0 1000 1000 16811 Gas MCF -> 1,215 1,000,000 1215 2313 31992
85 0 0 0 0 00000
B6
87 SJAPP 10 118 418,533 B3 704 983 9414 Coal TONS-> 161,642 24379993 3940821  6504,135 15538
Ba
89 SJRPP 20 118 497,955 ens 260 988 9333 Coal TONS-> 190,623 24,370,988 4647382 7,698,390 15460
90
81 SCHER &4 607 1,852,497 703 838 892 10,309 Coal TONS-> 1,107,098 17.250,001 19097436 33055404 17844
ﬁ ——
83 TOTAL 16,361 30,317,429 9,569 290,120,838 380,334,328 12545
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POWER SOLD
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Totad

Tokal

1997

Totsl

Fanod
Tolal

Total

(Exchunive of Economy Energy Purchases)

Turchased Power

Estimated fof the Period of : October 1998 thru March 1997

Lrd] (4 5 (6) m (BA) L]
Total hwh bwh Uy Funi Tolad § For
Purchase From [T For Other For For Cosl Fuel Adq
Schwdula Purchased Utines intmrruptible Firm (ContuMwt) (ContsMwh) (T) x (BA)
Sou. Co. (UPS + F) 442630 442 630 1.662 TATTTO0
51 Luce Ral. 42673 42673 oS 181,200
SIAPP 250,463 250,463 1.549 3,880,020
735,766 TS TEE 1552 11,418.590
Sou Co (UPS « A) 44T A T 1EN T.251.30
51 Lucks Rel. 44,807 44,807 0425 190,400
SJRPP 254950 254 950 1589 8,720
Ta4 493 T4 433 1.5 11,25 460
Sou. Co. (UPS « R) 454, TST 494 75T 1589 T/BE2 510
St Lucka Rsl 3379 43379 n4as 184,400
SFPP 244,558 244,058 1.545 3781980
TR, 092 783,092 1511 11,830,800
Sou. Co. (UPS « H) 240,064 243,004 1847 4,003,010
St Lucie Rel. 44 499 LIN. ) o418 187,600
SIAPP 253,338 253,308 1.577 3.994,060
41,301 S, 1512 B.1846T0
Sou. Co. {UPS + ) 285,891 85 891 1682 4 838,450
Lucie Pl 40,554 40,554 o4l 169,600
SAPP 230,024 20,024 1588 3,648,470
556,489 558,460 1.555 * 654,520
Sou. Co. (PSS +R) 423,530 43,50 1.7851 7,459,200
S5 Lucie Ral 44,839 BT oas 147,800
SJRFP 141,170 141,170 1.584 2,208,420
609,509 809,599 1621 9,880,420
Sou. Co. [UPS + R) 2,334,608 2,334,608 1,661 348,772,280
5t Lucke Rel. /.21 201,21 0421 1,101,000
SJAPP 1,374,901 1,374,801 1.558 21,424 8T0
1.970,720 J1970,720 1.544 61,297,950
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Seraouse: EB
Company  Flonas Powes & Lignt Page 1
Energy Paymaent to Qualitying Faclities
Estimated lol the Period of ; Oclober 15948 thru March 1997
in 4] [8]] (%) 51 ) m (aa) B8) %)
Type Totad Mwh hbwh (L] Fued Totsd Totad § For
Mionth Purchasa From 1} whwh For Othar For For Cost Coat Fusl A4
Schedule Purchased Uit Interuptitle Flem (ContaMmh)  (CantuMwh) {7) = (BA)
1906 Qual Faciites 624,686 624,686 1.945 1965 12311 814
Oclober
Totsl 626,686 626 686 1.085 1.985 12311 614
1996 Qual Facitas 491,648 491 648 1885 1885 9167202
Hovember "
Totel 491,648 451,548 1.885 1865 0167292
1098 Dual Faclites 531,783 531,763 1.837 1837 0. TEA 52T
Decembe:
Total 531,763 531,761 1837 (N =2 .68 527
1997 Cual FacliSes 498,557 4848 557 1.896 1.898 B.454222
January
Totasl 498 557 498,557 1.898 1895 0454222
1997 Qual. F aciithes 44,482 A4 4 1.895 1.895 8.231.852
February
Total 434 482 434 482 1895 1825 8.231.852
1997 Cual Facitios 385 682 385,682 16522 1922 TAI248T
lasch
Total 385 682 385,682 1922 1822 TA12.407
Qual. Faciitios 2964817 2963817 1.898 1858 58348 004
Pariod
Totsl
Total 2,968 817 1838  S5M6004

2968817
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Date 5729726

[ahi-tit = o
Company: Florida Power & Light Page 1
Economy Energy Purchases
Estimated For the Period of : October 1996 Thru March 1997
m 2 ] 4) (5 %) (TA) (78) (8)
Type Total Transaction Totd § For Cost !l Cost Fuel

Month Purchass From & MWH Cost Fusl ADJ Genaratod Generated Savings

Schedule Purchased  (CentaiOWH) (#)*(5) (Cents/KWH) % (78} - (6}
October Florda c 4244 1804 5,668,950 2.049 6,438,845 769,898
1996 Southem Co. c 282,944 2,185 6,125,090 2410 6,818,300 633,210
Total 597,188 1975 11,794,040 2220 13257148 1,463,108
Novembar  Florida C 108,740 1.804 1,961,670 2030 2.207 422 245,752
1996 Southam Co, c 106,089 2215 2,349,780 2441 2589541 23,7161
Total 214828 2007 4311450 223 4,796,965 485513
Dacomber Florida c 20531 1.804 3,703,780 2.037 4,182,155 4TBITS
1996 Southem Co., Cc 23,946 20M3 456,380 2308 882177 55,797
Tokal 229257 1.832 4,200,160 2 065 4,734 332 5,172
January Florda c 400,435 1.804 7223880 2009 BO#4 T2 820,892
1997 Southem Co. c 35,067 2.089 732,620 2294 804,505 71,885
Total 435 502 1.827 7,956,500 2032 8.845.27T 8s2.7Iv
February Florida c 262 565 1,604 4,736 690 2001 5,253 643 517253
1987 Southem Co. c 12,014 2159 259,430 2.256 283,098 21668
Total 274 580 1.820 4996120 2017 5537041 540,921
March  Florida c 190,136 1.804 3,430,020 1.589 3,781,772 51,752
1997 Southemn Co. c 22,169 2249 498 630 240 539,643 41,013
Total 212304 1.850 3,928,650 2035 4321415 392,765
Perded  Flonda c 1,481 431 1804 26,724,990 2013 29508912 3183922
Total Southem Co. c 482 228 2169 10,461,930 2403 11587264 1125234
Total 1,963,853 1.894 37,186,920 2113 41496176 4,300,253
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COMPANY: FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

BASE

FUEL

CONSERVATION
CAPACITY PAYMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL
SUBTOTAL

GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

TOTAL

$47.46
$20.75
$2.08
$442
$0.15

$74.87

$4.42

$0.15

$76.17

SCHEDULE E10

$47.48

$20.41
$2.09
62N

$0.17

$76.34

§77.12
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FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
PROVECTED CAPACITY PAYMENTS
CCTOBER 1308 THROUGH SEPTEMBES 1907

| CAPACITY PATWENTS TO NONCOGENERATORS 5173014 $17.3015 S17M0OME S 25d S172MI204 S17282204 SI7202704 ST 0054 S17.200284 ST M0 20 17760264 ST 280204 0207711150

7 CAPACITY PAVWENTS TD COGEMERATORS AT DENANE SMTIAYE 70N TN DTOM0 RTOMMME D7OTEEE RT0 W00 WM 2700 DITaEn
) CAPACITY PATMENTS FOR MESSON SETTLEMENT e Txne L ra R ] 0T, T 7078 ST T Te X S0 e T e
4 REVENUES FROM CAPACTY SALS BIMD pdS ELYT BN B RwWe B0de R EIMAY B BN RV ReNS
§  SYSTEM TOTAL (Lmes t=3=34) SALTING0E SAABSDETE BAATTAIM TSR0 SMOTOTOS BA4ANZ 40T S ETOND M 0030) SMAPDAATY BMEMETT MM TN JMATILSO S5 e
A ARSORCTICRAL % {1 cibly
T ASNSONC TORAL TTD CAPACITY BAYMENTS S 8
§ LESS PP CAPACITY PAYMENTS MCLUDED ™ (IS0, 543 1)
THE TS TAX SAVINGS REFUND DOCRET
B P TRUE L o mcpmtey urde sy | EST 1 ACT THUE & e v B2 008 154
CCTORER 1999 - WARTH Yiee APwy, g - SEPTELOES i
$20 607 083 11378058
10 TOTAL [Lres T+8.8) S04 018 T
1 REVENUE TAL MULTIPUER 100
127 TOTAL RECOVERANLE CAPACTTY PAYMENTS 080 1
CACAATION OF USRS oML %
AvG 1XCP
AT CEM (WY} 5
FPsc ms f i sTREL Y
FERC -1 L0G000%
ToTAL DS 00 00000

HOTE BASED Ok 1008 ACTUAML DATA




Rate Class

2

Progected
Sales at
Weter

(lowt)

41 807749293
4918750249
17,853,048 553
205956 421
7,270,483 851
1,587 641,754
758,080,128
233412
103,069,640
TA04TH
2.528.505.648
1,119.271 008
85,779,954
438,580,084
naLMm

78,675,547 000

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

CALCULATION OF ENERGY & DEMAND ALLOCATION % BY RATE CLASS
OCTOBER 1996 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 1397

(]}
Projecied
AVG 12CP
= Weter
(&)

%) (5)

Demand Energy

Loss Loss
Expanaion Expanson

Fector Factor
1063 75T 1 067486100
108075 1 D5T488100
1.083100458 1 08T4TaTEN
1.054413580 1 Q4405568
1.081662033 1 067195358
1 071205022 1 0E2E556T8
1 O2946TEET 1 024433559
1. 08M7T5™ 1067488100
1.029487667 1 024433539
1088724785 1 05287207
1.075814838 1 083603768
1. 020487687 1 0244033539
1.054413560 1 044406500
10EMTET 1 67426100
1083 75T 1 067456100

(2) Projected kwh sales for the period October 1996 Bvough September 1997
(3) Caiculated: Col(ZH(B760 hours * Col(1))

(4) Based on 1895 demand losses.

(5) Based on 1995 enery losses.

{5) Col2) * Cel(S)
(T) Col(3) * Col(4)

{8) CokS) / total for Cok{6)
{9) ColT) / total for Col(7)

{6) 4] (L] 9

Projected Progected Percentage  Percentage
Sales at AVG 12CP of Sales ot of Demand ot

Generatiion o Gonerstion  Gerershon Geener alion

(lewhy) (W) ™) (%)

&4 629101 240 8487173 S 2054T% 60 85580%
5,250,697 S0 BT 136 8259T1% 50T
19,100,465 432 258078 2TI0N5% 14 5E04TR
21,990,158 2687 o0XE10% 0MET%
7.759,033 872 1,108,062 9 25007T% 7 94518%
1.687,118,12 85N 201133% 1 89629%
776582220 110231 092587% 0 Ts035%
2,450 535 147 000294% 000105%
105 587,996 24748 0 12508% 0ATT44%
74064213 5924 0.08925% 004248%
2/680.328.130 37966 A20813% 22Te07%
1,146 618,780 132646 1. 36606% DES114%
20633557 14568 0.10805% 010TI%
458178143 9,268 055815% 0 DBB45%
TBATAIN 9,054 0 09320% 0 05492%
83,880,832 232 131546 345 100 00% 100 00%




FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY

CALCULATION OF CAPACITY PAYMENT RECOVERY FACTOR

OCTOBER 1998 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 1957

m (2 (&)} %) 3
Energy Dermand Totsl
Rate Class of Sies ol  of Demand of Related Cosi Refated Cost Capac ity
Generation Generation Costs
(%) (%) % (1] )]

RS 53 2054T% 60 85580%  $17.6330536 QO MM 5259654977
GS1 BSOS 64T $2.074555 2558298 $27 85T AT
GSD1 22 TT0S5% 18.58047T% $7.548 611 $71,850,181 $81,306 792
052 002610% 00192 $8 650 $8.638 $85 208
GSLDICSY 9 2500T% T94518% 53,085 602 21,597 724 $34,663 229
GSLD2CS2 201133% 1 E9E20% $665.58) $6.748,000 STA12673
GSLDACS3 0 82582% 0.79039% $306,820 $3143355 $3.450.185
ISST1D 000254% 0 00105% 974 34178 $5.150
SST1T 012588% 017T44% s41.T18 $T05.673 747,380
SSTID 0.08925% 004248% $20.519 jea s $198.51
crcDiICcLcC G A20613% 27IT% $1,062 556 $0,067.168 $10,129.724
CICT 1 36608% 095114% $453.000 $3, 782653 $4.235 683
MET 0 10805% 010T33% £35,600 $426,848 $462 657
oLsL 055815% 0 06645% $184979 $264 269 $449 248
SL2 0 09220% 0 08452% $30.888 $258 185 $260.073
TOTAL $33 141 400 $397 600,758 430635150

Note There sre curmently no customers taking service on Schedule ISST1(T)  Should any cusiomer begin
taking service on this schedule during the period, they will be biled using the ISST(D) Factor

(1) Cbtained from Document No. 2

{2) Obtaired from Document No 2

(3) (Total Capacity Coste/13) * Col (1)

{4) (Total Capacity Costs/13* 12)* Col (2)

13) Col (3) + Cod (4)

{B) Projected kwh sales for the period October 1996 through Seplember 1997

{7) (1955 KWh sales / 8760 hours){(avg cuslomer NCP)B7S0 hours))

(8) Col (B) / ((7) *730) For GSD-1, only B3 265% of KWW are belled due fo 10 KW exemption
{9) Col (S)/ ( B)

{10} Col (5) / (6)

©
Projected
Saies ot
Meter

(wowih)

41 807749293
4918750249
17,853,048 568
20,950, 41
7.270,483,851
1,587 641,754
758,080,128
2313412
103,060,640
71,104,739
2,528 505,648
1,119.271,028
86,779,954
438 580,084
I

78,679,547 000

CAPACITY RECOVERY FACTORS FOR STANDBY RATES

]
Biling KW
Load Facior

%)

(®) @
Projected Capacty
Biled KW Recovery

 Meder Factor
(low) ($hem)
37 847 945 214
18,156,331 215
3,381 663 219
1.8072M1 215
2665 =
1,225 "
122,705 oty
4.581,049 2
18922190 220
200,194 n
67,248 412

(10
Factor
[Wowty)

000821
0 005a2

00007

000102
00035

in-'mn

Demand =

Charge (RDC) 12 months

Sum of Daly

Demand =

Charge (SDD) 12 moniths
RDC SD0

= (Skw) =

IS5T1 (Y 3020 $0.13

S5T1(T) $027 $013

S5T1 D) $028 013
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CALCULATION OF ESTIMATED/ACTUAL TRUE-UP AMOUNT
FOR THE PERIOD APRIL 1986 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 1936

Ut Power (UPS)H Capaciy Charges
SJAPP Capazity Charges

Quatifying Fackties (QF Capacity Charges
Short-term Capacity Purchases

Revenues from Capacity Sales

Total Company Capacity Charges
Jurisdictional Separation Factor (a)
Juradictions! Capacity Charges

Capacity related smounts included i Base
Rates (FPSC Porton Only) (D)

. Junschctional Capacity Charges Authorized

for Recovery through CCH Clause

. Capacity Cost Recovery Revenues

iNe1 of Revenue Taxes)

. Prnige Penod True-up Provision

Capacity Cost Recovery Revenues Applicable
te Current Perinod (Net of Revenue Taxes)

. True-up Provision for Month - Over/(Undet)

Recovery (Line 13 - Line 10)

. Interest Provision for Month

. True-up & Interest Provision Begining of

Konth - Over/iUnder) Recovery
Deforred True-up « Over/(Under) Recavery

Prigr Period True -up Provision
- Collected/IRefunded] this Monath

End of Panod True.wp - OverfiUnder)
Recovery (Sum of Lines 14 through 18]

1 21 13 (41 {51 (6) 1T
REVISED REVISED REVISED REVISED
ACTUAL ACTUAL  PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS
APHIL MAY JUKE JULY AUGUST SEPTEMBER TOTAL
33,874,296 10,130,954 $10,824,720 10,824,720 $10,824,720 810,824,720 957,304,130
6,320,425 6,341,737 6,565,595 6,565,595 6,585.595 8.565,595 38,924.54]
23,646,489 2:,981.858 26,874,798 26,674,718 26,674,718 26,674,718 153.327.219
0 0 o o 0 4] o
127,353 4878.981) (180,525) 1457,204) (609,937} (364,429) 12.528,5091
33,813,858  18,575,58 43,874,408 43,607,825 43.45508¢ 43,700,604 247.027.38
97.26530% 97.25530% 97.25530% 97.25530%  97.25530%  97.25530% nla
32,885,769 37,516,804 42,670,187 42,410,925 42,262,384 43,501,154 240,247,223
14,745, 4661 (4,7454661 (4 7454660 14.745.468) 14,745.4661 (4,745.466) (28.472.796)
$28.140,303 $32,771.338 $37,824.,721 837,665,459 §17,516918 937,755,688

$211,774,427
1

$24,332,448 $24,452,603 926,156,692 528,914,103 428,815,850 $28,063.637 $160,735,393
10,424,404 10,425,404 10,424,404 10,424,404 10,424,404 10,424,404 62,546,424
$34,766,852 $34.877.087 #36.581.096 #39.338.507 339.240.254 $38.488.041 $223.281.817
#6,616.549 82,105,729 (91,343,625) 81,671,048  $1,723.3318 $732,353  §11,507,390
406,785 377.609 334,113 288,448 251,483 211,230 1.870.678
62,546,424 59145364 51,204,287 39,770,362 31,308,474 22,858,889 62,546,424
28,927.083 28,927,083 28,927.083 28.,927.083 28,927,08) 28,927,082 28,927,081
110,424.404) (10.424.404) (10,424,404} (10.424,404) (10.424.404) (10.424.404) (B2.546.424)
:_EB.D?!_,:-IT §80,131,380 868,607,465 #60,235,557 951,785,972 042,305,151 842 305151

Notes: (al Per B. T. Birkett's Testimony, Appendix IV, Page 3, Line 5. Docket No. 560001 -El, liled January 22, 19368

b}

Pet FPSC Order No. PSC-94.1092-FOF-EI, issued Septembar 6. 1994 in Docket No. 340001-E1




10.

Beginning True-up Amount

Ending True-ug Amaunt
Belore Interest

Total Beginnung & Ending
True-up Amount (Lines 1 +2)

Average True-up Amount
[ 50 % of Line 3 )

Imterest Rate - Frst day of
Reporting Business Month

interest Rate - Fus! day of
Subseguent Business Month

Total Imerest Rate
fLings 5=6)

Average Interest Rate
150 % of Line 7]

Monthly Average Interest Rate
(12 ellineB8)

Interest Provision for the Month

(Line 4 X Line 3 )

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT COMPANY
CAPACITY COST RECOVERY CLAUSE
CALCULATION OF ESTIMATED/ACTUAL INTEREST PROVISION

FOR THE FERIOD APRIL 1486 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 19898

i {21 13 i4) (5) 18) mn
REVISED REWVISED REVISED REVISED
ACTUAL ACTUAL  PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS PROJECTIONS
APRIL MAY JUNE JULY AUGUST SEPTEMBER TOTAL
$91.4731,507 58R,072,447 480,131,380 (68.697.465 $60.235.557 451,785972 nia
87.665,652 79.753,777 68,363,351 59,946,109 51,534,489 42,083,921 nia
178,139,159 167,826,218 148,484,732 128,643,573 111,770,046 93,879,892 nla
$89.569.579 $B3,913,109 974,247,266 164,321.787 455.885.023 446.939.946 n's
0.05500 0.05400 0.05400 0.05400 0.05400 0.05400 nia
0.05400 0 05400 0.05200 0.05400 0.05400 0.05400 nia
©.1090C000 0.10800000 0.108000C0 0.10800000 0.10800000 ©.10800000 nia
0.05450000 0.05400000 0.05400000 0.05400000 0.05400000 0.05400000 nla
0.00454167 0.00450000 000450000 0.00450000 0.00450000 000450000 nia
3406,795 $377,608 $334.113 8280, 448 $251,483 $211,230 $1,870.678

NOTE: Columns and rows may not add due 1o rounding,




10.

1

.

14.

13

14,

FOR THE PERIOD APRIL 1396 THROUGH SEFTEMBER 1998

. Unit Power (UPS) Capacity Charges

SJAPP Capacity Charges

. Qualitying Facikties (QF) Capacity Charges

Short-term Capacity Purchases
Revenues from Capacity Sales
Total Company Capacity Charges
Junisdictonal Separation Factor
Jurisdictional Capacity Charges

Capacity related amounts included in Base
Rates (FPSC Portion Onlyl

Jurisdictional Capacity Charges Authonzed
for Recovery through CCR Clause

Capacity Cost Recovery Revenues
{Net of Revenue Taxes)

Priar Period True-up Provision

Capacity Cost Recovery Hevenues Applicable
10 Current Period (Net ol Revenue Taxes)

True-up Provision - Qver/{Under) Recovery
{Line 13 - Lina 1Q)

. Interest Provision

. True-up & Intetest Provision Begiing of

Manth - OwvertUnder) Recovery

. Deferred True-up - Over/(Under) Recovery

. Prior Period True-up Provision

- Collected/iRefunded)

. Enc of Penod True-up - Over/iUnder)

Recovery {Sum of Lines 14 through 1B)

MNotes: (3) Per Appendix IV, page 3, liled January 22,1996, in Docket

No, 960001-El, and approved at the February 19986 heanngs,

FPSC Oider No. PSC-96-0353-FOF-EL

il 12} {3 14}

PERCENTAGE

ESTIMATED/ ORIGINAL VARIANCE CHANGE

ACTUAL PROJECTIONS (a) (13121 {3
$57.3C4,130 467,658,540 1$10,354,510) -15.30%
38.924 543 39 443,384 1518.821) -1.32%
153,327,219 150,874,748 2.452.4M 1.63%
0 0 0 n'a
12,528,509} (1.910.161) 1618,348) 312.37%
247,027.383 256,066,591 19.039,208) -3.53%
97.25530% 97.25530% 0.00% 0.00%
240,247,222 249,038,331 (B,791,109) 3.53%
128.472,7986) 128,472,786) o] 0.00%
$211,774,427  $220.565,535 (98,791,108} -3.99%
— e
$160.735.392 $158.019.111 $2,716,282 1.72%
82,546,424 62,546,424 0 n'a
$4223,281.817 irwas.ssﬁ 42,718,282 1.23%
$11,507,380 40 $11.507,380 nfa
1,870,678 ] 1.870.678 n'a
62,546,424 62,546,424 o 0.00%
28,927,083 s] 28,927,083 nfa
162,546,424) 162,546.424) o 0.00%
$42,3065,151 $0 $42,305,151 nia
Lo __






