
'' 

u I. 

'l t (\:')~ · 
~ I Ul 

L\'~'ut•n V. Au,tu,u •• Ju. 

.Jun' \\', U "' , .. , .ru. 
II \lUI\ ..... t OJ., I\' 
1,1,11'\ U \U .. t\ JI \IITI .• \ 

!\1 \lf,I'U i\tt iUU ,..,_I T\\11'\ 

'1'1\LJ.A it ~.,. ... t l o (hI II I 

I I': ~. (I """-"•' 
• "·' ~"' .......... J--4 I·' IAJUIU" :· · · lfJ I 

C , f UU'\1 \' U \\ Jltko4·' 
P.t). u .. , t:t'\u, ... r,, ... ,, , ., ....... ,, .e.ulu t <t:t!'\u lt.l.tl'll()'l (UUI) :::.t.t'•:t'\<l:\ 

• \lito tUUl. ':J:.t:.t•'\UHt) 
..,_ 11 1"111" (), lh..1 tU It 

l ol'- t\ L •• J o t Uol 

\*u kt c •• ntuu' K '' • . ,, ,, 
.Ju ... • t•u 1\ .. \1 • C;a..,nu.t-.. 
.Juu' \\', :\lc \\"ueun.u, .JH. 
U u u ,, .. , \\", I h.;.•' 1 ... 

l•'u ''It ,J, flu-:•·· I I I 
Jh, \ IU \\~, Sn.l . ' 
J• \1 l o \,~Til \~IU ; 

HAND-DELIVERED 

Blanca S. Bayo, Director 

f t I.J l 'lh t 'l tHt , IJ .,t;J. I •UNtUf 

( \1 11 . 1 (: .. '"" ,,, , ,,, 

t ••·•~"-• Jit.I' J. ,\ T u : 

TAl.J..J\ llAh!-ot-:J.l 

August 1 2, 1 9!:16 

Division of Records and Reporting 
Gunter Building 

I 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0870 

Re: Environmental Cost Recovery Clause 
Docket No. 960007-EI 

~Dear Ms. Bayo: 

I Enclosed for filing and distribution are the original and f1fteen copies of The 

..5 Florida Industrial Power Users Group's Prehearing Statement in the above docket. 

I 

Please acknowledge roceipt of the abovu on the extra copy enclosed herein and 

return it to me. Thank you for your assistance. 

JAM/pw 
Encls. 
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BEFORE THE F'LOR!DA ?U"t:!LIC SERIJICS COMMISSION 

In re: Envi~onmental Cost 
Recovery Clause. 

DOcKE·l' NO. 960007-EI 

FILED: Augusc 12, 1996 

FLORIDA INDUSTRIAL POWER USERS 
GROUP'S PREHEARING STATEMENT 

The Florida Industrial Power Users Group (FIPUG), through ! r.n 

u~dersigned counsel, files its ?rehearing Statement. FIPUG 

reserves the right to amend this prehearing statement. 

A. APPEARANCES: 

JOSEPH A. MCGLOTHLIN, VICKI GORDON KAUFMAN, McWhirter, Reeves, 
McGlothlin, Davidson, Rief and Bakas, 117 South Gadscen 
Street, Tallahass~e, Florida 32301 

on behalf of the florida !odustrial Power Users Group. 

B. WITNESSES: 

None at this time. 

C. EXHIBITS: 
None at this time. 

D. STATEMENT OF BA5IC POSITION: 

Florida Industrial Power Users Group' 9 Statement of Basic Posuion: 
None at this time. 

E. STATEMENT OF ISSQES ANP POSITIONS: 

1. ISSUE: What are the approprLa:e final environmental cost 
recovery true-up amounts for the period ending March 31, 1996? 

FIPUG has no position at this time, but reserves 
the right tc take a position on this i~sue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

2. ISSQE: What are the est~mated environmental cost recovery 
true-up amounts for the per~od A~r~l, 1996 through Septemb:L, 
1996? 



FIPUG: FIPUG has no posit1.on at th1.s tl.me, but reserves 
the right to take a position on thl.s issue by the 
date oi the prehearing conference. 

3. ISSQE: What are the total environmental cost recovery true
up amounts to be collected during ::.he period October. 1996 
through September, 1997? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no position at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

4. ISSUE: What are the appropriate projected erwironmental 
cost recovery amounts for the pe1.·iod April. 1996 through 
September, 1996? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no oosition at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of the p~ehea~ing conference. 

s. ISSQE: ~hat sho~ld be the effective date of the new 
environmental cost re~overy factors for billing purposes? 

FIPUG: The factor should be effective beginning with the 
specified environment<.ll cost recovery cycle and 
thereafter for the period October, 1996 through 
March, 1997. Billing cycles may start before 
Occober 1, 1996, and the last cycle may be read 
a f cer March 31, 1997, so that each customer is 
billed for six months regardless of when the 
adjustment factor became effeccive. 

6. ISSUE: What depreciation rates should be used to develop 
the depreciation expense included l.n the total environmental 
cost recovery true-up amounts to be collected during the 
period October, 1996 through September ~997? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no position at chis time, but rtserves 
the right to take a position on this is~ue hy the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

7. ISSUE· How should the newly proposed environmental costs be 
allocated to the rate classes? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no position at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by che 
date of the prehearing conference. 

a. ISSUE: What are the appropriate Environmental Cost R~covery 
Factors tor the period October, 1996 through September, 1997 
for each rate group? 
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F!!':JG has no pos~t1on at this timP., but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of Lhe prehearing conferer.ce. 

9. ISSUE: Should the Environmental Cost Recov~ry Clause be 
charged from a six-month cost recove~/ period to an annual 
cost recovery period? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no posit ion at this time, but resf.'rves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of ~he prehearing conference. 

10. ISSUE: Should the Comm1.ssion approve Gulf Po•o~er Company's 
request for recovery of costs ot Cr1st 6 CEMs Flow Monitors 
through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause? 

fiPUG: FIPUG has no position at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

11. ISSUE: Should the t:ompany retire the installed costs o f 
replaced units of property? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no posi-ion at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
dace of the prehear'ing conference. 

22. ISSVE: Should the company capitalize the replacement cost 
of minor items of depreciable property? 

FIPUG: FIPUG has no pos1.tion at this tl.me, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

13. ISSUE: Should legal expenses incurred to challenge 
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP proposals be 
recovered through the Environmental Cost Recovery Clause? 

I=!PUG: FIPOG has no oosition at this time, but reserves 
the right to take a position on this issue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 

14. ISSVE: Should the Commission approve Florida Power & 
Light's request to recover the coat of the St. Lucie Plant Sea 
Turtle Barrier through the Environmental Cost Reco•tery Clause? 

FIPUG: FIPOG has no position at this tim~. but reserves 
the right to take a pos1tion on this issue by the 
date of the prehearing conference. 
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l.S. ISsplc Sh=ulcl che Comm edon approve Florida Power 5c 

l6. 

17. 

Light's request to reoove the cost: ct thg Diaposal of. 
moneor.tainerized Liquid Wae e through the Environmer.tal Co•t 
R.acove:y Clau.sa? 

P!POG ha• co poe tion at thie ttm0 , but reeervae 
the right to take a po8ition on this i1eua by the 
date of the prebe ring conference. 

lSBtj'ir lhould the CCmmi eion approve Florida Power & 
he ri~ht to submit axpendituree 
r Park ~. project for raoovery 
t &ac~ery ~ause? 

Light's reque•t ~o reaerve 
for the St. Jo:tm. River Po 
througn the Environmental c 

Fiptzq~ PIPOG bAs no poei ion a~ thie ti~, but raeervt• 
tha right to take a po•ition on th1s iseue by the 
date of t~~ prehea ing conferenca . 

ISM: What are the appr 
~cave:y t actor• for the per 
1997 tor each rate ~~p? 

riato in~tial Bnv1=onmental Coot 
October 19 9' through September 

PI;t!G h.ae :10 pcs1 ion at this t.i;ne, b'Jt reserves 
the right to taka Jl po8!tior. on this issue by the 
date of the prahe-ring eonterenca. 

j'.._ 9Tizor..&m IBBP'U ~ 
None at this time. 

g. iS!iDINQ MO'UONS : 
P'IPU"'G bas no pending mot.ions .I 

• cG o n 
Gordon KD.u~man 
.ar, Raaves, McOlotOl.i::l , 
~son, Rief ' Bakaa 

'1:-1,_-. a.da~an Strae t. 
Tallahaa•ae, rL 323 0 l 
904/22.2·2525 

\
Atton:Jtra tor the ?loricia 
Indue~r al Power ~•era Gr~~p 
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c:&I!Ulic.loD lor II!!YfSI 

I 1Ult2BY CSRTIPY that a t.rue and correct oopy ot the Plor.ida 

!:1dustrial Powe:- fJa~ra Group' 15 Prehearil:g Stateoent ~.... been 

!:ttn!.shec! by hand delivery• cr ry i1.S. Mail to che ~oll~w~~g 

parties of re~ord, tbis llth day f ~gu•t, 1996. 

Sheila Eratlinq* 
Division of IAgal services 
Florida Publ!c service 

Con'cniaa!oc 
2540 Shu~c! OAk Boulevard 
aerald L. Gunter ildg., Jtm, 3?0 
~allabasaee, PL 32l99-0860 

Mateh~* M. Childa 
Steel, Hector ' Davia 
~15 S . Monroe Street, Suiee 601 
TallLbaasee, PL 32301-1804 I 

John Roger Rowe 
O!!ica o~ Public Coun.e: 
~ll West xadi•on Straat. 
?epper B\l.ilding . Rm. 8!2 
Tallahassee, PL 32399 

Je~frey A. Stone 
9eggl and t.ne 
P.O Box 12950 
Penaacola, FL 32576-2950 
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