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FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE cotei!ISSION 
Capital Circle Office Center • 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399 0850 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE : 

AGI!:NUA: 

February ~ ll , 199'1 

DIRECTOR, DIVISION OF RECORDS ANI> REPORTING (BAY6) 

DIVISION OF APPF.ALS (BELLAK) rrB t>~ _, , . 
DIVISION OP RESMRCH • REGUIA'I"'RY REVI~ (111-:WI'r'l'l ·, · / . I { 
DIVISION OF KLE<:rRIC ANI> GA.":; (IIAI-'fo' )1J-4-i4 

DOCKBT NO. 960912-EJ PROJIOSt-:1> RF.PFJ\1, OF' Hlll,l-! l.'• 
17. 08 3l, I>LANN I NG II EAR 1 NGS 

MARCil ·I, .I ~l!J 7 - REGUI.J\R AGII.NUA - ltUI .• t-: PROI10 SAI. 
INTBRESTED PERSONS MAY PAR'I'ICIPA'I'E 

CRITICAL STArns: NONE 

SPBCIAL INSTRUCTIONS: S: \PSC\APP\WP\H0912RP .Jtal 

CASE BACKGROUND 

The Commiss ion and ot he r state agcnc i·~s we r-e <,~:; ked by th· ~ 

Pre sident of the Flo rida Senate to ideut i f y ru les tha t .. 11 r;: 

unnecessary, redundant, o verlapping, or o bsole t e. In i ' s resp• . :. :: ·~ 

to that request, the Commission identified the rul e 1 in this docY.~t 
a nd stated that it would proceed with r e pealjng i t . 

D I SC\JSS JON OF I SSUF.S 

JSSU8 1: Should the Commission propose for repea l Ru le 25 - 1 7. 08 3 ~ , 

F. A.C.? 

RECQI!IItBNDATION: Yes. 

STAIIF ANALJSIS: Rule 25 - 17.063 3 pro vide s f o r planning hC<.£1 it• ' !=: 
resulting in a Statewide Avoided Unit, but is unnecessary becaus~ 

1 Though ~ff initially included 25-17.001. 25-17.091 and 25-17.084 in its prupoM:d 
repeal. objcctiom COil'OMkn.'d valid lly staff were noc&.'d as tu the R.'fJ'!al of thoM: rules lloth in 

..:umments suhmila.:d hy ,artics as "'"'" as al the ruk dcvclupmclll wurkshup. Stan itM:If nutc\1 
that 25-17.091 is refc:renc&:d in n.wntly cna&:Wd amendments tu the cogcnc:ration rules in l>c~ket 
931186. 

OOCIJI~ !· •·. ' · •-• · 
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utili ties now identify individual avoide d units purs ua n t t o OF 
rules a nd Ten- Year Site Plan filings. 

ISSUE 2; If no request s f o r he aring o r c o mme nt s a r c t il e d, s ho uld 
the ru l e repeal as prop osed be f i l e d f o r adoptio n with thP 
Secr e ta ry of State and t hi s doc ke t c l osed ? 

RECQII!trgm&TION; Yes. 

STAFF ANALYSIS: Unless comments or requests for hearing a re f iled , 
the rule repeal pro posed may be file d wi t h t he Secretary o ( S LaL t· 
without further Commis s i o n act i o n . The d ock e t ma y t he n be c l os•..:d . 

RCB 
Attac hme nt 
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25-17.0833 Planning He arings. 

(1) Ypett pet itieB ee= e n ita o wn mot ion, the Con11n:it~t~i•,tt 

5 ff'Bifl a Statewiae aRB ittEii._, iEittal ttt i lity f*:CBf*:Cl i ._,C. Ill eo!lflCCl i O lt 

6 w:i th these preceeEiitt~a. the Ce"'"'i eaieR shall eolifJi.der· the- nee<.J-1 .,, 

7 capacity ft'ew~ eeth a atatcwiec art:& irtEih·ia~.tal tttil ity f)cr·t:tpeet:i..,• . • 

8 the aacqttaey ef the tr:arut111ieeieR -:Jr-ia, aBe ether- atr·at(:oEJi e pl<lttn+wt 

10 --------1(t-i2!-i)~-~YJtp~e:t1r"''-1:fJM:C~t~· tt:'' tt:-t-iee>f!H~.--eM!''--~e:tir"'l--:ti:-tt:it:tt--E!O>~~~w~tn:l---11~1lttt•i::l-t.i:tottnt-;,.--t:h· • 

12 aHa eMpatteiett platte at any ti111c. 

13 Speci fi c Authority: 366.05(81, 366.051, 350.127121, ~. s . 

14 Law Implemented : 366.051, F.S. 

15 HisLo 1·y: Ne w 10/2 5/90 . Repealed 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

CODING: Words unde dined are additi o ns; wo 1·ds .in 
att·wek tht'eW~h t YP'' oll' r.: de I l"'t i OilS f r o rn I' X i l:l i llq I. IW . 
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TO 

SUBJl{ l 

M E M 0 R A N 0 U M 

I eoruc~ry 20 . 1997 

u IV IS I ON Of APPLAI ', ( HU t ilt 1 

kl VI ~LO S I All MUH {JI I '. I !r"'l f1 D l11f.lll A l OPY I ,f)', I 'J H1P flOCH I NO ' •1,r), l. 1 • 

PROPOSED REPEAL Or f<ULl 1!.> II OHJJ. PLArltWl!. Ill /II' P:r,·, f t.r 

SUMMARY Or THE RULr 

Pu 1 ~ 25 - 17 0833. F AC. prov 1 des r or t ;,,_. Comn 1:; '• 1 on • c, ; I •<Jur. ;. I dill 11 : I' · · , r" r : · 

TIJ l•l·r·l v ll r.ally revH?W generati on and transml '.~ l on plan·. tr·rAn ,, ·. tat • :'W IO~ .u•\l · ·,rJ' ' ' ' Iuc: ' 

ut ll ' r_y IH.:rspecll ve . r p·.ultln 1 1n d ",t.Jt ·w ll1e /wo HI•·d Ur111 ' ru.: rt JI .. •·. r,o ';r, ;,. , 

neces sary . s 1nce ut 111 t !E.'S 1e1ent 1 fy I!IC11v 1t1ud I ,tv<JIIh:Cl WI I 1 ·, wuk •' I ll•· ,,,,, ! I t, " '' i 

Fac 111t1es <OF > rules and t he l en- Year S1te Plan f ll 1ng~ 

r s ! I Ml\ TW NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION OF I NO IV I DUAL} AND I:N l i i ii S R! QIJ WfO !() rur~H ' 
l ttere are f1ve electrt c I nvest or Ot;ne<l lJllltt 1t· ~ < IOW>1 nr .. •· •· 111 : : 

utl ll t i '?S. and s1xteen cooper atives 1n i"l onaa thot! <1 1 1> .ullJ '-'l l t o t n-• l ~' ' il''' < 

r~v ;s1ons to Section 25-17 . FAC 

O ! ~ r cl COSTS TO TliE AGENCY AND 01HER StAll OR 1 OCAl CQvrtmf-11 Nl fN ll i w·, 
rht:rr sh:>uld be no addit ional co-. t~ to the Comn1 s·, 1vn otn -r than Ul·' r-·r•t.. ' , · 

c r •. t •• ') f r epea 11 ng a ru 1 e 

FST!r·,ATFO TRANSACTIONAL COSTS TO I ND IV IDUAL~ AND Erll I l I! c, l~!fltJ !RfiJ 10 !.0!-11'1 r 

The I OUs shoulcl not 1ncur adcllt l onal co:-. t s t rom U1e r·eoeal 0 1 tr,.-, :Ln·, .• 

il· ·••lP Se the prov1 s tons are <1up l1cat1 ve of other ru l e~ and <, tatutes 

ir-1P/•CT ON SMALL BUSINESSES SMALL COUNT!fS OR SMAl l r ( ilf'> 

No rllrect or 1nd1rect 1mpoct on ~mal l Dus1nesses I <; tore::.cen 'j lrlC t.• nont: • 1 - . .. 

.:tl, .,. t t:'IJ ut 1l1 ttes qual1fy as a ~mall bus ~r1ess as ceflll€'<1 by ·, 288 703. F' s ~J:> · : · · ·· 

or 1nd1 rect 1mpact I S for eseen on sma ll countH~~ diiO c 1t 11"> a·, cJefln('(l 111 ', 1::'0 r,J · 
There fore. there would be no need for tiered rule rt-Qulremer~ts 
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RfN)QNABLE AI.Tf.RNATI VE METHODS 

The only dlternat 1ve t o repea l v,<Jll l CI ! "to i· ·.:w ' 11•· ··· d·•·. ~" ····: • . : .· ·· :' 
,,q ,ln be contrary to st atutory rt'<Illl r ~r•·,·1 : ·, <o r ·· t .. ,: ' ,n•1o-, •.• , ,p l :n< ; : .t '· 

-·' 
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