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Dear Mrs, Bayo: 
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Endoled ar.ao Ofisinalud fifteen copie:a eecb ofche Rebuttal TCitimony of Meara. 
Hood, Noble IDd BriU oo bebaJf of Florida Power a: Lisht Company. Pleue tile these documents 
in the captioned dodcet. 

ACK ./ A copy ofthlt letter IJ enclosed. Pleue mark it to indicate that the originaiJ were filed 
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BEFORE TilE fLORIDA PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In Re: Petition ofFiorida Power & 
Light Company tc llaoiYe a Territorial 
Dispute with Clay Electric 
Cooperative in SUer County 

) 
) 
) 
) 

Doclcet No. 970S I2·EU 

Filed: September 22, 1997 

CEBTJPJCAD OF SEB\'JCE 

I HEREBY CEilTIFV that a copy of the Rebuttal Testimony of Robert A. Hood; Rex E. 

Noble, Jr.; and Edward R. BriD bavc boell fumiabocl ~ U.S. Mail to Jobn H. Huwdl. £squire, 

Chandler, lADS & Huwell, P.A.. Pott Office Box 23879, Gainesville., Florida 32602; Robert 

Elias, Legal Division, Florida Public Servioo CommiAion, 2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, 

Tallabwee, Florida 32399; WJlllam C. PhiWpa. General Manqer, Clay County Blocuic 

Cooperative, Inc., P.O. Box 308, Keystone Helabl&. Florida 31656-0308; Mr. W.O. Walker, m., 

Florida Power & Ugbt Company, ReauJatory AffairJ, P.O. Box 029100, 1\fiJJTII, Florid~ 3 3102-

91 00; and Patridt M. Bryan, Esquire, Law Department. Flori~ Power &: Ugbl Company, 700 

Univene Boulevard, JuDo Beacb. Florida 33-408, on lhif'~"-~-..J day ofS ember, 1997. 

K . ...._"''IJ 
Bryant, MiUer Olivo, P.A. 
20 I South Monroe Street 
T a1lahauce,. Florida 3 230 I 

FLORIDA POWER&: UGHT COMPANY 
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AI 

Q) 

A) 

Q) 

ORIGINAL 

IIJ'ORI '1'81 PUBLIC HRVIC& caMIBS'COK 

DMmAL '1'118TIMONY OF ROBII\'1' A. ROOD 

8~'1'11 YOUR N»SS AND SUBINZSB ADDU88 lOR TBZ 

RECORD. 

My name ia Robert A. Hood. 

HR. HOOD, WRM 18 '1'BI PUJUIOSI OF YOUR. UBU'l'TAL 1'18TD04Y? 

To rebut certain aspects or Mr . Dyal' s and Hr. Barrow' s 

testimony with respect to FPL'e proposed provision of 

service to River City Plastics as well as t hat proposed by 

Clay . 

In KJ:. Dya.l' • te•t11110ny, page 5, lin•• 18-20, Mr . Dyal 

•tate• that "'!'be •uvice ottarad by Florida Pow.r ' I.i;ht 

1•, ~or lack ot a better way of •aying it, •tand.ard t:hra4t 

pha•• •arvioa ju•t lilt• its other au• tc:aar, Florida Wire ' 

cable 1• r8Claivi.ng". Do you agree, that •tandard t:ru:-.a 
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Al No . In fact, due to RCP ' s unique rel.ia.bility requirements , 

FPL would provide a ~uch different type of service. FPL 

would provide two three-phase services, fed from two 

separate power transformers. one service would be the 

primary service and the other would be the backup (dual) 

service. These two services would be connected by a 

throwover switch device, which would ~utomatical ly sense an 

interruption and transfer RCP' s load to the backup service . 

The switch will accomplish this transfer in 8.5 cycles or 

.14 seconds . By Mr. Dyal's testimony, page 6, lines 8 ' 9, 

"An outaqe to RCP is any interruption of electric ity of ove r 

12- 18 cyclesw. Therefore, RCP would not experience an 

outage during this transfer. In addition, t he transfer back 

from the backup service to the pr~ary service would be in 

parallel and no interruption would occur. 

Q) Mr. Barrow p~ded data to the oonaul.tant, Poet, Buckley, 

Schuh ft J.a:nipn, reviewing ReP'S aervioe requircaenta. In 

BDB-3, lxhibit "A", Mr. Barrow atataa, "One aervioe to RCP 

would be t'J:CIII an exiatinq aubatation approximately 2 adlea 

away". Do you agree with thia diatance and that RCP h 

appro~dutely 2 adlea fJ:CIII Clay Ueotrio'a Sanderaon 
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A ) 

Q) 

A} 

SUbatation? 

No. RCP is approxia&tely twice that distance from Sanderson 

Substation. H~. Oyal, in hia testimony, paqe 6, line 2, 

states "3 . 5 miles" and his Exhibit •2 shows a total distance 

of 3 . 75 miles. The distance from Clay's Sanderson 

Substation is 3. 75 miles. 

On page 3 ot Mr. Dyal' a Dllt·eot TeatiJDony, tr010 line 20 to 

page 4 line 2, Mr . Dyal etatee the .rye~ i~~p~ntll 

required to provide aervioe to Riv.r City Pl .. tice (RCP) . 

Do you agr" that theae trY•~ illlp&'OWIIIenta will provide tor 

According to data provided by Mr. Dyal, the step-up 

transformer in Phase two will be overloaded with RCP 's 

initial load. 

Proposed Proposed 
RCP I<VA RCP I<VA 
Existing startup load with 
KVA load 20t growth 

Transformer ratinq 3750 4688 4688 
Transformer loadinq 2630 4983• ill.Q 

over/Onder Capacity 1120 (295) ( 1192) 

* (2630 KVA + 2353 I<VA (2000 KW/85t power factor}• 4983 KVA) 
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Q) 

A) 

The step-up transformer would be operatino at 106\ ot 

capacity with RCP's current load requirements. With RCP's 

load qrowtb, Clay Electric will be required to increase the 

capacitY of this step-up transformer. In addition, thie 

does not address any increase in load from other customers 

in the aret . Ginoer Ba. ber with the Baker county Chamber 

of Commerce has told FPL that as soon aa t~e road is in and 

RCP is up .and operating, tbey will beQin to actively market 

the other two parcels in this industrial park . This could 

also result in l oading problems tor Clay ' s Sanderson 

Substation's power transformer (Phase one ot the system 

improvements) . FPL knows ita existinQ Wiremill Substation 

capacity is aJIIPle to meet all ot RCP ' a needa and the needs 

ot the surroundinQ area. Also FPL believes Clay Electric ' s 

substation is insufficient to meet RCP's initial load 

requirements, RCP's growth load requirements and the 

surrounding area ' s growth load requirements without costly 

additional system improvements. 

Arter Nrieving Clay•a tutiJDony and doaumanta in thh 

cliapute, do you have any concluding :t: urta? 

Yes . The decision tor who should be awarded t his customer 
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ahould be baaed on the Commias . on 's usual criteria in 

reaolvinq territorial diaputes, and that ia Rule 25-06.0441. 

This rule addreaaes the capability or each utility, the 

nature of the area and foreseeable future requirements as 

well as the cost of each utility to provide tho service. I 

ia clear that FPL should be awarded this customer tor t he 

!ol lowinq reasons: 

1) FPL baa the substation capacity to provide reliable 

electric aer~ice with ita exiatinq facilities to not 

only service River City Plastics but to serve the two 

additional industrial customers- planned tor the 

industrial park. 

2) The only new facilities required would be the 

distribution taciliti~s extended to serve this customer 

and the addition of regulator s in the substation. 

3) FPL's Wiremill Substation is situated adjacent to thio 

industrial park and also serves t he community ot 

Sanderson within 1/2 mile ot the disputed area. 

4) The coat for FPL to serve this customer is 

substantially lower, $205, 431 (includinq the substation 

iaproveaenta) compared to Clay Electric's stated costs 

ot $1,198,000. 

5) The cust omer •• preference should not be considered as 

factors are not substantially equal . 

6) The effect on FPL' a ratepayers would be hiqher costa 
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7) 

8) 

and reduced utilization ot its existinq Wiremill 

Substation. 

Duplication ot facilities would be avoided, including 

duplicating substation capacity . 

FPL would provide thie customer with extremely reliable 

electric service. A ut.Uity can spend any amount ot 

money to ensure the customer the very highest level of 

reliability; however, the impact of these costs on the 

other utility members/customers should be considered as 

well. 

Doee th1e oonolud41 your rebuttal t.etimony? 

¥es. 
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