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Re: I •tit ion by Tampa Electric Company for Appw\ :•I uf Cost Rcl'O\ er:· for a ne\\ 
En\ 1ronmental Program. the Big Bend L'nits I and 2 Flul' Gas Desulfun/atlun 
System; FPSC Docket No. 980693-EI 

l ·ndo~ed for filing in the abo\ e docket arc the onginal ami li 1\e,·n tl :') ,,,pie> nf I .unp.1 
I k ctnc Company's l'cution for Lea\'c to Amend lis l'ctlllllll .md th,· bur: ul ;m 01de1 
\\ uhdra\\ in;; Certain Issues ami Testimony. 

Pka~c ackno\\ ledge receipt and filing of the above hy ~ta lllJllll !; tlw duphcat,· C<lJl~ ,,f tlu , 
l.:tl<.:r ami returning same to this writer. 

Thanh ~ ou for your assistance in connection with tlu:. 1n.1tll·r 
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All Panics of Rcconl (\\ lcnc.) 

I •.1' I • ' ~ ·.- c-
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BEFORE 'l'IIE FLORIDA PUHL.IC SER\'ICF C0~1~·11SS I O:'\ 

Inn:: Petition of Tampa Electric Company 
For Approval of Cost R~o'Covcry for a New 
bl\ imnmental Program. the Big Bend Units 
I and ::! Flu~· Gas Desulfuri1ation System 

Fll 1· D :\ugu~t I::!. l 'l'JS 

TAMPA EI.F.CTRIC'S PETITIO~ 
FOR l.EAVF. TO AMEND ITS I'ETITIO~ 

AND TilE ENTRY OF Al'i ORDER 
WJTHDRA WING CF.RTAJN ISSUES ANn TF.STI:\l(>~Y 

·1.nnpa Electric Company ('Tampa Ekctric .. or the .. ( \•mp:m~ .. , pur~u.u ll t•• Ruk ~s . 

IOb.::!O:!. F.t\ .C.. tiles this its Petition for :111 orda of the· prehcanng ••l'lie·cr ti•r l e·:ll e' " ' ,\nte'lhl 

11s l'etillon and the Entry of an Order Withdrawing Certa111 Issues and ·1 e~timon) a~ Je·~..:rthcd 

hcrcm ami says: 

Tampa Elec tric filed its initial P~ti11on '" tlu ~ matt.:r ••n ~l.t) I :i. 1 •NS Rule- 25· 

I 1111. ::!11::! . I· :\.C. allO\\ s thc amendment of a pet IliOn b) the pr..-~•dmg ofti.·e·r .otle•r the· ·"~•gnnt.:nt 

of th.: pr.:~1Jmg ollicer. 

Through a senes of issue identification ··onti:r.:nce'. th•· 1."1 "f '' lud1 '' a~ hl'ld '"' 

:\ ugust Ill. I •JIJS. the parties ha,·e refined the is~ucs in tlus proc.:cding anJ real'I•~·J an agrc.:m.:nt 

th.ll b~ues 10. II. 13. I~ and 15 identified 111 Staff s prciH111n.tl') •~sue· hst dated Jul) X. I')I)X .trc 

mn~t appropriate ly reserved until the co~t rcw\'cry r un wn ul tlw. dctcruunat ton \\ Inch \\l llt.o~c 

plao:c 111 a suhsc4ucnt Jocket. possibly in the fall of IIJ'J'J . 

.1 . Issues 13. 14 and 15 in the July 8. 1'JIJ8 1s~uc h~t. \\luch rclat•· 111 the .tppnop11.ot<· 

pcnod fi•r reco,•ery and depreciation rate for the pror osed F<il> systclll. an~c from par.ograph 1.1 

,..,... ,. I • .t t • • ') ·.if 



.. 
of Tampa Electric's ini tial Peti tion wh.:rcin Tampa Elo.:rln~· prtlll\lScd lhc usr li t' a len y,·ar 

r,·ro\'cl)' p.:nod tor the proposed FG D system. 

~. Tampa Electric reques ts th .: prclh:an ng. llflil'.:r .:nll·r ;111 llrlkr appnn 111g th.: 

an11:ndmen1 of its Pel ilion by sinking paragraph I.\ thc r,·,,f .1~ ".:II ,1$ s1nl.1ng. th.ll lhlrllon of I he 

prclikd t.:stimony o f Thomas L. Hemamkt h.:gmning "i1h I h.: question al l111.: 2~ ,I( pag.: 13 

and ending at line 17 of page I~ and the las l senlencc hcgmning on hnc 5 through lin.: i un page 

15 I h.: scc tion emit led " Recovel)' Period." com:uncd 111 th,· c\hihlll•f" 11n.:ss T 1 .. I kmandct. 

Exhibit TLH -1. :11 Bales Stamp pages U2-I.IJ. '' ould alsn h,· ,.tricl.,·n. l'ampa EJ.:,· tri.- also 

rcquesls that Issues 13. I ~ and 15 with respect lo the pmp••~eJ rl'W\ c~ pcn\ld anJ lkprcc1:111on 

ralt: for lhc proposed FGD system he dropped from this prtiCc.:ding. 

5. Tampa Elec tric fun her requests I hal Issue" I Cl and II \\llh rcspccl hi rc1um on 

.:qully and O\'erall rate of re1um be dropped from 1his Jlll't·cedmg and rcscn cd 1111111 I h.: cosl 

ro.:covcry ponion of this dctennin:.lion which will takc pia,·.: 111 ,, suh~cqu,·n t J••rh·t. """'1hly 111 

Ill\' t:alluf IIJ9'.1 . 

II. In uddition. Tampa Elec1nc I'Cllli<:SI:. lhal lh•· prch,·anng. uflk.:r r.:411'r'· thai thai 

pnr11on of lhe lcslimony of FIPUG ., itness Jam.:s ·1 Sdccl. ) prclikd 111 1h1s .Ju~·h·t ad.J rc,sulg 

th.: ~uhJcCi mau~·r of Issues 10, II. 13. I~ and IS h.:" 11hdra'' n. 

7. Tampa Electric has con ferrcd "i1h rcpr~·~.:nlalllc> of Swtf. Ofri~·c uf l'uhln: 

( 'uun\cl and Fll' l.JG \1 ilh respeCI IO this mollon and ha' h,·,·n .ad\ ,,.cJ lh:.al lhcrc rs 1111 uhJcCIHIII 111 

I he cnlry of lhc order requested herein. 

\\'HER EFORE. Tampa Electric requests thc pr..:hc;rnng. ofliccr l'lllcr :m urdcr apprm mg 

thc :uncndment of Tampa Electric's Petition. the eluuinallllll u f'l ssu~·s II'· I I. I 1, I~ aud 15 lh 1111 

lh" pro~c..:.Jing ;ami lht: wi thtl r;IWal Of I hOSe ponrOIIS Of prdi J..:d lcSIIIII lln) a~ .Jc,c,:rihcd hci'CIII. 
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DATED this 1t 

1~ day of August. I'NS 
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( :\usky & \k\lull.:n. I' :\ 
Po.t Oflic.: B'" .~•)( 
Tallahas~.:.:. I· I. J.!JO.! 
8511'22~ -'J II S 

:\ TI'OR:\FYS FOR 1:\:0.11':\ H H ' IRil ' 
<.'Oi\11':\ NY 

et:RTIFICATE OF SEI!\'I<"E 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true aml corrl-ct '''I'~ ,,f th.: t'M.:gomg I .unpJ Ekctnc 's 

l'.:ti tion for L.:a\'c to Amend its Pctit ion has h~cn fu nmh.:d hy I ' S. :O.Iall <II' hand dt:ll\ .:ryt • 1 
l 

thi~ I '\.• - day of August. I 998 to the followmg· 

\Is. Grace Jayc• 
Staff Counsel 
Dl\'tSIOn of L.:gal Services 
Florida l'uhlic S.:rvice Commission 
25~0 Shumard Oak Boulevard 
Tallahassc.:. Fl. 32391J-0850 

\l r. Joseph A. McGlothlin 
:O.b. \'icki Gurdon Kaufman 
\k\\'hin.:r. Reeves. McGlothlin. 
();n idsun. Rief & Bakas. P.A. 

11 7 South Gadsden Street 
I allahasscc. Fl. 32301 

\11 . .l••h11 \\', :O.k\\'hil1c'l , Jr • 
i\ k \\'lurt.: l. Rl'O:\ ''· \ h:l i h •th hn. 
I ):t\ 11hon. R1l'l' ,\:. lbl.. a~. I' .\ 

1'11~t Ol'lir..: lh>\ ·' ·'511 
T;unpa. Fl. J:IC.OI 

\lr. Rug<'r llu\ll'" 
Oflit<' uf l'uhhr ('11unsd 
Runm X I 2 
Ill \\'l'>t :O.bd""n Str.:..:t 
'I allaha>Sl'l'. Fl :12J'I'J-I~tlll 
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State of P'lorida 
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-M-E-M-0-R-A-N-D-U-M-
i JUly. 8, U98 

Lee ~illi1, ~•quire V1clc.1 Gordon JC&utman, Esquire {') .-Grace A. Jaye, Attorney, Divis~on of teqal Servicea}El5 ,,V~ Docket No . 980693-ZI - Petition by Tampa ~lectric Company tor .&ppJ:oVal Of coat recovery for a ne" enVirOMlCntal pr09tam, the &ig Bend Units l ' 2 Flue Gal Oesul furization Syat8m. 
I 

Vi.a l'ac:aiaile 

The folloving 11 a IICMA drd list of staff' a preliminary iaauaa to be addressed in the above docket . 
l. Haa Tupa Electric Company (TECO) adeq\ately explored alternatiftl to the c:on1tru~on of a i'lue Gas Desulturization (TGD) system on Big •end Unit• 1 and 27 : 

2. Are the CDI .. .:aUoo aiWI wboleaale iA~t• forecasts used by TECq in ita aelec:tion of a Clean Air Act A!Mndmanta of 1990 l CAAAl Ph&ae %% Compliance plan rea1onable? 
3. Is the :ener9Y torec:aat uaed by TECO in its selection of a CAAA Phaae II Compliance plan reaaonable? 
4. Is the 1 nd forecaat l.lled by TECO in ita nlection of a CAAA Phase II Compliance plan reasonable? 
5. Is the ~uel price forecast uaed by TECO in ita sel ection of a CAAA ?Haae II Compliance plan reasonable? 
6. Is the Delaand Side Hanag.-ent (DSHl forecut used by TECO in i1:.s selection of a CAAA Pha•• II Compliance plan .reaaonabla? 1. Are the economic and financial •••umpt1ona uaed by TEOO in its selection of a CAM Pbaae II CCIIIIplianc:e plan reasonable? 8. Did 'l'ECO rcasona.bly conaidex the environmental cOD!plianc:e coati !or al.l requ.Uted air, water and land pollutant• in its selection of the propoaed FGD 1yatem on a1; &end Units 1 and . 2 tor su~tur dioxide (SO.l compliance purpose•? 
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Docket No. 980693-EI 
Juno 30, 1998 
hgo 2 

9. 

10. 

11. 

. 12. 

13. 

u. 

15. 

16. 

17 . 

18. 

Haa tECO daonatrated that itl proposed FCOD ayatem on Big Bend Onita 1 and 2 tor SO, compliance purpoaea ia the most cost­effective alternat1._ available? 
I WhAt retU%n on equity (~£) ahould TECO be allowed to earn on the capital investment costs tor the propoaecl FGO system on aig Bend Onita 1 and 2? 

What ia ~he appropriate overall rate of :return for the recovery of tbe capital inveatment coata for the proposed FGD ayate= on Bi; Bend Onits 1 and 2? 

ShoulQ the C~aaion approve T!CO's requeat tor recovery of allowance tor funds used during conatruction (AFQDC) for the proposed FGD ayat.em on BiCJ Bend Onitl 1 iU\d 2? 

Should the Commiaaion approve TECO'a requeat tor recovery ot the propoaed IGD syat.m on Big Bend Onita 1 &nd 2 over a ten­year period? 

What 1. the appropriate depreciation rate for the proposed FGD aya~am' on 8i~ Band Uni~• 1 and 2? 

What should be the date of 1mplementation for the depreciation rate for the propoaed FOD ayatem on Biq Bend On1ta l and 2? 
llbat u taaa e;:p:a:opd.ate c.aa .. nc:J.aUoa lJ.~e &Ad u-taeat' 

Baaed on ea. resolution of the previous isaue~uld TECO's petition for coat recovery of a FGD systam on 9 Bend Onits 1 and 2 thro~gb the Environmental Cost ,•covary Clause <ECRC) be granted? · 

Should thi• docket be cloaad? 
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