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Okeechobee Generating Company, L.L.C., (*0GC?”) by and through

its undersigned counsel hereby files its position statement as to
each of the fifteen final issues identified in the Staff’s
Memorandum of March 13, 2000. OGC’s position as to each of the

fifteen (15) separately identified final issues is as follows:
ISSUE 1: Is there a need for the Okeechobee Generating
Project taking into account the need for electric

system reliability and integrity, as this criterion
is used in Section 403.519, Florida Statutes?

O
]

0GC Yes. The proposed Project will contribute to the
reliability of Florida customers’ electric service
without requiring them to assume responsibility for
the investment risk of the Project.

Finnerty, Lehner, Vaden, Nesbitt, Kordecki
se.
N — ]

s ISSUE 2: Is there a need for the Okeechobee Generating
*" o o Project taking into account the need for adequate
'\}

O electricity at a reasonable cost, as this criterion
@% is used in Section 403.519, Florida Statutes?

oGC Yes. The Okeechobee Generating Project will help

‘erﬁ meet the need for adequate electricity at a

= :L“mm reasonable cost without requiring any utility or

e utility customer to bear the risk of the Project.

etk As a result, customers can only benefit as a result
of the Commission’s granting the determination of
need.
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ISSUE 4:
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ISSUE 5:
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ISSUE 6:

ISSUE 7:

Is the Okeechobee Generating Project the most cost-
effective alternative available, as this criterion
is used in Section 403.519, Florida Statutes?

Yes.
Finnerty, Sullivan, Lehner, Nesbitt, Kordecki

Are there any conservation measures taken by or
reasonably available to the petitioner which might
mitigate the need for the Okeechobee Generating
Project?

No. There are no additional conservation measures
reasonably available to OGC that would mitigate the
need for the proposed power plant.

Finnerty.

Does the Commission have sufficient information to
asgsess the need for the Okeechcbee Generating
Project under the criteria set forth in Section
403.519, Florida Statutes?

Yes, although, as explained in OGC’s pending motion
for continuance, OGC believes that the Commission
would be best served by granting the requested
continuance so that 0GC can furnish the Commission
with wupdated, corrected information that will
enhance the record upon which the Commission will
render its determination of need for the Project.

Finnerty, Sullivan, Lehner, Vaden, Nesbitt,
Kordecki, Clayton, Hong, Sellars

Can the existing Peninsular Florida transmission
system accommodate power deliveries from the
Ckeechobee Generating Project to other utilities in
Peninsular Florida?

Yes.
Clayton
Has Okeechobee Generating Company provided adeguate

assurances regarding available primary and
secondary fuel to serve the proposed power plant on
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a long- and short-term basis?

Yes.

Finnerty, Hong

Is Okeechobee Generating Company'’s gquantification
of wholesale price suppression based on reascnable
input assumptions?

Yes. Although, as noted in OGC’s motion for
continuance, there were errors in certain of the
input data, overall, the input data and assumptions
are reasonable.

Nesbitt.

Is Okeechobee Generating Company’s quantification
of wholesale price suppression based on a
reasonable methodology?

Yes.

Nesbitt.

Will there be significant costs to retail electric
customers in Florida from the loss of receipt of
the gain from off-system sales resulting £from
displacement by the Okeechobee Generating Project?

No.
Kordecki.

Is the Okeechobee Generating Project ecconomically
viable?

Yes.

Nesbitt.

Does the Petition for Determination of Need meet
the pleading requirements of Rule 25-22.081,

Florida Administrative Code?

Yes.
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ISSUE 14:

ISSUE 15:

OGC:

Finnerty, Sulliwvan, Lehner, Vaden, Nesbitt,
Kordecki, Clayton, Hong, Sellars

Would granting the determination of need for the
Okeechobee Generating Project be consistent with
the public interest and the best interests of
electric customerg in Florida?

Yes. The Project will enhance electric system
reliability, provide adequate electricity at a
reasonable cost without economic risk to
ratepayers, and improve the overall environmental
profile of electricity generation in Florida.

Finnerty, Vaden, Nesbitt, Kordecki, Sellars

Based on the resolution of the foregoing issues,
should the petition of Okeechobee Generating
Company for determination of need for the

Okeechobee Generating Project be granted?

Yes.

Finnerty, Sullivan, Lehner, Vaden, Nesbitt,
Kordecki, Clayton, Hong, Sellars

Should this docket be closed?
Yes, after the Commission’s order granting the

requested determination of need passes beyond
further appellate review.




Respectfully submitted this 16th day of March,2000.

Jon C, Moyle, Jr. @%_\

Moyle Flanigan Ka 011
Raymond & Sheehan,

The Perkins Housge

118 North Gadsden Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32301

Telephone: (850) 681-3828

Telecopier: (850) 681-8788

and

Robert Scheffel Wright

Florida Bar No. 966721

John T. LaVia, III

Florida Bar No. 853666

LANDERS & PARSONS, P.A.

310 West Ceollege Avenue (32301)
Post Office Box 271
Tallahassee, Florida 32302
Telephone: (850) 681-0311
Telecopier: (8%0) 224-5595

Attorneys for Ckeechobee Generating
Company, L.L.C.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing
has been furnished by hand delivery (*) or U.S. Mail, on this 16th
day of March, 2000, to the following:

W. Cochran Keating, Esqg.* Gail Kamaras/Debra Swim
Division of Legal Services LEAF

Florida Public Service Comm. 1114 Thomasville Road
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard Suite E

Gunter Building Tallahassee, FL 32303

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

Matthew M. Childs, Esquire* William G. Walker, IIT
Charles A. Guyton Vice President

Steel Hector & Davis, LLP Regulatory Affairs

215 South Monrce Street Florida Power & Light Co.
Suite 601 9250 West Flagler Street
Tallahassee, FL 32301 Miami, FL 33174

(Florida Power & Light Co.) (Florida Power & Light Co.)
Gary L. Sasso, Esq. James A. McGee, Esq.
Carlton Fields Florida Power Corporation
P.O. Box 2861 P.O. Box 14042

St. Petersburg, FL 33731 St. Petersburg, FL 33733

(Florida Power Corporation)

Lee L. Willis, Esg.* Ms. Angela Llewellyn
James D. Beasley, Esq. Administrator
Ausley & McMullen Regulatory Coordination
Post Office Box 391 Tampa Electric Company
Tallahassee, FL 32302 Post Office Box 111
(TECO) Tampa, FL 33601-2100
Mr. Paul Darst Scott A. Goorland, Esq.
Dept. of Community Affairs Dept. of Environmental
Division of Local Protection

Resource Planning 3900 Commonwealth Blvd, MS 35
2740 Centerview Drive Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Tallahassee, FIL: 32399-2100

Harry W. Long, Jr., Esqg. D. Bruce May
Tampa Electric Company Helland & Knight LLP
Post Office Box 111 315 South Calhoun St.

Tampa, Florida 33601 Tallahassee, FL 32301
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