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PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA INC.’S 
REQUEST FOR CONFIDENTIAL CLASSIFICATION 

Progress Energy Florida, Inc., (“PEF” or “Company”), pursuant to Section 366.093, Florida 

Statutes (F.S.), and Rule 25-22.006, Florida Administrative Code (F.A.C.), submits this Request for 

Confidential Classification for certain information provided in response to OPC’s Second Request 

for Production of Documents (Nos. 15-23) propounded on PEF. On May 25,2006, PEF filed its 

Notice of Intent to Request Confidential Classification with respect to this information. PEF 

therefore files this Request for Confidential Classification within the twenty-one day period set out in 

Rule 25-22.006 F.A.C. Specifically, portions of PEF’s responses to Requests 15, 18, 19,20,21, & 

22 contain sensitive and confidential business information (such as contractual information, internal 

analyses and strategies, proprietary third party information, and financial information), the disclosure 

CMP of which would compromise PEF’s competitive business interests. Accordingly, PEF hereby 

OM e m i t s  the following. 
cm - 
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Basis for Confidential Classification 

Subsection 366.093( l), F.S., provides that “any records received by the Commission I 
m- 
RCA - which are shown and found by the Commission to be proprietary confidential business 

SCR infQrmation shall be kept confidential and shall be exempt from [the Public Records Act].” 
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$366,093( l), F.S. Proprietary confidential business information means information that is (i) 

intended to be and is treated as private confidential information by the Company, (ii) because 

disclosure of the information would cause harm, (iii) either to the Company’s ratepayers or the 

Company’s business operation, and (iv) the information has not been voluntarily disclosed to the 

public §366.093(3), F.S. Specifically, “information relating to competitive business interest” is 

defined as proprietary confidential business information if the disclosure of such information 

“would impair the competitive business of the provider of the information.” $366.093(3)(e), F.S. 

Additionally, proprietary confidential business information includes “information concerning 

bids or other contractual data, the disclosure of which would impair the efforts of the public 

utility or its affiliates to contract for goods or services on favorable terms.” §366.093(3)(d), F.S. 

The aforementioned discovery provided to OPC and sought by Staff should be afforded 

confidential treatment because portions of the responses to these requests for production contain 

confidential information relating to PEF’s competitive interests. Public disclosure of the 

information in question would compromise PEF’ s competitive business interests by disclosing 

sensitive business information and would compromise PEF’s efforts to contract for goods and 

services on favorable terms. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production No. 15 

Portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Number 15 should 

be afforded confidential treatment for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander 

Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s Request for Confidential Classification and for the following 

reasons. Portions of the responses to this Request contain bid data related to coal costs and 

transportation costs. This information, either alone or in combination with the other confidential 



information referenced herein, would provide suppliers with direct knowledge of the costs with 

which they must compete. Armed with this information, suppliers could tailor their costs to 

remain marginally competitive without offering their best price. See Affidavit of Alexander 

Weintraub at 7 5. As such, disclosure of this information would impair the efforts of the 

Company to contract for goods or services on favorable terms and, therefore, is exempt from 

disclosure. See Id; §366.093(1) and (3)(d), F.S. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production Nos. 18 

Portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Number 18 should 

be afforded confidential treatment for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander 

Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s Request for Confidential Classification and for the following 

reasons. Portions of the responses to this Request contain confidential studies which concern 

proprietary business information and were prepared through software programs of third parties. 

- See Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 6. PEF has contractual requirements with these third 

parties to not disclose the proprietary business information contained in the studies and, thereby, 

public disclosure of the documents in question would be contrary to such confidentiality 

provisions and may impair PEF’s efforts to contract favorably in future negotiation. Id, 

Specifically, PEF may not be able to favorably contract for the services offered by these third 

parties if such parties are not assured that all the information provided in connection with the 

studies is kept confidential. Id. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production No. 19 

Portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Number 19 (Bates 

Nos. PEF-FUEL-003 17 1 ; 003 175; 003 197; 003 198; 003 199; and 00321 5 through 003223) 



should be afforded confidential treatment for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander 

Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s Request for Confidential Classification and for the following 

reasons. Portions of the responses to this Request contain specific plant modifications deemed 

necessary to either test burn or permanently bum PRB coal as well as projected spending on 

equipment or materials associated with these modifications and internal analyses and strategies. 

The disclosure of such sensitive business information to the public would adversely impact 

PEF’s competitive business interest. 

these documents relate to PEF’s costbenefit analysis and studies conducted concerning coal 

performance predictions when burning various blends of sub-bituminous coal in specific coal 

burning units. If PEF’s suppliers or competitors were made aware of PEF’s analysis and 

potential projected spending on equipment or materials, they may adjust their behavior in the 

market place with respect to activity such as pricing and the acquisition or provision of goods, 

materials, and services. Id, For example, PEF’s suppliers or providers may decrease supply of 

such goods and services, and/or increase the cost and prices of such goods and services. Id. 

Additionally, PEF’s competitors may adjust their consumption behavior in the market, thereby 

potentially making goods and services less available and more expensive to PEF. Id. 

Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 7 .  Specifically, 

Other portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Numbers 19 

(Bates Nos. PEF-FUEL-3229 through 3360 and 3407) should be afforded confidential treatment 

for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s 

Request for Confidential Classification and for the following reasons. Portions of the responses 

to this Request contain proprietary third party information in addition to internal analyses and 

predictions of coal performance in specific coal burning units, thereby, the disclosure of such 



sensitive business information to the public would adversely impact PEF’s competitive business 

interest. & Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 6. Specifically, PEF has contractual 

requirements with these third parties to not disclose the proprietary business information 

contained in the studies and, thereby, public disclosure of the documents in question would be 

contrary to such confidentiality provisions and may impair PEF’s efforts to contract favorably in 

future negotiation. Id. Specifically, PEF may not be able to favorably contact for the services 

offered by these third parties if such parties are not assured that all the information provided in 

connection with the studies is kept confidential. Id. Also, if PEF’s coal suppliers, competitors, 

and providers are made aware of these internal analyses, predictions, and/or proprietary third 

party information, they may adjust their behavior in the market place with respect to activity such 

as pricing and the acquisition and provisions of goods, materials, and services. Id. For example, 

PEF’s suppliers or providers may decrease supply of such goods and services, and/or increase the 

cost and prices of such goods and services. Id. Finally, PEF’s competitors may adjust their 

consumption behavior in the market, thereby potentially making goods and services less 

available and more expensive to PEF. Id. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production No. 20 

Portions of the responses to this Request contain confidential studies which concern 

proprietary business information and were prepared through software programs of third parties. 

- See Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 6. PEF has contractual requirements with these third 

parties to not disclose the proprietary business information contained in the studies and, thereby, 

public disclosure of the documents in question would be contrary to such confidentiality 

provisions and may impair PEF’s efforts to contract favorably in future negotiation. Id. 



Specifically, PEF may not be able to favorably contract for the services offered by these third 

parties if such parties are not assured that all the information provided in connection with the 

studies is kept confidential. @. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production No. 21 

Portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Number should be 

afforded confidential treatment for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub 

filed in support of PEF’s Request for Confidential Classification and for the following reasons. 

Portions of the responses to this Request contain internal analyses and predictions of delivered 

coal costs, NOx costs, SO2 costs, Ash Costs, and LO1 costs for various blends of coal from 2006 

through 20 1 1. The responses also contain sensitive business information concerning bid data 

related to coal costs and transportation costs. This information, either alone or in combination 

with the other confidential information referenced herein, would provide suppliers with direct 

knowledge of the costs with which they must compete. Armed with this information, suppliers 

could tailor their costs to remain marginally competitive without offering their best price. See 

Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 5. As such, disclosure of this information would impair 

the efforts of the Company to contract for goods or services on favorable terms and, therefore, is 

exempt from disclosure. See Id; $366.093(1) and (3)(d), F.S. 

In addition, the disclosure of such sensitive business information to the public would 

adversely impact PEF’s competitive business interest. See Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 

8. Specifically, if PEF’s coal suppliers, competitors, and providers are made aware of these 

analyses and predictions, they may adjust their behavior in the market place with respect to 

activity such as pricing and the acquisition and provisions of goods, materials, and services. Id. 



For example, PEF’s suppliers or providers may decrease supply of such goods and services, 

and/or increase the cost and prices of such goods and services. u. Additionally, PEF’s 

competitors may adjust their consumption behavior in the market, thereby potentially making 

goods and services less available and more expensive to PEF. Id. 

OPC’s Second Request for Production No. 22 

Portions of PEF responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production Number 22 (Bates 

Nos. PEF-FUEL-002346 through 0023 57 should be afforded confidential treatment for the 

reasons set forth in the Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s Request for 

Confidential Classification and for the following reasons. Portions of the responses to this 

Request contain confidential studies which concern proprietary business information prepared by 

contracted third parties. 

requirements with these third parties to not disclose the proprietary business information 

contained in the studies and, thereby, public disclosure of the documents in question would be 

contrary to such confidentiality provisions and may impair PEF’s efforts to contract favorably in 

future negotiation. a. Specifically, PEF may not be able to favorably contract for the services 

offered by these third parties if such parties are not assured that all the information provided in 

connection with the studies is kept confidential. u. 

Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 9. PEF has contractual 

The remaining portions of PEF’s responses to OPC’s Second Request for Production 

Number 22 should be afforded confidential treatment for the reasons set forth in the Affidavit of 

Alexander Weintraub filed in support of PEF’s Request for Confidential Classification and for 

the following reasons. Portions of the responses to this Request contain internal analyses and 

predictions of delivered coal costs, NOx costs, SO2 costs, Ash Costs, and LO1 costs for various 



blends of coal from 2006 through 201 1. The responses also contain sensitive business 

information concerning bid data related to coal costs and transportation costs. This information, 

either alone or in combination with the other confidential information referenced herein, would 

provide suppliers with direct knowledge of the costs with which they must compete. Armed with 

this information, suppliers could tailor their costs to remain marginally competitive without 

offering their best price. Affidavit of Alexander Weintraub at 7 5 .  As such, disclosure of 

this information would impair the efforts of the Company to contract for goods or services on 

favorable terms and, therefore, is exempt from disclosure. See Id; §366.093(1) and (3)(d), F.S. 

Conclusion 

These portions of PEF’s responses to OPC Second Request for Production fit the statutory 

definition of proprietary confidential business information under $366,093 and Rule 25-22.006, 

F.A.C., and that information should be afforded confidential classification. In support of this 

motion, PEF has enclosed the following: 

(1) Exhibit A, a separate sealed envelope labeled “CONFIDENTIAL” containing one 

copy of the confidential documents for which PEF seeks confidential treatment, was previously 

filed on May 25,2006 with PEF’s Notice of Intent to Request Confidential Classification. In 

this unredacted version, the information asserted to be confidential is highlighted by yellow 

marker. 

(2) Exhibit B is a package containing two copies of redacted versions of the documents 

for which confidential treatment is requested and has been blocked out by opaque marker or 

other means. 

(3) Exhibit C is a justification matrix which identifies by page and line the information for 



which PEF seeks confidential classification and the specific statutory bases for seeking 

confidential treatment 

WHEREFORE, PEF respectfully requests that the responses to OPC’s Second Request 

for Production of Documents (Nos. 15-23), Requests 15, 18, 19,20,21 , & 22, described 

specifically in Exhibit A, be classified as confidential for the reasons set forth above.. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 1 day of June, 2006. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of Progress Energy Florida, Inc.’s 
Request for Confidential Classification, in Docket No. 060001-E1 has been furnished by regular 
U S .  mail to the following this day o 

Lisa Bennett, Esq. 
Florida Public Service Commission 
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EXHIBIT A 
(A separate sealed envelope labeled 

“confidential” was previously filed on 
May 25,2006 with PEF’s Notice of Intent 

to Request Confidential Classification. 
The envelope contains one copy of the 
confidential documents for which PEF 

seeks confidential treatment) 

DOCKET NO. 06000 1 -E1 



EXHIBIT C 

DOCKET NO. 060001-E1 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTMCSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0025 16; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by B&W 
Resources, Inc.; price of 
coal in column 3 - mid- 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0025 19; ; Coal 
Producers’ Solicitation 
Form for Crystal River 1 
& 2 submitted by 
Sequoia Energy, 
LLCBlack Gold, LLC; 
two prices of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002522; handwritten 
notes listing two prices of 
coal in upper half of 
page* 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002523; ; Coal 
Producers’ Solicitation 
Form for Crystal River 1 
& 2 submitted by Central 
Appalachia Mining, 
LLC; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page. 

- 

JUSTIFICATION 

$ 3 66.093 (3)(d), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUhZENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002530; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Central 
Coal Company; price of 
coal in column 3 - mid- 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002534; four prices of 
coal submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company in 
top half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.0 9 3 (3) (e), F . SI 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5 .  

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002535; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company; 
price of coal in column 3 
- mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002541; four prices of 
coal submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company in 
top half of page. 

~ 

JUSTIFICATION 

0 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

Q 3 6 6.093 (3)(e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

Q 3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002542; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company; 
price of coal in column 3 
- mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002547; price of coal 
submitted by Horizon 
Natural Resources Sales 
Co. in lower half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5366.093 (3)(e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLOFUDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTDXESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002551; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Horizon 
Natural Resources Sales 
Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002556; price of coal 
submitted by Horizon 
Natural Resources Sales 
Co. in lower half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
providedowner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
providedowner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5 .  

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002560; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Horizon 
Natural Resources Sales 
Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002568; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by New Ridge 
Mining Co./Sidney Coal 
Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

3 66.093 (3)(e), F , S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

9 3 66.093 (3)( e) , F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTKESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGE/LINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002570; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Bandmill 
Coal Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002572; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Logan & 
Kanawha Coal Co.; price 
of coal in column 3 - 
mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTMCSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002576; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Marshall 
Resources, Inc.; two 
prices of coal in column 
3 - mid-page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002580; coal sales 
proposal from Peabody 
COALSALES Co.; three 
prices of coal mid-page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$3 66.0 9 3 (3)(d), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 66.09 3 (3)(e) , F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGE/LINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002587; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Smoky 
Mountain Coal C o p ;  
price of coal in column 3 
- mid-page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002594; Email from John 
Tanner to A1 Pitcher 
proposing addendum to 
current contract with 
Alliance Resource 
Partners. The lower half 
of page contains 4 coal 
prices. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093 (3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$ 3 66.093 (3)( d), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.0 9 3 (3) (e) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002597; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 4 & 5 
submitted by Central 
Coal Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002601; four prices of 
coal submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company in 
top half of page. 

~ 

JUSTIFICATION 

$ 3 6 6.093 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$ 3 66.0 93 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 66.0 9 3 (3)(e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5 .  

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
302602; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Coal 
Marketing Co.; price of 
zoal in column 3 - mid- 
Page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002608; four prices of 
coal submitted by Coal 
Marketing Company in 
top half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGE/LINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002609; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Coal 
Marketing Co.; price of 
coal in column 3 - mid- 
Page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0026 14; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 4 & 5 
submitted by Glencore 
LTD; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (e) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 1 5 .  

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0026 17; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 4 & 5 
submitted by Glencore 
LTD; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002622; Guasare Coal 
International bids for 
coal; three coal prices in 
upper half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.093 (3)( e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002628; Guasare Coal 
International bids for 
coal; three coal prices in 
upper half of page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002633; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 4 & 5 
submitted by Drummond 
co. LTD; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
:ontains confidential 
.nformation, the disclosure 
If which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
Zoods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
Gontains confidential 
information relating to 
Gompetitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002636; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Bandmill 
Coal Co.; price of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002638; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 1 & 2 
submitted by Sidney Coal 
Co.; two prices of coal in 
column 3 - mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 15. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002640; coal bid 
proposal from Progress 
Fuels Corp.; three coal 
prices in lower half of 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002642; Coal Producers’ 
Solicitation Form for 
Crystal River 4 & 5 
submitted by Progress 
Fuels Corp.; price of coal 
in column 3 - mid-page 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093(3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.0 93 (3)(e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00277 1 ; E-mail from 
Scott Osboum at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002780; E-mail from 
Scott Osbourn at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

9 3 6 6.0 93 (3) (d), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002783; E-mail from 
Scott Osboum at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002786; E-mail from 
Scott Osbourn at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$3 66.09 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.0 9 3 (3)( e) , F , S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

Q 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENThUCSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 18. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002795; E-mail from 
Scott Osbourn at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002858; E-mail from 
Scott Osbourn at Golder 
Associates, Inc. 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
for resistivity; table at top 
of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

!j 3 66.093 (3)( d), F , S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

8 3 66.0 93 (3) (e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

!j366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

!j 3 6 6.09 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTAZESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003 171; spreadsheet 
listing plant 
modifications for PRB 
test burn; modifications 
for permanent burn; and 
modification costs; boxed 
table mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003 175; spreadsheet 
listing plant 
modifications for PRB 
test burn; modifications 
for permanent burn; and 
modification costs; boxed 
table mid-page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003 197; Sargent & 
Lundy Report; 
modification cost for CR 
4 & 5; first paragraph, 
line 1. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003 198; Sargent & 
Lundy Report; 
modification cost for CR 
4 & 5; first paragraph, 
line 1. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(d), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTAWSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003 199; Sargent & Lundy 
Report; modification cost 
for CR 4 & 5 ;  last 
paragraph, line 1. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00321 5 through 003223; 
Sargent & Lundy Report; 
summary of recommended 
modifications for CR 4 & 5; 
entire page confidential. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003229 through 003360; 
containing confidential 
VISTA software output 
evaluating various blends of 
coal. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract 
for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract 
for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093(3)(d), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract 
for goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5 3 66.0 9 3 (3) (e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of 
the provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTDZESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 19. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003402; spreadsheet 
depicting plant 
modifications for PRl3 
test burn; modifications 
for permanent burn; and 
modification costs; entire 
page confidential. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003407; Vista models 
listing PRB evaluations 
at CR 5; entire table on 
the page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 6 6.093 (3) (e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 20. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003485 and 003489; 
Vista analyses calculating 
resistivity; table at top of 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001 784; Projections on 
delivered coal costs for 
CR 4 & 5 comparing 
different coals and 
methods of 
transportation; graph in 
middle of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

0 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

5 3 66.09 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1, 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001785; CR4 Coal 
Financial Performance 
Evaluation comparing 
various coals; entire 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001786; three coal costs 
referenced in numbered 
paragraph three at top of 
page and twice in last 
sentence on page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

9 3 6 6.093 (3)( e), F . S , 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001787; coal cost 
referenced on first 
sentence of page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001798; coal cost 
comparisons referenced 
14 times in lower half of 
page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

I 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

I 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00 1 8 10; in Assumptions 
table: two coal prices in 
column one; one 
transportation cost in 
column two; capital 
investments to burn PRB 
twice in column three. In 
the table mid-page, coal 
costs in columns 1-4. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001 825; in Assumptions 
table: two coal prices in 
column one; one 
transportation cost in 
column two; capital 
investments to burn PRB 
twice in column three. In 
the table mid-page, all 
coal costs in columns 1- 
4. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093( 3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

6 3 6 6.09 3 (3)( d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.0 93 (3) (e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No.2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001853 and 001854; 
VISTA Results 
Summary; entire page 
confidential. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001913 and 001914; 
VISTA Results 
Summary; entire page 
confidential. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
providedowner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001 9 1 5 through 00 1922; 
Comparison table of 
various coals showing 
related costs and 
transportation charges; 
entire page confidential. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001923 through 001925; 
VISTA Results 
Summary; entire page 
confidential. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.0 93 (3)( e) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

[ DOCUMENTM3SPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1, 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00 1926 through 00 193 1 ; 
Comparison table of 
various coals showing 
related costs and 
transportation charges; 
entire page confidential. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00 1932; Monthly average 
emission allowance price 
forecast; entire page 
confidential. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
Zontains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
3f which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093(3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
Zontains confidential 
information relating to 
Zompetitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
Zompetitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$3 66.09 3 (3) (d), F. S . 
The document in question 
Zontains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5 3 66.093(3)(e), F. Sa 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

?EF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
?reduction, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No.21. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001 960; price of PRB 
coal listed twice on page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
00 196 1 ; Economic 
factors of burning PRB 
coal at CR 4; costs in 
column titled “Crystal 
River 4.” 

JUSTIFICATION 

$3 66.093( 3)(d), F .S. 
The document in question 
:ontains confidential 
.nformation, the disclosure 
if which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
Zoods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
Zontains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
providedowner of the 
information. 

6 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

6 3 6 6.0 93 (3)(e) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENThWSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
001 984; delivered coal 
costs to CR 4 & 5; price 
of coal on left side of 
graph. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002000; delivered coal 
costs to CR 4 & 5; price 
of coal on left side of 
graph. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGE/LINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0020 19; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002045; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$3 66.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 66.093 (3)(e) , F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 66.0 93 (3) (e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENT/RESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21, 

PAGEKINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002067; delivered coal 
costs; prices on left side 
of graph, lower left page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002098; prices of coal in 
Columns 2-4. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

9 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§ 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTlRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1, 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002099; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002 104; delivered coal 
costs; prices on left side 
of graph, lower left page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

0 3 6 6.093 (3)( d), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

0 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002 1 12; prices of coal in 
columns 2-4. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002 134; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093( 3)(e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPOYSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGEhINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002 142; delivered coal 
costs; prices on left side 
of graph, lower left page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0021 80; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

JUSTIFICATION 

$ 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$ 3 6 6.093 (3)( e), F . S , 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

$ 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 6 6.093 (3) (e), F. S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTMZSPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0021 83; delivered coal 
costs; prices on left side 
of graph, lower left page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0023 1 1 ; predicted 
delivered coal costs to 
Crystal River (PRB & 
CAPP); price of coal on 
left side of graph. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’ s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

6 3 66.0 9 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0023 19; delivered coal 
costs; prices on left side 
of graph, lower left page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002324; comparison of 
coal costs and 
transportation costs; 
entire page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5366.093 (3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

5 3 6 6.0 9 3 (3) (d) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 6 6.0 9 3 (3)(e) , F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003505; String of emails 
dated 10/25/2005; price 
of coal referenced three 
times in mid-page and 
three times at bottom of 
page. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003506; End of e-mail 
dated 10/25/2005; price 
of coal referenced five 
times at top of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

8 3 66.093 (3)( d), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

6 3 66.093 (3)( d), F. S I  
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

I 

DOCUMENTDUISPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

I 

I 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 21. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003507; E-mail dated 
10/26/2005 at top of 
page; price of coal 
referenced four times at 
top of page; e-mail dated 
10/25/2005 at bottom of 
page; price of coal 
referenced eight times at 
bottom of page 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
003509; Inter-office 
correspondence of Roy 
Potter dated 5/9/05; price 
of coal in column two 
mid-page; coal savings 
referenced five times in 
lower half of page. 

JUSTIFICATION 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

§366.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

§366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

5 3 6 6.09 3 (3)( e), F . S . 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

DOCUMENTRESPONSES JUSTIFICATION PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
0035 10; PRE3 coal and 
transportation cost 
estimates in columns 6, 8, 
9, 18-21 & 23; SO2 price 
in small box on right side 
of table. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 2 1. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093(3)(e), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 22. 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002325 through 2345; 
coal financial 
performance evaluations; 
entire page confidential. 

$366.093(3)(d), F.S. 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information, the disclosure 
of which would impair 
PEF’s efforts to contract for 
goods or services on 
favorable terms. 

$3 66.093 (3)(e), F. S, 
The document in question 
contains confidential 
information relating to 
competitive business 
interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 



DOCUMENTRESPONSES 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 22. 

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA 
Confidentiality Justification 

PEF’s Response to OPC’s 
Second Request for 
Production, Question No. 22. 

PAGELINE 

Bates No. PEF-FUEL- 
002346 through 2357; 
Mid-term coal price 
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entire page confidential. 
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interests, the disclosure of 
which would impair the 
competitive business of the 
provider/owner of the 
information. 


