
William P. Cox 
Senior Attorney 
Florida Power & Light Company 
700 Universe Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408-0420 
(561) 304-5662 
(561) 691-7135 (Facsimile) 

January 20,2012 
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Ms. Ann Cole 
Division of the Commission Clerk and 
Administrative Services 
Florida Public Service Commission 
Betty Easley Conference Center 
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard, Room 110 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 

Re: Docket No. 110312-EQ - Petition for Approval of Rewewable Energy Tariff and Standard 
Offer Contract by Florida Power & Light Company 

Dear Ms. Cole: 

Please find enclosed for filing an original and five ( 5 )  copies of Florida Power & Light 
Company’s responses to Staffs Data Requests Nos. 1-8 in the above-mentioned docket. 

Thank you for your assistance. Please contact me should you or your staff have any 
questions regarding this filing. 
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cc: Pauline E. Robinson, Esq. (wlenc.) 
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Florida Power & Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-EQ 
Sta f f s  First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No. 1 
Page 1 of 1 

Q. 
Please provide updated schedules 3.1, 3.2, 7.1, 7.2, and 9 of FPL's 201 1 Ten Year Site Plan to 
reflect current planning assumptions. Please assume continuation of existing DSM plans and the 
implementation of FPL's Economic Rider Rate Schedule and New Existing Facility Economic 
Development Rider Rate Schedule as well as the Company's current plans for scheduled 
maintenance. 

A. 
FPL's current complete set of planning assumptions are those reflected in FPL's need 
determination tiling for the Port Everglades modernization and the standard offer contract filing. 
Therefore, FPL will respond to this data request by using the format of the Ten-Year Site Plan 
schedules mentioned in the data request and planning assumptions that are consistent with those 
used in FPL's recent need determination tiling for the Port Everglades modernization. These 
assumptions include a continuation of FPL's existing DSM plans, the implementation of the two 
rider rate schedules mentioned in the data request, and FPL's current schedule for planned 
generation maintenance. 

FPL's response to this data request is presented in Tables SOC-3. I ,  SOC-3.2, SOC-7. I ,  SOC-7.2, 
and SOC-9. Please refer to these tables. 

p y , ' p T & T  , I . .  C'u..'.:: : ! .?!.*? 

0 0 3 9 5 JAN 20 fi 
FPSC-COMMISSIOH CLERK 



TABLES 
SOC-3.1, SOC-3.2, SOC-7.1, SOC-7.2, and SOC-9 



Florida Power Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-EQ 

StaWs First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No.1, Table SOC 3.1 

Page 1 of 1 Table SOC 3.1 
History and Forecast of Summer Peak Demand (MW) 

(Historical) 

Res Load Residential CII Load Cli Net Firm 
Year Total Wholesale Retail lnterruptibie Management COnSerYation Management Conservation Demand 

2001 18.754 169 16,585 0 942 697 489 481 17,423 
2002 19.219 26 1 18,958 0 879 754 489 517 17.851 
2003 19 688 253 19415 0 892 798 577 SSd 18 7"" ~~ 

2004 20,545 258 
2005 22,361 264 
2006 21,819 256 
2007 21.962 261 
2008 21.060 181 
2009 22,351 249 
2010 22,256 419 

HiilOriCal Values (2001 .2010): 

20,287 0 
22,097 0 
21,563 0 
21,701 0 
20.879 0 
22,102 0 
21.837 0 

~~~ 

894 
902 
928 
952 
966 
981 
992 

.. 
846 588 577 19.063 
895 600 611 20 958 

Col. (2) - Col. (4) are actual vaiues for histotical Summer peaks. As such, they incorporate the effects of conservation (Col. 7 & Col. 9). and may 
incorporate the effects Of load COntml If load control was operated on there peak days. Therefore, Col. (2) represents the actual Net Firm Demand 

Col. (5) - Coi. (9) represent actual DSM capabilities staning from January 1988 and are annual (1 2-month) values except for 2010 values which are 
August values. Note that me values for FPCs farmer Interruptible Rate are incorporated into CoI. (8). which also includes Business On Call (BOC), 
CILC. and Commercial IlnduEVial Demand Reduction (COR). Historical Residential Load Management MWs reflect the effect of 
new Measurement and Vertlication kwipanicipant factors. 

Col. (10) represents a HYPOTHETICAL "Net Firm Demand as if the load contml values had definitely been exercised on the peak. Col. ( lo)  is 
derived by the formula: COi. (10) = Col.(Z) - C01.(6) - Co1.(8). 

Table SOC 3.1 
History and Forecast of Summer Peak Demand (MW) 

(Projected) 

(4) 

August of Reo. Load Residential CII Load Cli Net Firm 
Year Total Wholesale Retail Interruptible Management Conservation Management Conservation Demand 

2015 23,786 1,194 22,592 0 
2016 24,315 1,201 23,114 0 
2017 24,529 1,195 23,334 0 
2018 24,674 1,202 23,472 0 
2019 25 041 1210 23 832 0 .~ 
2020 25,499 1,217 24,282 0 

Projected Values (2011 .2020): 

1,047 
1.059 
1,071 
1,083 
1,095 
1.107 

264 
333 
401 
469 
538 
606 

962 131 21.382 
980 165 21 779 

Col. (2) - Col. (4) represent FPL's forecasted peak wlo incremental mnservation, cumulative load management, LIT incremental load mansgement 
The value* shown for 201 1 for Cols. (2) - (4) are actual YBIUBO. 

Cai. (5) - Col. (9) represent CUrnUlativB load management, and incremental consewation and load management. All valuer are projected August 
Vaiues. The projections for 201 1 through 2020 are based on the resent DSM Plan decision by the FPSC. The conservalion values for August 201 1 
aye zero because the Sept. 2011 load foremt already accounted for incremental consewation signupr for January Ihmugh August of 201 1. 
Reo. Load Management and CII Load Management include MWvslues of load management capability fmm Lee County that can be initiated at FPL's request 

Col. (8) represents FPLIs Business On Call. COR. CILC. and Curlailable pmgramslrales 

Col. (10) represents a 'Net Firm Demandll Which BCUluntZ for all of the incremental conservation and assumes all of the load control is 
implemented on the peak. COI. ( I O )  io detived by using the formula: Col. (10) = Col. (2) - Col. (5) - Col. (6 )  - Col. (7) - Col. (8) - CoI. (9). 



Florida Power Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-Ea 

Staff's First Set Of Data Requests 
Data Request No.1, Table SOC 3.2 

Page 1 O f  1 Table SOC 3.2 
History and Forecast of Winter Peak Demand:Base Case 

(Historical) 

(4) 

Firm Res. Load ReSidenlial Cli Load Cil Net Firm 
Year Total Wholesale Retail lnlerruptible Management Conservation Management Conservation Demand 

2001 18.199 150 18,049 0 749 459 448 163 17,002 
2002 17.597 145 17.452 0 768 500 457 196 16.373 

2004 14,752 211 14.541 0 613 561 534 227 13,405 
2005 18,108 225 17.883 0 816 563 542 233 16,751 
2006 19.883 225 19.458 0 823 600 550 240 18.311 

2006 16,055 163 17.892 0 868 644 636 279 16.551 
2009 20,061 207 19.874 0 881 666 878 785 1r6?d 

2003 20,190 246 19.944 0 602 546 453 206 16.935 

2007 16.815 223 16.592 0 846 620 577 249 15.392 

2010 24,346 500 

Historical Valuer (2001 - 2010): 

23,846 
~~~ 

0 905 667 
~~ 

747 
... 
291 22.694 

COl. (2) - COI. (4) are actual ValYeJ for historical Winter peaks. A5 such, they incorporate the efeCtS of Conservation (Coi. 7 & Col 9), and may 
incomOrate the effects of load mntml if load mnlrol was operated on these peak days. Therefore. Col. (2) represents Ute actual Net Firm Demand 

Col. (5 )  - Col. (9) for 2W1 through 2010 represent actual DSM capabilities Staning from January 1968 and are annual (1 2-month) values for 
December 3 1 ~ 1  Of the ptim year. 

Note that the values for FPL'O former lnterwplible Rate are incorporated into COI. (6). which also includes Business On Cali (BOC). CILC. and 
Commercial flndustrisl Demand Redunion (CDR). Histotical Residential Load Management MWs reflect Ute enen of 
new Mearurement and Venificalion kwipsnicipant factors. 

COl. (10) represents a HYPOTHETICAL "Net Firm Demand as if the load mnlroi values had definitely been exercised on the peak. Cd. (10) 88 
dedvved by the famula: Col. (10) = C01.(2) ~ Coi.(S) ~ Co1.(8). 

Table SOC 3.2 
History and Forecast of Winter Peak Demand:Baae Case 

(Projected) 

(4) 

January Of Firm Res. Load Residentis1 CII Load CII Net Firm 
Year Total Wholesale Relaii Interruptible Management Conservation Mansgemenl Coneervstion Demand 

201 1 21,126 408 20,716 0 906 0 754 0 19.466 

2013 21,101 413 20,686 0 930 53 780 32 19,307 
2014 21.959 1.038 20,921 0 943 91 834 55 20,035 
2015 22.412 1.245 21.167 0 957 134 848 78 20,395 
2016 22.675 1,252 21,423 0 971 176 861 103 20,584 
2017 22.902 1,246 21,656 0 9e4 216 874 127 20,699 
2018 23.151 1,254 21.897 0 998 261 887 151 20.654 
2019 23,403 1,261 22,142 0 1,011 303 901 175 21,013 
2020 23.667 1,269 22.398 0 1,025 345 814 2 w  21.183 

2012 20.889 411 20,476 0 916 18 766 10 19,180 

Projected Va IYm (2011 - 2020): 

Col. (2) - COi.(4) represent FPLlO forecasted peak wio incremental conservation. cumulative load management. or incremental load management 
The values shown far 2011 for Cots. (2) - (4) are actual values. 

Col. (5) - Col. (8) represent CYmuiatiVB load management. and increments1 conservation and load management. All values are projected January 
values. The pmietianil far 201 1 Utmugh 2020 are bared on the recenl DSM Plan decision by the FPSC. The mn~rvation values fw January 2011 
are zero because the Sepl. 2011 load forecast already amounted far incremenlal conservalion signups for Januaw lhmugh August of 201 1 
Res. Load Management and C/I Load Management include MWvaluea of load management capability fmm Lee County that can be initialed at FPL's reque~t. 

Coi. (8) repre~ente FPL'o Business On Call. CDR. CILC, and Curtailable pr0gmm5iraleil. 

COI. (IO) rePreSentS B 'Net Firm Demand which accounts for all of the incremental conpervation and assumer all of the load control io 
implemented O n  Ute peak. Col. (10) is derived by using me formula: Col. (10) = Col. (2) - Cal (5) - CoI. (6) ~ Col. (7). Col. (8 ) .  Col. (9) 



Flor ida  Power  L i g h t  C o m p a n y  
Docke t  No. 110312-EQ 

Staff's First Se t  of Data Requests  
Data Reques t  No.1, Table SOC 7.1 

Page 1 of 1 Table SOC 7.1 
Forecas t  of Capacity, Demand, a n d  Schedu led  

Maintenance A t  T ime  Of S u m m e r  Peak 

August of 
- Year 

2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 

Firm 

Installed 

Capacity 
MW 

22.474 
23.437 
24.161 
25.467 
25.507 
26.388 
26,388 
26,388 
26,388 
26,388 

Firm 

Capacity 

Import 
my 

1,461 
1,306 
1.306 
1.306 
1,306 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Firm 

Capacity 

Exporl 
- MW 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Firm 

QF 
my 

595 
650 
650 
650 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 

Total 
Firm 

Capacity 

Available 
my 

24.530 
25.393 
26.120 
27,423 
27,553 
27,128 
27,128 
27.128 
27,128 
27.128 

Total 

Peak 

Demand 
- MW 

21,618 
21,623 
21,931 
23.243 
23.786 
24.315 
24.529 
24,674 
25.041 
25,499 

DSM 
my 

1.856 
1,986 
2,109 
2,272 
2.404 
2,536 
2,667 
2,799 
2,930 
3.062 

Firm 
Summer 

Peak 

Demand 
- MW 

19.762 
19.637 
19,822 
20,971 
21,382 
21,779 
21,862 
21,875 
22,111 
22,437 

Reserve 

Margin Before 

Maintenance 
MW%afPeak 

4,767 24.1 
5,756 29.3 
6,298 31.8 
6.452 30.8 
6.170 28.9 
5.348 24.6 
5.266 24.1 
5.252 24.0 
5,017 22.7 
4,690 20.9 

Scheduled 

Maintenance 
my 

0 
714 
826 
826 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Reserve 

Margin Afler 

Maintenance 
MW % of Peak 

4,767 24.1 
5,042 25.7 
5.472 27.6 
5.626 26.8 
6.170 28.9 
5,348 24.6 
5,266 24.1 
5,252 24.0 
5,017 22.7 
4,690 20.9 

Coi. (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by June 1st. These MWs are generally considered to 
be available to meet Summer peak loads which are forecasted to occur during August of the year indicated. 
Col. (6) = C01.(2) + C01.(3) - C01.(4) + C01.(5). 
Col. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecast without incremental DSM or cumulative load management. 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus incremental wnservation, from 112011-on intended for use with 
the 201 1 load forecast. 
Col. ( I O )  = Col. (6) - Col. (9) 

Col. (12) indicates the capacity of units projected to be out-of-service for planned maintenance during the Summer peak period. This 
value is comprised of: 
(i) 714 MW (at St. Lucie 2) of nuclear capacity that will be out-of-selyice during pari of Summer in 201 2 due to an extended planned outage 
as part of the capacity uprates project; 
(ii) an additional 826 MWoffossil-fueled capacity that will be out-ofservice in the Summer of 2013 (at Martin 1) and in me Summer of 
2014 (at Martin 2) due lo the installation of electrostatic precipitators. 
Col. (13) = Col. ( I O )  -Col. (12) 
Col. (14) = Co1.(13)1 Col.(9) 

COl. (11)=co1.(1o)lco1.(9) 



(1) 

January of 
vear 
2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 

(2) 

F l m  
Installed 

Capability 
MW 

23,987 
24,386 
23.967 
25,528 
26.907 
26.951 
27.982 
27,982 
27,982 
27,982 

(3) 

Firm 
c a p m t y  
Import 
MW 

1,494 
1,494 
1,314 
1,314 
1,314 
383 

0 
0 
0 
0 

Florida Power Light Company 
Docket NO. 110312-EQ 

Staffs First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No.1, Table SOC 7.2 

Page 1 of 1 Table SOC 7.2 
Forecast of Capacity, Demand, and Scheduled 

Maintenance At Time of Winter Peak 

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

Firm Firm Total Wi"1W ReSWVe ReSWVe 
Capacity Firm Capacity Peak Peak Margin Before Scheduled Margin After 
Export QF Available Demand DSM Demand Maintenance Maintenance Mamtenance 

Total Firm 

-~ MW %of  Peak M W M W M W  - MW MW MW MWsbotPeak M W  

0 595 26.076 
0 595 26.475 
0 650 25.931 
0 650 27,492 
0 650 28,871 
0 740 28,074 
0 740 28,722 
0 740 28,722 
0 740 28,722 
0 740 28,722 

21,126 1,660 19,466 6,610 
20,889 1.709 19,180 7,295 
21,101 1,795 19,306 6,624 
21,959 1,925 20,035 7.457 
22.412 2.018 20,394 8.476 
22,675 2,111 20.564 7,509 
22,902 2,204 20,698 8.023 
23,151 2.298 20.854 7.068 
23,403 2.391 21.012 7,709 
23,667 2.484 21,182 7,539 

34 0 
38 0 
34 3 
37 2 
41 6 
36 5 
38 8 
37 7 
36 7 
35 6 

726 5,884 
2,392 4,903 
1,539 5.085 
032 6.625 

0 8,476 
0 7,509 
0 8,023 
0 7,868 
0 7,709 
0 7.539 

Col (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by January 1st. These MWs are generally constdered 
to be available to meet winter peak loads which are forecasted to occur during January of the year indicated. 
Col. (6) = C01.(2) + Co1.(3) - Cal (4) + Col.(5). 
Col. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecast without incremental DSM or cumulative load manaaement. 201 1 load is an actual load value. 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus incremental Conservation. from 11201 1-0" intended For use with 
the 201 1 load Forecast. 
Col. ( I O )  = Col. (6) ~ Col. (9) 

CoI. (12) indicates the capacity of units projected l o  be Out-&Service far planned maintenance during the Winter peak period. This 
value is comprised a t  
(i) 726 MW(at St. Lucie 2) of nuclear capacity that will be Out-Of-Sewice in Winter OF 201 1 due to an extended planned ~ u t a g e  
as part of the capacity uprates project; (ii) an additional 1,570 MW (853 MW at St. Lucie 1 and 717 MW at Turkey Point 3) 

as part of the capacity uprates project: (iii) 71 7MW(at Turkey Point 4) that will be out-of-service in Winter of 2013 due to an extended planned 
Outage as part of the capacity uprates project; (iv) an additional 822 MW that will be out-Of-service in the Winter of 201 2 (a1 Manatee 2) 
and in the Winter of 2013 (at Manatee 1) due 10 the installation of electrostatic precipitators; and (v) an additional 832 MW (at Martin 1) 
that will be out-of-service during the Winter of 2014 due to the installation OF electrostatic precipitators 
Col.(13)=Col.( lO)-CoI.(12) 
Cal. (14) = Cd(13) lCol.(9) 

COl. ( I l )=co l . ( l o ) l co l . (9 )  

OF nuclear capactty that will be OUtQF-Service during part of the Winter of 2012 due to extended planned outages 

30 2 
25 6 
26 3 
33 1 
41 6 
36 5 
38 8 
37 7 
36 7 
35 6 



Florida Power Light Company 
Docket No. +10312-EQ 

Staffs First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No.1, Table SOC 9 

Page 1 of 2 
Table SOC - 9 

Status ReDort and Specifications of ProDosed Generatina Facilities 

(1) Plant Name and Unit Number: Port Everglades Modernization 

(2) Capacity 
a. Summer 
b. Winter 

1,277 MW 
1,429 MW 

(3) Technology Type: Combined Cycle 

(4) Anticipated Construction Timing 
a. Field construction startdate: 2014 
b. Commercial In-service date: 2016 

(5) Fuel 
a. Primary Fuel 
b. Alternate Fuel 

Natural Gas 
Ultra-low sulfur distillate 

(6) Air Pollution and Control Strategy: Dry Low No, Burners. SCR, Natural Gas, 
0.0015% S. Distillate and Water Injection on Distillate 

Once-through cooling water (7) Cooling Method: 

(8) Total Site Area: Existing Site Acres 

(9) Construction Status: P (Planned Unit) 

(IO) Certification Gtatus: .. __. 
. . .  . .  

(11) Status with Federal Agencies: _. 

(12) Projected Unit Performance Data: 
Planned Outage Factor (POF): 
Forced Outage Factor (FOF): 
Equivalent Availability Factor (EAF): 
Resulting Capacity Factor (%): 
Average Net Operating Heat Rate (ANOHR): 
Base Operation 75F,100% 

(13) Projected Unit Financial Data *: 
Book Life (Years): 
Total Installed Cost (2016 5/kW): 
Direct Construction Cost (5/kw): 
AFUDC Amount (Wkw): 
Escalation ($/kw): 
Fixed O&M ($/kW-Yr): (2016 5) 
Variable 08M (5/MWH): (2016 5) 
K Factor: 

* WkW values are based on Summer capacity. 
** Fixed 08M cost includes capital replacement 

3.5% 
1.1% 

95.4% 

6,330 BtukWh 
Approx. 90% (First Full Year Base Operation) 

30 years 

a7 

948 

30.00 
0.10 
1.51 

NOTE: Total installed cost includes gas expansion, transmission interconnection and integration 
escalation, and AFUDC. 



Florida Power Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-EQ 

Staffs First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No.1, Table SOC 9 

Page 2 of 2 Table SOC - 9 
Status ReDOrt and SDecifications of PrODOSed Generatina Facilities 

(1) Plant Name and Unit Number: Greenfield 3x1 Combined Cycle 

(2) Capacity 
a. Summer 1,262 MW 
b. Wlnter 1,422 MW 

(3) Technology Type: Combined Cycle 

(4) Anticipated Construction Timing 
a. Field construction start-date: 
b. Commercial In-service date: 

(5) Fuel 
a. Primaly Fuel 
b. Alternate Fuel 

(6) Air Pollution and Control Strategy: 

(7) Cooling Method: 

(8) Total Site Area: 

(9) Construction Status: 

(IO) Certification Status: 

(11) Status with Federal Agencies: 

(12) Projected Unit Performance Data: 
Planned Outage Factor (POF): 
Forced Outage Factor (FOF): 
Equivalent Availability Factor (EAF): 

2019 
2021 

Natural Gas 
Ultra-low sulfur distillate 

Dry Low No, Burners, SCR, Natural Gas, 
0.0015% S. Distillate and Water Injection on Distillate 

Cooling Tower 

.- Acres 

P (Planned Unit) 

3.5% 
1.1% 

95.4% 
Resulting Capacity Factor (%) 
Average Net Operating Heat Rate (ANOHR): 6,369 Btu/kWn 
Base Operation 75F,100% 

Approx. 90% (First Full Year Base Operation) 

(13) Projected Unit Financial Data *,* 
Book Life (Years): 30 years 
Total Installed Cost (2021 $/kW): 
Direct Construction Cost ($/kW): 

Escalation (VkW): 

1,076 

AFUDC Amount ($/kW): 99 

Fixed O&M ($/kW-Yr): (2021 $) 3508 
Variable 08M ($/MWH): (2021 $) 0.66 
K Factor: 1.51 

* $/kW values are based on Summer capacity. 
** Fixed O&M cost includes capital replacement. 

NOTE: Total installed cost includes gas expansion, transmission interconnection and integration, 
escalation, and AFUDC. 



Florida Power & Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-EQ 
Staff's First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No. 2 
Page 1 of 1 

Q. 
Please provide two updated and expanded schedules 7.1 and 7.2 of FPL's 201 I Ten-Year Site 
Plan to reflect projected reserve margins through 2025, with and without the 2021 unit. Please 
assume continuation of existing DSM plans and the implementation of FPL's Economic Rider 
Rate Schedule and New Existing Facility Economic Development Rider Rate Schedule as well 
as the Company's current plans for scheduled maintenance. 

A. 
FPL's current complete set of planning assumptions are those reflected in FPL's need 
determination filing for the Port Everglades modernization and the standard offer contract filing. 
Therefore, FPL will respond to this data request by using the format of the Ten-Year Site Plan 
schedules mentioned in the data request and planning assumptions that are consistent with those 
used in FPL's recent need determination filing for the Port Everglades modernization. These 
assumptions include a continuation of FPL's existing DSM plans, the implementation of the two 
rider rate schedules mentioned in the data request, and FPL's current schedule for planned 
generation maintenance. 

FPL's response to this data request will also include an expanded view through the year 2025 of 
FPL's projected reserve margins. 

FPL's response to this data request is presented in Tables SOC-7.1-A (expanded) and SOC-7.2-A 
(expanded). Please refer to these tables. 



TABLES 
SOC-7.1-A (expanded) and SOC-7.2-A (expanded) 



Florida Power Light Company 
Docket No. 110312-EQ 

Staff's First Set of Data Requests 
Data Request No.2, Table SOC 7.1 (Expanded) 

Table SOC 7.1 (Expanded) 
Forecast of Capacity, Demand, and Scheduled 

Maintenance A t  Time Of Summer Peak 
Wi th 2021 Unit 

(1) 

August of 
Vear 

201 1 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 

(2) 

Firm 

Installed 
Capacity 
Mw 

22.474 
23.437 
24.164 
25,467 
25.507 

26.388 

26,388 
26,388 
27,650 
28,750 
29,850 
29,850 
29,850 

26.388 

26,388 

(3) 

Firm 

Capacity 
Import 
Mw 

1,461 
1,306 
1,306 
1,306 
1,306 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

(4) 

Firm 

Capacity 
Export 
Mw 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Page 1 of I 

(5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

Total Firm 
Firm Total Summer Reserve Reserve 

Firm Capacity Peak Peak Margin Before Scheduled Margin After 
QF Available Demand DSM Demand Maintenance Maintenance Maintenance 
! & & w  - MW E w % o f P e a k  @ MW %ofPeak 

595 24.530 21.618 1.856 ig.762 4.767 
650 25.393 21,623 1,986 19.637 5,756 
650 26.120 21,931 2,109 19.822 6.298 
650 27.423 23.243 2.272 20.971 6,452 
740 27,553 23.786 2.404 21,382 6,170 
740 27,128 24.315 2.536 21,779 5,348 
740 27,128 24.529 2.667 21.862 5.266 
740 27,128 24.674 2.799 21.875 5.252 
740 27,128 25,041 2.930 22,111 5.017 
740 27,128 25,499 3,062 22,437 4.690 

24.1 0 4,767 24.1 
29.3 714 5.042 25.7 
31.8 826 5,472 27.6 

5,626 26.8 30.8 826 
28.9 0 6,170 28.9 

0 5,348 24.6 24.6 
24.1 0 5.266 24.1 
24.0 0 5.252 24.0 
22.7 0 5.017 22.7 
20.9 0 4.690 20.9 

740 28.390 25.960 3.194 22.766 5.624 24 7 0 5624 247 
~ ~~ 

740 29,490 26.492 3,326 23,167 6,323 27.3 0 6,323 27.3 
740 30.590 27.125 3,457 23,668 6,922 29.2 0 6,922 29.2 
740 30.590 27,680 3.589 24,091 6.499 27.0 0 6.499 27.0 

5,792 236 490 30.340 28,268 3.721 24,547 5,792 23.6 0 

Col. (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by June 1st. These M W  are generally considered to 
be available to meet Summer peak loads which are forecasted to occur during August of the year indicated. Note: A 1.262 MW (Summer)H422 MW (wlntel 
combined cycle unit is assumed to be added in 2021. Turkey Point 6 & 7,1.100 MW each, are projected to be added in June.2022 and June, 2023,respectP 
Col. (6) = C01.(2) + C01.(3) - C01.(4) + C01.(5). 
CoI. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecast without incremental DSM or cumulative load management. 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus inuemental conservation. from 11201 I-on intended for use wim 
the 2011 load forecast. 
Col. (10) = Col. (6) - Col. (9) 
COl. (ll)=col.(lo)lco1.(9) 
Col. (12) indicates the capacity of units projected to be out-ofkenrice for planned maintenance during the Summer peak period. This 
value is comprised o t  
(i) 714 MW (at St. Lucie 2) of nudear capacity that will be o&of-service during part of Summer in 2012 due to an extended planned outage 
as part of the capacity uprates project; 
(ii) an additional 826 MW of fossil-fueled capacity that will be out-of-senrice in the Summer of 2013 (at Martin 1) and in the Summer of 
2014 (at Martin 2) due to the installation of electrostatic precipitators. 
Col.(13)=Col.(IO)-Col.(12) 
Col. (14) = Co1.(13) I Col.(9) 
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Table SOC 7.1 - A  (Expanded) 
Forecast of Capacity, Demand, and Scheduled 

Maintenance A t  Time Of Summer Peak 
Without 2021 Unit 

(1 1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)  

Total 
Firm Firm Firm Firm 

Installed Capacity Capacity Firm Capacity 
AUQUS~ of CaDacitv lmoorl EXDO* OF Available 

~ 

Vear 

201 1 
2012 
201 3 
2014 
201 5 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 

MW 

22,474 
23,437 
24,164 
25,467 
25,507 
26,388 
26,388 
26.388 
26.388 
26.388 
26.388 
27.488 
28.588 
28,588 
28,588 

- MW 

1,461 
1,306 
1,306 
1,306 
1,306 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

MW 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Mw 

595 
650 
650 
650 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
490 

Mw 

24.530 
25.393 
26.120 
27,423 
27,553 
27,128 
27,128 
27,128 
27.128 
27.128 
27.128 
28.228 
29.328 
29.328 
29.078 

Total 

Peak 
Demand DSM 
Mvyw 

21.618 1.856 
21.623 1,986 
21.931 2,109 
23.243 2,272 
23,786 2.404 
24,315 2,536 
24,529 2,667 
24,674 2.799 
25,041 2.930 
25,499 3.062 
25,960 3.194 
26.492 3,326 
27.125 3,457 
27.680 3,589 
28.268 3,721 

(9) 

Firm 
Summer 

Peak 
Demand 

Mw 

19,762 
19,637 
19,822 
20,971 
21.382 
21.779 
21.862 
21.875 
22,111 
22,437 
22,766 
23,167 
23,668 
24,091 
24,547 

Reserve 
Margin Before 
Maintenance 
-~ MW %of Peak 

4.767 24.1 
5.756 29.3 
6.298 31.8 
6.452 30.8 
6,170 28.9 
5,348 24.6 
5,266 24.1 
5.252 24.0 
5,017 22.7 
4,690 20.9 
4,362 19.2 
5.061 21.8 
5.660 23.9 
5.237 21.7 
4.530 18.5 

Scheduled 
Maintenance 

Mw 

0 
714 
826 
826 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Reserve 

Margin After 
Maintenance 
-~ MW %ofPeak 

4,767 24.1 
5.042 25.7 
5.472 27.6 
5.626 26.8 
6,170 28.9 
5,348 24.6 
5,266 24.1 
5,252 24.0 
5,017 22.7 
4,690 20.9 
4.362 19.2 
5.061 21.8 
5.660 23.9 
5.237 21.7 
4,530 18.5 

Col. (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by June 1st. These MWs are generally considered to 
be available to meet Summer peak loads which are forecasted to occur during August of the year indicated. Turkev Point 6 8 7. 1 .I 00 MW each. are 
projected to be added in June.2022 and June. 2023,respectively. No unit additions are shown for 2021 8 2025. 
Col. (6) = C01.(2) + C01.(3) - C01.(4) + CoL(5). 
Col. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecast without incremental DSM or cumulative load manaaement. . 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus incremental conservation. from lL?Oll-on intended for use with 
the 2011 load forecast. 
Col. (10) = Col. (6) - Col. (9) 
COl. (ll)=col.(lo)lco1.(9) 
Col. (12) indicates the capacity of units projected to be out-of-service for planned maintenance during the Summer peak period. This 
value is compnsed ot 
(i) 714 MW (at St. Lucie 2) of nuclear caoacitv that will be out-of-SeMce during ~ a r l  of Summer in 2012 due to an extended olanned outaoe . .  .. 
a i  part ofthe capacity uprates project: 
(ii) an additional 826 MW of fossil-fueled capacity that will be out-of-seMce in the Summer of 2013 (at Martin 1) and in the Summer of 
2014 (at Martin 2) due to the installation of electrostatic precipitators. 
Col.(13)=Col.(IO)-Col.(12) 
Col. (14)= Col.(l3)lCo1.(9) 

._ 



(1) 

January O f  

vear 

201 1 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 

(2) 

Firm 
Installed 

Capability 
Mw 

23.987 
24,386 
23.967 
25 528 
26,907 
26.951 
27,982 
27.982 
27.982 
27.982 
27.982 
29.404 
30,504 
31,604 
31,604 

(3) 

Firm 
Capacity 
Import 
- MW 

1,494 
1,494 
1,314 
1,314 
1,314 
383 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

(4) 

Firm 
capactty 
Export 
MW 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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Table SOC 7.2 (Expanded) 

Forecast of Capac i ty ,  Demand, and Scheduled 
Maintenance At T ime of Winter Peak 

With 2021 Un i t  

(5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) 

Total Firm 
Firm Total Winter Reserve Reserve 

Firm Capacity Peak Peak Margin Before Scheduled Margin After 
QF Available Demand DSM Demand Maintenance Maintenance Maintenance 
M w M W  - MW M W M w  MW%ofPeak - MW N % o f P e a k  

595 
595 
650 
650 
650 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
490 

26.076 
26,475 
25,931 
27,492 
28,871 
28.074 
28,722 
28,722 
28.722 
26,722 
28.722 
30,144 
31,244 
32,344 
32,094 

21,126 
20,889 
21,101 
21,959 
22.412 
22.675 
22.902 
23.151 
23.403 
23.667 
23,952 
24.253 
24,606 
24,959 
25,302 

1,660 
1.709 
1,795 
1.925 
2,018 
2,111 
2,204 
2.298 
2.391 
2.484 
2,578 
2.671 
2,765 
2,856 
2.952 

19,466 
19.180 
19,306 
20,035 
20,394 
20,564 
20.698 
20,854 
21.012 
21.182 
21.374 
21,582 
21.842 
22,101 
22,350 

6,610 
7.295 
6.624 
7,457 
6,476 
7.509 
8,023 
7,868 
7,709 
7,539 
7,347 
8,561 
9.402 
10,243 
9,744 

34.0 
38.0 
34.3 
37.2 
41.6 
36.5 
38.8 
37.7 
36.7 
35.6 
34.4 
39.7 
43.0 
46.3 
43.6 

726 
2.392 
1.539 
832 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

5.884 
4,903 
5.085 
6.625 
8,476 
7,509 
8,023 
7,868 
7,709 
7,539 
7,347 
8.561 
9,402 
10,243 
9,744 

30 2 
25 6 
26 3 
33 1 
41 6 
36 5 
38 8 
37 7 
36 7 
35 6 
34 4 
39 7 
43 0 
46 3 
43 6 

Col. (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by January 1st. These MWs are generally considered 
to be available to meet Wlnter peak loads which are forecasted to occur during January of the year indicated. Note: A 1,262 MW (Summer)ll422 MW (Winter) 
combined cycle unit is assumed to be added in 2022. Turkey Point 6 8 7, 1,100 MWeach, are projected to be added in June.2022 and June, 2023,respectively. 
Col. (6) = Col (2) + C O W )  - Co1.(4) + Col.(5). 
Col. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecastwithout incremental DSM orcumulative load management. 201 1 load is an actual load value. 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus incremental conservation, from 11201 I-on intended for use with 
the 2011 load forecast. 
Col. (IO) = Col. (6) - Col. (9) 

Cal. (12) indicates the capacity of units projected to be Out-Of-Service for planned maintenance during the Wlnter peak period. This 
value is compnsed of: 
(i) 726 MW(at St. Lucie 2) of nuclear capacity that will be Out-&Service in winter of 201 1 due to an extended planned outage 
as part of the capacity uprates project; (ii) an additional 1,570 MW (853 MW at St. Lucie I and 717 MW at Turkey Point 3) 
of nuclear capacity that will be out-of-service dunng part of the Winter of 201 2 due to extended planned outages 
as part of the capacity uprates project; (iii) 717MW(at Turkey Point 4) thatwill be out-of-service in Wlnterof 2013 due to an extended planned 

Outage as part of the capacity uprates project: (iv) an additional 822 MW that will be out-of-service in the Wlnter of 2012 (at Manatee 2) 
and in the Wlnter of 2013 (ai Manatee 1) due to the installation of electrostatic precipitators; and (v) an additional 832 MW [at Martin 1) 
that will be out-of-service during the Wlnter of 2014 due to the installation of electrostatic precipitators. 
Col.(13)=Col.(IO)-Col. (12) 
Cot. (14) = ColL(13) lCo1.[9) 

cot. (I l )=Cat.( lO)lCol.(9) 



(1) 

January of 
&% 

2011 
2012 
2013 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 

(2) 

Firm 
installed 

Capability 
MW 

23.987 
24.386 
23,967 
25,528 
26.907 
26.951 
27.982 
27.982 
27,982 
27.982 
27,982 
27,982 
29,082 
30,182 
30.182 

(3) 

Film 
Capacity 
Import 
MW 

1,494 
1,494 
1,314 
1,314 
1,314 
383 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

(4) 

Firm 
Capacity 
Export 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
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Table SOC 7.2 - A  (Expanded) 

Forecast of Capac i ty ,  Demand, and Scheduled 
Maintenance At Time of Winter Peak 

Without 2021 Unit 

(5) 

Firm 
QF 
- MW 

595 
595 
650 
650 
650 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
740 
490 

(6) 

Total 
Firm 

Capacity 
Available 
- MW 

26,076 
26,475 
25.931 
27.492 
28,871 
28.074 
28,722 
28.722 
28,722 
28.722 
28.722 
28.722 
29.822 
30,922 
30.672 

(7) (8) (9) 

Firm 
Total Winter 
Peak Peak 

Demand DSM Demand 
M W M W M W  

21,126 1,660 19,466 
20,889 1.709 19,180 
21,101 1,795 19,306 
21.959 1.925 20,035 
22,412 2,018 20.394 
22.675 2.1 11 20,564 
22.902 2,204 20,698 
23,151 2,298 20,854 
23.403 2,391 21.012 
23,667 2.484 21,182 
23,952 2.578 21,374 
24.253 2,671 21.582 
24,606 2,765 21.842 

25,302 2,952 22,350 
24.959 2,858 22,101 

Reserve 
Margin Before 
Maintenance 

MW%ofPeak 

6,610 34 0 
7295 3 8 0  
6,624 34 3 
7,457 37 2 
8,476 41 6 
7,509 3 6 5  
8,023 38 8 
7.868 37 7 
7.709 36.7 
7,539 35.6 
7.347 34.4 
7,139 33.1 
7,980 36.5 
8.821 39.9 
8,322 37.2 

Scheduled 
Maintenance 
- MW 

726 
2,392 
1,539 
832 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Reserve 
Margin Afler 

Maintenance 
-~ MW %of  Peak 

5,884 30.2 
4,903 25.6 
5.085 26.3 
6.625 33 1 
8.476 41.6 
7,509 36.5 
8,023 38.8 
7,868 37.7 
7.709 36.7 
7,539 35.6 
7,347 34.4 
7,139 33.1 
7,980 36.5 
8.821 39.9 
8,322 37.2 

Col. (2) represents capacity additions and changes projected to be in-service by January 1st. These MWs are generally considered 
to be available to meet winter peak loads which are forecasted to occur during January of the year indcated.Turkey Point 6 8 7, 1,100 MWeach, are 
projected to be added in June.2022 and June. 2023,respecttvely. No unit additions are Shown for 2021 8 2025. 
Col. (6) = Co1.(2) + Co1.(3) - Co1.(4) * Col.(5). 
Col. (7) reflects the 201 1 load forecast without incremental DSM or Cumulative load management. 201 1 load is an actual load value. 
Col. (8) represents cumulative load management capability, plus incremental Conservation, from 11201 1-0" intended far use with 
the 201 I load forecast. 
Cal. (IO) = Cal. (6) - Col. (9) 

Cal. (12) indicates the capacity Of units projected to be aut-of-service far planned maintenance during the Winter peak period. This 
value is comprised of: 
(i) 726 MW(at St. Lucie 2) of nuclear capacity that will be out-of-service in Winter of 201 1 due to an extended planned outage 
as pan of the capacity uprates project; (ii) an additional 1,570 MW (853 MW at St. Lucie 1 and 717 MW at Turkey Point 3) 
of nuclear capacity that will be out-of-service during part of the Winter of 201 2 due to extended planned outages 
as part of the capacity uprates project; [iii) 717MW(st Turkey Point 4) that will be Out-of-Service in Winter of 2013 due to an extended planned 

Outage as part of the Capacity uprates project: (iv) an additional 822 MW that will be out-of-service in the Winter of 2012 (at Manatee 2) 
and in the Winter of 2013 (at Manatee 1) due to the installation of electrostatic precipltaton: and (v) an additional 832 MW (at Martin 1) 
that will be outaf-service during the Winter of 2014 due to the installation of electrostatic precipitators. 
Col. (13) = Col. (10) - Col. (12) 
Col. (14) =Co1.(13)ICo1.(9) 

COl. (I l )=Col(10)ICo1.(9) 
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Q. 
Please explain the rationale and sequence of events related to FPL changing its next avoidable 
unit froin a Greenfield combined cycle unit with a 2016 in-service date, shown in FPL’s Ten 
Year Site Plan filed April 2011, to a Greenfield combined cycle unit with a June I ,  2021, 
in-service date. 

A. 
On April 1, 2011, in Docket No. 110091-EQ, FPL’s 2011 Renewable Energy Tariff and 
Standard Offer Contract docket, FPL filed a standard offer contract based upon a 2016 greenfield 
combined cycle unit, as included in our Ten-Year Site Plan filed on the same date. On July 18, 
201 I ,  in Docket No. 110228-EI, FPL filed a Petition to request exemption under Rule 
25-22.082( 18), F.A.C., from issuing a request for proposal (“RFP”) for modernization of the Port 
Everglades Plant (now referred to as the Port Everglades Next Generation Clean Energy Center 
(“PEEC”)). On September 12, 201 1, in response to a Commission Staff data request in Docket 
No. 1 1  009l-EQ, FPL stated that the standard offer contract based on the 201 1 Ten-Year Site 
Plan before the Commission was appropriate, complied with the rule, and should be approved. 
FPL also noted that, under the unique circumstances which prevailed, if the Commission was of 
the view that PEEC was the appropriate avoided unit for purposes of FPL’s standard offer 
contract instead of the greenfield 3x1 combined cycle plant proposed in FPL’s 201 1 Ten-Year 
Site Plan, FPL would not object. FPL further noted that upon filing of the determination of need 
for the PEEC modernization, which was expected to occur before year-end, FPL would be 
required pursuant to Rule 25-17.250(2)(a)(2), F.A.C. to close its then-existing standard offer 
contract and file a revised standard offer contract based on the next avoided unit in its Ten-Year 
Site Plan, a 2020 greenfield unit. On October 5,201 1, the Commission approved FPL’s standard 
offer contract, as revised based upon PEEC as the avoided unit. This was formalized in Order 
No. PSC-11-0466-TRF-EQ on October 13,20 11. 

On November 21, 201 1, in Docket No. 110309-EI, FPL submitted a petition for a determination 
of need for PEEC, the 2016 avoided unit identified and approved in Docket No. 110091-EQ; 
therefore, as discussed in FPL’s September 20, 2011 response to the Commission Staff data 
request, FPL must close the existing standard offer contract, since the unit is no longer 
“avoidable” under Rule 25-17.250(2)(a)2, F.A.C. Rule 25-17.250(2)(b), F.A.C. states that 
before a standard contract offering is closed, the utility must file a petition for approval of a new 
standard offer contract based on the next unit of the same generating technology, if any, in its 
Ten-Year Site Plan. FPL’s current Ten-Year Site Plan projects the next unit would be a 
greenfield combined cycle facility in 2020. 
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Additionally, Rule 25-1 7.250(2)(a)3, F.A.C. indicates that a standard offer contract must 
remain open until the generating unit upon which the standard offer contract is based is 
no longer part of the utility's generation plan. According to FPL witness Juan Enjamio's 
direct testimony in the PEEC docket, the 2020 unit identified in FPL's current Ten-Year 
Site Plan is no longer part of FPL's generation plan. FPL's current generation plan 
projects that its next potentially avoidable fossil fueled generating unit within the 
meaning of Rule 25-17.250, F.A.C., would be a 1,262 MW combined cycle unit at a 
greenfield site with an expected in-service date of June I ,  2021. Accordingly, this 2021 
combined cycle unit is the next avoidable unit and subject of the proposed standard offer 
contract for which FPL seeks approval. 
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Q. 
Is the financial information in the petition for the next avoidable unit based 011 the same 3x1 
combined cycle unit with “J” CT technology as proposed in the Port Everglades Energy Center 
need determination docket, Docket No. I 10309-EI? 

A. 
Yes 
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Q. 
On what date does FPL anticipate beginning the RFP process and filing a need determination 
request for the Greenfield CC unit with the 2021 in-service date? 

A. 
FPL currently does not have specific dates projected for either beginning an RFP process or 
filing a need determination request for a 2021 unit. FPL will not make a final decision regarding 
a capacity addition in 2021 for a number of years. 
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Q. 
Please provide details of the natural gas supply and other transportation needs for the 2021 unit. 

A. 
The future requirements for natural gas supply to FPL's system will be determined by many 
factors including system load growth, future deployment of demand side management ("DSM") 
and renewable resources, the overall generation resource plan and other factors, and not solely 
by the gas demand of any specific unit. As is customary, FPL's projections of these factors will 
likely undergo changes in the years leading up to a potential generating unit in 2021. Therefore, 
FPL has not developed a detailed gas supply plan for the 2021 avoided unit. 
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Q. 
Please complete the tables below describing payments to a renewable provider based on the 
parameters included in FPL's revised standard offer contract. Please assume the renewable 
generator is a 50 MW facility providing firm capacity at the minimum capacity factor required 
for full capacity payments. Additionally, please assume as in service date ofJune I ,  2021 and a 
contract duration of 20 years. Please provide this information for the following scenarios: 

0 Normal Payments 
0 Levelized Payments 
0 Early Payments 
0 Early Levelized Payments 
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Committed Capacity (MW) 
Capacity Factor (%) 
Pavment Tvne: 

50 

Total 
Payments to 
Renewable 

Provider 
($000) 

A. 



Capacity Factor (%) I 94 
Payment Type: Normal 
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Capacity Factor (%) I 94 
Levelized Payment Type: 
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- 
201 3 
2014 
201 5 

- - 
- 

41 1,720 
41 1,720 
41 1,720 

43.31 
43.09 
46.16 
r^ ̂ ^  

57.64 
61.20 

23 
25 
^^ 

6.687 
6,722 

68.34 
72.71 

34 
36 

75.65 31,147 
31,713 

78.42 32.289 
^^ --- 

37 
38 
39 
^^ 

11.3I 
1 1 . 4  

40,433 
41,085 



Committed Capacity (MW) I 50 
Capacity Factor (%) 94 I 

Payment Type: Early - 
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Committed Capacity (MW) I 50 
Capacity Factor (%) I 94 

Payment T y e :  Early Levelized - 
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I I 

I 
2012 I 41 1,720 I 

41 1,720 I 
All 7 m  I 

- 
2017 
2018 

~ - 
~ 

2020 
2021 
2022 

- 
- 
- 

^^^^ 

~ 

2027 - 
2028 

~ 

^^^^ 

* r ̂ ^ 

5.71 
5.7r 

17,832 
17,741 
22,397 

6.0: 
6.0; 
6.1’ 

>. 

32,721 
26,420 
28,109 

34,764 
35,353 
35,952 
.,c cn? 

_,_ .- , . _ . , .  . _  - 
LULY 411,720 I 3,663 78.42 32,289 - 
2030 411,720 0 .  I5 3,687 79.85 32,876 J 0 , J O J  

2031 411,720 6.19 3,712 a i  .30 33,474 37.1 85 
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Q. 
If FPL does not receive a need determination for the Port Everglades Energy Center, how would 
this action affect FPL's forecasted date of its next avoided unit? 

a. Would such unit remain the 2016 unit listed in FPL's 201 I Ten Year Site Plan, a 2020 
unit, or some other unit? 
b. Would FPL continue the existing Standard Offer Contract? 

A. 
If FPL does not receive an affirmative need determination for the Port Everglades Next 

Generation Clean Energy Center ("PEEC"), it is highly unlikely that sufficient time would 
remain for FPL to meet its 2016 resource need through construction of a greenfield combined 
cycle unit. Therefore, FPL would have to meet its 2016 resource need with another type of (and 
likely a more expensive) resource option that could be in-service by June 2016. The introduction 
of such a "substitute" resource option would, in turn, affect both the magnitude and timing of 
FPL's 2017-on resource needs. Because at present FPL does not know the specific requirements 
for such a "substitute" resource option (e.g., MW and length of contract), it is not currently 
possible to develop a meaningful forecast of when a subsequent avoided unit might be needed. 

a) 

b) No. As noted in FPL's response to Commission Staffs data request No. 3, FPL believes 
that Rule 25-17.250(2)(a)(2), F.A.C. requires it to close the Standard Offer Contract based on 
PEEC when the request for a need determination for PEEC is filed. Further, since FPL's existing 
Standard Offer Contract is based upon PEEC, should a need determination not be received for 
the PEEC unit, it would be inappropriate to have a Standard Offer Contract based on this unit, 
since Rule 25-17.250(2)(a)3, F.A.C. indicates that a Standard Offer Contract must remain open 
until the generating unit upon which the Standard Offer Contract is based is no longer part of the 
utility's generation plan, and FPL's failure to receive a need determination for PEEC would 
effectively remove PEEC from FPL's generation plan. 


