0Qpoof £/

| 090029 ¢
CHARLIE CHRIST, GOVERNOR OF FLORIDA WILLIAM C, GATES, SR. 0 XD/ l/% /
CAPITOL BUILDING 4220 VANTAGE CIRCLE
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399 SEBRING, FLORIDA 33872-3411
DECEMBER 16,2009
DEAR GOVERNCR:

HERE IN , PLEASE FIND A COPY OF MY ENERGY BILL FOR THE PERIOD 11-10-09 TO
12-10-09.

YOU WILL FIND THAT THE “FUEL” CHARGE IS GREATER THAN THE “ENERGY” CHARGE.
THIS PRACTICE WAS INAUGURATED WHEN THE COST OF “GASOLINE” WAS AT OR OVER
$4.00 PER GALLON AT THE PUMPS, AND HAS NOT BEEN ADJUSTED “DOWNWARD”,

THOUGH “GASOLINE” IS NOW BELOW $2.70 PER GALLON AT THE PUMP. COULD THIS BE
CONSTRUED AS “PRICE FIXING™?

GOVERNOR, YOU WANT TO BE A U.S. SENATOR. MY ADVISE TO YOU IS DON’T GIVE UP
YOUR DAY JOB.. YOU WILL NEVER BE ELECTED TO THE SENATE. MEETINGS I'VE
ATTENDED HAVE TURNED OUT TO BE NOTHING BUT “CIRCUS STUNTS”.YOU HAVE
ALLOWED THE F.P.U.C. TO DOMINATE IN THE ENERGY COST ARENA. ALL OF THE
APPOINTED F.P.U.COMMISSIONERS SHOULD HAVE BEEN REPLACED MONTHS AGO, IN THE
INTEREST OF THE “TAXPAYERS OF FLORIDA”,

WHY, IN THE NAME OF WHAT EVER, SHOULD THE CITIZENS OF FLORIDA PAY FOR THE
CAPITOL IMPROVEMENTS WITH THE POWER COMPANY? MY ANSWER I8 “WE SHOULD

NOT BE HELD RESPONSIBLE”! WE SHALL MAKE A STATEMENT AT THE “BALLOT BOX”
THANK-YOU!

I AM A NAVY VETERAN OF THE KOREAN ERA, AND A REGISTERED REPUBLICAN,

RESPECTFULLY, I REMAIN,

"*’/ ~ ,, ?r '(, ” L
a Baaate

L I

o

WILLIAM C. GATES, SR. < om0

=R = T o

(e e

I o T

C/C PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. 20 o O
FP.U.C. o (6/3 x ”"‘l" .
@ T

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE = an D

_ Administrative_Parties) Consumer = O

DOCUMENT NO. 0(9(2 08
DISTRIBUTION:




' ACCOUNT NUMBER |
84563 55461

\;‘“ Progress Energy ~ STATEMENT OF ELECTRIC SERVICE
- . ! DECEMBER 2009

PAYMENTS RECEIVED AS OF NOV 25 2009 133.89 THANK YOU
IN: 623071112
RS-1 001 RESIDENTIAL SERVICE
BILLING PERIOD..11-10-09 TO 12-11-09 31 DAYS
IETER READINGS CUSTOMER CHARGE 8.03
, ENERGY CHARGE
TR 0 cactuaLy e 7se FIRST 1000 KWH 618 KWH @ 5.569008 34.62
EEvas (ACTUAL) 031118 ABOVE 1000 KWH 0 KWH @ 6.56900¢ .00
FFERENCE 000618 FUEL CHARGE
ITAL KWH 618 FIRST 1000 KWH 618 KWH 3 5.60000% 34.61
ABDVE 1000 KM 0 KMH @ 6.60000¢ -0
XTOTAL ELECTRIC COST 77.06
RATE ADJUSTMENT ~ slos
GRUSS RECEIPTS TAX 2.05
TOTAL CURRENT BILL | 82.1a
TOTAL DUE THIS STATEMENT .14
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COMMISSIONERS:

MATTHEW M. CARTER 1], CHAIRMAN ‘
Lisa PoLAK EDGAR N
NANCY ARGENZIANO SF Ay
NATHAN A. SKOP
DAVID E. KLEMENT

CONSUMER ASSISTANCE
DANIEL M. HoPPE, DIRECTOR
(850)413-6480

STATE OF FLORIDA DIVISION OF SERVICE, SAFETY &

Public Serfice Gommission

December 23, 2009

Mr, Willhiam C. Gates, Sr.
4220 Vantage Circle
Sebring, FL. 33872-3411

RE: PSC Inquiry 912874C

Dear Mr. Gates:

The Governor’s office forwarded a copy of your comrespondence regarding
Progress Energy Florida, Incorporated (Progress Energy) to the Florida Public Service
Commission (PSC). The PSC regulates investor-owned electric, natural gas, and
telecommunications utilities throughout Florida, and investor-owned water and
wastewater utilities in those counties which have opted to transfer jurisdiction to the PSC.

You expressed a concern about fuel adjustment charges. Fuel adjustment charges
allow the utility to recover the actual expenses associated with securing and processing fuel
necessary to run the power plants used to generate electricity. Fuel rates mirror rising and
falling fuel costs as reflected in the international marketplace. The revenue generated by the
fuel adjustment charge does not add to the profit of the utility companies, but goes to pay fuel
suppliers and transporters. The cost of fuel is shown as a separate cents per kilowatt-hour
charge, and fuel costs are not contained in any other charge on your bill.

Each year, utilities file their projected fuel expenses for the upcoming calendar year.
The PSC, along with the Office of Public Counsel and other consumer representatives closely
examine the fuel costs requested by the utilities. Public hearings are held annually to set the
fuel factors for the next year. Since rates are set on projected costs, at the end of the year, the
costs are “trued-up” or compared to the audited actual expenses incurred by the utility. If the
utility recovered more than its actual costs, the amount of over-recovery is used to reduce the
next year’s costs. If the utility under-recovered (costs were higher than expected) that deficit
is likewise rolled into the next year. The fuel cost adjustment is recognized by virtually all

state commissions, by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, and is also used by most
municipal electric utilities and rural electric cooperatives.

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER # 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD ¢ TALLAHASSEE, FL 32399-0850

An Aflirmative Action / Equat Opportunity Employer
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Mr. William C. Gates, Sr.
Page2 '
December 23, 2009

On November 3, 2009, the PSC set the 2010 fuel adjustment charges for the
customers of Florida investor-owned electric utilities. The fuel adjustment charges were
decided at a hearing where the PSC considered each utility's projected costs of fuel and
the purchased power for 2010 as well as 'trued up' costs for 2009.

As a result of the November 3, 2009 hearing, a residential customer using 1000 kWh
will see their bill decrease from $127.31 to $127.26. The fuel portion of the bill will decrease
by $9.89. The bill also contains increases in the following cost recovery clauses: $2.25 in
Environmental; $6.55 in Capacity; and $0.47 in Energy Conservation. The gross receipts tax
will not change. The bill is subject to change pending the outcome of Progress Energy’s
current rate case. A final decision is expected on January 28, 2010. I will add your

comments to the correspondence side of Docket Nos. 090001-EI regarding the fuel cost
adjustment.

You also expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s nuclear power plant project in
Levy County. Progress Energy’s petition to determine need for two new nuclear units at an

energy complex to be constructed in Levy County, Florida was granted by the PSC. On
September 2, 2008, the PSC closed Docket 080148-EI on this matter.

On October 16, 2009, the PSC approved cost recovery amounts for Progress Energy
associated with the uprate of its existing nuclear generating plant at Crystal River, and the
construction of its proposed nuclear power plants, Levy Units 1 and 2. These completed
projects will add 2,380 megawatts of new nuclear base load generation to Progress Energy’s
system, enough energy to power 1.3 million homes. I will add your comments to the
correspondence side of Docket Nos. 080148-EI and 090009-EIl regarding Progress Energy’s
petition for needs determination and nuclear cost recovery, respectively.

Complaints serve as a valuable source of information; therefore, your complaint will

remain on file with the PSC. We monitor complaints very closely and track any trends which
indicate there may be a problem and further action is needed.

If you have any questions or concerns please contact Ellen Plendl at 1 -800-342-3552
or by fax at 1-800-511-0809. ,

Sincerely,

Randy Roland

Regulatory Program Administrator
Division of Service, Safety &
Consumer Assistance
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Katie Ely odol4D

From: Katie Ely

Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2009 12:16 PM

To: Ellen Plend!

Subject: FW: Emails

Attachments: Re: Progress Energy Price Increases; RE: Progress Energy Price Increases; Progress Energy

Price Increases; RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

Re: Progress RE: Progress Progress Energy RE: Progress
Energy Price Incr... Energy Price Incr... Price Increase... Energy Price Incr... . R
Thank you for this information. These attachments

have been printed and will be placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Dockets
090079, 080148, 090009, 090001

Katie Ely
Staff Assistant - Office of Commission Clerk Florida Public Service Commussion
850-413-6304

Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from state officials
regarding state business are considered to be public records and will be made available to the public and the media
upon request. Therefore, your e-mail message may be subject to public disclosure.

N FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
————— OnEgilnal h/{ess;;tlge———-- __Administrative__Parties)X Consumer
From: Ellen Plen

DOCUMENT NO. __01912-08
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2009 10:21 AM DISTRIBUTION:

To: Katie Ely
Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole
Subject: Emails

See attached additional email and response from and to the same authot.
From: Ellen Plendl

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 10:12 AM

To: Katie Ely

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole

Subject: Emails

Docket Nos. 090079-EI; 080148-EI; 090009-EI; 090001-EI

Email received and response sent.



Katie Ely

From: Marianne Witczak [witkeys@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2009 10:14 AM

To: Ellen Plendl

Subject: Re: Progress Energy Price increases

Dear Ms. Pleand];
As usual, you missed the whole point and my note goes into another "lost file for the archives."

There is no reason for Progress Energy to build the 2 nuclear plants, there is no need based on population growth,
in fact, the population is going down. Secondly, the WHOLE point was that THEY SHOULD NOT BE
ALLOWED TO GO NUCLEAR, BUT SHOULD ONLY BE ALLOWED TO BUILD SOLAR AND WIND.

MISSED THE WHOLE POINT - DIDN'T YOU! Why did they do that expensive report 2 years back that stated
that? Where have you hidden that - and why isn't the Public Setvice Commission following it's recommendations?

Also - you missed the whole point of we seniors NOT BEING ABLE TO AFFORD THE INCREASES.
Disgustedly, Marianne Witczak

----- Original Message -----
From: "Ellen Plend!" <EPlendl@PSC.STATE.FL.US>
To: "Marianne Witczak" <witkeys@tampabay.rt.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 10:03 AM
Subject: RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

Ms. Marianne Witczak
witkeys(@tampabay.ttr.com

Dear Ms, Witczak:

Thank you for your email regarding Progress Energy Florida, Incorpotated
(Progress Energy).

You expressed a concern about Progress Enetgy's petition for an increase

in base rates. You may review mote information about the petition by
using the following link:

http:/ /www.floridapsc.com/publications/specialreports /pdf/st--2009-09-pr
ogress_energy_florida__inc_.pdf

The next hearings about the petition will take place on January 11,
2010, and January 28, 2010. You may use the following link to view and
listen to the hearings:

http:/ /www.floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/index.aspx

After each heating, the events will be atchived and available for three
months following the conclusion of the hearings. You may teview the
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archived events by using the following link:
http://www floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/archives/

We appreciate your comments regarding the petition and will add your
correspondence to Docket No. 090079-EI

You also referenced the fuel cost adjustment. On November 3, 2009, the
PSC set the 2010 fuel adjustment charges for the customers of Florida
investor-owned electric utilities. The fuel adjustment charges were
decided at a hearing where the PSC considered each utility's projected
costs of fuel and the purchased power for 2010 as well as ‘trued up'

costs for 2009,

As a result of the November 3, 2009 hearing, a residential customer

using 1000 kWh will see their bill decrease from $127.31 to $127.26.

The fuel portion of the bill will decrease by $9.89. The bill also

contains increases in the following cost recovery clauses: $2.25 in
Environmental; $6.55 in Capacity; and $0.47 in Energy Conservation. The
gross receipts tax will not change. The bill is subject to change

pending the outcome of Progress Energy's current rate case. A final
decision 1s expected on January 28, 2010. I will add your comments to

the correspondence side of Docket Nos. 090001-EI regarding the fuel cost
adjustment.

You also expressed a concern about Progress Energy's nuclear power plant
project in Levy County. Progress Energy's petition to determine need for
two new nuclear units at an energy complex to be constructed in Levy
County, Florida was granted by the PSC. On September 2, 2008, the PSC
closed Docket 080148-EI on this matter.

On October 16, 2009, the PSC approved cost recovery amounts for Progress
Energy associated with the uprate of its existing nuclear generating

plant at Crystal River, and the construction of its proposed nuclear

power plants, Levy Units 1 and 2. These completed projects will add

2,380 megawatts of new nuclear base load generation to Progress Energy's
system, enough energy to power 1.3 million homes. I will add your
comments to the correspondence side of Docket Nos. 080148-EI and
090009-EI regarding Progress Energy's petition for needs determination
and nuclear cost recovery, respectively.

Finally, you expressed concetns about the municipal franchise fee and
utility tax. Although Progress Energy collects the franchise fee and
utility tax, these charges are remitted to Citrus County. You may
contact the Citrus County Board of County Commissioners by using the
tollowing mformation:

Citrus County Board of County Commissioners
110 North Apopka Avenue
Inverness, Florida 34450

Office: (352)341-6560


http://www.floridapsc.com/agendas

Fax: (352)341-6584

I hope this information is helpful. If you have any questions or
concerns please contact me at 1-800-342-3552 or by fax at
1-800-511-0809.

Sincerely,

Ellen Plendl
Regulatory Specialist
Florida Public Service Commission

Division of Service, Safety, & Consumer Assistance
1-800-342-3552 (phone)
1-800-511-0809 (fax)



Katie Ely

From: Ellen Plendl

Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2009 10:19 AM
To: 'Marianne Witczak’

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

Dear Ms. Witczak:
Thank you for your reply.

Progress Energy’s petition to determine need for two new nuclear units at an energy complex to be constructed in
Levy County, Florida was granted by the PSC. On September 2, 2008, the PSC closed Docket No. 080148-EI
regarding this matter. The issue then went to the siting board.

On August 11, 2009, Governor Charlie Crist, Attorney General Bill McCollum and Chief Financial Officer Alex
Sink, serving as the Siting Board, approved Progress Energy Florida’s site request for construction of a nuclear
facility on a 3,105-acre location in Levy County. The Levy Nuclear Plant is the first nuclear facility approved in
Florida since 1976. You may review the media release by using the following lin:

http://www.flgov.com/release/10955

I will add your additional comments to Docket Nos. 080148-EI and 090009-EI regarding the nuclear plant and
090079-EI regarding Progress Energy's petition to increase its base rates.

Sincerely,

Ellen Plendl

Regulatory Specialist

Florida Public Service Commission

Division of Setvice, Safety, & Consumer Assistance
1-800-342-3552 (phone)

1-800-511-0809 (fax)


http://www.flgov.com/release/10955
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Katie Ely

From: Marianne Witczak [witkeys@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 16, 2009 9:37 AM

To:  Ellen Plendi

Cc: Governor Crist

Subject: Progress Energy Price Increases

Dear Ellen,

In my previous contacts with you, (and there have been several) | complained about Progress Energy and their
pricing. Much to my shock, when | opened my bill on Friday, they are going to the FPSC for a ridiculous increase.

Their customer charge is going from $8.03 to $13.21, their rate for 1000 KWH is going from 5.569 to 7.428 for the
first 1000 kwh, and from 6.5690 to 8.418 over 1000.

They tout lowering the fuel charges, but 4.611 from 5.60 is hardly a decrease, and the 5.611 from 6.60 either.
They can add if their expenses are higher.

Then | see Municipal Francise Fax of 11,92, and municipal Utility Tax of $14.52 which were not on our bills
previously. They stili get that rate adjustment for fuel. There are another couple of "XTRA" charges that they are
allowed to add as well.

Why are they still going forward with "nuclear developmen?" They are supposed to be using wind and solar if
they are developing ANYTHING. Thatis YOURS AND THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSIONS JOB o see that
they do. They do such a good job, that the nuclear reactor in Crystal River has a crack - and you even consider
them putting another one somewhere in the middle of the state that can wipe out Tampa and the surrounding
areas.

We have no increase in our Social Security, and all the living expenses for retired seniors on fixed incomes have
to pay. Medical expenses and medical insurance completely wipe out my Social Security, and we have to take
$1,000 per month from savings for the bills. All the folks in our area are having the same problem. You people
are supposed to be doing something. | don't give a "HOOT" about big business and their profits. Our governor is
only interested in getting to Congress (and if the surveys show anything, he's not going to make it) - he's done
NOTHING FOR FLORIDA. If the utilities want to expand and improve, they should be floating municipal bonds
o pay for it. Not passing it off to customers who get NOTHING FOR THEIR MONEY except BIG BILLS!

Another E-mail to add to your files and still you do NOTHING FOR THE PEOPLE YOU ARE SERVING!

DISGUSTED TAX PAYING FLORIDA RESIDENT.
Marianne Witczak

12/17/2009



Katie Ely

From: Ellen Plendl

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 10:03 AM
To: 'Marianne Witczak'

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

Ms. Marianne Witczak
witkeys@tampabay.rr.com

Dear Ms. Witczak:
Thank you for your email regarding Progress Energy Flotida, Incotporated (Progress Energy).

You expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s petition for an increase in base rates. You may review motre
information about the petition by using the following link:

http:/ /www.floridapsc.com/publications/specialreports/pdf/st--2009-09-progress_energy_florida__inc_.pdf

The next hearings about the petition will take place on January 11, 2010, and January 28, 2010. You may use the
following link to view and listen to the hearings:

http://www.floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/index.aspx

After each hearing, the events will be archived and available for three months following the conclusion of the
hearings. You may review the archived events by using the following link:

http://www.flotidapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/archives/
We appreciate your comments regarding the petition and will add your correspondence to Docket No. 090079-EI.

You also referenced the fuel cost adjustment. On November 3, 2009, the PSC set the 2010 fuel adjustment charges
for the customers of Florida investor-owned electric utilities. The fuel adjustment charges were decided at a hearing
where the PSC considered each utility's projected costs of fuel and the putchased power for 2010 as well as 'trued
up' costs for 2009.

As a result of the November 3, 2009 hearing, a residential customer using 1000 kWh will see their bill decrease from
$127.31 to $127.26. The fuel portion of the bill will decrease by $9.89. The bill also contains increases in the
following cost recovery clauses: $2.25 in Environmental; $6.55 in Capacity; and $0.47 in Energy Conservation. The
gross receipts tax will not change. The bill is subject to change pending the outcome of Progress Energy’s current
rate case. A final decision is expected on January 28, 2010. I will add your comments to the correspondence side of
Docket Nos. 090001-EI regarding the fuel cost adjustment.

You also expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s nuclear power plant project in Levy County. Progress
Energy’s petition to determine need for two new nuclear units at an energy complex to be constructed in Levy
County, Flotida was granted by the PSC. On September 2, 2008, the PSC closed Docket 080148-EI on this matter.

On October 16, 2009, the PSC approved cost recovery amounts for Progress Energy associated with the uprate of
its existing nuclear generating plant at Crystal River, and the construction of its proposed nuclear power plants,
Levy Units 1 and 2. These completed projects will add 2,380 megawatts of new nuclear base load generation to
Progress Energy’s system, enough energy to power 1.3 million homes. I will add your comments to the

1


http://www.floridapsc.com/agendas
http://www.floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/index.aspx
http://www.floridapsc.com/publications
mailto:witkeys@tampabay.rr.com

correspondence side of Docket Nos. 080148-EI and 090009-EI regarding Progress Energy’s petition for needs
determination and nuclear cost recovery, respectively.

Finally, you expressed concerns about the municipal franchise fee and utility tax. Although Progress Energy
collects the franchise fee and utility tax, these charges are remitted to Citrus County. You may contact the Citrus
County Board of County Commissioners by using the following information:

Citrus County Board of County Commissioners 110 North Apopka Avenue Inverness, Florida 34450

Office: (352)341-6560
Fax: (352)341-6584

I hope this information is helpful. If you have any questions or concerns please contact me at 1-800-342-3552 or by
fax at 1-800-511-0809.

Sincerely,

Ellen Plendl

Regulatory Specialist

Florida Public Service Commission

Division of Service, Safety, & Consumer Assistance
1-800-342-3552 (phone)

1-800-511-0809 (fax)
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From: Katie Ely

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 11:22 AM

To: Elien Plendi

Subject: FW: Emails

Attachments: Progress Energy Price Increases; RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

>
Progress Energy RE: Progress

Price Increase... Energy Price Incr... .. . . .
Thank you for this information. These attachments have been printed and will be

placed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and their Representatives, in Dockets 090079, 080148, 090009,
090001

Katie Ely
Staff Assistant - Office of Commission Clerk Florida Public Service Commission
850-413-6304

Please note: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications to or from state officials
regarding state business are considered to be public records and will be made available to the public and the media
upon request. Therefore, your e-mail message may be subject to public disclosure.

. FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
""" Original Message-— __Administrative_ Parties _XConsumer
From: Ellen Plendl Qlﬁ [2 Q 8
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 10:12 AM DOCUMENT NO. -
To: Katie Ely DISTRIBUTION:

Cc: Dorothy Menasco; Ann Cole
Subject: Emails

Docket Nos. 090079-EI; 080148-EI; 090009-ET; 090001-EI

Email received and response sent.
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Katie Ely

From: Marianne Witczak [witkeys@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, December 16, 2009 9:37 AM

To: Ellen Plendl

Cc: Govemnor Crist

Subject: Progress Energy Price Increases

Dear Ellen,

In my previous contacts with you, (and there have been several) | complained about Progress Energy and their
pricing. Much to my shock, when | opened my bill on Friday, they are going to the FPSC for a ridiculous increase.

Their customer charge is going from $8.03 to $13.21, their rate for 1000 KWH is going from 5.569 to 7.428 for the
first 1000 kwh, and from 6.5690 to 8.418 over 1000.

They tout lowering the fuel charges, but 4.611 from 5.60 is hardly a decrease, and the 5.611 from 6.60 either.
They can add if their expenses are higher.

Then | see Municipal Francise Fax of 11.92, and municipal Utility Tax of $14.52 which were not on our bills
previously. They still get that rate adjustment for fuel. There are another couple of "XTRA" charges that they are
allowed to add as well,

Why are they stili going forward with "nuclear developmen?” They are supposed to be using wind and solar if
they are developing ANYTHING. Thatis YOURS AND THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSIONS JOB to see that
they do. They do such a good job, that the nuclear reactor in Crystal River has a crack - and you even consider
them putting another one somewhere in the middle of the state that can wipe out Tampa and the surrounding
areas.

We have no increase in our Social Security, and all the living expenses for retired seniors on fixed incomes have
to pay. Medical expenses and medical insurance completely wipe out my Social Security, and we have to take
$1,000 per month from savings for the bills. All the folks in our area are having the same problem. You people
are supposed to be doing something. 1 don't give a "HOOT" about big business and their profits. Our governor is
only interested in getting to Congress (and if the surveys show anything, he's not going to make it) - he's done
NOTHING FOR FLORIDA.  If the utilities want to expand and improve, they should be floating municipal bonds
to pay for it. Not passing it off to customers who get NOTHING FOR THEIR MONEY except BIG BILLS!

Another E-mail to add to your files and still you do NOTHING FOR THE PEOPLE YOU ARE SERVING!

DISGUSTED TAX PAYING FLORIDA RESIDENT.
Marianne Witczak

12/16/2009



Katie Ely

From: Eilen Plend!

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2009 10:03 AM
To: ‘Marianne Witczak’

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Price Increases

Ms. Marianne Witczak
witkeys(@tampabay.rr.com

Dear Ms. Witczak:
Thank you for your email regarding Progress Energy Flotida, Incorporated (Progress Energy).

You expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s petition for an increase in base rates. You may review mote
information about the petition by using the following link:

http:/ /www flotidapsc.com/publications/specialteports /pdf/sr--2009-09-progress_energy_flotida__inc_.pdf

The next hearings about the petition will take place on January 11, 2010, and January 28, 2010. You may use the
following link to view and listen to the hearings:

http://www.floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/index.aspx

After each hearing, the events will be archived and available for three months following the conclusion of the
hearings. You may review the archived events by using the following link:

http:/ /www floridapsc.com/agendas/audiovideo/archives/
We appreciate your comments regarding the petitton and will add your correspondence to Docket No. 090079-ElL

You also referenced the fuel cost adjustment. On November 3, 2009, the PSC set the 2010 fuel adjustment charges
for the customers of Florida investor-owned electric utlities. The fuel adjustment charges were decided at a hearing
where the PSC considered each utility's projected costs of fuel and the purchased power for 2010 as well as "trued
up' costs for 2009.

As a result of the November 3, 2009 hearing, a residential customer using 1000 kWh will see their bill decrease from
$127.31 to $127.26. The fuel portion of the bill will decrease by $9.89. The bill also contains increases in the
following cost recovery clauses: $2.25 in Environmental; $6.55 in Capacity; and $0.47 in Energy Conservation. The
gross receipts tax will not change. The bill is subject to change pending the outcome of Progress Energy’s current
rate case. A final decision is expected on January 28, 2010. I will add your comments to the correspondence side of
Docket Nos. 090001-EI regarding the fuel cost adjustment.

You also expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s nuclear power plant project in Levy County. Progress
Energy’s petition to determine need for two new nuclear units at an energy complex to be constructed in Levy
County, Florida was granted by the PSC. On September 2, 2008, the PSC closed Docket 080148-EI on this matter.

On October 16, 2009, the PSC approved cost recovery amounts for Progress Enetgy associated with the uprate of
its existing nuclear generating plant at Crystal River, and the construction of its proposed nuclear power plants,
Levy Units 1 and 2. These completed projects will add 2,380 megawatts of new nuclear base load generation to
Progress Energy’s system, enough energy to power 1.3 million homes. I will add your comments to the
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correspondence side of Docket Nos. 080148-EI and 090009-EI regarding Progress Energy’s petition for needs
determination and nuclear cost recovery, respectively.

Finally, you expressed concerns about the municipal franchise fee and utility tax. Although Progress Energy
collects the franchise fee and utility tax, these charges are remitted to Citrus County. You may contact the Citrus
County Board of County Commissioners by using the following information:

Citrus County Board of County Commissioners 110 North Apopka Avenue inverness, Florida 34450

Office: (352)341-6560
Fax: (352)341-6584

I hope this information is helpful. If you have any questions or concerns please contact me at 1-800-342-3552 or by
fax at 1-800-511-0809.

Sincerely,

Ellen Plend!

Regulatory Specialist

Florida Public Service Commission

Division of Service, Safety, & Consumer Assistance
1-800-342-3552 (phone)

1-800-511-0809 (fax)
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COMMISSIONERS: - 3 DIVISION OF SERVICE, SAFETY &
MATTHEW M. CARTER II, CHAIRMAN 0= =2k ) CONSUMER ASSISTANCE

LISA POLAK EDGAR DANIEL M. HOPPE, DIRECTOR
NANCY ARGENZIANO (850) 413-6480
NATHAN A. SKOP

DaviD E. KLEMENT

Fublic Berfrice Qonmizsion

December 9, 2009

Mr. Ablson Bryant
14371 SE 85 Terrace
Inglis, FL. 34449-2763

RE: PSC Inquiry 909005C

Dear Mr. Bryant:

The Governor's office forwarded a copy of your correspondence regarding Progress Energy Florida,
Incorporated (Progress Energy). The PSC regulates investor-owned electric, natural gas, and telecornmunications
utilities throughout Florida, and investor-owned water and wastewater utilities in those counties which have opted

to transfer jurisdiction to the PSC. You expressed a concern about Progress Energy’s nuclear power plant project
in Levy County.

Progress Energy’s petition to determine need for two new nuclear units at an energy complex to be

constructed in Levy County, Florida was granted by the PSC. On September 2, 2008, the PSC closed Docket
080148-EI on this matter.

On October 16, 2009, the PSC approved cost recovery amounts for Progress Energy associated with the
uprate of its existing nuclear generating plant at Crystal River, and the construction of its proposed nuclear power
plants, Levy Units 1 and 2. These completed projects will add 2,380 megawatts of new nuclear base load
generation to Progress Energy’s system, enough energy to power 1.3 million homes.

1 will add your comments to the correspondence side of Docket Nos. 080148-EI and 090009-El
regarding Progress Energy’s petition for needs determination and nuclear cost recovery, respectively.

If you have any questions or concems please call Ellen Plendi at 1-800-342-3552 or by fax at

1-800-511-0809.
Randy Rofand

Regulatory Program Administrator
Division of Service, Safety &
Consumer Assistance

RR:mep

CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER # 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD & TALLAHASSEE, FL.32399-0850

An Aflirmative Action / Equal Opportunity Employer
PSC Website: hitp:/Aiwww floridapsc.com Internet E-mail: contact@psc.state.fl.us
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May 18, 2009

RE: Docket No. 080148- El m | Kathleen Pagan
- 720 NW 20th Ave
ay ==

To whom it may concern:

| oppose the construction of a nuclear power electrical generation facility in a region known world-
wide for underground springs. One malfunction of the plant or the waste stream could threaten the
groundwater of our state. North Florida tourism depends on these springs. “The Sunshine State” can
develop solar energy, a clean renewable source with no waste product. In fact advances in solar
technology make it a better investment than nuclear (see Union of Concerned Scientists Fact Sheet

attached). SUTIUN B

In 1975, catastrophe was barely averted when fire erupted at the Browns Ferry nuclear plant. Today, 33
years later, the risk of a fire at a U.S. nuclear power plant remains unacceptably high--with potentially
deadly consequences. The industry's own risk assessment considers fire to be the greatest risk in a
nuclear plant's operations. Yet, not one of the nation's operating nucleakr”power plants is known to be in
compliance with the 1980 regulations. It is disturbing that NRC and independent tests have found that
the fire retardant material used to protect electrical cables (also known as cable wraps) most prevalently
used in the nation's nuclear plants are deficient and fail within minutes of being exposed to fire, as
opposed to the one-hour requirement. Protecting the public is the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's
primary responsibility and the agency’s unwillingness to enforce its own regulations is simply
unacceptable. A fire at a nuclear power plant could lead to a serious accident and a release of deadly

radiation, potentially killing or injuring thousands of people.

Natural disasters are part of the natural Florid.éilg'ﬁi{'slc’anb'e;:Recently wildfires have occurred in Levy
County, the proposed location of a new Progress Energy facility, and such a natural disaster will be more
risky if a nuclear power plant is constructed. In terms of hurricanes, which are very probable, how will
the proposed facility impact evacuation routes in a worst case scenario? How long will recovery take if

the transmission lines are damaged during a hurricane?

| have used solar water heating systems while living overseas and know this works. A decentralized
energy system is effective in an area with natural disasters. There should be more solar installations to

create a sustainable future for all of Florida. Thank you.
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Nuclear Loan Guarantees: '
Another Taxpayer Bailout?

Nuclear power advocates are claiming that a new
generation of reactors will produce relatively cheap
electricity while solving the threat posed by global climate
change. Companizs are proposing to build 30 new reactors
in the United States, and some have called for building up
to 300 new plants by mid-centuty. Congress responded by
authorizing massive loan guarantees specifically for the
nuclear industry ($18.5 billion to date) through the Title 17
program for “energy technology innovation.” The industry
is now asking for a lot more in guarantees through the
proposed Clean Energy Deployment Administration
(CEDA) and the Clean Energy Investment Fund. Absent
limits on the size of these loan guarantees, at an average
cost of $9 billion per reactor, taxpayers may ultimately be

on the hook for a “nuclear renaissance” they can ill afford.

A Managerial Disaster

Originally conceived as producing electricity that would
be “too cheap to meter,” the federal government created
financial incentives to jump-start the nuclear industry and
limited companies’ liability in case of a nuclear accident.
But as construction costs skyrocketed, the electric utilities
abandoned some 100 plants—half of all those ordered—
during construction. Those that were

comipleted led to large increases in electrcity

rates. The result was what a Forbes cover story

CONSTRUCTION STARTS

Cost Estimates Have Risen
Dramatically

Because of this dismal record, Wall Street and the financial
community have been unwilling to invest in new nuclear
plants for three decades. And just as the industry is calling
for massive new investments, estimated construction costs
for the new generation of nuclear power plants have
skyrocketed. In 2002, the industry and the Department of
Energy IDOE) projected costs of new nuclear reactors at
$1,200 to §1,500 per kilowatt, suggesting total costs of $2
billion to $3 billion per nuclear reactor. By the end of
2008, the DOE had received federal loan guarantee
applications for 21 proposed reactors with a total
estimated cost of $188 billion, or an average of $9 billion
per reactor. Industry analysts and rating agencies have
warned that these projected costs are highly uncertain and
could rise significantly again.

The nuclear industry has an extremely poor track record
on cost overruns. The actual costs of 75 of the first
generation of U.S. nuclear power plants exceeded initial
estimates by more than 200 percent—more than triple
their projected costs.

Cost Overruns tor U.S. Nuclear Power Plants

AVERAGE OVERNIGHT COSTS*®

in 1985 called “the largest managerial disaster in Uit Pee’
. . . YEAR NUMBER OF
business history, a disaster on a monumental INITIATED PLANTS® e S e .. he' -
PER MW FER A
scale.” As a result: . — ———
. 1966-1967 11 612 1,279 109
° Taxpayers and ratepayers paid an B - — o
estimated $40 billion in costs for 1968-1969 26 L 741 2,180 194
abandogied prelmp plosite. 1970-1971 12 829 2,889 248
o Ratepayers paid over $200 billion (in - - - o
today’s dollats) in cost overruns for skt G Tl e <18
completed nuclear plants. 1974-1975 14 1263 4,817 281
B Ratepayers were required to pay an = — ———
. _ e 1976-1977 5 1,620 4,377 169
estimated $40 billion in “stranded
costs” to utilities as a result of OVERALL AVERAGE 13 938 2,959 207

restructuring intended to introduce
competition in the industry.

Source: Schlissel, D., M. Mullett, and R. Alvarez. 2009. Nuclear loan guarantees: Another taxpayer bailout ahead?
Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned Scientists. Online at
hitp:/Awww.ucsusa.org/nuclear_power/nuclear_power_and_global_warming/nuclear-loan-guarantees.html.



Taxpayers Should Not Bear the Risk
of a Nuclear Resurgence

The rapidly escalating and highly uncertain costs of new

nuclear plants—along with the stated unwillingness of
Wall Street to finance them—has sent the industry back to
the federal government for loan guarantees and other
forms of financial assistance. The Energy Policy Act of
2005 authorized the DOE to provide federal guarantees
for energy projects including nuclear plants employing new
reactor designs, and $18.5 billion has been allocated for
new nuclear plants. The industry 1s now asking Congress
to substantially expand that amount through the creation
of the CEDA, which can freely draw from a Clean Energy
Investment Fund to finance the construction of new
nuclear power plants beyond the limits authorized under
the existing DOE Loan Guarantee Program.

Federal loan guarantees do not reduce the risks associated
with new nuclear power plants; they merely transfer those
risks from the companies building the plants to taxpayers.
The level of risk will depend on how many plants are
bullt, the percentage of costs the government guarantees,
and how many companies default on their loans. The
Government Accountability Office estimates that the
average risk of default for DOE loan guarantees is about
50 pel:cent.i Based on various proposed scenarios for new

nuclear plant construction, the potental risk exposure to
p ) p p

taxpayers could range from $360 billion to $1.6 trillion.”

The nuclear industry’s history of skyrocketing
costs and construction overruns has already
resulted in expensive bailouts by taxpayers and
captive ratepayers. By shifting the risks of
building new nuclear power plants from
companies to taxpayers, new loan guarantees
could lead to yet another vastly expensive
bailout of the industry.

A Clean Energy Investment
Fund Should Support Clean,
Green, and Cost-effective
Technologies

The Clean Energy Investment Fund is a
taxpayer-sponsored mechanism for promoting innovative
clean energy technologies that can increase our country’s
energy independence and reduce our contribution to
climate change. The CEDA should therefore ensure the
promotion of a diverse range of technology solutions and
give funding priority to those with the lowest cost per ton
of heat-trapping emissions avoided.

Most importantly, the size of loan guarantees for a single
project or technology should be limited to ensute that no
single industry can dominate the program. This will also
prevent a few large, expensive projects from moving
forward at the expense of smaller and more diverse clean
energy projects that could meet the program’s goals at a
lower cost. Finally, in order to protect the interests of the
taxpayer and insure the fund’s solvency, a technology’s
“time-to-market” must be taken into account so that
expensive options with long lead tmes do not tie up funds
that could be used to bring cleaner and more efficient
technologies to matket sooner.

" Government Accountability Office. 2008. Washington, DC.
New loan guarantee program should complete activities
necessary for effective and accountable program management.
" Schlissel, D., M. Mullett, and R. Alvarez. 2009. Nuclear
loan guarantees: Another taxpayer bailout ahead?
Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned Scientists.

More information is available online at www.ucsusa.org

The Union of Concerned Scientists is the leading science-based nonprofit working for a healthy environment and a safer world.

National Headquarters
Two Brattle Square
Cambridge, MA 02238-3105
Phone: (617) 547-5552

Fax: (617) 864-9405
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May 18, 2009

RE: Docket No. 080148- El

To whom it may concern:

| oppose the construction of a nuclear power electrical generation facility in a region known world-
wide for underground springs. One malfunction of the plant or the waste stream could threaten the
groundwater of our state. North Florida tourism depends on these springs. “The Sunshine State” can
develop solar energy, a clean renewable source with no waste product. In fact advances in solar
technology make it a better investment than nuclear (see Union of Concerned Scientists Fact Sheet
attached).

In 1975, catastrophe was barely averted when fire erupted at the Browns Ferry nuclear plant. Today, 33
years later, the risk of a fire at a U.S. nuclear power plant remains unacceptably high--with potentially
deadly consequences. The industry's own risk assessment considers fire to be the greatest risk in a
nuclear plant's operations. Yet, not one of the nation's operating nuclear power plants is known to be in
compliance with the 1980 regulations. It is disturbing that NRC and independent tests have found that
the fire retardant material used to protect electrical cables (also known as cable wraps) most prevalently
used in the nation's nuclear plants are deficient and fail within minutes of being exposed to fire, as
opposed to the one-hour requirement. Protecting the public is the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's
primary responsibility and the agency’s unwillingness to enforce its own regulations is simply
unacceptable. A fire at a nuclear power plant could lead to a serious accident and a release of deadly
radiation, potentially killing or injuring thousands of people.

Natural disasters are part of the natural Florida landscape. Recently wildfires have occurred in Levy
County, the proposed location of a new Progress Energy facility, and such a natural disaster will be more
risky if a nuclear power plant is constructed. In terms of hurricanes, which are very probable, how will
the proposed facility impact evacuation routes in a worst case scenario? How long will recovery take if
the transmission lines are damaged during a hurricane?

| have used solar water heating systems while living overseas and know this works. A decentralized
energy system is effective in an area with natural disasters. There should be more solar installations to
create a sustainable future for all of Florida. Thank you.

bl W =

Kathleen W. Pagan, Gainesville, FL

Concerned Citizen and Member of American Institute of Certified Planners
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Nuclear power advocates are claiming that a new Cost Estimates Have Risen
generation of reactors will produce relatively cheap Dramatica"y

electricity while solving the threat posed by global climate
change. Companies are proposing to build 30 new reactors
in the United States, and some have called for building up
to 300 new plants by mid-century. Congress responded by
authorizing massive loan guarantees specifically for the
nuclear industry ($18.5 billion to date) through the Title 17
program for “energy technology innovation.” The industry
is now asking for a lot more in guarantees through the
proposed Clean Energy Deployment Administration
(CEDA) and the Clean Energy Investment Fund. Absent
limits on the size of these loan guarantees, at an average

Because of this dismal record, Wall Street and the financial
community have been unwilling to invest in new nuclear
plants for three decades. And just as the industry is calling
for massive new investments, estimated construction costs
for the new generation of nuclear power plants have
skyrocketed. In 2002, the industry and the Department of
Energy (DOE) projected costs of new nuclear reactors at
$1,200 to $1,500 per kilowatt, suggesting total costs of $2
billion to $3 billion per nuclear reactor. By the end of
2008, the DOE had received federal loan guarantee
applications for 21 proposed reactors with a total
estimated cost of $188 billion, or an average of $9 billion
per reactor. Industry analysts and rating agencies have
warned that these projected costs are highly uncertain and
could rise significantly again.

cost of $9 billion per reactor, taxpayers may ultimately be
on the hook for a “nuclear renaissance” they can ill afford.

A Managerial Disaster

Originally conceived as producing electricity that would

be “too cheap to meter,” the federal government created The nuclear industry has an extremely poor track record

financial incentives to jump-start the nuclear industry and on cost overruns. The actual costs of 75 of the first

limited companies’ liability in case of a nuclear accident.
But as construction costs skyrocketed, the electric utilites
abandoned some 100 plants—half of all those ordered—
during construction. Those that were

completed led to large increases in electrcity Cost Overruns for U.S. Nuclear Power Plants

generation of U.S. nuclear power plants exceeded initial
estimates by more than 200 percent—more than triple
their projected costs.

rates. The result was what a Forbes cover story

() D ) AR A N A [) = U
in 1985 called “the largest managerial disaster in LTS
5 ¥ 3 YEAR NUMBER OF
business history, a disaster on a monumental INITIATED PLANTS® m‘;ﬁ%%?é%m O e QyERRLA
PER MW)
scale.” As a result:
. 1966-1967 1 612 1,279 109
° Taxpayers and ratepayers paid an :
estimated $40 billion in costs for 1968-1969 26 741 2,180 194
abandoned ngclear plants. N . 19701971 12 699 2889 248
o Ratepayers paid over $200 billion (in
today’s dollars) in cost overruns for 1972-1903 / 220 3.882 218
completed nuclear plants. 1974-1975 14 1,263 4,817 281
° Ratepayers were required to pay an
. e e 1976-1977 5 1,630 4,377 169
estimated $40 billion in “stranded
costs” to utilities as a result of OVERALL AVERAGE 13 938 2,959 207

restructurmg intended to introduce Source: Schlisset, D., M. Mullett, and R. Alvarez. 2009. Nuclear loan guarantees: Another taxpayer bailout ahead?
Competition in the industry. Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned Scientists. Online at

http/iwww.ucsusa.org/nuclear_power/nuclear_power_and_global_warming/nuclear-loan-guarantees.him/.



Taxpayers Should Not Bear the Risk
of a Nuclear Resurgence

The rapidly escalating and highly uncertain costs of new
nuclear plants-—along with the stated unwillingness of
Wall Street to finance them—has sent the industry back to

the federal government for loan guarantees and other
forms of financial assistance. The Energy Policy Act of
2005 authorized the DOE to provide federal guarantees
for energy projects including nuclear plants employing new
reactor designs, and $18.5 billion has been allocated for
new nuclear plants. The industry is now asking Congress
to substantially expand that amount through the creation
of the CEDA, which can freely draw from a Clean Energy
Investment Fund to finance the construction of new
nuclear power plants beyond the limits authorized under
the existing DOE Loan Guarantee Program.

Federal loan guarantees do not reduce the risks associated
with new nuclear power plants; they merely transfer those
risks from the companies building the plants to taxpayers.
The level of risk will depend on how many plants are
built, the percentage of costs the government guarantees,
and how many companies default on their loans. The
Government Accountability Office estimates that the
average risk of default for DOE loan guarantees is about
50 percent.i Based on various proposed scenarios for new
nuclear plant construction, the potential risk exposure to

taxpayers could range from $360 billion to $1.6 trillion."

The nuclear industry’s history of skyrocketing
costs and construction overruns has already
resulted in expensive bailouts by taxpayers and
captive ratepayers. By shifting the risks of
building new nuclear power plants from
companies to taxpayers, new loan guarantees
could lead to yet another vastly expensive

bailout of the industry.

A Clean Energy Investment
Fund Should Support Clean,
Green, and Cost-effective

Technologies

The Clean Energy Investment Fund is a
taxpayer-sponsored mechanism for promoting innovative
clean energy technologies that can increase our country’s
energy independence and reduce our contribution to
climate change. The CEDA should therefore ensure the
promotion of a diverse range of technology solutions and
give funding priority to those with the lowest cost per ton
of heat-trapping emissions avoided.

Most importantly, the size of loan guarantees for a single
project or technology should be limited to ensure that no
single industry can dominate the program. This will also
prevent a few large, expensive projects from moving
forward at the expense of smaller and more diverse clean
energy projects that could meet the program’s goals at a
lower cost. Finally, in order to protect the interests of the
taxpayer and insure the fund’s solvency, a technology’s
“time-to-market” must be taken into account so that
expensive options with long lead times do not tie up funds
that could be used to bring cleaner and more efficient
technologies to market sooner.

' Government Accountability Office. 2008. Washington, DC.
New loan guarantee program should complete activities
necessary for effective and accountable program management.
f Schlissel, D., M. Mullett, and R. Alvarez. 2009. Nuclear
loan guarantees: Another taxpayer bailout ahead?
Cambridge, MA: Union of Concerned Scientists.

More information is available online at www.ucsusa.org

The Union of Concerned Scientists is the leading science-based nonproftt working for a healthy environment and a safer world.

National Headquarters

Two Brattle Square
Cambridge, MA 02238-9105
Phone: (617) 547-5552

Fax: (617} 864-9405
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To the State of Florida Public Service Commission e W =
ax 3 m
X J
TP = i
=2 * 3
2 e @
Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the y O

eaf
2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with

funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following:

Progress Energy
Florida
(six months ended June 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased
Revenue and net income but decreased
expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year

2008 2007 FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Revenue $2.20B $2.14 B [ Administrative [ ] Partios {3 Consumer
Expenses $1.87B  $1.89B DOCUMENT NO. 0(G /2. -0
Net Income $192 M $129 M DISTRIBUTION: __ (=1 A4 G/
(source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)

In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate

increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate
payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public
Service Commission will be a proper advocate during these difficult financial
times.
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Yours truly,
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To the State of Florida Public Service Commission: B2
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Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the year
2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with

funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following:

Progress Energy
Florida
(six months ended June 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased
Revenue and net income but decreased
expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year.

2008 2007
Revenue $2.20B $2.148B '
FPS ,
Expenses $1.878B S1.89B Agr;fﬂl;u‘:ﬁvfékximNDENCE
Net Income $192 M S129 M = (7 Cotisumer
(source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)
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In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings.

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate
increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate

payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public
Service Commission will be a proper advocate during these difficult financial
times.

e M ’ ;
*S 8 Irs. Rosemarie M.
AGVE% 9816 SE 125t Ln Yool Yours truly,
WS Summerfield, FL 34491.9214
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PATRICIA PARKER FOREMAN
323 EAST HILL STREET
INVERNESS, FLORIDA 34452 PN
b 5,
& C)
FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE] &, 3,
November 2, 2008 L Adminisraive [] partie 3 5 R
DCCUMENT No, IA~0F S e P
DISTRIBUTION: __ & L 7e ©

Public Service Commission _
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. '
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Re: Recent rate increase for Progress Energy

Shame, Shame on you...all of you! I have written Governor Crist
about my disappointment on his part of this requested rate increase for
Progress. He has had my vote once...but never again will I vote for him.

The State of Florida is highly populated with fixed incomes by Senior
Citizens. How in the world do you expect us to pay the added expense
during the summer months? I have “COPD” and without the air-
conditioning I will probably die. Plus, we can’t afford food in the present
day economical crisis then adding grocery store charges to support your
raise in the electric. Have you forgotten that we live in a hot climate?

I live in Citrus County, but I do not receive “nuclear” power. I have
to pay for the privilege of being a customer ($8.03), energy charge
@5.09900, fuel charge @ 4.88100, Gross Receipts Tax, Municipal
Franchise Fee, and Municipal Tax. NOW you think it is alright to ask me to
pay for another Nuclear Plant that will still not give any change in the
inflated price I presently pay!

Sincerely,

wlernar/

Patricia Parker Foreman
Resident since 1948



Kimberley Pena 0 go [L/g

Page 1 of 1

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Ruth McHargue

Wednesday, October 29, 2008 4:02 PM
Ruth Nettles

Kimberley Pena

FW: Progress Energy Rate Increase

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
[J Administrative [} Parties [T} Consumer
DOCUMENT NO.__ 0{4/2-0 ¢
DISTRIBUTION:

Attachments: FW: My contact; FW: My contact; FW: My contact; Submitted over website

Please add to docket file.

From: Angie Calhoun

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2008 12:51 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: Progress Energy Rate Increase

10/29/2008



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

Kimberley Pena

From: Webmaster

Sent; Friday, October 24, 2008 10:11 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

---—--Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact{@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2008 9:34 AM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Markus Mittermayr

Company: St Petersburg Travel Center Inc Primary Phone: 727-327-4444 Secondary Phone:

Email: mmittermayr(@stpetetravel.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? No

Comments:

How do you expect me to pay for this?

In these economic times we need our leaders to help control the greed of companies that hold us hostage - not
support things that will hurt us more.

Please help !



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

Kimberley Pena

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 11:22 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 9:12 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: elveretmpsn(@yahoo.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: ELVERE THOMPSON
Company: RETIRED

Primary Phone: (352) 489 9379
Secondary Phone:

Email: elveretmpsn@yahoo.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

AS AN ELECTRIC POWER USER,(not an attorney), | AM CONCERNED ABOUT THE CONSUMER
HAVING TO BEAR THE COSTS OF FINANCING A NEW NUCLEAR POWER PLANT INSTEAD OF
THE STOCKHOLDERS. INEED TO TALK TO SOMEBODY KNOWLEDGEABLE ABOUT THIS
MATTER. ALSO FOR MY RESEARCH, INEED A COPY OF THE COST RECOVERY RULING ISSUED
BY THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION IN ACCORDANCE TO PUBLIC LAW CHAPTER
2007-11(house bill #549) THANK YOU



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

Kimberley Pena

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 1:38 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact(@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 1:26 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name; Dawn Kelly
Company:

Primary Phone:

Secondary Phone:

Email: dkelly3@hotmail.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments:

[ would like to comment on the recent requests by Progress Energy to raise our already far too high rates. The
fuel surcharges on our electric bills already account for about half of the bill and yet with fuel rates falling, PE 1s
asking for a 25% increase, On top of that, they have already been granted a surcharge for the construction of a
nuclear power plant that will not produce energy for years to come. [t seems as though whenever PE has asked
for a rate increase in the 16 years we have lived in Florida, they receive it. [ am not sure that the members of the
PSC really understand the hardship that PE's ridiculous rates are placing on those who have no choice but to use

their monopolistic service.



Page I of |

Kimberley Pena

From: Benjamin Legaspi

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2008 3:19 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Cc: Mimi Hearn

Subject: Submitted over website

el bbb e e e e e e b e el e 0 222

j-jordan (jocjord@yahoo.com)
Type: General Comment
Phone:

Company:

URL address:

Issue/Comment:

Ladies and Gentlemen Your recent o.k. of charging rate payers for the construction of Necular Plants before
construction, is dishonest and shows that you are for the power co,s who is protecting the rate payer, are we

going to own the plants after construction t doubt it. so let them pay for it not us. Gov.Crist needs to do his
home work and get rid of all of you.

10/29/2008
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FPSC, CLK - CORRESPOND,
To the State of Florida Public Service Commission:

E
[ Administrative [ Parties 5&&.
DOCUMENTNO, 091708 |
DISTRIBUTION: _ E'(4 (/] /

Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the year
2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with

funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following:

Progress Energy
Florida
(six months ended June 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased
Revenue and net income but decreased
expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year.

2008 2007
Revenue $2.20B $2.14 B

Expenses $1.87B $1.89B
Net Income $192 M S129 M

(source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)

COMMISSION
CLERK

RECEVED-FPSC
080CT 28 AM 8:15

In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings.

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate

increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate

payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public
Service Commission will be a pro

per advocate during these difficult financial
times. o '
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To the State of Florida Public Service Commission:

OS0Ieg
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/

Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the year

2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with

funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following:

Progress Energy
" Florida
(six months ended june 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased
Revenue and net income but decreased

'S I expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year.
2 & 3

U LT nE 2008 2007

0  ZiRevenue 52208  $2.14B

?’B ™ Z“Expenses $1.87B $1.89 B

EJJJ S “ Netincome $192 M $129 M

T 8

(source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)

In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings.

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate
increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate
payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public
Service Commission will be a proper advocate during these difficult financial
times.

Yours truly,
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Ruth Nettles <. E zztw

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 9:25 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena
Subject: FW: Progress Energy Rate Increase
) o o FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENC
Attachments: FAX.TIF [} Administ sretyve ]} Partizs fODj‘g
| DOCUMENT MO, 0*1,4_/2 .........
Please add to docket file. | ST UTION e
From: Consumer Contact
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 8:13 AM
To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: Progress Energy Rate Increase
To CLK
From: NET SatisFAXtion
Sent: None
To: Consumer Contact
Subject: 850 223 1786, 1 page(s)

You have received a new fax. This fax was received by NET SatisFAXtion. The fax is attached to the message. Open
the attachment to view your fax.

Received Fax Details

Received On: 10/22/2008 6:08 AM
Number of Pages: 1

From (CSID)}: 850 223 1788

From {ANI):

Sent to DID:

Duration of Fax: 0:00:53
Transfer Speed: 24000

Received Status: Success
Number of Errors: 0
Port Received On: RockForceOCTO+ Port 6

FAX.TIF (12 KB,
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Ruth Nettles <. E zztw

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 9:25 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena
Subject: FW: Progress Energy Rate Increase
) o o FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENC
Attachments: FAX.TIF [} Administ sretyve ]} Partizs fODj‘g
| DOCUMENT MO, 0*1,4_/2 .........
Please add to docket file. | ST UTION e
From: Consumer Contact
Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2008 8:13 AM
To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: Progress Energy Rate Increase
To CLK
From: NET SatisFAXtion
Sent: None
To: Consumer Contact
Subject: 850 223 1786, 1 page(s)

You have received a new fax. This fax was received by NET SatisFAXtion. The fax is attached to the message. Open
the attachment to view your fax.

Received Fax Details

Received On: 10/22/2008 6:08 AM
Number of Pages: 1

From (CSID)}: 850 223 1788

From {ANI):

Sent to DID:

Duration of Fax: 0:00:53
Transfer Speed: 24000

Received Status: Success
Number of Errors: 0
Port Received On: RockForceOCTO+ Port 6

FAX.TIF (12 KB,
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To the State of Florida Public Service Commission: e 0@5_;;}\ S
2y ) e
.;" .;_- 5
<G
Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the year
2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with
funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following: |
Progress Energy
Florida
(six months ended June 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased S I
Revenue and net income but decreased = ‘8
expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year. ng -'; %
=
2008 . 2007 =
Revenue  $2.20B $2.14 B S w '_'9
Expenses $1.878  $1.898B = &
Net income $192 M S129 M

(source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)

In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings.

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate
increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate
payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public

Service Commission will be a proper advocate during these difficult financial
times.

ours truly,

S%m . &JAu,
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10/20/2008 2:13 PM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles ' 6) SOIY 4

From: Ruth McHargue FPSC, . B
Sent: Monday, October 20, 2008 2:09 PM [JAde CLE - CORRE SPWNC-;
To: Ruth Nettles Adevnistrtive | Parties T Consume
Cc: Kimberley Pena DOCUSENT NG, 0 Z"O :
Subject: Nuclear cost recovery clause VST IRUTION - 8
_ L IBUTION, $
d et e e e E

Please add to docket file.

Note: Complaint #795076E was filed for the customer. This correspondence was added to the
complaint file.

Ruth McHargue

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 4:49 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Service QOutage TRACKING NUMBER: 15621

Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTCMER INFORMATION

Name: Dennis Engelhardt

Telephone: 3525954401

Email: denbob4369@msn.com

Address: 603 NE 140th Street Citra 32113

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: Bobbie Engelhardt Account Number:
Address: 603 NE 140th Street Citra Florida 32113

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Service Outage against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

This is a follow up on a previously placed complaint because I have never heard from the
PSC, only Progress energy. Your "mission statement"on this web page says "to provide the
state with affordable utilities", yet you grant a 11.00 per thousand KWH increase for
something that is not going to happen for 8 years, to a company that cares less about it's
customers, and whose CEQO makes a million dollars a year salary for doing nothing. So
basically you work for them instead of us. I sent a complaint several weeks agc about the
recent outage, which I have been dealing with 4 people from PE that should be running for
office because they have lied and danced around the issue to the point that I wish
electric wasn't a monopoly, and we could choose who we went with. They have probably sent
you something saying they have addressed the issue, and the customer is satisfied, but
nothing could be farther from the truth. One gentleman, Chuck Collins, told me one thing,
then e-mailed his boss something all together different. They want to build, and are able
to build Nuclear generatore, yet they have inaccessable lines because 30 years ago, that
ig the way they did things, so they just leave them that way. So once again the customer
gets screwed. They "estimate" the bill for 2 months, who knows why with all the new
electronic equipment thay have from their last price increase you gave them, at $450 when
the customer has never had a bill over $350. Aand, if you decide tc live in the country,
even though you pay as much or more for your power as the people in a subdivision, God
forbid if your lights go out, you will wait forever because you have to wait until all
other subdivision ig up and running, then MAYBE they'll get yours on. It's very sad that
with the big CEQ's, like the ones with PE, are the cause of the depression we're in, and
you grant them a rate increage. I guess you all are politicians, youwash my back, I'll
wash yours.

PSC was contacted previously
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Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing



10/15/200811:27:56 AM1age 1 of 1

Ruth Nettles 650l E

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 11:28 AM

To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Subject: FW: Utility rate increase ] Adminisirative [ ] Parties [ ¥ Consumer
DOCUMENT NO._01472- 0%
Please add to docket file. DISTRIBUTION:

From: WMayo [mailto:wmayo39@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 7.50 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Utility rate increase

Dear Sirs:

I was very dismayed when I saw that your utility commision has granted rate increase to Fla Progress so they can build
a new power plant. Is this free enterprise or more pork chop legislation.

If this rate increase goes through I will once again be hunting state officials that are more interested in helping the
public than in fillint their own pockets.

How isd it that the fuel prices are droppiong almost daily, yet our fuel surcharge is ot. Who is watching that rip off?
Sincerely,

Wayne G Mayo

Palm Harbor F1

10/15/2008
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Ruth Nettles - ovyoly?
From: Ruth McHargue

Sent; Wednesday, October 15, 2008 11:27 AM

To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: FW: PROGRESS ENERGY

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
[ ] Administrative (] Parties [TH€onsumer

Please add to docket file. DO_?l_JMENT NO;_QI__QLZ_'_QZ_
. ISTRABUTION:

et et e

----- Original Message-----

From: grady henry [mailto:henry_ grady@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 2:06 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: PROGRESS ENERGY

I just found out you approved the rate hikes that Progress Energy wanted. This is very
disturbing to me. I am against it. If they need money to build their Nuclear Power
plants...they can borrow by issuing bonds.

YOU raising my electric bill makes me angry. Progress Energy has a monopoly on electric
service in the areas that they provide for. YOU have failed to lock out for MY interests.

What makes me even more angry is that I cannot vote you out of cffice.

My local officials have lost my support by raising my property taxes, and you have
completely lost my confidence by deciding that I SHOULD PAY MORE FOR MY UTILITY SERVICES.
Who do you think you are?

You have done wrong.

~Henry Grady
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Ruth Nettles O?O k’f?/

From: Ruth McHargue _I:‘EJ
Sent: Waednesday, October 15, 2008 11:22 AM SC, ‘C_LK - CORRESPOND NCE
To: Ruth Nettles Administrative ] Parties —q/E
Cc: Kimberley Pana ! DOCUMFNT NG ®6 {1 Consymer
Subject: Docket flle T e e

g{{f STRIB UTIGN: \O—ﬁl.z.ﬂ

Please add to docket file.

----- Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 1:17 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 11:39 AM '

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Randy Cook

Company :

Primary Phone:

Secondary Phone:

Email: randude@tampabay.rr.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? No

Comments :

Thanks for sticking it to the consumer again with your Progress Energy vote - what the
f*ck - are you guys just bitches for the industry - what the hell was the profit margin of
progress energy last year - give the consumers a chance - maybe decline a rate increase
every now and then for god sakes - or do you all get free electric in your (i'm sure
miltiple) homeg???

Quit being the industry's bitch asg your little group so obivously is - you all should just
quit as you are not doing ANY public service as suggested by your title




10/15/2008 11:26 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles O@ / L{ y

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Waeadnesday, October 15, 2008 11:17 AM

To: Ruth Nettles i

Ce: Kimberlay Pena FPSC, CLK - CORRE

Subject: docket gm Administrat: ,SPOND NCE
i (;; ;m.,amtch Parties A Consumer
FDOCUMENT NO.

Please add to docket file  CISTRIBUTION. —WL‘QZ

————— Original Message----- R “i(JN-“_MMM___q

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 9:34 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 15591

Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: Gary Wing

Telephone: 727-524-2950

Email: pabjorne@aol.com

Address: 6128 136th Ave North Clearwater 33760

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: Progress Energy
Account Number:
Address: 6128 136th Ave North Clearwater FL 33760

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

COSTS!

The cost of power with this company (not from Florida!) has reached the painful end! If we
do not get this company to lower its rates and keep them there. It will be the end of
this type of system in the country! Stockholders be damned! The company's will be taken
over by the people and rates locked and set by the people. Along with all the other power
company's in the state of Florida. Control's of these company's have pushed the people to
the end of there lines.

No Rate hikes! No cost to us for the new Nuke Plant. (Unless you want us to own it!) and
rates cut down to the real world costs! And people, that is the end of it!

Get them under control or tell them to start packing!

Regards

Gary G Wing
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Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles | QE-() Uy

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Wadnesday, October 15, 2008 10:34 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Ce: Kimberley Pena
Subject: Docket correspondence

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Please add to docket file. ] Adminisirative [_] Pastées {_&rConsymer
----- Original Message----- DOCUMENT NO*“-QLQLZ:?“““
From: Consumer Contact DISTAIBUTION:
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 8:31 AM

To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: FW: My contact

Please review.

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 8:23 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2008 4:10 &AM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Tom Connclley

Company: WITG Radio

Primary Phone: 352-497-5577
Secondary Phone: 352-6295-1047
Email: realoldiesl047@cs.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? No

Comments:

Yesterday you authorized Progress Energy, an investor owned utility, to charge each of its
customers roughly $12.14 in order tc fund its new power plant in Levy County and make
repairs at it's Crystal River facility.

Please note..... I am NOT a customer of Progress Energy.

But lets get this straight. If I am a customer of Progress Energy, I pay about $145 a
year so that the utility can increase it's assets and the stockholders can reap the
benefits. :

It would seem that if you were going to force the customers of Progress Energy to invest
in the company, you would require them to issue an equal number of shares to those
investors.

From this viewpoint, it would appear that the PSC has become nothing more than a rubber
stamp for the utility and its stockholders.
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Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2008 10:51 AM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: FW: RATE INCREASES

Please add to docket file.

From: remmy31@aol.com [mailto:remmy31@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 11, 2008 12:48 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RATE INCREASES

THERE SHOULD BE NO INCREASE FOR TAMPA BAY OR PROGRESS ENERGY . LET THEM DIG A LITTLE
DEEPER IN THEIR COMPANIES.

THE FURPHY FAMILY

McCain or Obama? Stay updated on coverage of the Presidential race while you browse - Download Now!

10/14/2008
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Ruth Nettles 05 01 HE

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent:  Monday, October 13, 2008 10:12 AM

To: Ruth Nettles FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Cc: Kimberley Pena [ Administrative [ 7] Parties [T} Consumer
DOCUMENT NO. 19 (208

Subject: FW: rate increase for progress energy
' DISTRIBUTION:

Please add to docket file.

From: Sblaro@aol.com [mailto:Sblaro@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, October 10, 2008 12:35 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: rate increase for progress energy

My name is Barbara LaRosa and | live at 103 Mariel Court, Davenport florida 33896. | am not in favor of any rate increase from
Progress Energy.

| am a senior and | live on a fixed income, proposed rate increase will only add an exira burden on my budget and those of
others like me who are retired.

10/13/2008
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Please consider denying Progress Energy’s rate increase as proposed for the year
2009. Tell them to fund the Nuclear power Plant s and other expansion with

funds from private financing, grants, bonds and company profits. Recent financial
data reports indicate the following:

Progress Energy
S— Florida
wog | §l (six months ended June 30)
Progress Energy Florida reported increased
Revenue and net income but decreased
expenses for the first six months of its fiscal year.

(

2008 2007
Revenue 52.208B S$2.14B

Expenses $1.87 B $1.898B
Net Income 5192 M S129 M

{source: Securities & Exchange Commissions)
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In addition, | feel that you should look at Progress Energy’s retained earnings

The citizens of the State of Florida are under siege from rising costs and rate
increases and unemployment every week. This request is punitive to the rate
payers especially Senior Citizens. The people of Florida are hoping that Public

Service Commission will be a proper advocate during these difficult financial
times.

Yours truly,

Folara H.

Thomas W. Sangeant Jr.
13144 SE 86th Ct.
Summerfield, FL. 34491
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Public Service Commission
Docket No 08-0009

To whom it may concern,

1 object to the notice concerning the increase in fees proposed by Progress Energy of over 30%
Of course I can see their strategy that by requesting such a ridiculous amount it would seem
acceptable if it were only say 10%. The other question is what is their source of power. If it is
coal then I see no excuse for a raise in fees since this country has plenty of coal. If it is oil then I
can understand some increase due to the high spot price of oil but by the same token if the price
of oil goes down so should the fees. If it is natural gas then I also see little need for an increase of
such a large amount since the price of natural gas has been fairly stable. Besides they have as a
separate charge on their bills a cost of fuel which I assume is related to their cost of fuel. We
need more information before we can approve any increase. To my knowledge no justification
has been given to customers.

.._.ﬁ"z:bf/ \/N'//%

Harry L. Hughes
Summerfield, Fl
A customer

3 Harry Hughes
- 13135 SE 93rd Cir.
Summrﬁeid FL 3449%—9335
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue ] Adl:!irﬁnmjv, 0] WP%NngE
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2008 4:41 PM DOCUMENT No, 04 2°:Sél>mer
To: Ruth Nettles DISTRIBUTION:

Cc: Kimberley Pena ————— ]
Subject: FW: Progress Energy Rate Increase

Attachments: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 15382; power rate increase; RE: My contact; RE: My contact

Add to docket file.

From: Angie Calhoun

Sent: Tuesday, October 07, 2008 4:49 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: Progress Energy Rate Increase

10/9/2008




10/9/2008 8:31 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Waeadnesday, October 01, 2008 1:25 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 15382

Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTCOMER INFORMATION

Name: noel dumas

Telephone: 352 624 2008

Email: nineballbuck@cox.net

Address: 1370seé65 circle ocala 34472

BUSINESS INFORMATICN

Business Account Name: noel dumas
Account Number:
Address: 1370se65 circle ocala Florida 34472

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

I do not want the PUC.to ok the rate increase of Progress Energy for the cost of two
Nuclear Units when there was no vote on paying for something that will only benefit
Progress Energy in the future . That depends on if there is a permit issued for the .
construction of a Nuclear plant
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Ruth Nettles

From: York, Barry L [Barry.York@pgnmail.com]

Sent:  Tuesday, September 30, 2008 2:24 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Cc: vern@mfi.net; warren0290@cox.net; abbygailbw@aol.com
Subject: power rate increase

Being a consumer, and an employee of one of these companies that produce that magic stuff, called ELECTRICITY, | have a
concern for how the PSC can allow for a company to charge current or future customers for the building of a nuclear power
plant while it is being built. Being an employee of the nuclear business for the past thirty (30) years, this looks to me like the
wrong thing to do. | can’t think of anything that | have bought that | have paid to have the tooling to make them first. Being in
the business for the past thirty years, it is a fact that some where there a chance down the line for the reactor to have long term
delays and overruns, along with and including not being BUILT. i.e. some of the TVA plants of the past, i.e. Crystal River Unit 3
that almost put Florida Power Corporation into bankruptcy during the construction days. |, as a consumer of the product,
helping these companies in this way to raise funding for the building, is not a wise way to do business. Help me cut here and
send me a list of companies that have charged their customers of the product for the plant to be built, that will be used to make
the product. | don’t see or hear anything that will guarantee that my children, that would benefit from these plants would get a
reimbursement for the funds that weren’t used or even misused by the crook that might take over the business. It is a known
fact that all businesses are for sale! Stock holders rule in this world, when it comes to lining their pockets. Whatever happened
to the rule of thumb, YOUR PROFITS NEED TO BE USED FOR REINVESTMENT FIRST, NOT THE COMSUMERS POCKET.

10/9/2008




10/9/2008 8:32 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Netties

From: Webmaster

Seant: Wednesday, October 01, 2008 7:39 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2008 11:35 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: coxelec@fairpoint.net

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Walter Cox

Company: Cox Electronics of Perry, Inc.
Primary Phone: B50-584-8645

Secondary Phone: 850-838-7009

Email: coxelec@fairpoint.net

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments :

I would like to express my concern in

regard to Progress Energy's requested rate increase. First of all we get a fuel adjustment
increase every time oil goes up, but we never see a reduction when oil comes back down.
Secondly they say that one of the reasons they want an increase is consumption is down. So
the more we conserve the higher our prices will get. What a motivation to conserve!

Lastly public utilities have 3 things as a business I would love to have just one of! 1:
They have a monopoly 2: they are guaranteed a profit 3: they are subsidized by the Federal
government in the form of low interest loans. Just give me any one of these!



. 10/9/2008 8:32 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Netties

From: Webmaster

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 1:52 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.usl
Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2008 1:41 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: EMILY GROOM

Company: N/A

Primary Phone: 850-223-1070
Secondary Phone: 850-223-1070
Email: EKS75@YAHCO.COM

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments :

I AM WRITING TO PROTEST THE PROPOSED PROGRESS ENERGY RATE INCREASE OF 31%. THIS IS ABSURD,
AND UNFAIR TO CONSUMERS IN TODAY'S MARKET. PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THIS TO OCCUR.
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NEWS & INFO FOR TAMPA ELECTRIC CUSTOMERS

New infrastructure to meet new
electricity demands

fampa Electric’s primar
ide reliabl

objective
vice to our

ion, transmission and
ition. When we must build

sommunities we
. iimize the
ct of our equipment on

the environment.

line, recently
Plant and
ne Siting Board, is
tant part of our
tment to serve comn
>FOSS our service area.

W the L)uw(\l

1unities

Phase | of the transmission line
will run from our Wheeler Road
substation in Valrico to our
planned Davis substation in
Temple Terrace. Phase Il will
continue from the Wheeler Road
substation to our planned Willow
Qak substation in Polk County.

230-kilovolt Willow Oak-to-

The estimated final completion
time for the project is June 2012.

As always, we work in accordance
with federal, state, county and
municipal regulations and
guidelines designed to protect
customers and the environment.
The Willow Qalcto-Davis siting
process included input from the
Florida Department of
Environmental Protection,
community residents and other
parties. As our area grows, it is
impossible to entirely avoid
populated areas with energy
delivery infrastructure. We work
continuously to inform the public
about possible routes, and we
seek input on potential routes at
public workshops. Tanpa Electric
plans to hold additioral community
meetings when the fhal Willow
Oak-to-Davis route his been
selected.

») Learn Mre ¢«
tampaelectric.com/ifrastructure

waorks with

T'AT\“"‘A bLECTR’IE

Tampa Electric team

member Steve Furry
donates time to Hospice

Steve Furry is a supervisor of field
construction in our Energy Delivery
department.
For the past 15
years, he's
been active
with LifePath
Hospice as a
volunteer who

people in need H s

" of end-of-life care, and W|th their

families. Furry typically donates one
night a week and four weekends a
year 1o Hospice.

Furry became involved with Hospice
after the organization provided care
for his father. Among Furry’s work

. with LifePath Hospice, he helped

open the LifePath Hospice Circle of
Love Center for Grieving Children in
Tampa, which focuses on the needs

of children who have lost loved ones.

Last year, about 200 children
attended the center.
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NEWS & INFO FOR TAMPA ELECTRIC CUSTOMERS

August 11 marked the formal
filing of Tampa Electric’s request
with the Florida Public Service
Commission (FPSC) for an

lectric base rate increase. The

quest is needed in part
because the company now
serves 200,000 more customers
than in 1992, when the company
last filed to increase electric base
rates. The company must also
address measures it has taken
since that time to better serve

>
you, including $3.4 billion in
infrastructure investments (which
includes 1,700 megawatts of new

or repowered generating
capacity).

The filing begins an eight-month
review process by the FPSC that
includes public and formal
hearings. As the process
continues, we will communicate
more details to customers
through bill inserts, newspaper
notices and tampaelectric.com.
If the FPSC approves Tampa
Electric’s request, the average
residential bill reflecting 1,000
kilowatt-hours of electricity usage

Tampa Electric files request fbr an
electric base rate increase * & L5

]
per month would go up about 7.5
percent starting in May 2009.

This is in addition to the impact
of fuel costs, which will affect
bills starting in January 2009.
Tampa Electric does not mark up
or profit from fuel costs, which
are typically adjusted annually
and are passed through from
fuel suppliers.

We regret thp#these adjustments
are needed during challenging
economit times, and as we work

to provide you with top-tier BS .
customer service, we encourage |
you to partner with us to save ‘

energy and money through our.
many energy efficiency "L'..,‘t 7

y—> Turn off all unnecessary

programs. Go to
tampaelectric.com/
saveenergy to find out morée

Rate Changes section of

ENERGY EFFICIENCY

. Schedule a Free Energy Audit

et T

from Tampa Electric and receive a
free eight-pack of compact

| fluorescent bulbs for participating.
| In addition to this and our other
I energy efficiency programs, the
! following tips can help you save
| energy when the weather is warm:

 Set your thermostat to 78
degrees or higher.

* Check or replace air
cenditioning filters monthly,
and have your air conditioning
and heating systems serviced
once a year.

Turn off your air conditioning
unit when away from the
house for four hours or longer,
or set it to 85 degrees

or higher,

lighting. Replace incandescent

lighting.

i CT v lights with compact fluor :
about these programs. Visit tnj ﬂq_lb:t— |8h15 with compact flucrescent
on

tampaelectric.com for more
information on Tampa Electric’s
proposed changes to your
electric base rate.

»> Learn More ¢
tampaelectric.com/ratechanges

» Shade or install reflective

: i TE EOUVE
material to windows. _,M

* Ensure an adequate f‘nsuEatim

level in your attic.

»> Learn More <<
tampaelectric.com/saveenergy

Sp
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TAMPAELECTRIC.COM FOR AL YCUR QUESTIONS

STREETLIGHTS

(OMMUNITY

WELLNESS TIP

If you see a malfunctioning
streetlight, we want to know
about it. You can identify a
streetlight by writing down the
light’s ID tag number on the pole
{which is six or ten digits). If the
light does not have an ID
number, it may not be owned or
maintained by Tampa Electric. If
you can’t read the ID number,
simply note the street location of
the light and the nearest cross
street.

After you have the streetlight’s
ID number or its location, go to
the Lights Out link at
tampaelectric.com. Please
include your contact information
s0 that we can reach you if more
information is needed about the
light’s location. You can also
alert us to a malfunctioning
streetlight by calling the
Customer Care phone number

for your area as listed in the gray |

box to the right. .
il T ECD

M—

I WSunday October 19. 5

Hillsborough Literacy Council |
Adult Literacy Tutor Training |

The Hillsborough Literacy
Council teaches functionally
and marginally illiterate adults
to read and write through its |
Adult BASIC Literacy Program. |
This program is geared towards |
adults over age 18 with a goal to |
bring them to a minimum fifth |
grade reading level. Prior |
teaching experience is not 5
required of potential tutors. .

Saturday, October 18, !
9 am. tohpm M

For more information or to

register, call 813-273-3650,
Rock, Rib & Ride Festival bﬁ'hq.

Enjoy a weekend of live music, |
food, midway rides and more at |
the Florida State Fairgrounds. All|
proceeds go to The Greater

Brandon Community Foundation.

Admission:; adults, $8; !
children 11 and under, $5; ;
children 2 and under, free.

Thursday, October 16 through

|

For more information, visit |
rockribandridefestival.org or

“To search for job openings, visit
?tecoenergy .com and chck Careers.

« We're here to serve you~

Have your doctor perform a
simple test to check your
blood cholesterol level. A
lipoprotein profile can
measure several different
kinds of cholesterol and
triglycerides (another kind of
fat found in the blood). The
ideal blood cholesterol level
for adults is less than

200 mg/dL (milligrams

per deciliter).

Source: Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention, cdc.gov

Remember you can handle almost
all your account needs and hear alist
of payment agencies by using our
autorated phone system. Just follow
the voice options when you call w it s
easy. i
Customer Care: i
813-223-0800

‘Hillsborough:
Poll . 863-299-0800
Others: 1-888-223-0800

_ Power Outages: 1-877-588-1010
. Open Linesis also available online at

tampaelectric.com. All offers are redeemable

o witha prlnted copy of this issue.

Tampd ﬁen:!rc is an'Egual Opportunity Company. All ights reserved,
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NEWS & INFO FOR TAMPA ELECTRIC CUSTOMERS

= | Receive
PAY AS
Options E ]
Y : U P LE‘ lS E e-8ill No, Yes Yes Yes Yes No Free
online
Tampa Electric oﬁgrs a variety of Avtomatic | | o i, Vi ™ G
options that make it easy for you Draft
ic bi P Most are free;
to pay your mon?l.ﬂy electric bill. i . ) ) Mawtgratgn
Besides the traditional method of ooy | es No Na les HO Ha charge a
i . Payment service fee/
mailing your bill payment, you can P mahteiohaiy
also pay online, over the phone, et s
or at one of our authorized JustPayite | Yes* No* No* Vas No No a $4.95
. . - convenience
payment locations. Find out which fee/transaction
one is right for you. A v | e Nig® vei b e e
* Unless you are enrolled in Tampa Electric’s convenient and free e-Bill service.
TE LIFE RUNS ON ENERGY.
R tampaelectric.com

Convenience is at your
fingertips at
tampaelectric.com

* Check out our free bill payment options like e-Bill, or make
payments right away with Just Pay It®,

* Learn about all the ways Tampa Electric can help you save
energy at your home and business.

* Get account forms, update your address, let us know about a
malfunctioning streetlight and request a copy of your bill.

¢ And much, much more.

LIFE RUNS ON ENERGY..
tampaelectric.com £y EQ

TAMPA ELECTRIC

252.348 530M SEPTEMBER 08 PL
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R.P. Lippincott

FPSC. CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

] Administrative [} Parties [CQ-€onsumer

DOCUMENT NO. ]9 2-05]

g: 36 9871 S.E. 175" St.
08 SEP 2k AR Summertield, Fl.
MMISSION 34491
L'Oml?lli%?ﬁl Tel. 352 307 1118

Florida Public Service Commission

Dear Sirs:

[ am writing to protest the application by Progressive Energy for a 31% increase in
their rates to build new power plants which will increase the value of their company

tremendously. They are a publicly traded corporation and all monies for new construction

DISTRIBUTION: __ =R, (AL

should come from selling bonds, stocks etc. They are a profitable company and pay good
dividends. The economy is very bad right now and a lot of people will not be able to
afford electricity at the present price. We have no choice in selecting our electric
company so it is your job to protect us from price gouging.

[ am a stock holder in the Progressive Energy Company.

Yours truly

R. P. Lippincott
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FRANK LA MAY
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Florida Public Giveaway Commission

imsm{mm(m: .

08,
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd tP23 AM I 38
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3552 Ty
CLERK' N
Dear Editor:
I see according to a letter to the editor that Progress Energy is

' planning on asking the Florida Public Service Giveaway Commission permission
to raise the rates 31%. They are trying to recoup the $395 million spent
thus far on the Levy County Nuclear Power Plant.

Now I am sure the Florida Public Service Giveaway Commission will
grant this increase. After all it's not their money. My last bill from
Progress Energy was for $94.00 which means my next bill if this giveaway
is allowed would be $122.00. Now I know you have heard this story over and
over. But I am retired and I have a limited amount of income. I cannot go
back to SSI nor my previous employee and say I need 31% more income in my
retirement to pay for this rate increase being allowed by the Florida Public
Giveaway Commission to one of their favorite companies.

So do I stop eating? Do I stop buying medicine? I already keep my
air condition at 83 to save money. What is Progress Energy suggestion on
how I can save enough money to pay their rate increase? Oh I am sorry you
don't want me to save money, you want me to pay you more.

I always understood that business made an investment and when the
investment was finished they started profiting from it. Now Progress
Energy want us to pay for the Levy Plant before it is finished and working.
Before it is generating money for Progress Energy. If Progress Energy
could not afford this plant they should not have built it. T urge the Florida
Public Giveaway Commission to give away to the people instead of the
company this time. But I am not penning much hope on that. The Florida
Public Giveaway Commission has a history to feeling sorry for the utilities.

g

Frank La May

Summerfield, Florida

RECEIVED

13806 s E 93R0 AVENUE SEP 2 2 2008
SUMMERFIELD, FL 34491

Florida Public Service Commission

A reian nf QO
LiviSion Of oow
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St. Marks Powder
A GENERAL DYNAMICS COMPANY RECE‘J :;?SC r)‘ _

U8 SEP 23 AM 9: 50
September 18, 2008

COMMISSION
CLERK
Florida Public Service Commission FPSC CLK
2540 Shumard Oak Bivd. A mvfloj";:is"‘ONDPN'
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 DOCUMENT NO o8 Onsumcr
[DISTRIBUTY ION: l
l
¥

Re: Progress Energy Potential Rate Increases

To whom it may concern:

St. Marks Powder, Inc. is strongly in protest of the possibility of Progress Energy
increasing industrial utility rates by an average of 35-40% for the year 2009. This letter
serves an official record of our position.

St. Marks Powder has already received a 7.6% increase in energy rates in 2008. A 35-
40% additional iricrease is outrageous and very damaging to our business position and
that of all affected industrial customers in Florida.

Progress Energy claims the potential increase is due to 2009 fuel-cost projections,
clean-air expenses, and pre-construction costs for a nuclear power plant. All business
in the state of Florida, especially industrial facilities such as St. Marks Powder, are
experiencing many of the same increased costs as Progress Energy. We, however, are
searching for efficiency improvements and cost reductions in other areas as opposed to
attempting extreme and damaging price increases.

We appreciate your time and hope you can understand our position regarding Progress
Energy’s potential rate increases.

Sincerely,

~ Guy Cornwell
Vice President and General Manager
St. Marks Powder, Inc.

Post Office Box 222
St. Marks. FL 32355 St. Marks Powder Private Information

Tel 850 577-2821
Fax 850 577 2808
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9/23/2008 8:33 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles _Of O 1Ly

From: Ruth McHargue _
Sent: : Monday, September 22, 2008 11:24 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Ce: Kimberley Pena FPSC, CLK - CORRESPQ; E
Subject: PEF docket correspondence DAdminanD Part;
DOCUMENT No, ¢ ‘f?'
Please add to docket file DfsmBUTION:
—_—

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 8:00 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Saturday, September 20, 2008 12:05 PM

To: Webmaster

Ce: GELT7l1l®@aocl.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Sandra and Burton Sugarman
Company :

Primary Phone: 352-307-7061
Secondary Phone:

Email: GELT71l@acl.com

Response reqguested? No
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
PROGRESS ENERGY; Where does it stop?

Progress Energy is now applying for a 31% increase which, if approved, will be made up of
three rate hikes to begin in January, 2009.

They plan to go before before the Florida Public Service Commission in Tallahassee this
week. Understand that by the time the PSC reads our commentary, this week, will be past
tense!

Progress Energy wants to raise rates to recoup $395 million $$$s that they have spent thus
far on it's proposed Levy County nuclear power plant.

Under another ridiculous Florida law, and we have plenty of them, utility companies have
the right to recoup money for new projects, and improvements as the money is spent instead
of having to wait for those projects to be completed.

Now, Progress Energy is a public traded company on the New York Exchange, and over the
last 52 weeks, it has traded between $40 and $50 per share.

Their stock provides a 5.60% Dividend and Yield to their investors!
Progress Energy 1s not a company that is in dire straights of needing money, thus causing
them to have to raise rates a total of 31% for their survival; especially, when they can

provide their stockholders a 5.60% Dividend and Yield!

They are a very profitable utility company!



9/23/2008 8:33 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

We are living in one of the worst economies in history, and companies such as Progress
Energy, and others, just keep sticking it to the people.

It's no longer about company survival; it's about greed!

We ask, "Where does it stop?"

And, for the record, Ocala Electric was reported, in the Ocala Star-Bamner, as just having
a decrease in their rates. :



9/23/2008 8:33 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles 050 n f

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2008 11:23 AM

To: Ruth Nettles

Ce: Kimberley Pena {Fpsc, CLK - CORRESPOB%
Subject: PEF docket correspondence ?

"umﬁe[]P'ﬁ”
%c%;uo. 014120%

Add to docket file DISTR.IBU“ON: J—

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2008 7:47 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 7:53 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Ronald McCarthy
Company:

Primary Phone: 352-528-1235
Secondary Phone:

Email: bhaktaron@isp.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments :

I understand that Progress Energy is seeking a rate increase only to be followed by
ancther in the near future. Please ..... this is absurd..... Only to pay for their nuclear
power plant. How is someone on low income (750 a month) and unable to work supposed to
afford even higher rates. Please, Please....doc not permit the increases they seek.

Thank you very much.
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Ruth Nettles

OF0IUE

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 11:53 AM

To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: FW: protest against Progress Energy Power Plant

FPSC, CIK - CORRESPONDENCE-

L Administrative [ Partios [ Comsamer
DOCUMENT NO.__¢ (G2 -6F
DISTRIBUTION:

Attachments: RE: My contact; RE: My contact; E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 15129

Please add to docket file

From: Violet Faria

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 8:47 AM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: protest against Progress Energy Power Plant

Violet Faria

Reguiatory Specialist |

Florida Public Service Commission

Division of Regulatory Compliance & Consumer Assistance
Bureau of Complaint Resolution

850-410-8006

viaria@psc.state.fl.us

9/18/2008




9/18/2008 3:32 PM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 8:02 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2008 6:16 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:
Name: Beulah Samples
Company: n/a
Primary Phone:
Secondary Phone:
Email:

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments:

We cannot afford the increase Progress Energy is requesting. Have mercy on pecple who are
living on fixed income!!
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Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, September 15, 2008 8:02 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2008 6:16 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:
Name: Beulah Samples
Company: n/a
Primary Phone:
Secondary Phone:
Email:

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments :
We cannot afford the increase Progress Enerdy is requesting.
living on fixed income!!

Have mercy on people who are
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Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2008 3:13 PM

To: Consumer Contact

ject: - lai MBER:

Subject E-Form Other Gomplaint TRACKING NU 15129 FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
[ Administrative [ ] Parties m-eﬁmer

Complaint filed with PSC DOCUMENT NO. ¢ /41308

CUSTOMER INFORMATION DISTRIBUTION:

Name: Betty Sacco

Telephone: 727 867 6743

Email:

Address: 4159 53rd Ave. S. St. Petersburg 33711

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: Betty Sacco

Aocount Number: 45691 23531

Address: 4159 S3rd Ave. S. St. Petersburg FL 33711
COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.
Details:

I want to complain about raising our rates 30%.This will mean at least a 30.00 rate hike a

month and that is not the thing to do for the progress energy customers.
We do not need to be charged more. I pay encugh, I get no raise.
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DOCUMENT No.__ 01 L0Y] JUDY A. SHAFFER

, 8949 SE 141°7 LOOP
DISTRIBUTION: SUMMERFIELD, FL 34491
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September 14, 2008 ot rc:'ﬁn
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Public Service Commission 22 B B
2540 Shumard Oak Bivd < o, @]

Tallahassee, FL 32399
Re Docket # 08-0009

Dear Public Service Commission:

I am very unhappy with the rate increases proposed by Progress Energy. Each
by itself doesn’t seem to be excessive, but together they equal 31%. This is
excessive.

A rate increase of this size will be a hardship for most people whether retired and
on a fixed income, a young family starting out ar in their middle years dealing with
college expenses and saving for their retirement.

Part of their argument is that costs have increased. Yes they have for all of us,
but not by 31%. Our incomes sure haven't increased by this amount. They need
to look at how they can cut their expenses including the salaries, bonuses and
perks for top management. Also some of the expenses they're listing as being
covered by this rate increase should have been planned for in the past. Just as
an individual plans for the maintenance and replacement of major items by
putting money aside, utilities need to do the same for maintenance and major
capital expenditures.

Thank You,

Sif cerely// 2 gi
udy AYShaffer
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Ellen Plendl|

From: Office of the Chairman

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2008 3:35 PM

To: Ellen Plendl

Subject: FW: Florida Progress proposes to increase power bills by 31% in January 2009

FPSC, CLK - CORRES CE
L Administrative [ Parties %’Mcm

DOCUMENT No._0/G/2-08

From: BRETT HAYMAN [mailto:brett4lll@msn.com] DISTRIBUTION;
Sent: Monday, September 01, 2008 10:25 PM —

To: Office of the Chairman
Subject: Florida Progress proposes to increase power bills by 31% in January 2009

Dear Chalrman Carter:

I just wanted to implore you not to approve Florida Progress' proposed 31% hike in power
bill (electric bills) that they seek to levy on Florida customers in January 2002. I saw
this in the St. Petersburg Times on Saturday and although people are focusing on the
incoming election and Florida hopefully avoiding this year's hurricanes, this kind of rate
increase could be devastating for individuals, school, restaurants, business, and lower-

incoming households across Florida.

In case Florida Progress hasn't noticed, we are in a recession in Florida. People are
hurting, businesses are closing, restaurants can't make it, private schools are barely
squeaking by. The real estate business is in a virtual standstill. Certainly, it is to be
expected that a rate increase was in the offing because of rising fuel costs...but 31%? A
100.00 bill suddenly becomes $131? This will further devastate the Florida economy in my

opinion.

As I know you (and the commissioners) will surely do, please consider the plight of the
average Floridian struggling to make ends meet when you are considering what rate increase
te approve. Floridians maybe able to handle a reasonable increase, but 31% is exorbitant
in my opinion. And by the way, Jjust in case Florida Progress hasn't noticed, the price of
a barrel has gone from $147 to 5111 in the last month. Costs have actually gone down. I
don't know exactly what natural gas and coal have done, but my point is that a reasonable
rate increase would be expected. 31 percent is just not reasonable.

Sincerely,

a4

a,
i

Brett A. Hayman

727-343-3888
brett4lll@msn.com

5828-27th Avenue North

St. Petersburg, Florida 33710
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DOCUMENT NO. & /4% -F
DISTRIBUTION: £C4_E-cA

September 9, 2008

Mr. Ralph C. Slade
. 9144 8F 120th
m ML 34
Public Service Commission L

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL. 32399

RE: Rate Increase to build a new facility

Gentlemen:_

First of all, this is a CAPITOL PROJECT. As such it should be constructed
with Company funds allocated for this purpose.

Otherwise, they should have a
bond issue to raise the funds for the project. No private company would be
allowed to access the public to build a private building.

As a customer of the Progress Energy Company, I pay for my power usage and do
not gain stock in the company, for my monthly bill.

IF THIS IS NOT ILLEGAL IT SHOULD BE.

Respectfully,
9/ﬁ2‘al T . ade
Ralph & Rita Slade

; s /é y | e em el T T T

¥319
Noésmweﬂ

6G:2iHd 2143580

NSd4-0ANE03Y



FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
_Adminlshﬂvo__?arﬂu__'/(:mumor

Ann Cole DOCUMENT NO. gz&z ~0X
U :

From: . Ann Cole

Sent: Monday, September 08, 2008 4:15 PM

To: Katherine Fleming; Kimberley Pena; Robert Graves; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks; Kimberley Pena
Subject: RE: Docket correspondence

Unless otherwise instructed, this will be filed in Docket Correspondence - Consumers and
their representatives, Docket No. 0B000S-EI. If you would like for it to be placed in
080148-EI also, please let me know. Thanks.

————— Original Message-----

From: Katherine Fleming

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2008 9:00 AM

To: Kimberley Pena; Robert Graves; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks
Subject: RE: Docket correspondence

Has this also be placed in the nuclear cost recovery clause docket?

————— Original Message-----

From: Kimberley Pena

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:45 PM

To: Robert Graves; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks; Katherine Fleming
Subject: FW: Docket correspondence

Customer correspondence for Docket 080148.

----- Original Message-----

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 12:05 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: Docket correspondence

Add to docket file

————— Criginal Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 11:55 AM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14885

Customer is protesting Progress Energy Nuclear Plant Project

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, Bugust 29, 2008 9:38 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14885

Complaint filed with PSC

CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: William Berger

Telephone: 727-453-3437

Email: berger william@hotmail.com

Address: 508 Shore Drive Largo 33771

BUSINESS INFORMATION



Business Account Name: William Berger
Account Number:
Address: 508 Shore Drive Largo Florida 33771

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

An article in the St. Peterghurg Times states that the surcharge related to the proposed
new nuclear plant in Levy County will result in a significantly higher monthly charge than
was stated when the PSC approved the rate surcharge. This decision should be revisited in
light of the significant increase. It remains inappropriate for rate payers to subgidize
the profit motives of the Progress stockholders for a strategic business objective
{building the nuclear plant). It is especially inappropriate for current rate payers to
subsidize a project for which they may receive no benefit (if one moves cut of Progress
service area before the projected benefits from the plant are realized). If Progress has
made a strategic business decision that building the plant is in the best interest of
their customers {(both stockholders and rate payers), then they should explore and utilize
a financing option for that project in the same manner that any other entity (governmental
or private).



Ellen Plendl

From: Gaetano Fida [gfida@thefidafamily.com]
Sent: Monday, September 01, 2008 10:20 AM
To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: Progress Energy Rate hike
Importance: | High

Don't let this happen. ? 31%. That would be $31.00 for every hundred dollars on your
current electric bill. Like our bill isn’t high enough.

I am not sure but believe the increase is before all the taxes are added on. Since taxes
and franchise fees are percentages on your bill, it will be like $35.00 to $40.00 on
every hundred.

Gaetano Fida
gfida@thefidafamily.com



Ellen Plendl

From: Mike Wilkinson [mikewilkinson 123@hotmail.comj
Sent: Monday, September 01, 2008 8:43 AM

To: Governor Chartie Crist

Subject: Progress Energy Rate increase

Dear Mr. Governor, :

Please use whatever authority you have in this matter to deny Progress Energy the rate
increase they are seeking! This beyond reascnable!!

Thank you,

Michael Wilkinson

1707 Peaceful Avenue
Belleair, FL 33756

{727) 585-0608
mikewilkinsonlz3i@hotmail.com
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From: The Smith Family [jamb4@verizon.net] g'?_:;;f-f-:ff:vv_:-:»ﬁ-,wn.w

Sent: Monday, September 01, 2008 8:08 AM Pt S ULE - REUPONT pgpﬁ
To: Governor Charlie Crist 7y T vetoe

Subject: , Progress Evergy increase Sy i Pt icﬂswﬂler

. _7,_.‘; ’ G170

SRS hnr:x_‘m.h.m o — ﬁ‘

Dear Governor, ke T

We cannot take another energy hike right now!

Individuals are struggling and are getting psycholegically and emotionally bankrupt.
You represent us all and surely can see this.

Please do not allow this to happen.

Thank you,

Robert Smith

411 Buttonwcod Ln.

Largo, F1 33770

727-587-7961
jamb4@verizon.net



Ellen P;endl . osouy

From: Barbara Rodenbaugh [barbrodenbaugh@hotmail.com)]

Sent: Saturday, August 30, 2008 6:37 PM e

To: Governor Charlie Crist DR 8 :
Subject: Progress Energy - R

Dear Governor Crist,

We the pecple of Florida are being gouged by the power company. First, it was the
insurance companies, the drug companies, the oil companies, the supermarkets with the high
prices of food now it is the power company. Progress Energy in particular. We have been
inundated with high prices all around and now Progress Energy is trying to raise ocur rates
againt! I just heard this information on the Newsl3 Network! They want to justify this
rate hike because they want to build a nuclear power plant. They just raised our rates a
year or so ago.

They owe me and many other customers money. They illegally took money from us because
they were caught over- charging customers for three years in a row and they won't pay
back the money they owe us but yet they want to raise their rates!

My husband works for the school board of our county and he hasn't had a raise in his
salary in a year. With all of the budget cuts he is very lucky te still have a job. The
salaries of Florida are not rising to meet the demands of the rising prices of the
economy. I have a special needs son that is still living at home. I am in the process of
trying to go to school and finish my education. We live on a tight budget and the price
changes to our electric bill will finish off my family and many other families like us. T
am sure you know that there are many people trying to make ends meet in this changing
economy of ours. Many people are just one tragedy away from homelessness. Many senior
citizens and those trying to make it on fixed incomes. Especially those who were hit hard
by the natural disasters that came through our state, the tornados, Fay with flooding and
other disasters. Some of those people are still struggling to get on their feet again!
There has been a rise in homeless people throughout Florida because of these types
increases. Mortgage, phone, utilities, food, insurance when will it end?

We pay a lot already for our power bills and I feel if the power company wants to build a
nuclear power plant then they should de it with the funds they already haves not with a
price hike!!! This is just another way for them to gouge the public and then say they need
to raise the prices because of the cost of oil. I think they need to manage thelr money
better like the rest of us.

If you could please keep an eye on this development and know that many people don't want
or need this price hike. It is a price hike to another disaster.

Check out the story at : www.cfnewsl3.com and then click on the Progress Energy link.
Thank you, very much.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Rodenbaugh
barbrodenbaugh@hotmail . com

See what people are saying about Windows Live. Check out featured posts. Check It Out!
<http://www.windowslive.com/connect?ocid=TXT_TAGLM_WL_connect2_ 082008>
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From: gene kohnke [geneandbrad@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 30, 2008 2:52 PM

To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: progress energy

A 2 e B

PUSC OLK . ¢ RO HCK ¢
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August 30, 2008

The Honorable Charlie Crist {
Governor of Florida 3
The Capitol, 400 South Monroe Street i,
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0001 1

Governor Crist:

i read in the paper that they are -agsking for a rate hike. i am not a customer of theirs
but i am sure fpl will follow suit. . i looked at their earnings and know they just laid
off some people which will save them more money. i1 feel that they are just tying to
improve their profits. i can hardly afford th electricity bill now.and as in the newspaper
the ceo of progress said the we will just have to deal with it. maybe they need to realize
that they just are not always guaranteed a profit and they should just deal with it.
utilities are out of control in this state the water bills are outragecus . with prices of
everything going up i just can™t say to my employer i am raising my wages because .
everything is going up .; I have to do with less and stretch my money.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Kohnke

3301 16th ave w
bradenton, FL 34205-2215
9417481067
geneandbradehotmail.com
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From: AFB DEVELOPMENT, INC [abarayba@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 30, 2008 8:29 AM

To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: - Florida Progress increase rates

Please don't let Progress Energy increase their rates again.

Don’t fall for the *lets ask for twice as much and settle for half” trick they learned
from the Insurance Company. Allowing a rate increase in the middle of a recession should
be criminal and irresponcible. If Progress Energy is making the Citizens of Florida pay
for their new plant in Levy County then the Citizens of Florida should own that power
plant.

Alberto F. Baraybar E:’:,'}E:{ i~

CLE - OORRESE
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15560 Gulf Boulevard

Redington Beach, Florida 33708

Phone (727) 709-6331

RR———

Fax (727) 398-7837
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From: Scot Thompson [scotsonjathompson@ymail.com] UYL ILE e JP‘;
Sent: Saturday, August 30, 2008 8:10 AM o y, 3
To: Governor Charlie Crist - Vi et or‘“:cz'
Cc: President Bush 0 [ Ci[ 2
Subject: Progress Energy raising rates 31%

A T

Dear Governor Crist,

The request from Progress Energy to raise rates 31% comes at a particularly horrific time
for all of Florida's families. If you have any control over this, please intervene. The
people of Fl cannot take any more increases; we have a very high unemployment rate, and
with everything else going sky high, increasing this rate is only going to put our economy
over the edge. People are already strapped to the limit of what they can bear.

Thankfully, my husband makes a decent salary, but I can tell you we are withdrawing funds
from our savings each month to cover taxes, insurance, repairs to house and car, and in
helping our son with college. We are 59 and 61 and our depleting our retirement income
everyday.

Please do not allow these energy companies to raise rates any higher - they already raised
the rates about a year ago.

Please help the people of Florida, the majority of which are not wealthy and are trying to
find enough income to retire on; the others are young families and middle age people
trying to have an Bmerican dream to live for.

Also, please pass this e-mail on to our Washington leaders - our country is in deep
trouble.

Sincerely,

Scot and Sonja Thompson

Sonja Thompson
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From: Jack and Cindy [rwatsonS53@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 1:27 PM

To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: progress energy

Dear Sir,

First let me take the time to thank you for taking the time to read this letter. I was
appalled by the article about Progress Energy wanting yet another increase in our
electricity bills beginning in January. 30%!!! Why on earth should Floridians have to
endure yet another increase to pay for a nuclear plant, when they are continuing to lay
off current employees?? Can they not use the funds those people would have recieved in
their paychecks? 300 employees, that's alot of extra money in their budget to use for
WHATEVER they seem to feel they need. Use it for gas....WHATEVER. Why build another
nuclear plant anyway? Whose going to work there? They lay-off..then they'll have to re-
hire. They'll increase our rates now and then again when they claim to have to create
more jobs for the plant!! Ridiclous!! Please..for Floridas sake, DO NOT APPROVE! Let them
begin construction on a new plant in 10 years or so when maybe the tops of our heads are
above water.

Sincerely~

Cindy Watson
rwatson53@tampabay.rr.com

RESPOM!

s
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From: Diane Martinez [dgiovannetti@daysurgerycenter-fl.c yE' ‘
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2008 1:04 PM ik euties B4 Consem 3
To: Govemnor Charlie Crist B O al Zd !
Subject: progress energy rate increase i . - ?3

B STATM R Y L T TR AL T E EE S IpEp

Dear Governor Crist,

Please some one has to speak on the peoples behalf the electric company wants to raise our
rates because of the high gas prices don‘t they know we don’t have any more money to give.
Qur wages are not going up because of all the business losing money. Focd is up gas is

ridiculous how are we expected to survive. All of the little people are being drained and
we have nothing left to give were losing ocur homes our jobs and I don’t see an end in

Our government has to fix this now not next year now or we all are doomed.

Sincerely,

Mrs.Giovannetti
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Kimberley Pena O%OINE e s g v s T
From: Ruth McHargue T

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:57 PM

To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena
Subject: Docket correspondence

add to docket file.

-----Original Message--—-

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 2:29 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

Customer protesting Progress Energy.

From: Webmaster

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 2:18 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 2:08 PM

To: Webmaster '

Cc: jayjhunt@cfl.rr.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: John Hunt

Company: A Voter who lives in the State of FL. Primary Phone:
Secondary Phone:

Email: jayjhunt@cfl.rr.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
I saw in the Orlando Sentinel that Progress Energy is asking to hike their rates by 31%. The article said that
would equal $34.27 additional per 1000kwh per month. Go home tonight and look at your own usage!

1



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

1 use just over 2000kwh at least 7mths of the year. That would be an additional $68.54 per mth. more my
electric bill would cost (at 2 minimum) and that does not add the taxes (County and Gross receipts)that would

make it even more! If you follow that math and 7 months of the year I use over 2000kwh, those 7 months

would cost me an additional $480.00. That increase does not even include the other 5 months left in the vear.

Is not a business run to make a profit? Should not a portion of those profits be used to expand ones business.
We are being asked to pay for their expansion and they reap all the rewards.

Did you get a 31% increase in salary? When was the last time the rates were decreased? We the people are
going throw temporary difficult times and granting a 31% increase or even half that amount is irresponsible.

Please deny their request.

John Hunt
Orlando, FL
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From: Kimberley Pena

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:45 PM

To: Robert Graves; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks; Katherine Fleming
Subject: FW: Docket correspondence

Customer correspondence for Docket 080148.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 12:05 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: Docket correspondence

Add to docket file

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 11:55 AM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14885

Customer is protesting Progress Energy Nuclear Plant Project

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 9:38 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14885

"~ Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: William Berger

Telephone: 727-453-3437

Email: berger william@hotmail.com
Address: 508 Shore Drive Largo 33771
BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: William Berger
Account Number:



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**
Address: 508 Shore Drive Largo Florida 33771

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

An article in the St. Petersburg Times states that the surcharge related to the proposed new nuclear plant in Levy
County will result in a significantly higher monthly charge than was stated when the PSC approved the rate
surcharge. This decision should be revisited in light of the significant increase. It remains inappropriate for rate
payers to subsidize the profit motives of the Progress stockholders for a strategic business objective (building
the nuclear plant). It is especially inappropriate for current rate payers to subsidize a project for which they may
receive no benefit (if one moves out of Progress service area before the projected benefits from the plant are
realized). If Progress has made a strategic business decision that building the plant is in the best interest of their
customers (both stockholders and rate payers), then they should explore and utilize a financing option for that
project in the same manner that any other entity (governmental or private).
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From: Kimberley Pena CTOYRIBUTIGN e
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:42 PM
To: Robert Graves; Cheryl Bulecza-Banks; Katherine Fleming

Subject: FW: docket correspondence

Customer correspondence for Docket 080148,

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:30 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: docket correspondence

Please add to docket file

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:13 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Florida Power Rate hike

Customer protest against Progress Energy Power Plant

From: Claudia [mailto:engels_claudia@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, August 29, 2008 3:07 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Fiorida Power Rate hike

Dear Public Service Commission,

1 just read that Progress Energy Florida will ask the state to approve a 31 percent customer rate hike partly to help pay
for two new nuclear power plants. I'm asking you deny that request. I believe that such an enterprise should be paid for
by the company's earnings, which just for the 2nd quarter 2008 were a reported $205 million. Since I'm not given a
choice on my power company, a rate hike of 31 percent is extremely high and will put a burden not only on me but every
one relying on Progress Energy for electricity.

I hope you take my request into consideration,

Claudia Engels

704 E Hillcrest St

Altamonte Springs, FL 32701

Be the filmmaker you always wanted to be—learn how to burn a DVD with Windows®. Make your smash hit

8/26/2008
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Kimberley Pena

From: Kimberley Pena

Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2008 12:10 PM

To: 'Marilyn Walker'

Subject: RE: Interested Party for Docket Itermn #080148

Per this email, we have added you to the mailing list as an interested person . } FP'SC. CLK - C%}ESPONDENCE
L] Administeative [B Partias {_ Consumer

Thank you for contacting the Florida Public Service Commission. DOCUMENT NO. ) ﬁ[ A~D§
DISTRIBUTION:

Kimberley M. Pefia

Chief Deputy Commission Clerk {4
Office of Commission Clerk \Q
Florida Public Service Commission | \fg\
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. QL\Q

Tallahassee, FL. 32399-0850
(850) 413-6770

From: Marilyn Walker [mailto:bramblel@cox.net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 19, 2008 9:30 PM

To: Records Clerk

Subject: Interested Party for Docket Item #080148

Please include me as an interested party in docket # 080148 (Progress Energy Proposed Nuclear Plants (2) in
Levy County, FL.

I would like to receive all pertinent information.

Thank you,

Marilyn Walker

19925 NW 43rd St. Apt. 18D

Gainesville, FL 32605
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Kimberley Pena

From: Kimberley Pena

Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2008 10:02 AM

To: 'Fr2000net@aol.com’

Cc: bramble1@cox.net; bidgood@gator.net; ecasey21@hotmail.com
Subject: RE: Docket # 080148 Progress Energy Proposal for Levy County

Per this email, we have added you to the mailing list as an interested person.
Thank you for contacting the Florida Public Service Commission.

Kimberley M. Peiia
Chief Deputy Commission Clerk
Office of Commission Clerk

Florida Public Service Commission %
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. \q
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 GXY\
(850) 413-6770 N

From: Fr2000net@aol.com [mailto:Fr2000net@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2008 10:10 AM '

To: Records Clerk

Cc: bramblel@cox.net; bidgood@gator.net; ecasey21@hotmail.com
Subject: Docket # 080148 Progress Energy Proposal for Levy County

To the Public Service Commission:

| wish to register as an Interested Party in regard to the aforementioned project proposed by Progress
Energy in Levy County.

Thank you for enroliing me upon receipt of this request.
Yours truly,
Francine Robinson

2501 NW 21 Avenue
Gainesville, FL 32605

*edkkdekkkkkdkkkkt

It's only a deal if it's where you want to go. Find your travel deal here.
(http://information.travel.aol.com/deals?ncid=aoltrv00050000000047)

8/21/2008
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Ruth Nettles O % O IL{ S/

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, August 12, 2003 9:49 AM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: FW: My contact

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
E]Adnhhtﬂhe[]?wmmEafimmmﬂ
DOCUMENT NO.__ 341208
————— Original Message----- DISTRIBUTION:

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 10:21 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

add to docket file

----- Original Message-----

From: contacte@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Monday, August 11, 2008 10:11 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: steveereillyresearch.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Steven Walton

Company: The Reilly Research Group
Primary Phone: 727-937-7569
Secondary Phone:

Email: steve@reillyresearch.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Commente :

I understand that Progressgs Energy is applying for a rate hike to fund 2 new nuclear power
plants. I am not opposed to nuclear power plants, but I feel that if they are going to be
granted moneu up front to finance the power plants, then they should also be developing
alternative energy sources. Other electric facilities are building large scale solar
systems....this is Florida for heavens sake, "The Sunshine State", why not make it
contingent upon them to provide solar power in return for the upfront investment in
nuclear. I don't feel we should have to shoulder their investmet for the next 10 years in
a declining economy, electric demand is down, building permits are at an all time low,
houses are sitting empty, yet they say that they need to build the plants in order to keep
up with demand....what increase in demand. As we conserve the demand goes down, yet our
bills increase. Look real clese at their request, please, we should not have to finance
their ventures. What other business is allowed to charge their customers for 10 years
before providing the service, with no promise the service will be available..... delays in
construction, cost over-runs, yeah they don't happen!!!

You need to insist that they start solar power, assisting consumers in pursuing solar
alternatives for their homes, on or off the grid, and not penalize us for being forward
thinking.

Thank you for your time

Steve Walton
The Reilly Research Group
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Ruth Nettles
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From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 4:28 PM
To: Ruth Nettles FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Ce: Kimberley Pena ) Administrative [] Paties sumer
Subject:  FW: FPL Nuclear Plant DOCUMENT NO._2/9 (2 ~0&
Attachments: RE: My contact; RE: My contact DISTRIBUTION: '

add to docket file

From: Angie Calhoun

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2008 10:00 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FPL Nuclear Plant

7/30/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 8:43 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2008 3:37 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: lwheeler45@acl.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Leonard Wheeler
Company:

Primary Phone: 352 483 9555
Secondary Phone:

Email: lwheeler4Se@acl.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
Leonard Wheeler Filed Complaint against FPL Progress Energy Nuke Plant customer payments
Note as Exhibit ONE

The Nuclear Regqulatory Commissicn says the reactor revival is NOT ready for prime time

A devastating blow to the much-hyped revival of atomic power has been delivered by an
unlikely source---the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

The NRC says the "standardized" designs on which the entire premise of returning nuclear
power to center stage is based have massive holes in them, and may not be ready for
approval for vears to come.

Delivered by one of America's most notoriously docile agencies, the NRC's warning
essentially says: that all cost estimates for new nuclear reactors---and all licensing and
construction schedules---are completely up for grabs, and have no reliable basis in fact.
Thus any comparisons between future atomic reactors and renewable technologies are moot at
best. And any "hard number" basis for independent financing for future nukes may not be
available for years to come, if ever.

These key points have been raised in searing testimony before state regulators by Jim
Warren of the North Carolina Waste and Awareness Reduction Network and Tom Clements of the
South Carclina Friends of the Earth, and by others now challenging proposed state-based
financing for new Westinghouse AP-1000 reactors. The NRC gave conditional "certification®
to this "standardized" design in 2004, allowing design work to continue. But as recently
as June 27, the NRC has issued written warnings that hundreds of key design components
remain without official approval. Indeed, Westinghouse has been forced to actually
withdraw numerous key designs, throwing the entire permitting process into chaos.

The catastrophic outcome of similar problems has already become tangible. After tweo years
under construction, the first "new generation" French reactor being built in Finland is
already more than two years behind schedule, and more than $2.5 billion over budget. The
gcenario is reminiscent of the economic disaster that hit scores of "first generation”
reactors, which came in massively over budget and, in many cases, decades behind promised
completion dates.
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In North and Scuth Carolina, public interest groups are demanding the revocation of some
$230 million in pre-construction costs already approved by state regulators for two
proposed Duke Energy reactors. In both those states, as well as in Florida, Alabama and
Georgia, Westinghouse AP-1000 reactors have been presented to regulatory commissions to be
financed by ratepayers as they are being built.

This astounding pro-utility scheme forces electric consumers to pay billicns of dollars
for nuclear plants that may never operate, and whose costs are indeterminate. Sometimes
called Ceonstruction Work in Progress, it lets utilities raise rates to pay for site
clearing, project planning, and down payments on large equipment and heavy reactor
components, such as pressure vessels, pumps and generators, that can involve hundreds of
millions of dollars, even before the projects get final federal approval. The process in
essence gives utilities an incentive to drive up construction costs as much as they can.
It allows them to force ratepayers to cover legal fees incurred by the utilitieg to defend
themselves against lawsuits by those very ratepayers. And the public is stuck with the
bill for whatever is spent, even if the reactor never opens---or if it melts down before
it recoups its construction costs, as did Pennsylvania's Three Mile Island Unit Two in
1979, which self-destructed after just three months of operation.

According to Warren and Clements, Duke Energy and its cohorts have "filed some 6,500 pages
of Westinghouse's technical design documents as the major component of applications" to
build new reactors. "Of the

172 interconnected Westinghouse documents," say NCWARN and FOE, "only

21 have been certified." And most of what has been certified, they add, rely on systems
that are unapproved, and that are key to the guts of the reactor, including such major
components as the "reactor building, control room, cooling system, engineering designs,
plant-wide alarm systems, piping and conduit."

In other words, despite millions of dollars of high-priced hype, the "new generation" of
"standardized design" power plants actually does not exist. The plans for these reactors
have not been finalized by the builders themselves, nor have they been approved by the
regulators.

There is no operating prototype of a Westinghouse AP-1000 from which to draw actual data
about how safely these plants might actually operate, what their environmental impact
might be, or what they might cost to build or run.

In fact, as the NRC's June 27 letter notes, Westinghouse has been forced to withdraw key
technical documents from the regulatory process. The NRC says this means design approval
for the AP-1000 might not come until 2012.

The problem extends to other designs. According to Michael Mariotte of the Nuclear
Information & Rescurce Service, the "Evolutionary Power Reactor" proposed for Calvert
Cliffs, Maryland, "is way behind in certification" causing delays in the licensing
process. Similar problems have arisen with the "Economic Simplified Boiling War Reactor"
design proposed for North Anna, Virginia and Fermi, Michigan.

"A11l of these utilities seem to want standardization for the other guy, not for
themselves, so most of them are making changes to the 'standardized' designs, says
Mariotte. "Even the ABWR," being planned for a site in south Texas, which has actually
been built before, "has design issues" that have caused delays.

The problem, says Mariotte, "is that the NRC is still trying to go ahead and do licensing
even with the designs not certified. This is going to lead to a big mess later on."

But in the meantime, Public Service Commissions like the one in Florida, have given
preliminary approval to reactor proposals whose projected costs have more than doubled in
just one year. Florida Power & Light's two proposed reactors at Turkey Point, on the
border of the Everglades National Park, are listed as costing somewhere between $6 billion
and $9 billion. FP&L refuses to commit to a firm price, and ig demanding south Florida
ratepayers foot an unknowable bill for gargantuan projects whose costs are virtually
certain to skyrocket long before the NRC approves the actual reactor designs. By contrast,
the "huge" preliminary deal just reached between Florida, environmentalists and U.S. Sugar
to buy some 180,000 acres of land to save the Everglades is now estimated at less than $2
billion, less than one-sixth the minimum estimated cost of the two reactors proposed for
Turkey Point.
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In the larger picture, the depth of this scam is staggering. With no finalized desigm, and
no firm price tag, a second generation of nuclear power plants is now being put on the tab
of southeastern citizens whose rates have already begun to skyrocket. These reactor
projects cannot get private financing, and cannot proceed without either massive federal
subsidies and loan guarantees, or a flood of these state-based give-aways. They also
cannot get private insurance against future melt-downs, and have no solution for their
radicactive waste problem. Current estimates for finishing the proposed Yucca Mountain
national waste repository, also yet to be licensed, are soaring toward $100 billion, even
though it, too, may never open.

By contrast, firm costs for proposed wind farms, solar panels, increased efficiency and
other green sources are proven and reliable.

These projects are easily financed by private investors lining up to beccme involved. Some
$6 billion in new wind farms are under construction or on order in the United States
alone. They are established and profitable, and can in many cases can be up and running in
less than a year. :

The high-profile campaign te paint atomic energy as some kind of answer to America's
energy problems has hit the iceberg of its economic impossibilities. The atomic
"renaissance" has no tangible approved design, and no firm construction or operating costs
to pregent. There are no reliable new reactor construction schedules, except to know that
it will be at least ten vears before the first one could conceivably come on line, and
that its price tag is unknowable.

In short, the "nuclear renaissance" is perched atop a gigantic technical and economic
chasm that looms larger every day, and that could soon swallow the entire idea of building
more reactors.

July 25, 2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 8:43 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.usl
Sent: Saturday, July 26, 2008 3:31 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: lwheeler45@acl.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: leonard wheeler
Company :

Primary Phone: 352 483 9555
Secondary Phone:

Email: lwheeler45@acl.com

Regponse requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
YOUR APPROVE PROGRESS ENERGY AND FPL Nuke Plants are not legally certified by NRC and may
never be.

I submit this document in Oppositicon to any rate increase to either as it would be for
customer payment for a false filing to PSC.

I seek on the record that this e mail be made a part of the official record in opposition
to all funding reguest approved or requested on untried and unlicensed Nuclear Reactors in
FLA.

A request is herein made for a State filing of a criminal complaint of felony consumer
fraud against customers by both of these power companies attempt to get money for Nuke
Power payment schemes on systems not lawful to use.
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Ruth Nettles O %Dl L{?

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 10:38 AM _ _

To: Ruth Nettles _

Cc: Kimberley Pena FPSC, C1K - CORRESPONDENCE

Subject: FW: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14247 D imi ilﬂ'ﬂﬁ‘um Partics w
DOCUMENT NO.__01G12-0

add to docket file DISTNEIU“ON-

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contactepsc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2008 7:35 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 14247

Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: tim montanaro

Telephone: 3526874332

Email:

Address: 20 pecanh run terrace ocala 34472

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: tammy montanaro
Account Number:
Address: 20 pecan run terrace ocala Florida 34472

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

Progress Energy is now going to raise my bill possibly $9 a month, to help construct a
nuclear power plant in Florida. Are you kidding me? Are you really serious? Why can
Florida Power and Light construct solar energy to reduce the financial strain on the
residents of Florida, but Progress Energy continually keeps raising my energy bill? The
economy in Florida is a nightmare, and now this. When is public gouging of gasoline,
energy, and produce going to stop in this state? Honestly, you think I am going to take my
family anywhere to spend money in the state of Florida, when the public utilities keep
raping my family?




Fred P and J.C. Creemers
2944 Wood Polnte Drive
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RECENED-FPSC
Public Service Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Blvd. {g8JuL 18 A 9: 28 (& O = %
Tallahassee, Fl. 32999

COMMISS |OR
Whom it may concern: CLERK

From what we have read in the St. Peterburg Times you were
planning to vote today (7-15-08) on Progress Energy's plans to
build a new Nuclear Plant on U.S. 19 in Levy County. If it wins
approval, the 17 billion project will be the second new nuclear
project approved in Florida this year.

The Commission will decide whether Progress Energy needs the
electricity from 2200 megawatt project, and if nuwlear 1is the
most cost-effective option. Customers could start paying for
the project as early as January 09, but the effect on rates
remains unclear.

I agree with the editorial on the power rate hike secrecy, but

I believe it misses the main issue. Why should the public

assume the high costs and construction risks for a facility that
will be owned by Progress Energy, a for-profit business?

Why shouldn't Progress do that without a subsidy by us?

The editorial says " The Public Is A Principal Initial Investor".
But we are not i1nvestors, we are customers. We have ho right

to dividends and no ownership in the enterprise. We should not
have to pay for the plant.

Here's a thought: if we have to contribute money up front, how
about applylng that money to buying shares in the company and
distributing those to us payers who would now be investors?

Or why can't Progress finance the Old-Fashioned Way -~ by
floating a bond or issuing new stock in the company?

If this is not your way fo do business, a suit can always be
filed against P.S.C. and Progress Energy.

Sincerely,
}‘.\I o\ E{\\ (\P\SA ke

red P. Creemers

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
[J Administretive [ ] Parties [$YConsumer
DOCUMENT NO. /4/2-0%

DISTRIBUTION: ECR 6L
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2008 11:28 AM

To: Ruth Nettles i
Cc: Kimberiey Pena FPSC - CORRESPONDENCE
Subject: Docket correspondence » CLK co

] Administrative [_] Parties [E}Consumer
DOCUMENT NO._56/G(2-0f
DISTRIBUTION:

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2008 8:05 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 11:49 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: demdatsey@gmail.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Michael Parker
Company :

Primary Phone: 352-495-8808
Secondary Phone:

Email: demdatsey@gmail.com

Responsge requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

I recently learned some good news and some bad news. The good news; solar power generating
rlants got approval from your commission.

The bad news; so did two new nuclear plants. Had I known these nuclear plants were under
consideration I certainly would have written sooner. Do you have a system that allows for
the public to both be informed and toc comment upon pending projects? because nuclear power
is not good for Florida's future. My opposition is not based only upon my personal concern
with nuclear safety but also the economic unfeasability of nuclear power, at least
according to Amory Lovins of the Rocky Mountain Institute. He asks "What would you rather
die of?

Climate change?

0il Wars?

Nuclear Holocaust?

The correct answer, of course, is none of the above, and this is not only technologically
achievable, but algo in the best interests of all humankind.

He claims, backed by reams of data, that nuclear is unprofitable and dangerous, and that
no nuclear projects can be done without public funds either for construction or insurance.
He further asserts that the reason the capitalist system fails in the nuclear markets is
that no on thinks the risks are worth the gamble for possible gains.

I won't go on and try to make the arguments so elogquently laid out by Mr. Lovins, but I
would hope you would take a look at his information, which can be found here.
http://www.rmi.org/images/PDFs/Energy/E08-01_AmbioNucIllusion.pdf

Here is a quote:

"The economic evidence below confirms that new nuclear power plants are unfinanceable in
the private capital market because of thelir excessive costs and financial risks and the
high uncertainty of both. During the nuclear revival now allegedly underway, no new

1
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nuclear project on earth been financed by private risk capital, chosen by an open decision
process, nor bid into the world’s innumerable power markets and auctions. No old nuclear
plant has been resold at a value consistent with a market case for building a new one. And

two strong global trends— dreater transparency in governmental and energy decision-
making, and wider use of competitive power markets—are further dimming nuclear prospects

From the above it would seem to be a bad idea to be investing/building up nuclear power
capacity.

My gquestions are:

Can the project still be stopped?

Does public money get invested in this project, or is private(corporate)capital being
used?

Who is insuring the plant against accidents or sabotage? Us?

By what means is the public informed about upcoming projects that affect the health and
well being of our citizens, and what say do we have in the matter?

Looking forward to a response.

Michael Parker

Archer Fla.
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Ruth Nettles 0 S’ 0 l L«‘ ?

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2008 11:27 AM

To: Ruth Nettles FPSC, CLK - C:ORRESPONDENCE
Ce: Kimberiey Pena D Adminiﬁlﬁ"em Puarties [B'ém
Subject: Docket correspondence UMENT NO. pnial 1-0Y

DISTRIBUTICN:

Add to docket file

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2008 8:05 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 7:34 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: jjmarvinfl@yahoo.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: James Marvin

Company :

Primary Phone:

Secondary Phone:

Email: jjmarvinfl@yahoo.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
Dear Florida Public Service Commission,

I am disappeointed that you have approved Progress Energy's regquest to further review
building two new nuclear power plants in west central Florida.

Nuclear power is both expensive and dangerous. Massive amounts of money must be raised to
cover the costs of construction, operation and insurance {no private company will insure
nuclear power). Most of this cost will fall on the backs of taxpayer=z and Progress Energy
customers, whether they approve or not.

Nuclear power is alsoc deadly. We don't need to learn the hard way. The disaster at
Chernobyl taught us that any mistake with nuclear power can cost us more than a few hours
of outages. ©Nothing in this world can be guaranteed as one hundred percent safe,
especially nuclear energy. One bad incident could mean the deaths of thousands of Florida
residents.

Nuclear power is by no means clean, either. It takes a vast amount of carbon-emitting
coal and gas energy to process nuclear fuel, ship it to power plants and store it after it
is spent. Using nuclear energy does not eliminate greenhouse gas emissgions, it only
contributes to it.

Also, nuclear waste remains dangerous for tens or hundreds of thousands of years. There
is currently no protocel in the United States for the long term safe storage of nuclear
waste. Many thousands of tons of spent fuel remain on site at nuclear power plants with
nowhere to go. Adding to this waste will only generate problems further into the future

1
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than we can even imagine.

So commission, I implore you to stop the process of granting approval to Progress Energy
for the building of new nuclear power plants. Instead, this commission must mandate that
Progress Energy develop sources of renewable power that are in abundance in this state,
such as solar, wind and hydrodynamic energy. Implementing these technologies will save
Floridians money, their environment and their health as well as make Florida an economic
leader in these industries.

If we are the Sunshine State then let's live up to our name and generate our power safely
with the sun, not haphazardly with the atom.

I would appreciate your reply.
Sincerely,

James Marvin
St. Petersburg, FL.
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DOCUMENT NO.O/2/3-08
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Ann Cole TRIBUTIO

From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Wednesday, July 16, 2008 1:36 PM

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar

Cc: William C. Garner; Lorena Holley; Larry Harris; Bridget Grimsley; Lois Graham; Kay Posey; Steve

Larson; Mary Macko
Subject: RE: Nuclear power, letter to the Chairman

Thanks, Roberta. This email will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives,
Docket No. 080148-El, today.

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 12:43 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: William C. Garner; Lorena Holley; Larry Harris; Bridget Grimsley; Lois Graham; Kay Posey; Steve Larson;
Mary Macko

Subject: FW: Nuclear power; letter to the Chairman

Please place this correspondence in Docket No. 080148-El. Thank you.

Roberta

Roberta S. Bass
Chief Advisor to Commissioner Edgar

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Qak Blvd
Taltahassee, Florida 32399-0854

Office (850) 413-6016
Fax (850)413-6017

Email Roberta.Bass@PSC.STATE.FL.US

From: Michael [mailto:funkyp@belisouth.net]

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 12:31 PM

To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of
Commissioner McMurrian

Subject: Fw: Nuclear power; letter to the Chairman

——- Original Message —
From: Michael : -

To: Chairman@psc.state fl.us
Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2008 12:15 PM

Subject: Nuclear power

Dear Mr. Chairman,
I have recently learned of some advances and (in my opinion) declines in the energy sector here in Florida.

7/16/2008
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I am referring to the good decision to approve two solar power generating plants in Florida. The problematic
decision was the go-ahead for Progress energy to build two nuclear plants.

I would imagine that in your position you would have heard most of the arguments pro and con nuclear energy. I
would hope that you have heard also of Amory Lovins of the Rocky Mountain Institute.

He appeared on Charlie Rose/PBS last night (July 15) and it was for me, a real eye opener. I have heard mostly
industry-generated hype about the safety of these plants, and how little they cost to generate electricity, and
there being (in the mainstream media) litle counter information I accepted these as established facts..
Apparently, the subject of how much they cost to construct, along with the impossibility of finding private sector
capitalization for the projects or liability insurance is not discussed as much.

I would urge you to read the PDF on Nuclear energy from RMI :http://www.rmi.org/images/PDFs/Energy/E08-
01_AmbioNuclllusion.pdf

The point Mr. Lovins made last night, is that Nuclear energy is costly, dangerous, and, most importantly, a money
loser. He is promoting alternatives in power generaticn, a sector of the economy which offers home-grown
solutions and a return to the manufacturing base that propelled successful U.S. economic growth in the past. The
document I have linked to, necessarily addresses the nuclear power situation, but his knoledge of world markets
in energy indicates there is an ongoing green revolution, where efficiency and smarter engineering/planning
would wean us TOTALLY OFF of foreign oil imports by 2040. He additionally believes major gains can be made in
the interim. There are incredible opportunities in renewable energy, and more and more capital is being funneled
into these projects.

I would hope you look at this information, so as to be better informed about our options in energy generation, A
multi-tiered approach is necessary, but I do not think Nuclear energy, however carbon-free, is a viable part of the
plan, nor a solution for the future of this planet...just the waste generated threatens life on this planet whether
through accident or terrorism or human error. No such risks exist with the multidtude of other options available to
us RIGHT NOW, that are not being pursued.

As Chairman of the Commission, I would respectfully suggest another look at the wisdom? behind the nuclear
policy being implemented in Florida. If Mr. Lovins is right, it is a mistake which will be compounded by
construction delays, cost overruns, and the threat of a nuclear accident.

If nuclear power is safe, then please could you tell me which insurance company is going to insure these future
plants? If nuclear power is safe, insurance NOT SUPPLIED by taxpayer funds should be readily available. If Mr.

Lovins is correct, there will be no private insurer. That's all the proof I need that these plants will be unsafe and
unwise.

Is it too late to stop the madness?
Sincerely

Michael Parker

17623 sw 95 ave

Archer Fla 32618

7/16/2008
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Kimberley Pena

From: Kimberley Pena DAl’i 'nm;veDP 5 gc

Sent:  Tuesday, July 15, 2008 8:20 AM DOCUMENT NO. 0{9in-&8

To: 'Rhonda Roff’ DISTRIBUTION:
Cc: Cheryl Bulecza-Banks

Subject: RE: Docket No. 080148

We will place your email in the correspondence file (Document number 01912-08) and forward to staff.

Thank you for contacting the Florida Public Service Commission.

Kimberley M. Pefia

Chief Deputy Commission Clerk
Office of Commission Clerk
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Qak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

(850) 413-6770

From: Rhonda Roff [mailto:marshmaid@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 4:47 PM

To: Office of the Chairman; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of Commissioner
McMurrian; Office of Commissioner Skop; Records Clerk

Cc: Charlie.Crist@MyFlorida.com; Emily Casey

Subject: Docket No. 080148

Dear Public Service Commissioners and staff:

Please accept this email on behalf of Emily Casey of Inverness, Florida. Emily is on the road and could not
email you directly.

Thank you for your consideration,

Rhonda Roff

Clewiston, FL

863-983-4639

---------- Forwarded message -----—----

From: Emily Casey <ecasey21{@hotmail.com>
Date: Jul 14, 2008 4:24 PM

Subject: reply to - please send

To: Rhonda Roff <marshmaid@gmail.com>

REPLY TO THE MEMORANDUM PUBLISHED ON JULY 2, 2008 BY THE PUBLIC SERVICE
COMMISSION OFFICE

DATE: July 13, 2008 REPLY TO THE MEMORANDUM PUBLISHED ON JULY 2, 2008 BY THE
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OFFICE

DATE: July 13, 2008

/15/2008
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TO: Governor Crist, Office of Commission Clerk, and All Public Service
Commissioners

FROM: Emily Casey
Southern Director
Environmental Alliance of North Florida

IN REPLY TO - Docket No. 080148 — EI — Petition for determination of need for
Levy Units 1 and 2 nuclear power plants, by Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Replies to summary of Staff Analysis —

1. Need for Power —

A. Customer growth -
1). PEF states they need 500 MW more by 2016— however people are still
moving out of Florida and growth has slowed
2). No mention has been made of practicing conservation techniques,
using energy efficient appliances or implementing renewable
energies
B. Expiration of existing purchase power agreements —
1.) these could be renegotiated or new ones created
2.) new localized energy sources developed for predicted high growth
areas
3.) with the above implemented, the need for purchase power
agreements could be eliminated!

2. Renewable Generation and Demand Side Management (DSM) -
A. PEF states additional capacity can not be satisfied with additional
) purchasing power from renewable energies -
This premise is stated to gain acceptance of large energy plants and
makes you believe the use of renewable energy technology must also use
centralized facilities. However decentralization of energy allows the
technology to be implemented faster and with more diversification.
B. It is stated that implementing the use of renewable energy takes time
It is true facilities must be planned and implemented by people with a
forward thinking vision and a CAN DO attitude. Look at the charts and you
will see just how much time it takes to have 2 nuclear power plants
functioning!!! Remember there is Gold in Green, this could be PEF's much
sooner and with less cost than what will be incurred by the construction of

the plants. In the 21 century there is no need to rely on traditional
methods of energy supply!!!
C.) PE says DSM program not capable of replacing their needs —

It was stated that no intervener identified additional renewable generation
or DSM programs that could cost effectively mitigate the need for Levy 1
and 2.

1.) There were many examples given to show how the use renewable
energy could be implemented and how the decentralization of the energy
sources could reduce the need for traditional large base plants. The total

disregard for these ideas show that they are trying to make the use of
renewable energy fit into the traditional methods and existing structures of
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energy provision.

2.) The solar water heater example used by PE shows the lack of a
vision for the US to be independent of volatile energy source prices. There
are many DSM programs which could possibly exist, however they have to
be found or created, be funded and implemented in a manner that will truly
help people. The programs may not be identifiable right now, however there
are many new programs emerging and creating new jobs now.

Stating that solar water heaters are too costly does not take into

account the entrepreneurship of the American people and also shows the laws
of supply, demand and cost are not taken into account.

3. Need for Base — Load Capacity —

It is stated that the nuclear power plant provides non- carbon emitting source of base -- load power to
satisfy the continued growth of PEF's energy needs.

A.) There is NO mention of ever increasing or using any form of renewable energy. They are stick in
the past by mentioning only gas- fired generation or nuclear. Large, regionally situated Base- Load
plants, along with other infrastructure are not needed when the use of renewable energy is
implemented. The use of decentralized renewable energy facilities allow for more diversification
and can be built in a short period of time.

B.) A nuclear power plant that is generating electricity may not emit carbon; however the total
process does produce significant greenhouse gases. As we know air moves and so does the amount
of carbon in the atmosphere so the total amount of carbon produced almost on a daily bases is very
important to consider. The whole process includes uranium mining, milling, processing,
enrichment, fuel fabrication and radioactive waste storage, all of which result in greenhouse gas
emissions.

C.) What nuclear power plants do emit are radioactive products, both in the air and in the water when
the containment area 1s cleaned or "low —level” products are discarded then transported to disposal
sites. "High-level” radioactive wastes are generated through energy production and the only place
to store this material is on site!!

4. Need to maintain fuel diversity -
It is stated there is a need to have a balanced fuel supply in order to have less volatile fuel cost over
time
A.) Using renewable energies truly allows us to become independent of
volatile energy fuel markets. Even domestically mined uranium prices
have increased substantially and uranium is also supplied internationally,
thus putting us back again to depend on foreign markets.
B.) It has been stated by the uranium mining industry that there is enough uranium to supply the
current existing nuclear power plants for 100 years. If the number of plants increase world wide
then this will decrease the amount available for use. As we all are experiencing now, when supply
is even perceived to be low the market reacts and the price of that fuel type increases substantially.
Therefore we are subjecting ourselves to again experiencing a volatile market in only a short time

can be done now, before a lot of money is spent and does not result in helping us achieve the
ultimate goal!!

5.) Rate Impact -

The rate payers will experience an astronomical increase in rates every year until
2017 and this is before any energy is ever used. Also there is not a chart for business
owners to show them how much thier rates will increase. Using just a fraction of this
money for renewable would allow everyone to be fuel independent.

It is stated that the 2 plants will provide enough energy for a 20% margin until 2023,
what happens after that short time period?
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6.) Joint Ownership -
Is this not something that should be know before you start out of a project? What
happens if the talks do not continue and there are not any potenial joint owners? Just
where will rate payers be then??

Remember Energy supply is only part of the climate change problem, there are many other
factors to consider such as transportion methods. This is a very important time and the PSC is at
the crossroad, Which one will be chosen, the one good for everyone or the one that will only help
a few and will help the common people still be held hostage to volitale fuel prices?

Thank You for the time you all have put into this matter.
Emily Casey
EANoF

It's a talkathon - but it's not just talk. Check out the i'm Talkathon.

Rhonda Roff, President

Save It Now, Glades!

PO Box 1953

Clewiston, FL 33440

www.saveitnowglades.org

"It is difficult to get a man to understand something, when his job depends on his not understanding it."
Upton Sinclair
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From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Monday, July 14, 2008 6:43 PM

To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: RE: Docket No. 080148

Thanks, Kay. This email will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives, Docket
No. 080148-El.

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 5:21 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: FW: Docket No. 080148

Ann,
Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN 080148-El. Thank you.

Kay

From: Rhonda Roff [mailto:marshmaid@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 4:47 PM

To: Office of the Chaitman; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of
Commissioner McMurrian; Office of Commissioner Skop; Records Clerk

Cc: Charlie.Crist@MyFlorida.com; Emily Casey

Subject: Docket No. 080148

Dear Public Service Commissioners and staff:

Please accept this email on behalf of Emily Casey of Inverness, Florida. Emily is on the road and could
not email you directly.

Thank you for your consideration,

Rhonda Roff

Clewiston, FL

863-983-4639

-----—-—- Forwarded message ----------

From: Emily Casey <ecasey21@hotmail.com>
Date: Jul 14, 2008 4:24 PM

Subject: reply to - please send

To: Rhonda Roff <marshmaid ail.com>

REPLY TO THE MEMORANDUM PUBLISHED ON JULY 2, 2008 BY THE PUBLIC
SERVICE COMMISSION OFFICE
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DATE: July 13,2008 REPLY TO THE MEMORANDUM PUBLISHED ON JULY 2, 2008 BY
THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OFFICE

DATE: July 13, 2008

TO: Governor Crist, Office of Commission Clerk, and All Public Service
Commissioners

FROM: Emily Casey
Southern Director
Environmental AHiance of North Florida

IN REPLY TO - Docket No. 080148 — EI — Petition for determination of need for
Levy Units 1 and 2 nuclear power plants, by Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Replies to summary of Staff Analysis —

1. Need for Power —

A. Customer growth -
1). PEF states they need 500 MW more by 2016— however people are still

moving out of Florida and growth has slowed

2). No mention has been made of practicing conservation techniques,
using energy efficient appliances or implementing renewable
energies

B. Expiration of existing purchase power agreements —

1.) these could be renegotiated or new ones created

2.) new localized energy sources developed for predicted high growth
areas

3.) with the above implemented, the need for purchase power
agreements could be eliminated!

2. Renewable Generation and Demand Side Management (DSM) -
A. PEF states additional capacity can not be satisfied with additional
purchasing power from renewable energies -
This premise is stated to gain acceptance of large energy plants and
makes you believe the use of renewable energy technology must also use
centralized facilities. However decentralization of energy allows the
technology to be implemented faster and with more diversification.
B. It is stated that implementing the use of renewable energy takes time
It is true facilities must be planned and implemented by people with a
forward thinking vision and a CAN DO attitude. Look at the charts and you
will see just how much time it takes to have 2 nuclear power plants
functioning!!! Remember there is Gold in Green, this could be PEF's much
sooner and with less cost than what will be incurred by the construction of

the plants. In the 215 century there is no need to rely on traditional
methods of energy supply!!!
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C.) PE says DSM program not capable of replacing their needs —

It was stated that no intervener identified additional renewable generation
or DSM programs that could cost effectively mitigate the need for Levy 1
and 2.

1.) There were many examples given to show how the use renewable
energy could be implemented and how the decentralization of the energy
sources could reduce the need for traditional large base plants. The total

disregard for these ideas show that they are trying to make the use of
rencwable energy fit into the traditional methods and existing structures of
energy provision.

2.) The solar water heater example used by PE shows the lack of a
vision for the US to be independent of volatile energy source prices. There
are many DSM programs which could possibly exist, however they have to
be found or created, be funded and implemented in a manner that will truly
help people. The programs may not be identifiable right now, however there
are many new programs emerging and creating new jobs now.

Stating that solar water heaters are too costly does not take into
account the entrepreneurship of the American people and also shows the laws
of supply, demand and cost are not taken into account.

3. Need for Base - Load Capacity —
It is stated that the nuclear power plant provides non- carbon emitting source of base — load

power to satisfy the continued growth of PEF's energy needs.

A.) There is NO mention of ever increasing or using any form of renewable energy. They are
stick in the past by mentioning only gas- fired generation or nuclear. Large, regionally
situated Base- Load plants, along with other infrastructure are not needed when the use of
renewable energy is implemented. The use of decentralized renewable energy facilities
allow for more diversification and can be built in a short period of time.

B.) A nuclear power plant that is generating electricity may not emit carbon; however the
total process does produce significant greenhouse gases. As we know air moves and so
does the amount of carbon in the atmosphere so the total amount of carbon produced
almost on a daily bases is very important to consider. The whole process includes uranium
mining, milling, processing, enrichment, fuel fabrication and radioactive waste storage, all
of which result in greenhouse gas emissions.

C.) What nuclear power plants do emit are radioactive products, both in the air and in the
water when the containment area is cleaned or "low —level" products are discarded then
transported to disposal sites. "High-level" radioactive wastes are generated through energy
production and the only place to store this material is on site!!

4. Need to maintain fuel diversity -
It is stated there is a need to have a balanced fuel supply in order to have less volatile fuel cost
over time
A.) Using renewable energies truly aliows us to become independent of
volatile energy fuel markets. Even domestically mined uranium prices
have increased substantially and uranium is also supplied internationally,
thus putting us back again to depend on foreign markets.
B.) It has been stated by the uranium mining industry that there is enough uranium to
supply the current existing nuclear power plants for 100 years. If the number of plants
increase world wide then this will decrease the amount available for use. As we all are
experiencing now, when supply is even perceived to be low the market reacts and the price
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of that fuel type increases substantially. Therefore we are subjecting ourselves to again
experiencing a volatile market in only a short time frame. Why not eliminate that

lot of money is spent and does not result in helping us achieve the ultimate goal!!

5.) Rate Impact -

The rate payers will experience an astronomical increase in rates every year until
2017 and this is before any energy is ever used. Also there is not a chart for business
owners to show them how much thier rates will increase. Using just a fraction of this
money for renewable would allow everyone to be fuel independent.

It is stated that the 2 plants will provide enough energy for a 2(/% margin until

2023,

what happens after that short time period?

6.) Joint Ownership -
Is this not something that should be know before you start out of a project? What
happens if the talks do not continue and there are not any potenial joint owners? Just
where will rate payers be then??

Remember Energy supply is only part of the climate change problem, there are many
other factors to consider such as transportion methods. This is a very important time and
the PSC is at the crossroad, Which one will be chosen, the one good for everyone or the
one that will only help a few and will help the common people still be held hostage to
volitale fuel prices?

Thank You for the time you all have put into this matter.
Emily Casey
EANoF

It's a talkathon — but it's not just talk. Check out the i'm Talkathon.

Rhonda Roff, President

Save It Now, Glades!

PO Box 1953

Clewiston, FL 33440

www.saveitnowglades.org

"It is difficult to get a man to understand something, when his job depends on his not understanding it."
Upton Sinclair
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Ann Cole

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent:  Monday, July 14, 2008 5:19 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors

Subject: FW. Numercus Reasons to Oppose Nuclear
Ann,
Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN 080148-El. Thank you.

Kay

From: ronsaff@acl.com [mailto:ronsaff@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 4:47 PM

To: Office of the Chairman; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of
Commissioner McMurrian; Office of Commissioner Skop

Cc: CleanEnergy@yahoogroups.com; bastaya@comcast.net

Subject: Numerous Reasons to Oppose Nuclear

Nuclear Agency Faulted after easing Reacter Rules

New York Times, April 4, 2006

Matrhew L. Wald

hmcnck's plans to store nuclear waste raise fears

Steel canisters containing spent fuel would be placed inside concrete vaults that sit out in the open.
The Philadelphia Inquirer, July 23, 2006

Sandy Bauers

Video of Sleeping Guards Shakes Nuclear Industry: Sight of Guards Asleep Shakes Industry
Washington Post Staff Writer, January 4, 2008 -A01

Stcvcn Mufsm

Feds Tighten scrutiny of 2"" Southern Reactor

The Atlanta Journal-Constitution, November 14, 2007

Margaret Newkirk

“A senior engineer at Farley filed a U_S. Labor Department complaint against the company the same day, saying the company had suspended him for five
weeks for identifying safety concerns a the plant.”

Developing credibility is key in local nuclear-piant coverage

Quarterly Publication of the Society of Environmental Journalists: Vol 17; Nol

Tom Henry

“Scientists believe the adioactive fallout from the 1986 explosion of the Chernobyl nuclear reactor near Kiev, Russia was still conceivably strong enough to
cause or cxaoerbatc a few cases of cancer in the Pacific Northwest.”

Nuclear waste poses Arctic threat

BBC News, Murmansk, Russia, October 19, 2006

Jom Madslicn X ]

“For almost half a century, the Nerthern Fleet has operated two-thirds of the navy’s nuclear-powered vessels. Much of the spent fuel from these vessels has
been dumped directly into the Barents and Kara seas, with the remainder placed in vastly inadequate storage.”

Judge: Bush admin’s nuclear cleanup standard puts residents at risk
-Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility-

Bob Egelko

http:/fadnr.c Ifallurcs/2007 0 02-sf

o/i aily [sanatawsy
NRC takes 32 yeais to mpond to pehﬁon on radiatioa
Boston.com, April I, 2008

Dave Gram, Assoclaxcd Press Wnter

! fion
Nutlear Safety Reports Cllled Into Qnemon' Gaps in Global Dmbase Blamed on Regularon', A Scm in Bulgarm
Whall Street Joumal, Aug 08, 2007
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Steve Stecklow

“To inform the public about nuclear-plant mishaps, a United Nations agency in 1989 helped creats a Richter-like scale rating them from zero to seven.
Chemoby] was pegged as a seven. Three Mile Island rated five. How many mishaps have occurred over the years - and is the rate getting better or worse?
It’s hard to know. That's because every day, the UN."s International Atomic Energy Agency deletes from its Web site any rated incident that's more than six
months old. The agency says it doesn’t want to penatize more-forthcoming countries by making it look like they have poor safety records.”
hitps/fadnr.org/library/safety/08.03.2007-wallstreetiournal

Nuclear Rexctors Founds to be Leaking Radioactive Water

New York Times, March 17, 2006

Matthew L. Wald
http:/ i 3/ i tml

Nuclear Power’s green promise dulled by rising temps: Problems with Europe’s nuclear plants have raised worries just as energy was gaining
support.

Christian Science Monitor, August 10, 2006

Susan Sachs

Paris: “Summer is exposing chinks in Europe’s nuclear power networks. The extended heat wave in July aggravated drought conditions across much of
Europe, lowering water levels in the lakes and rivers that many nuclear plants depend onto ceol their reactors. *

Study Says Lab Meltdown Caused Cancer: Scientist say details about the 1959 accident near Simi Valley continue to be withheld. Other
contamination at the site is much clearer.

Los Angeles Times, October 6, 2006

Amanda Covarrubias

“Radioactive emissions from a 1959 nuckear accident at a research lab near Simi Valley appear to have been much greater thim previously suspeced and
could have resulted in hundreds of cancers in the surrounding communities, according to astudy released Thursday.”

hitp:/fwww,latimes. com/mews/printedition/front/la-me-rocketdyne6oct 15612437, full story

FPL blasted for safety gaffe at nuclear plant

Miami Herald, January 23, 2008

John Dorschner

“Florida Power & Light is facing $208,000 in federal fines because firing pins were removed from the
weapons of Wackenhut guards at its Turkey Point nuclear power plant.”

Safety alarms raised at nuclear weapons plant.

Los Angeles Times, February 21, 2007

Ralph Vartabedian

Ronald H. Saff, M.D.

Board Certified Allergy & Immunology

Board Certified Internal Medicine

Certified Clinical Research Investigator ACRP
Certified Physician Investigator AAPP

Allergy & Asthma Diagnostic Treatment Center
2300 Centerville Road

Tallahassee, FL. 32308

(850) 386-6680

(850) 386-7902 Fax

The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!
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Ann Cole

From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Monday, July 14, 2008 6:41 PM

To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: RE: Numerous Reasons to Oppose Nuclear

Thank you for this email, which will be placed in Docket Cormespondence-Consumers and their Representatives,
Docket No. 080148-El.

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 5:19 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: FW: Numerous Reasons to Oppose Nuclear

Ann,

Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN 080148-El. Thank you.

Kay

From: ronsaff@aol.com [mailto:ronsaff@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 4:47 PM

To: Office of the Chairman; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of
Commissioner McMurrian; Office of Commissioner Skop

Cc: CleanEnergy@yahoogroups.com; bastaya@comcast.net

Subject: Numerous Reasons to Oppose Nuclear

Nuclear Agency Faulted after easing Reactor Rules

New York Times, April 4, 2006

Matthew L. Wald

hitp:/fwww.nytimes. com/2006/04/04/washington/O4nuke. html

Limerick’s plans to store nuclear waste raise fears

Steel canisters containing spent fuel would be placed inside concrete vaults that sit out in the open,
The Philadelphia Inquirer, July 23, 2006

Sandy Bauers

Video of Sleeping Guards Shakes Nuclear Industry: Sight of Guards Asleep Shakes Industry
Washington Post Staff Writer, January 4, 2008 -A01

Steven Mufson

Feds Tighten scrutiny of 2™ Southern Reactor

The Atlanta Journal-Constitution, November 14, 2007

Margaret Newkirk

“A senior engineer at Farley filed a U.S. Labor Department complaint against the company the same day, saying the company had suspended him for five
weeks for identifying safety concerns at the plant.”

Developing credibility is key in local nuclear-plant coverage

Quarterly Publication of the Socicty of Environmental Journalists: Vol 17; Nol

Tom Henry

“Scientists belicve the radioactive fallout from the 1986 explosion of the Chernobyl nuclear reactor near Kiev, Russia was still conceivably strong enough to
cause or exacerbate a few cases of cancer in the Pacific Northwest.”

Nuclear waste poses Arctic threat

BBC News, Murmansk, Russia, October 19, 2006

Jorn Madslien

“For almost half a century, the Northern Fleet has operated two-thirds of the navy’s nuclear-powered vessels. Much of the spent fuel from these vessels has
been dumped direetly into the Barents and Kara seas, with the remainder placed in vasdy inadequate storage.”
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hittp:/f i 6058302.5tm

Judge: Bush admin’s nuclear cleanup standard puts residents at risk
-Alliance for Nuclear Responsibility-

Bob Egelko

http://adnr.org/library failures/2007.03.02-sfchronicle

Lawsuit: hitp://adnr.org/library/failures/2007.05.02-santasvsanalawsuit/view
NRC takes 32 years to respond to petition on radiation

Boston.com, April 1, 2008

Dave Gram Associated Press Wnter

Nuclear Sal‘ety Reports Cnlled Into Quesuon' Gaps in G!obal Dm'abase Blamed on Regulamrs, A Scare in Bulgarla
Wall Street Journal, Aug 08, 2007
Steve Stecklow
“To inform the public about nuclear-plant mishaps, a United Nations agency in 1989 helped create a Richter-like scale rating them from zero to seven.
Chernobyl was pegged as a seven. Three Mile Island rated five. How many mishaps have occurred over the years - and is the rate getting better or worse?
It’s hard to krow. That's because every day, the UN.'s International Atomic Energy Agency deletes from its Web site any ruted incident that's more than six
months old. The agency says it doesn't want to penalize more-forthcoming countries by making it look like they have poor safety records.”
-ffadnr.org/lil fsafety/08.03.2007-wall j
Nuclear Reactors Founds to be Leaking Radioactive Water
New York Times, March 17, 2006
Matthew L. Wald

Nuclear Power ] green promlse dulled by nsmg temps: Problems with Europe’s nuclear plants have raised worries just as energy was gaining
support.
Christian Science Monitor, August 10, 2006
Susan Sachs
Paris; “Summer is exposing chinks in Evurope’s nuclear power networks. The extended heat wave in July ggravalsed drought conditions across much of
Europe, lowering water levels in the lakes and rivers that many nuclear plants depend on to cool their reactors. “
'0810/p64s(1-woew.html
Study Says Lab Meltdown Caused Cancer: Scientist say details about the 1959 accident near Simi Valley continue to e withheld. Other
contamination at the site is much clearer.
Los Angeles Times, October 6, 2006
Amanda Covarrubias
“Radioactive emissions from a 1959 nuclear accident at a research lab near Simi Valley appear to have been much greater than previously suspeced and
could have resulted in hundreds of cancers in the surrounding commanifies, according to a study released Thursday,”
hitp:/fwww latimes.com/news/printedition/front/la-me-rocketdyneboct,1,5612437 full story
FPL blasted for safety gaffe at nuclear plant
Miami Herald, January 23, 2008

John Dorschner

“Florida Power & Light is facing $208,000 in federal fines because firing pins were removed from the
weapons of Wackenhut guards at its Turkey Point nuclear power plant.”

Safety alarms raised at nuclear weapons plant.

Los Angeles Times, February 21, 2007

Ralph Vartabedian

http://www.commondreams.org/headlines07/0221-08.htm

Ronald H. Saff, M.D.

Board Certified Allergy & Immunology

Board Certified Internal Medicine

Certified Clinical Research Investigator ACRP
Certified Physician Investigator AAPP

Allergy & Asthma Diagnostic Treatment Center
2300 Centerville Road

Tallahassee, FL. 32308

(850) 386-6680

(850) 386-7902 Fax

The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!
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From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Monday, July 14, 2008 3:17 PM

To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: RE: Nuclear Power

Thank you for this email, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their
Representatives, Docket No. 080148-EI.

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 2:13 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: FW: Nuclear Power

Ann,
Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN 080148-El. Thank you.

Kay

From: ronsaff@aol.com [mailto:ronsaff@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 10:43 AM

To: Office of the Chairman; Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of
Commissioner McMurrian; Office of Commissioner Skop

Cc: CleanEnergy@yahoogroups.com; bastaya@comcast.net

Subject: Nuclear Power

Dear Chairman and Commissioners,

| am a physician & member of the 32,000 Physicians for Social Responsibility and member of
the Union of Concerned Scientists. These groups oppose nuclear power plants.

Nuclear power is, at once:

- The choice that requires the SINGLE most toxic mining process in the world;

- Uses the SINGLE most hazardous fuel stock that there is;

- Requiring the SINGLE most complex and expensive safety and security technologies and
practices,

- Produces the SINGLE most hazardous waste product on earth;

- Is the SINGLE MOST EXPENSIVE energy choice known (completely dependent on
subsidies, tax breaks, insurance and loan guarantees and exemption from liability in case of a
release of radioactivity; AND

- Represents the SINGLE most tempting terrorist target, according to U.S. national security
agency studies.

Take a lesson from Europe: | am told that Germany has committed to building no more new
nuclear power plants, AND, through several administrations, they are DE-COMMISSIONING
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THEIR 16 EXISTING PLANTS.

In addition, from France, the poster boy for the nuclear industry, stories keep leaking out
(promptly denied or ignored) that some French officials are extremely concerned about the
build-up of nuclear waste in their country. A nuclear plant there recently spilled nuclear
contamination in a river. Increased childhood leukemias are being reported in areas nearby
where spent nuclear fuel rods are stored. Furthermore, the nuclear industry is trying to obtain
more taxpayer subsidies, which could lead to less investment in energy efficiency and
renewable energy technologies that are cleaner, safer and cheaper, and could be implemented
more quickly.

Nuclear power is beset by serious problems that the industry and federal government have
failed to address.

Because of concerns about nuclear power's cost, its radioactive waste, its safety, security and
proliferation risks, adding subsidies for nuclear power will lead to less investment in energy
efficiency and renewable energy technologies that are cleaner, safer alternatives.

Sincerely,

Ronald H. Saff, M.D.

Board Certified Allergy & Immunology

Board Certified Internal Medicine

Certified Clinical Research Investigator ACRP
Certified Physician Investigator AAPP

Allergy & Asthma Diagnostic Treatment Center
2300 Centerville Road

Tallahassee, FL 32308

(850) 386-6680

(850) 386-7902 Fax

The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now!
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From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Monday, July 14, 2008 2:59 PM

To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Ce: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: RE: NO NEW NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

Thank you for this information. Unless otherwise instructed, this email will be placed in Docket
Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives, Docket No. 080148-EI.

-----QOriginal Message-----

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 2:11 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: FW: NO NEW NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

Ann,

Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN (080148-EI. Thank you.
Kay

-——--QOriginal Message-——-

From: Karen [mailto:Karen@ipolity.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2008 1:32 PM

To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian
Subject: NO NEW NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

There are better, cleaner and less expensive ways to generate power for the masses, that would ensure
that the grid stay up in the face of an emergency. It would mean depending on the people not a
conglomerate. PLEASE VOTE NO ON NUCLEAR ENERGY.

EXPLORE SOLAR, WIND AND OTHER ALTERNATIVES... PLEASE!

Karen Lowmen
Tampa Bay

7/14/2008
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Ruth Nettles
From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 12:15 PM y,
To: Ruth Netties

, FPSC, CLK - CORRES

Cc: Kimberley Pena D Administratt |:I Parties FUYConsamer
Subject: FW: Prograss Energy Nuclear F DOCUMENT NO._0) /Q /Z -0% .
Attachments: FW: My contact; RE: My contact DISTRIBUTION:

Add to docket file 080148

From: Angie Calhoun

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 9:15 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: Progress Energy Nuclear

7/14/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 8:50 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 8:41 AM

To: Webmaster

Cc: dubbledd@tampabay.rr.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Donald Disonell

Company :

Primary Phone: 352-686-3278
Secondary Phone:

Email: dubbledd@tampabay.rr.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

Recently Progress Energy has stated that they intend to charge startup costs for their
intended Nuclear Power Plant but it will not disclose how much they intend to ask for a
rate hike. Now I am as trusting as the next person, but I am on a fixed income and I MUST
know the how and whys they need a rate hike. As a matter of fact, I want to know how long
it will take, if there are overruns, which there always are, who are to pay for that. In a
time when fuel and food costs have scared 1 don't think their lame explanation of why they
can't disclose this info is very honest. 5o if they can't publicly show all of the costs,
I would reject, althocugh I approve of Nuclear Power any rate increases. I am a Florida
State citizen and more importantly an American Natural born citizen and I want full
disclosure by you and Progress Energy. Thank You Don Disonell
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Ruth Nettles

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2008 8:06 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.£fl.us]
Sent: Saturday, July 12, 2008 8:15 AM

To: Webmaster

Ce: jrandazzo@tampabay.rr.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Joseph Randazzo

Company :

Primary Phone:

Secondary Phone:

Email: jrandazzo@tampabay.rr.com

Response requested? Wo
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
If Progress Energy wants to expand its business it should not charge the publie for their
expansion. No other business can do this . If they want to build nuclear reactors let them

do it with thier own resources or sell stocks or float some bonds for their project. If we
the people have to pay for their expansion and construction of their Nuclear plant then we
should share in the profits as well. Do not approve the public increase. Thank you
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Ann Cole DISTRIBUTION:

From: AnnCole
Sent:  Friday, July 11, 2008 2:38 PM
To: Office Of Commissioner Edgar

Cc: William C. Gamer; Lorena Holley; Larry Harris; Bridget Grimsley; Lois Graham;, Kay Posey; Steve
Larson; Mary Macko

Subject: RE: PSC meeting 7/15/08 - Agenda item 4

Thank you for this information, which will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives,
Docket No. 080148-EL

From: Office Of Commissioner Edgar

Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 1:46 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: William C. Garner; Lorena Holiey; Larry Harris; Bridget Grimsley; Lois Graham; Kay Posey; Steve Larson;
Mary Macko

Subject: FW: PSC meeting 7/15/08 - Agenda item 4

Please place this comespondence in Docket No. 080148-El. Thank you.

Roberta

Roberta S. Bass
Chief Adviscr to Commissioner Edgar

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Bivd
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0854

Office (850) 4136016
Fax (850) 413-6017
Email Roberta.Bass@PSC.STATE.FL.US

From: walker030@comcast.net [mailto:walker030@comcast.net]

Sent: Friday, July 11, 2008 11:07 AM

To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano; Office of Commissioner Skop; Office of the Chairman; Office Of
Commissioner Edgar; Office of Commissioner McMurrian ‘

Subject: PSC meeting 7/15/08 - Agenda item 4

Dear Commissioner

I am writing you in advance of your vote on agenda item 4 next Tuesday, July 15, concerning the two
nuclear reactors proposed to be constructed and operate in nearby Levy County. Briefly, I would
appreciate you voting against the proposals.

Not only are the two proposed reactors not necessary to meet Floridalls demand,; it is my opinion that

7/11/2008
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there exists enough readily available, Doff-the-shelf] energy efficiency technology to replace the most
if not all of the 20% supply of electricity that nuclear energy provides the United States from the 103
plants presently in operation. Adding new reactors rather than reducing them does not make sense and
is an unnecessary expenditure of tax- and ratepayer money that perpetuates consumption of a limited
fuel supply and does not move us forward in meeting our demand for energy.

Increasing the consumption of a finite global uranium supply does not move us away from the
predicament we are beginning to realize in our reliance on fossil fuels as a source of electrical energy,
but only postpones a similar reality to be the concern of future generations. Your vote today sets the
tone for investments in Florida[s future energy fuel choices, be they limited and increasingly scarce or
rencwable. History will remember you and your fellow Commissioners for your actions today and I
hope this is recognized in your vote.

I would ask you in your role as Commissioner to consider the long-term cost, safety and security issues
relative to the Floridians you are privileged to serve and the future generations of our residents still to
come and vote no on this item next Tuesday.

Thank you for your consideration.
Jim Walker

6600 War Admiral Trail
Tallahassee, FL 32309

7/11/2008
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Ellen Plendl

From: Governor Charlie Crist [Charlie.Crist@eog.myflorida.com] —

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2008 10:39 AM S T

To: Emily Casey o & 03

Subject:; RE: A passionate plea from residents o = Q
O — - H
nE S &

Governor Crist received your e-mail and asked me to respond on his behalfggég - C{

[} —— z ';J
To assist you with your concern, I forwarded your correspondence to the Pubgic ServidE]
commission for review and response. o O
(»o]

Thank you for writing and do not hesitate to write again on matters of concern or interest
to you.

Sincerely,

Rex T. Newman FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Cittaen Services . I Atmiisrtoe ] i

From: Emily Casey [mailto:ecasey2l@hotmail.com] DOCUMENT NO. D 'q IZ'O?
gg?téogziigiyéhgigiezé'rizt??BLtl:flgowprl:rnor Jeff Kottkamp DISTRIBUTION:

Subject: A passionate plea from residents

A passionate plea from many residents of Levy and Citrus County — HELP, HELP, HELP

we have chosen to
on such an

We believe your
right choice.)

(This letter could be many pages long but we know you are VERY busy, so
be as short as possible and still get our point across, it is difficult
important issue. Thank you in advance for taking the time to read this.
heart is in this state and what is good for its people, please make the

We are true Americans, willing to do want we can to help this great country in time of
need. Many of our residents have served this country in all wars, still some from WWII;
everyone helps out in a time of need such as family emergencies, local fires, weather.
disasters, etc. We have chosen the rural country life over the lifestvle of urban America
and now without any ability te say NO to a total lifestyle change, we are witnessing life

as we know it, DISAPPEAR!!!!

This letter is from Many residents who feel hopeless and helpless in the matter of having
two new NUCLEAR POWER plants in our county. We know what the problems are and have been
with Unit 3 in Crystal River, because most of us have family ties to it or to Progress
Energy in some way. This is why we feel we have no hope of not having two more stuck down
ocur throats and Inglis, Yankeetown regidents will become sandwiched in between THREE.
While the company has a great public relations section that always scunds as if decisions
are made for the good of the people, however their decisions are always based on the

bottom line — What 1s Good ($%5) for the Company. Yes, there gre a few chances to have
public input, but we feel they are just the necessary hoops that a utility must go through
to get the license they want and are meant to make the public feel as if they are being
heard when in reality OUR VOICES ARE AS INSIGNIFICANT AS THE ANTS ON THE GROUND THAT

EVERYONE WALKS ON.

We feel helpless because we do understand that most of the local government officials

seem to think that having the plants located in the county are good because they can only

see GREEN — as in DOLLARS $$55%. They apparently do not see the huge cost that it will

take to build all the infrastructure that goes along with growth, the lost of the quality

of rural life, and the greatest cost in the long run in this extremely environmentally

We need to have the “True Green” -- what will help all
of us have a sustainable world There are many alternative ways to make money for the
county (by staying the Nature Coast) and at the same time be making a decision that would

L be good for the climate NOW, our environment NOW, the local economy NOW, having

\\ electricity available that will not cause a large impact on everyone’'s wallet NOW. We feel

# this helplessness because we know no one is listening to us since we do not have lots of

1



money to pass arcund the area, the state, the country!!!
We Just Live Herel!

Emily Casey
ecasey2l@hotmail.com




**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

Kimberley Pena

From: Consumer Contact
Sent: Monday, July 07, 2008 10:42 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena; Pete Lester 2 1K - CORRESPONDENCE
Subject: FW: My contact FP8C, },}JE‘. ' CO RE! d
[} Adminisirorive [} Puties [ b€onsemer
DOCIIMERT NO. 0 1 A1 0%
Add to docket file STRInUTIONT o
----- Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, July 07, 2008 8:53 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Sunday, Juty 06, 2008 9:21 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: carol.burg7@hotmail.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Carol Burg

Company:

Primary Phone: 727-823-8738
Secondary Phone:

Email: carol.burg7@hotmail.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
RE: Docket #080148-EI: 2 new nuclear reactors in Levy Co:

Spending billions of dollars to build 2 new nuclear reactors in Florida is a bad investment, and it is unclean and
unsafe, and I am against it. It is a far better investment to take that money and build renewable energy generators
such as: solar, tidal and wind generators.
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Florlda Power Plants Rank Amon

7~30-° ’7_§am E-E

By MIKE KELLY

("nv hln ] SC"\-;CS

WASHINGTON — Florida is home
to some of the dirtiest power plants
in the nation, a study released Thurs-
day found.

The report by the Environimental
Integrity Project, an environmental
group, used company-reported data
collected by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and the Energy
Information Administration on emis-
sions of four major pollutants: mer-
cury, carbon dioxide, sulfur dioxide
and nitrogen oxides.

The group studied 378 power
plants and ranked the 50 “dirtiest”
both by total emissions and by how
much pollution the plants emitted per
megawatt hour of electricity gener-

.|

ated. It found:

B Three Florida plants were
ranked among the dirtiest based on
their emission rates of nitrogen ox-
ides, a major componentof smog and
acid rain. The Big Bend plant, owned
by the Tampa Electric Company, had
the tenth worstiemissions rate in the

nation, r'Ieasmg 6.52 pounds of ni- .

trogen oxides;per megawatt hour
last year, The St. John’s and Anclote

plants made the list as well.

The 1 River plant, owned
by Progressive Energy Florida, Inc.,
ranked as the third worst emitter of
nitrogen oxides in the nation. Last
year, the plant emitted more than
25,000 tons of nitrogen oxides. Both
the Big Bend and the St. John's plants
made the list as well, ranking 11th

#FLORIDA
Rate hikes halted... Two Florida

-

A
o5

power companies dropped $636 mil-
lion in rate hike requests and agreed
to freeze basic electricity rates for two

“Florida seniors already are battling
rising costs of fuel, housing and pre-

years in an August settlement with the
state attorney general, AARP and oth-

er groups.
scription drugs. They didn’t need
higher utility costs, too,” says Bentley

Lipscomb, AARP state director.

1S, '>f o

i Déspite AARP’s opposition, the
Florida Public Service Commission

AARP Florida enlisted the support
of Attorney General Charlie Crist, R,
and joined with a coalition of other
groups to oppose the rate requests.
had earlier approved a separate $673.8 |

and Progress Energy, which together |

The two utilities that agreed to freeze

_rates were Florida Power & Light Co.

million hurricane relief increase for

and 28th, respective v

@ The Big Bend plant ranked 21st

} thu: metal that settles in lakes an_d

rivers and moves up the food chain

in the nation regarding its carbon di-
oxide emissions rate. The plant emit-
ted roughly 2,500 pounds of carbon
dioxide per megawatt hour.

Both the Big Bend plant and the
Crystal River plant ranked among
the worst emitters of carbon dioxide
as well.

W The Anclote power plant, owned
by Progress Enetgy, was the only
Ewwwm
the 1rtle§l: based on its emissions
rate of sulfur dioxide. The plant
ermits lﬁmuﬁqd_sgfjm dioxide per
megawatt hour. No Florida plants
were listed among the largest pro-

ducers of sulfur dioxide.
m Crystal River also ranks among

)

g Nation's Dirtiest

the warst emitterg of marcurv _as actign nonprofit =
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to humans.
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&:} Progress Energy

STATEMENT OF ELECTRIC SERVICE

JUNE

2008

| 43398 15373

FOR CUSTOMER SERVICE on'

' TO REPORT A POWER ou*me
1.800-228-8485

i DUE DATE

 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE
: JUL os 2008 g

140 17

DEPOSIT ‘AMOU NT :

PIN: 330017616
METER READINGS

METER NO. 006135507

PRESENT (ACTUAL) 0129185
PREVIOUS (ACTUAL) 011789
DIFFERENCE 001129
TOTAL KWH

1129 &

PAYMENTS RECEIVED AS OF MAY 29 2008

RS-1 001 RESIDENTIAL SERVICE
BILLING PERIOD..05-15-08 TO 06-16-08
CUSTOMER CHARGE FE——
ENERGY CHARGE
FIRST 1000 KWH
ABOVE 1000 KWH

FIRST 1000 KWH
ABOVE 1000 KWH

—————

*TOTAL ELECTRIC COST
GROSS RECEIPTS TAX

MUNICIPAL FRANCHISE FEE
MUNICIPAL UTILITY TAX

TOTAL CURRENT BILL
TOTAL DUE THIS STATEMENT

1000 KWH @ 5.46000¢
N 129 KWH @ 6.46000¢
X FUEL CHARGE ———
1000 KWH @ 4.27800¢
129 KWH @ 5.27800¢

61.84 THANK YOU

32 DAYS

8.03

54.60
8.33

~ 90 ) 120.55
Repsigs 7.58
8.95

140.17

$140.17
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Florida Consumer

Fax

To: Commissioner Nancy Argenziano

O SOy

From:

800-511-0809

Phone: 850-413-6038

Jessica Williams, FCAN

Pages: 3, including cover page
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Action Network

Re: Nuclear Power Plants

Date: £-30-08

ce:

O urgent O For Review [ Please Comment %oaso Reply [ Please Racycle

FPSC. CLK - CORRESP

ONDENCE |
[___I Administrative D Parties onsiuner
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DOCUMENT NO.__ 01912~
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Fromt Desk 813-877-6651 .2

) LRIDA

. -onsumer Action

NETWORK

Honorable Nancy Argenziano
nCr M

kT e
ol AT TR R L

VIA facsimili

-RE: Docket # 080148
Commissicner Argenziang,

in the current economic downturn, consumers are struggling to pay for basic needs. For that reason, we are
asking for your support in not billing consumers in advance for four new nuclear power plants. The plants may
never he completed, and there is no cap on how much the utilities can charge. Estimates for the Progress
Energy plants have already tripled in just two years. To add te the list of red flags, the investors who usually fund
these projects are nowhere to be found. While Florida does need power, billing consumers in advance is a costly
method that has failed in the past.

Florida Consumer Action Network (FCAN) is the state's jargest consumer group with 30,000 members
throughout the state. Established in 1984, FCAN works on utility, insurance, health care and environmental
issues.

In the case currently before you, we urge you to vote against the nuclear power plants. They are not needed.
Investing billiens of dollars in these plants is the wrong direction to take. Those funds should be invested in
efficiency and renewable rescurces. The benefit to consumers would be greater and the: risks far lower. Here is
an example of the risk:

In the 1980's, the Washington Public Power Supply System (WPPSS) began building 5 nuclear power plants citing
a projected 10% increase in demand. The demand estimate was wildly off the mark, and only one plant was
ever completed. The result was the largest bond default in history and a huge loss to consumers that they are
still paying for. This shows the pitfalls of making such a large investment in one technology.

A second major problem with WPPSS was “cost-plus” contracts. WPPSS knew that consumers had to pay
whatever the plants cost, and that once construction began, it was unlikely local utilities would back out of their
investments, even if costs multiplied. Because changes kept occurring, the contractors worked on the basis of
being paid the cost of the project plus a percentage profit. This was disastrous and added another multiplier,

Florida Is at risk from both these problems: declining demand and faulty construction cost schemes.

Florida is seeing a trend of declining demand for electricity as in-migration slows and efficiency increases. The
economic downturn is causing behavioral changes in consumer behavior. According to the St Petersburg Times,
big utilities are seeing the slowest growth in a decade. While Progress Energy predicted a growth rate of 1.8%
annually, the University of Florida predicted a rate of only 1.1-1.6% annually. There is also less household energy
use and laws are stricter on energy efficiency for buildings.



Fraont Desk 813-877-6851 p.3

Thsgie are alternatives available. Florida is uniquely situated for solar power. According 1o the Florida Solar

. Enkrgy Center, “Fiorida receives 85% of the maximum solar resource available in the U.5., making it ideal for
using solar energy.” Solar power is superior to nuclear power for several reasons. Solar power does not rely on
fuel, which has an ever-rising price tag. Also, there is no environmentally hazardous left over fuel. Solar power is
also safer. Fox News 13 recently reported on Chinese hackers breaking into Florida’s power grid and causing
blackouts statewide. Enemies of the U.S, could easily control or attack nuclear power plants and cause
catastrophic damage to Floridians and their families. Recent breakthroughs in storing solar energy, like that used
on the USF 5t Petersburg campus, make solar energy feasible on a utility scale.

FCAN is Florida's largest consumer group and has thousands of members throughout Florida, whom we contact
daily. We believe our members strongly oppose being billed in advance for these nuclear power plants and will
support your efforts to stop this utility rate increase. We believe that approving these power plants would be a
grave mistake and would damage Florida’s economy. We don’t want to be stuck with huge investments in dated
technologies. Vote against the Levy nukes and don’t allow Progress to bill consumers in advance for their
construction.

FCAN and its members want to invest in low-cost, efficient solar energy and do not want to be stuck with a bill
for nuclear power plants which may not be needed or even completed!

Thank you for your consideration,

‘/MW&;
/

Jessica Williams

Program Organizer

3018 W. Kennedy Blvd,, Ste B
Tampa, FL 33603
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Petition to Determine the Need for Levy Nuclear Units 1 and 2 Electrical Power Plant by
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Progress Energy Florida, Inc

DOCKET NO. 080148-EI
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,

. you may fill out.this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1 -800-511-0809.
ke Morrespondence will be placed in the file of thls docket. f :
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NRC FORM 659

U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
(2-2007) —

Category
NRC PUBLIC MEETING FEEDBACK ‘

_ Public Outreach Meeting
Meeting Meeting Levy County Nuclear Plant
Date: 06/05/2008 Title: Combine{d License Application

In order to better serve the public, we need to hear from the meeting participants. Please take a few minutes to fill out
this feedback form and return it to NRC.

1. How did you hear about this meeting?
[ ] NRC Web Page || NRC Mailing List B/Newspaper
| Radio/TV | other
No Somewhat
Yes (Pleaise explain below)
2. Were you able to find supporting information prior to i D E

the meeting? D D i ANT N L’#’:B N\W

3. Did the meeting achieve its stated purpose? -} ;\} H A

1 [

[]
4, Has this meeting helped you with your understanding H A H % [] |:|
of the topic? /

5. Were the meeting starting time, duration, and location
reasonably convenient?

[]
)
]

6. Were you given sufficient opportunity to ask questions E E v
Or express your views”?
7. Are you satisfied overall with the NRC staff who [ ] W/ []
participated in the meeting? T
COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS: Thank you for answering these questions.

NEC.  As FATHETICALLY [ NOLANT, SECOMY
DA ACE _,

Continue Comments on the reverse. &

OPTIONAL -
Name Organization

] _ _Mail [ ] Check here if you would like a
Telsprione bo — ki —— member of NRC staff to contact you.
OMB NO. 3150-0197 Expires: 06/30/2009

Public Protectian Notification. If a means used to impose an information collection does naot display a currently valid OMB control number, the NRC mayy not conduct or sponsor, ant a person is
not required to respond to, the information collection.

Please fold on the dotted lines with Business Reply side out, tape the bottom, and mail back to the NRC.




COMMENTS OR SUGGESTIONS: (Continued)

]— - -
1 E
|
UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY NO POSTAGE
COMMISSION NECESSARY
WASHINGTON DC 20555-0001 IFIS:AI-II-I'_ED

BUSINESS REPLY MAIL i
|FIRST CLASS MAIL PERMIT NO. 12904 WASHINGTON DC |
POSTAGE WILL BE PAID BY U.S. NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

MANNY COMAR

MAIL STOP T-7-F31

OFFICE OF NEW REACTORS

U S NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
WASHINGTON DC 20277-2904

UNITED STATES
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Power hills on the rise

Progress Energy’s residential customers could see a monthly increase of more than $23.

FLORIDA'S BEST NEWSPAPER " Saturday, May 31, 2008

BY ASJYLYN LODER
Times Staff Writer
Progress Energy bills could increase
by more than 18 percent by January as
the utility piles on costs to reflect more
expensive fuel, upgrades and its $17-bil-
lion nuclear project in Levy County. Res-
idential customers could see an average
increase of more than $23 a month.
Customers could face an 8 percent
increase as early as August because of
soaring fuel costs, the utility said Friday.

The St. Petersburg-based utility asked
state regulators for a midyear increase in
fuel charges of $12.07 per 1,000 kilowatt
hours. If it is approved, customers will
start seeing the charge in August,

“Rising fuel prices are a global issue
that is felt by everyone who uses energy
or drives a car,” said Jeff Lyash, president
and CEO of Progress Energy Florida. “We
know that these expenses are a burden on
our customers.”

» See INCREASE, 9A

Progress Energy adding new charges

Amount When - Whatfor?

-$3.61 July Deletion of surcharge used to build the utility’s hurricane fund
+$1207 ~ Aug.1 Higher fuel costs, especially natural gasand oil

+$750  January Start paying for the $17-billion Levy nuclear project

+Ticents 20092011  Costof increasing electric output of Crystal River'nuclea_r'pla_rit
+$350 20092016  Costof clean air upgrades at Crystal River and Anclote plants

Source: Progress Energy.
NOTE: All amounts per 1,000 kwh. Average Progress Energy household uses 1178 kwh a month, Different rates
may apply for electricity use above 1,000 kwh, and for different types of customers.

State’s
bad deals
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Investments tanked
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Costly fuel, higger bills

’rogress Energy plans to ask regulators for a rate increase to offset its rising expense. -

Y ASJYLYN LODER
imes Staff Writer

If you like the price of gas,
ou’re going to love your electric
ill.

Monthly bills may soon
zflect the soaring costs of natu-
al gas and oil. Progress Energy
ould ask state regulators for
n increase as early as Friday,
pokesman C.J. Drake said.
rrake would not say how much
f an increase, describing it only
s significant.

“We are carefully analyzing our
fuel costs,” Drake said. “We have
noticed significant increases in
the cost of coal and oil and pur-
chased power.” _

The utilities are not allowed to
profit from fuel fluctuations. It’s
a direct pass-through to consum-
ers. Each year, the\ utilities pre-
dict their fuel costs and ask the
Florida Public Service Commis-
sion to approve the monthly cost
to customers. Utilities can ask for
a midyear correction if its esti-

mate was significantly off.

Drake said Progress Energy is
considering a midyear change. If
approved, customers would see
the increase late this summer.

Other utilities face the same
problems. Laura Duda, a spokes-
woman for Tampa Electric, said
the utility is burning more coal
to avoid burning high-cost natu-
ral gas. Tampa Electric has said
before that it plans to ask for a
rate increase some time this year,
but Duda said there were no

plans for a midyear increase in
fuel charges.

This year, power plants will
pay 54 percent more for fuel oil,
33 percent more for natural gas
and 6 percent more for coal,
predicted the Energy Informa-
tion Administration, the statis-
tical arm of the Energy Depart-
ment. Spot prices also have risen
sharply.

“Just like at the gasoline pump,”
David Parker, a senior utility
analyst with Robert W. Baird in

Tampa. “It’s the same ouch.”
Progress Energy’s fuel charge

is currently $42.78 for 1,000 kilo-

watt hours.- The possible fuel
cost increases come on top of its
plans to raise bills ta pay for its
$17-billion nuclear project. If it is
approved, residential customers
could see an increase of about $9
a month starting next year.

Asjylyn Loder can be reached at
aloder@sptimes.com or
(813) 225-3117.




- Take Closer Look
At Air Force's
Nuclear Blunder

. By CHARLES J. DUNLAE JR.
Special to the Tribune
- ow that new leadership has
N been identified for the Air
.\ Force, is the service’s twisting-
in-the-wind experience as a result of
the mishandling of nuclear and nu-
clear-related materials over?
‘Not completely - but that may not
be a bad thing. In his June 5 state-

ment announcing that the Air Force

secretary and chief of staff would
lose their jobs, Secretary of Defense
Robert Gates also designated Dr.
James Schlesinger to lead yet another
senior-level task force to examine the
military’s nuclear establishment.
Although a call for further inqui-
ries is not exactly relished within the
ranks, perhaps it should be. The
thoughtful secretary is providing an
oppartunity to address important

issues apparently left unexamined by

the investigation Adm. Kirkland H.
Donald conducted at Gates’ behest.
Specifically, in ousting the service
leadership, Secretary Gates cited
Adm, Donald’s finding of a “decline
in the Air Force’s nuclear mission
focus” as a key reason to hold them
accountable. The whys and where-
fores of this decline bear further

within the Air Force. In 1992 “Air”
was dropped from the title when the
command added Navy forces and
converted itself into a joint-service .
organization.

Even so, STRATCOM remained
wedded exclusively to its nuclear
mission — until, that is, the arrival in
2004 of the highly respected Marine
general (and now vice chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff) James E.
Cartwright.

Almost immediately, Gen. Cart-
wright set out to redirect STRATCOM
away from a nuclear-only focus to
missions seemingly more relevant to
a post-9/11 world. Writing in Joint
Force Quarterly in 2006, he acknowl-
edged his command’s “legacy” nu-
clear responsibilities, but empha-
sized the addition of seven new “dis-
tinct global missions.” As brilliant as
it appeared at the time, diffusing the
command’s concentration away
from the nuclear mission now war-
rants re-evaluation.

Moreover, since a military organi-
zation takes its cues from above, Dr.
Schlesinger may wish to examine, for
example, the role of Gates’ own Of-
fice of the Under Secretary of De-

| |
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YOUR SUPI D E
FOR THE NUCLEAR PROJECT

BYASJYLYN LODER | Times Staff Writer
Progress Energy Florida estimates thatitsnew naclear pro;ectm Levy Countywﬂl cost $17-billion. Custom-

-
am

ers could start paying for it as early as nextyearunderaF i
costs while the plantisunder construction. « Whatdoes itmean foryourbill? In 2007, Progress Energy’s

residential customers used an average of 1,178 kilowatt hours each month. The average increase in monthly
bills is charted below. At this rate and average use, Progress Energy’s residential customers will pay about
$1,828 over the next decade for the project. Of course, this price tag could change — up or down — depending
onrising expenses or other utilities sharing plant costs. ¢ Once thetwo reactors gointoservice in2016 and
2017, the St. Petersburg utility estimates customers will save about $1-billion ayear infuel costs. Ifnew rules
make greenhouse gases more expensive, carbon-free nukes could save an additional $1-billion ayear.

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

2009

Source: Progress Energy. Estimate blends cornmercial, industrial and residential rates
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FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

__Administrative___ Parties_ Consumer
DOCUMENT NO. 0]9/ .- 0%
Ann Cole DISTRIBUTION:

From: Ann Cole
Sent:  Wednesday, July 02, 2008 5:47 PM
To: Bridget Grimsley

Cc: William C. Garner; Roberta Bass; Lorena Holley; Larry Harris; Steve Larson; Kelly McLanzhan, Lois
Graham; Mary Macko

Subject: RE: Correspondence

| will be glad to. This will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their
Representatives, Docket No. 080148-El tomorrow morning.

From: Bridget Grimsley

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2008 4:28 PM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: William C. Garner; Roberta Bass; Lorena Holley; Larry Harris
Subject: Correspondence

Ann,

Could you please add the following New York Times article to the correspondence side of docket 080148-El?
Mark Klutho has sent other materials to be added to the docket file, but he also wanted this one added. Thank
you.

Bridget

July 2, 2008

Nuclear Agency Weighs Attack Threat at Plants

By MATTHEW L. WALD

ROCKVILLE, Md. — Dragged by a federal appeals court into a rare public discussion of the risks that
terrorists could attack a nuclear plant, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission heard arguments on Tuesday
from a California group that the commission’s staff had overlooked one category of potentially serious
attacks.

The commission, determined to dispose of the issue promptly, heard the arguments directly instead of .
delegating them to administrative law judges, the first time since 1989 that the sitting commissioners
have heard such oral arguments.

But the three-hour session was not a revealing one, largely because the lawyer for the commission staff
said there were major issues that could not be described in open session without compromising national
security,

The commission’s ruling could be important because the spent fuel storage system proposed for the
Diablo Canyon nuclear power plant, near Avila Beach, Calif,, is being adopted at scores of other reactor

7/2/2008
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sites around the country because of the Energy Department’s failure to establish a national burial site for
used fuel. At issue was whether storage casks that the Pacific Gas and Electric Company wants to build
at the Diablo Canyon plant could be hit with incendiary missiles, piercing the steel and concrete shell
and lighting the metal cladding of the fuel. If that happened, plant opponents contend, the fire could turn
radioactive cesium into a gas, which would float widely with the wind and then resolidify.

“I cannot discuss anything that concerns what scenarios the staff considers credible,” said Lisa B. Clark,
the lawyer for the commission staff.

Ms. Clark added that the staff was aware of the mode of attack raised by the California group, San Luis
Obispo Mothers for Peace. “It does not alter the staff’s conclusion that there would not be any
significant environmental consequences of a terrorist attack,” she said.

But the lawyer for the mothers’ group, Diane Curran, said that the commission staff had provided a list
of the background documents it relied on, and that these did not cover the threat described by her
group’s technical consultants.

“The most obvious thing wasn’t even on the table, not even remotely,” Ms, Curran said.

In calculating the threat of accident, the commission takes into account the probability of the event, and
its consequences, but the commission has long argued that it is impossible to calculate the probability of
a terrorist attack and thus it does not need to take that threat into account when approving installations
like the cask storage.

But the mothers’ group sued and demanded an analysis of that risk, and in June 2006 won a favorable
ruling from the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, in San Francisco. The commission
staff then performed an environmental assessment, which is an abbreviated version of an environmental
impact statement, and concluded that there would be no significant impact from the threat of terrorism
against the casks.

The details of how the staff reached that conclusion were evidently murky even to one of the four
commissioners who heard the case on Tuesday. The commissioner, Gregory B. Jaczko, asked how the
staff could assume that the risk was low if it could not assign a numerical value to the likelihood of an
attack.

“Well, you have to use your judgment,” Ms. Clark said.

For accidents, she said, “we’re very comfortable, and we understand how to deal with probability, how
to evaluate it in quantitative terms.” But the threat of terrorism “is going to take us outside of that

familiar space,” she continued.

Still, she asserted, “the staff’s judgment, based on their experience,” indicated that this was not a threat
to the environment. The casks, she said, were “robust.”

Mr. Jaczko responded, “So we’re down to the staff’s belief that this probably isn’t going to happen?”

The chairman of the commission, Dale E. Klein, tried through questions to make the case that even if an
attack were successful, people would be exposed to doses of radiation that were quite small.

The mothers’ group was advised by Gordon D. Thompson, a physicist, who said that the chimneylike

7/2/2008
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design of the casks, intended to keep the fuel from overheating, could help fan a fire. Ms. Clark argued
that Mr. Thompson had not seen the intelligence reports on the capabilities of terrorists, but Ms. Curran
said equipment to do the job was available to “subnational groups.”

“It is clear that weapons are available that can penetrate a cask and start a fire,” Ms. Curran said. “U.S.
Army-shaped charges are more than capable of penetrating concrete and armor plating.”

7/2/2008
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Kimberley Pena Tt
From: Ruth McHargue giﬁ:ﬂtﬂ‘iﬂ;":au;t;“ =t Consumer

Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2008 1:52 PM COCUMENT NO. ol912-0&

To: Ruth Nettles D S'E“S':‘JBUTEC,N: g%ﬂ

Cc: Kimberley Pena e

Subject: FW: Progress Nuclear Plant Protest

Attachments: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 13986

From: Angie Calhoun

Sent: Tuesday, July 01, 2008 8:40 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: Progress Nuclear Plant Protest

080148

7/1/2008



**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

Kimberiey Pena

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Monday, June 30, 2008 3:38 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 13986

Compilaint filed with PSC
CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: sheila kostro

Telephone: 3525270551

Email: redhead44s@yahoo.com

Address: 741 e hartford st hernando 34442

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Business Account Name: sheila kostro
Account Number:
Address: 741 e hartford st hernando Florida 34442

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details: ,

1 object to Progress Energys desire to have their customers pay for their new construction of Nuclear Plants in
Levy County or anywhere else. This is a for- profit co. If rates are increased for construction and profit results,as
it will, everyone who shared in the funding should share in the profits. As I see it, the only people who actually
profit are the top leaders of this co. I do see that they are championing a new stadium for the Tampa Devil Rays.
Im sure all their customers will pay for it, also. I am disgusted at the profit making of all the utilities and their
disregard for the customers that make their profits possible. The "boys at the top” can do a terrible job for the
co., but leave with a "Golden Parachute."” What do we get? Rate after rate of increases. I look to the PSC to put
and to these injustices.
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Dad's Aqua Utilities Letter.wps
r used was not correct. W e think this ne
eds to be Tooked into very close. Even whe
n I called to complain they never came out
and checked to see what I was talking abo
ut. They have not given me good customer
service and are asking to increase the rat
e to the customers they servell!

Please examine the wutility b i11s and compa

re the accounts S0 you can see what I am t
alking about My address 1is:

35006 Dale Avenue

Zephyrhills Florida 33541

Your prompt attention to this matter is gr
eatly appreciated. If you have any questHi
ons please feel free to contact me at the
above address in Virginia or my emai.]l addr
es s .

Sincerely,

car]l L . Gibson

car]l L. Gibson
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Ann Cole

From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Wednesday, June 25, 2008 10:04 AM FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian —Administrative Panlu r
Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners AdwsorQOCUMENT NO _0/67/.2 -08
Subject: RE. Proposed Nuclear Power Plant in Levy County STR'BUT'ON

Thank you. I will place this information in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their
Representatives, Docket No. 080148-EI, today.

--—--Original Message---—-

From: Office of Commissioner McMurrian

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2008 9:48 AM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Administrative Assistants - Commission Suite; Commissioners Advisors
Subject: FW: Proposed Nuclear Power Plant in Levy County

Amn,
Please place this e-mail in the docket file for DN 080148. Thank you.

Kay

Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2008 3 59 PM
To: Office of Commissioner McMurrian
Subject: Proposed Nuclear Power Plant in Levy County

Please consider postponing this major decision.
No new plants have been built in US for a long time, for many still valid reasons:

1. No one knows what to do with waste generated by these plants. Waste that is toxic for thousands of
years! Bury it? It needs to be monitored, kept cool. Ship it away? To whom? No one wants it! We are
creating a burden (financial/health/toxic waste) for generations of people to shoulder.

2. Health risks!??? Oh yes. Check the research NOT done by companies who stand to gain.

3. Funding must come from residents because Wall Street won't fund these projects. Wild cost overruns.
Timetables that are unrealistic, or simply optimistic. Contracts to low bidders means incentive to cut
COIDETs.

Regulations is not enough. Contractors, vendors will save money if it is possible. Risk here is
unacceptable.

4. Florida are in an economic slump. We do not need this burden.

Population growth in Florida is slowed WAY down. Look at real estate markets. The informational
meetings I have attended do not answer basic concerns. Transmission routes are shown going only
south. You just know that is misinformation. Transmission easements and right-of-ways will carve up

6/25/2008
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Goethe State Forest.

Let these new amazing Package Plant Plans be tried somewhere that the need is real. See how they do
over the next 10 years. Then decide.

Alison Shepard
727 938 1417

6/25/2008




June 12, 2008 B
| RECEIVED-FPSC

Florida Public Service Commission

Office of Commission Clerk ) 08 JUN 16 AM G: {3
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 0415510
cot é[i{RK FPSC, CLK - CORRESP(E;})QNCE
RE: Docket No. 080148-El L Administrative [ Partes [WConsuer
DOCUMENT NO. _L D
Dear Commissioners: D STRIBUTION: _fz(C &l ];j: l F o

Decentralized solar power has the following advantages over centralized nuclear power:
e Much lower initial investment

Much lower costs for maintenance and insurance

No need to build more transmission lines

No costs for decommissioning and plant replacement in 50 years or less

No deadly radioactive waste and associated expenses

e Not a big terrorist target
Your decision will determine our legacy. We can leave our descendents tons of deadly nuclear waste
to cope with, or we can leave them millions of functioning solar cells.

The problem with government-crafted solar incentives is they target individual consumers and penalize
the power companies; consequently, very little solar investment has occurred. The solution is to let the
power companies retain ownership of grid-connected photovoltaic systems that they install and
maintain on their customers’ properties, so the electricity generates profits. Southern California
Edison has already begun this process (see attached press release printed off the SCE website, dated
March 27, 2008). Another business model can be found at www.jointhesolution.com, but it represents
only a partial solution in that it relies exclusively on net metering (does not provide energy storage).

The energy storage problem was solved by the development of vanadium batteries in 1986. Two small
demonstration units were placed in service May 27, 2008, following a presentation and speeches by
Governor Crist and Jeff Lyash (President of Progress Energy Florida, hereinafter called PEF) in St.
Petersburg, Florida (see attached program, and brochure titled A Bright Energy Future). Alex
Domijan, Jr., Ph. D. (Director of the Power Center for Utility Explorations, USF College of
Engineering) states that the vanadium battery system contains just one moving part (a pump) so
maintenance is minimal.

According to Jeff Lyash, his grandmother advised him as follows: “Do the right thing, do it right, and
do it right now.” The right thing would be to deny PEE’s nuclear petition, and to institute a Renewable
Portfolio Standard (per Gov. Crist’s executive order) that would require PEF to generate 20% of its
electricity from renewable energy sources by the year 2020. You would then have given PEF the
incentive it needs to pioneer “The Smart Grid of the Future” (see attached brochure referenced above).

T S

Thomas Eppes
6900 Ulmerton Road, #51
Largo, FL 33771




Southern California Edison Launches Nation’s Largest
Solar Panel Installation

March 27, 2008

Will convert 65 million square feet of unused roofs into solar generating stations

ROSEMEAD, Calif., March 27, 2008 — Southern California Edison (SCE) today launched the
nation’s largest solar cell installation, a project that will place 250 megawatts of advanced
photovoltaic generating technology on 65 million square feet of roofs of Southern California
commercial buildings — enough power to serve approximately 162,000 homes.

“These are the kinds of big ideas we need to meet California’s long-term energy and climate change
goals,” said G overnor S chwarzenegger. “ 1 urge others to follow in their footsteps. If commercial
buildings statewide partnered with utilities to put this solar technology on their rooftops, it would set
off a huge wave of renewable energy growth.”

“This project will turn two square miles of unused commercial rooftops into advanced solar
generating s tations,” said John E. Bryson, E dison International chairman and CEO. “We hope to
have the first solar rooftops in service by August. The sunlight power will be available to meet our
largest challenge — peak load demands on the hottest days.”

SCE’s renewable energy project was prompted by recent advances in solar technology that reduce
the cost of installed photovoltaic generation. When combined with the size of SCE’s investment, the
resulting costs per unit are projected to be half that of common photovoltaic installations in
California.

“The scale of this project is unprecedented,” said Mike Peevey, California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) president. “It clearly illustrates once again Edison’s leadership position in the
development of new renewable technology.”

SCE today asked the CPUC for approval to install the solar cell technology during the next five
years. The request estimates the total project cost will be $875 million (in today’s dollars).

The utility plans to begin installation work immediately on commercial roofs in Southern
California’s Inland Empire, San Bernardino and Riverside counties, the nation’s fastest growing
urban region.

“These new solar stations, which we will be installing at a rate of one megawatt a week, will provide
anew source o f clean energy, directly in the fast-growing regions where we need it most,” said
Bryson.

SCE sees numerous customer benefits from its new solar program, among them locating the new
generation in areas of growing customer demand. And the clusters of solar modules SCE plans to
install will be connected directly to the nearest neighborhood circuit, eliminating the need to build
new transmission lines to bring the power to customers. Additionally, solar units produce the most
power when customer usage is at its highest.

Source: http://www.edison.com/pressroom/pr.asp bu=&year=0&id=7002
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SCE believes its commercial solar roofs program will boost several California environmental
initiatives, especially the Million Solar Roofs program that provides incentives to encourage
Californians to install solar projects by 2017. SCE’s solar program supports the state’s Global
Warming Solutions Act requiring the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020,
as well as California’s renewable portfolio standard requiring that 20 percent of the state’s electricity
be generated with renewable energy by 2010.

How It Works

Solar cells are made of materials that convert sunlight directly into electricity through a chemical
process.

A thin semiconductor wafer is treated to form an electric field — positive on one side and
negative on the other side.

When light strikes the cell, electrons are knocked loose from the atoms of the material
creating the current.

Wires are attached to the positive and negative sides to carry the electricity from the cell to
the device to be powered.

Media Contact: Gil Alexander, (626) 302-2255

www.edisonnews.com

Investor Relations Contact: Scott Cunningham, (626) 302-2540

www.edisoninvestor.com

Video and high-resolution photos available at:

www.sce.com/solarevent

HH#H

An Edison International (NYSE:EIX) company, Southern California Edison is the largest electric
utility in California, serving a population of more than 13 million via 4.8 million customer accounts
in a 50,000-square-mile service area within Central, Coastal and Southern California.

Source: http://www.edison.com/pressroom/pr.aspbu=&vear=0&i1d=7002
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Future of Power in the State of Florida
' Tuesday, May 27, 2008 e USF St. Petersburg/Albert Whitted Park

Presented by Progress Energy Florida, the USF Power Center for Utility Explorations,
the City of St. Petersburg, and the Florida High Tech Corridor

Co-Chairs: Professor Alex Domijan and John Masiello
Keynote Speaker: Gov. Charlie Crist

Distinguished Panelists

Rick Baker, St. Petersburg Mayor

Rick Baker was first elected mayor of Florida’s fourth largest city in 2001. He was re-elected in November 2005
by more than 70 percent of the vote, winning every precinct in the city. As mayor of Florida’s first designated
Green City, he co-chairs the Governor’s Action Team on Energy and Climate Change. Prior to that designation,
he was appointed by Gov. Crist to serve on the transition team as group leader of Growth and Environment.
He also was appointed by Gov. Jeb Bush to chair the Municipal Mentoring Initiative and the Century
Commission for a Sustainable Florida.

Preceding his election to office, Mayor Baker practiced corporate and business law for 20 years, serving as
president of Fisher and Sauls, P.A. He is also a published author of Mangroves to Major Leagues, a book about
the history of St. Petersburg from 23,000 B.C. to 2000 A.D.

Mayor Baker earned a bachelor’s degree in management, a master’s degree and a juris doctorate degree with
honors from Florida State University, where he served as senior class president. He also studied comparative
law at Oxford University and was a law intern with Florida Supreme Court Justice Ben Overton.

Alex Domijan, Jr., Ph. D., Professor and Director, Power Center for Utility Explorations,
USF College of Engineering

Dr. Alex Domijan joined the University of South Florida faculty as an electrical engineering professor in 2005.
He is director of the USF Power Center for Utility Explorations and the Power and Energy Applied Research
Laboratory. He developed the Power and Energy Applied Research Laboratory (PEARL), the first facility in the
world with the capability to generate polyphase arbitrary voltages and currents to apply to devices under test
to develop new or better performance of power system elements in actual utility grids. His significant research
efforts have included Demand Response Opportunity Pilots (awarded Peak Load Management Award with
Progress Energy), Sustainable Electric Energy Delivery Systems (part of the field lab of PEARL), Distributed

Energy Programs in wind and solar, Distributed Premium Power Park, Real Time Monitoring for Power Quality,
and the Weather and Reliability effort with Florida Power & Light.

Dr. Domijan serves as the editor-in-chief of the International Journal of Power and Energy Systems and chair of
many international conferences on energy systems. He has published more than 100 reference articles.

Prior to joining USF, he was a member of the electrical engineering faculty at the University of Florida and
director of the Florida Power Affiliates and Power Quality Laboratory from 1987 to 2005. He obtained his
bachelor’s degree from the University of Miami, master’s degree in electric power engineering from the
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, Troy, N.Y., and doctorate degree in electrical engineering from the University
of Texas at Arlington.




Christopher D'Elia, Ph. D., Interim Vice Chancellor for Academic Affairs, Professor of

Environmental Science and Policy, USF St. Petersburg

Dr. Christopher D’Elia’s academic expertise includes global climate change, science policy, nutrient dynamics in
aquatic systems, estuarine ecology, coral reef ecology, algal/invertebrate symbiosis, math and science
education, marine pollution, and analytical chemistry. He is a fellow of the American Association for the
Advancement of Science and has served on numerous advisory panels to the National Science Foundation and
other federal, state and private funding agencies. He also is a member of the U.S. National Committee for the
Intergovernmental Oceanographic Commission of UNESCO and of the Education Committee of the American
Institute for Biological Sciences.

Dr. D’Elia has authored or coauthored more than 60 scientific publications on the nutrient dynamics of
estuaries and coral reefs, and on science policy. He is a past chair of the Board of Directors of the Council of
Scientific Society Presidents, the Public Affairs Committees of the Ecological Society of America and the
American Society of Limnology and Oceanography. He has served twice as president and co-chair of the
External Relations Committee of the Sea Grant Association. He was an appointee to the Scientific and
Technical Advisory Committee to the Chesapeake Bay Program, and was co-chair of the Leglslatlve Committee
of the Commission on Food, Environment and Renewable Resources.

Prior to joining USF, Dr. D’Elia served in faculty and administrative positions in Maryland’s university system
and at University at Albany, SUNY. He has degrees from Middlebury College and the University of Georgia.

Jeff Lyash, President and CEO, Progress Energy Florida

Jeff Lyash became president and chief executive officer of Progress Energy Florida in June 2006. He joined the
company in 1993 and spent his first eight years at the Brunswick Nuclear Plant in Southport, N.C., in a number
of management roles, including director of site operations. Lyash then served as vice president of
Transmission in the Carolinas. He moved to Florida in November 2003 after being named senior vice president

of Energy Delivery in Florida, overseeing electric distribution operations, customer service and community
relations.

Lyash serves on the boards of many community organizations, including the Florida Council of 100, Enterprise
Florida, Tampa Bay Partnership, Florida Orchestra, SunTrust-Tampa Bay, Pinellas Education Foundation,
Museum of Fine Arts and the Florida Chamber of Commerce Foundation. He is a member of the Florida High
Tech Corridor and Metro Orlando Economic Development. He also serves on a nunvuer of utility industry
organizations.

Before joining Progress Energy, Lyash worked at the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission as a project manager
and senior resident inspector in Washington, D.C., as well as at various nuclear power plants in the Northeast.
He earned a bachelor’s degree in mechanical engineering in 1984 from Drexel University.

John Masiello, Director of Demand Side Management and Alternative Energy, Progress Energy Florida




John Masiello leads a team responsible for researching, developing and implementing the company’s energy-efficiency
and alternative-energy programs. He has a long history of pioneering energy-efficiency and alternative-energy solutions
throughout Progress Energy Florida’s 35-county service territory. Under his leadership, the company has received
several awards from environmental and state agencies, including EPA’s 2000 Energy Star Homes Ally of the Year Award,
Corporate Energy Manager of the Year — Region 2, and the 2003 and 2006 Sustainable Florida Awards.

Masiello directs one of the nation’s leading energy-efficiency programs. He and his team are aggressively pursuing cost-
effective renewable energy sources while developing and building partnerships to expand these technologies. Current
renewable energy projects include solar, biomass, hydrogen and wind.

Prior to joining Progress Energy in 1991, Masiello operated a successful energy-services company recognized by former
President Jimmy Carter as a model program for all states to emulate. He holds a bachelor’s degree in organizational
management and a master’s in business administration from the University of Central Florida. In addition, Masiello is a

Certified Energy Manager, a Certified Cogeneration Professional, a Distributed Generation Certified Professional, and a
Certified Business Energy Professional.

A news conference to unveil the SEEDS technology will immediately follow the panel discussion. Panelists will
be available for interviews at Albert Whitted Park following the news conference.

News Conference Agenda
Welcome: John Masiello
Opening Remarks: Judy Genshaft, USF President
Educational Importance: Dr. Alex Domijan
Community Impact: Mayor Rick Baker
Florida’s Energy Future: Jeff Lyash

Official SEEDS unveiling with Madeira Beach Middle School students,
participants in the 2008 Youth Energy Summit.

SEEDS “Technical Tour”

Following the news conference, technical experts will provide additional information about the innovative
technology at the SEEDS installation in Albert Whitted Park. In addition, panelists, project leaders and
technical experts will be available for interviews.

For your convenience, trolley transportation will be available to and from Albert Whitted Park. Light
refreshments will be served.




SEEDS

To provide the necessary energy storage for tomorrow’s
Smart Grid, an exciting advance in energy storage has been

developed through a research project called SEEDS -

Sustainable Electric Energy Delivery System.

At present, there is no efficient way to store
electricity that is compatible with the needs of
the Smart Grid. But with this technology, power
collected from renewable sources, such as
solar or wind, or generated by power plants
during periods of low demand could be stored

until needed using the naturally occurring

element vanadium.

elactrolyte electrolyte
solution solution

S

positive-chargéd negative-charged

vanadium tank : 3 vanadium tank

Unlike traditional lead-acid batteries,

this technology is scalable to large storage
capacity, has a long lifetime and is capable of
fast charge and discharge - all of which make
it much more suitable to the energy needs of

tomorrow's Smart Grid.



Powerful partnership

Renewable SEEDS is a joint project of the
University of South Florida, Progress Energy Florida, the
City of St Petershurg and the Flarida High Tech Corridor

“ As Florida's first designated Green City. St Petersburg
is proud to partner with USF and Progress Energy Florida
on this new renewable energy system as we collectively

tinue to look for sustainable, innovative solutions to

c

our energy needs.”
Ri

You can be part of a brighter energy future.
Learn about a career as a power engineer at the University
of Seuth Florida Power Center for Utility Explorations:
http://pcue.eng.usf.edu.

Learn more about innovative renewable energy
programs from Progress Energy inciuding:

Solar Water Heating with EnergyWise™"
Provides incentives for customers to use renewable
energy

SolarWise for Schools:™ Allows customers

to support renewable energy education programs and

the use of solar energy in schools,

Visit savethewatts.com

‘\:‘ Progress Energy
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Innovative technology
for tomorrow's
Smart Grid
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Florida Public Service Commission .
Office of Commission Clerk COMMISSION

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard CLERK

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

June 11, 2008

RE: Docket No. 080148-EI
Dear Commissioners:

You must soon decide whether approval of the petition submitted by Progress Energy Florida
(PEF) will ensure provision of electric service in a manner that presents minimal risks to the
general public (see Commission Responsibilities on page 8 of the brochure titled Inside the
Florida PSC).

Nuclear power plants are arguably the most complicated machines ever built, which means there
are many things that can go wrong. Nuclear plants (and nuclear waste storage dumps) are
designed, built, and operated by imperfect human beings. Human errors are inevitable,
cumulative, and potentially disastrous. Insurance companies (and casinos) make fortunes betting
on rare events, but no insurer has been willing to take the nuclear bet because the risks are so
great as to make the cost incalculable (source: Brookhaven Report by the Atomic Energy
Commission, forerunner of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission).

PEF would not be seeking a nuclear permit were it not for government incentives that shift the
costs and risks to customers, taxpayers and future generations (thus allowing PEF to make a
profit).

e Customers pay for construction and decommissioning through rate increases

e Taxpayers assume major liability for accidents (federal Price-Anderson Act)

e Our descendents pay to store, monitor, guard, and try to stop leaks of deadly radioactive

wastes

A nuclear power plant may provide 30-50 years of electric benefits for us, but it will provide
thousands of years of nuclear liabilities for our descendents. It should be noted that just one
major accident or terrorist act of sabotage at the proposed Levy County location would mean
financial ruin for the entire state of Florida. Even a minor nuclear accident would put an end to
tourism. Clearly, nuclear power provides electric service in a manner that maximizes risks to the
general public.

Please deny PEF’s nuclear petition.

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
{ EM % (] Administrative [ ] Parties [AdConsumer
DOCUMENT NO._ ) (912 -&¥

Thomas Eppes N _ ey
6900 Ulmerton Road, #51 DISTRIBUTION: £l 'ﬂ! SEQ‘L

Largo, FL 33771




Petition to Determine the Need for Levy Nuclear Units 1 and 2 Electrical Power Plant by

Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

DOCKET NO. 080148-EI

Address 22..7 /124 O”'&fr’f“&h /éj # 6> % Q z’ :
j'f = e . !
7 _@ e

-i=2]
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h If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,
‘{(\ é you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
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Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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Florida Public Service Commission 08 JUN 1T AMIO:2 /1 e ?
Office of Commission Clerk ' RGN
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard CO%?E%S‘ON G
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 _ SC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

[C] Administrative ] Parties [ Consumer

RE: Docket No. 080148-EI DOCUMENTNO. (1412 -0§
Dear Commissioners: DISTRIBUTION: _{_ ﬂ" (CL

Section 403.519(4), Florida Statutes, requires you to obtain answers to the following
questions:

1. Has Progress Energy Florida utilized renewable energy sources and technologies to
the extent reasonably available?
2. [Is nuclear the most cost-effective source of power?

Attached please find documentary evidence that both of these questions must be answered in
the negative. Discussion follows.

In testimony given to the PSC at the hearing on 5-21-08, Progress Energy Florida (hereinafter
called PEF) claimed that opponents have presented no evidence of a realistic alternative to
building a new nuclear power plant. A comparable electric utility, Southern California Edison
(hereinafter called SCE) is installing 250 megawatts of advanced solar photovoltaic
technology on 65 million square feet of commercial roofs at a rate of one megawatt per week
(see attached press release printed off the SCE website, dated March 27, 2008). The total
project cost is estimated at $875 million. Renewable energy will generate 20% of SCE’s
electricity by 2010. Clearly, solar is a realistic alternative that PEF is not utilizing to the
extent reasonably available.

Please note that $875 million for 250 megawatts of solar electricity equals $3.5 million per
megawatt, whereas $17 billion for 2200 megawatts of nuclear electricity equals $7.7 million
per megawatt. Florida receives 85% of the solar resource available in California (see attached
map taken from the website of the Florida Solar Energy Center) so the cost to PEF for solar
electricity (using the same technology as SCE) would be $4.1 million per megawatt. Clearly,
nuclear is not the most cost-effective source of power.

Please deny PEF’s nuclear petition.

U

Thomas Eppes
6900 Ulmerton Road, #51
Largo, FL 33771



Southern California Edison Launches Nation’s Largest
Solar Panel Installation

March 27, 2008

Will convert 65 million square feet of unused roofs into solar generating stations

ROSEMEAD, Calif., March 27, 2008 — Southern California Edison (SCE) today launched the
nation’s largest solar cell installation, a project that will place 250 megawatts of advanced
photovoltaic generating technology on 65 million square feet of roofs of Southern California
commercial buildings — enough power to serve approximately 162,000 homes.

“These are the kinds of big ideas we need to meet California’s long-term energy and climate change
goals,” said G overnor S chwarzenegger. “I urge others to follow in their footsteps. If commercial
buildings statewide partnered with utilities to put this solar technology on their rooftops, it would set
off a huge wave of renewable energy growth.”

“This project will turn two square miles of unused commercial rooftops into advanced solar
generating stations,” said John E. Bryson, Edison International chairman and CEQO. “We hope to
have the first solar roofiops in service by August. The sunlight power will be available to meet our
largest challenge — peak load demands on the hottest days.”

SCE’s renewable energy project was prompted by recent advances in solar technology that reduce
the cost of installed photovoltaic generation. When combined with the size of SCE’s investment, the
resulting costs per unit are projected to be half that of common photovoltaic installations in
California.

“The scale of this project is unprecedented,” said Mike Peevey, California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) president. “It clearly illustrates once again Edison’s leadership position in the
development of new renewable technology.”

SCE today asked the CPUC for approval to install the solar cell technology during the next five
years. The request estimates the total project cost will be $875 million (in today’s dollars).

The utility plans to begin installation work immediately on commercial roofs in Southern
California’s Inland Empire, San Bernardino and Riverside counties, the nation’s fastest growing
urban region.

“These new solar stations, which we will be installing at a rate of one megawatt a week, will provide
anew source o f clean energy, directly in the fast-growing r egions where we need it most,” said
Bryson.

SCE sees numerous customer benefits from its new solar program, among them locating the new
generation in areas of growing customer demand. And the clusters of solar modules SCE plans to
install will be connected directly to the nearest neighborhood circuit, eliminating the need to build
new transmission lines to bring the power to customers. Additionally, solar units produce the most
power when customer usage is at its highest.

Source: ht‘_cp://Www.edison.com/pressroom/pr.asp‘llbu=&year=0&id=7002
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SCE believes its commercial solar roofs program will boost several California environmental
initiatives, especially the Million Solar Roofs program that provides incentives to encourage
Californians to install solar projects by 2017. SCE’s solar program supports the state’s Global
Warming Solutions Act requiring the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020,
as well as California’s renewable portfolio standard requiring that 20 percent of the state’s electricity
be generated with renewable energy by 2010.

How It Works

Solar cells are made of materials that convert sunlight directly into electricity through a chemical
process.

A thin semiconductor wafer is treated to form an electric field — positive on one side and
negative on the other side.

When light strikes the cell, electrons are knocked loose from the atoms of the material
creating the current.

Wires are attached to the positive and negative sides to carry the electricity from the cell to
the device to be powered.

Media Contact: Gil Alexander, (626) 302-2255

www.edisonnews.com

Investor Relations Contact: Scott Cunningham, (626) 302-2540

www.edisoninvestor.com

Video and high-resolution photos available at:

www.sce.com/solarevent

###

An Edison International (NYSE:ELX) company, Southern California Edison is the largest electric
utility in California, serving a population of more than 13 million via 4.8 million customer accounts
in a 50,000-square-mile service area within Central, Coastal and Southern California.

Source: http://www.edison.com/pressroom/pr.aspbu=&vear=0&i1d=7002
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Does the "Sunshine' State have a sufficient solar resource

to support solar energy applications?

Every so often, we get a call or email asking about the use of solar energy in Florida and
whether the state has too many cloudy days and hazy sky conditions to support solar
energy applications. Many people say they have heard that solar energy applications only
work well in the clear skies of the desert southwest and just won’t be as effective in
Florida's weather conditions.

While it is true that the desert southwest has the largest solar resource in the continental
1.8, this does not mean that Florida has a poor resource. Consider the following map
that compares the solar resource for 2-kilowatt photovoltaic residential applications
across the entire U.S.:
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This image comes from a study the Florida Solar Energy Center conducted on the
performance of 2-kW photovoltaic (PV) systems installed on highly efficient homes
across the country. The results capture all aspects of PV system performance, including
the temperature effect on cell performance as well as the efficiency of the conversion
from DC to AC power through the inverter. The map clearly shows that the desert
southwest has the largest solar resource in the continental U.S., but Florida is not very far
behind with 85% of the maximum PV resource of any location in the country (7.2
kWh/day out of a maximum of 8.5 kWh/day). Consumers should note that many parts of
the country that have more state financial incentives have a much poorer solar resource,
making Florida a very cost-effective location for using solar energy. You can view the
complete study at:  www.fsec.uct . edu/en/publications/html/FSEC-PF-380-04/.




June 9, 2008

RECENED-FPSC

Florida Public Service Commission -

Office of Commission Clerk 08 JUN 11 AMIC: 23

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850 COMMISSION
CLERK

RE: Docket No. 080148-EI
Dear Commissioners:
Section 403.519(4), Florida Statutes, requires that you obtain answers to the following questions:

1. Has Progress Energy Florida (PEF) utilized conservation measures to the extent
reasonably available?
2. Will nuclear power improve the balance of fuel diversity?

Both of these questions must be answered in the negative. Discussion follows.

At the PSC hearing on 5-22-08, Alex Glenn (counsel for PEF) testified that PEF has done all it
can to conserve electricity. In 2007, PEF spent $69.1 million on energy-efficiency programs
(source: David McNeill, Progress Energy, 919-546-6978). Assuming that is all it can do, but
assuming PEF continues doing that much while it builds a nuclear plant in Levy County, and
assuming construction takes 8 years, PEF will then have spent $552,800,000 on energy-
efficiency. Assuming the nuclear plant costs $17 billion, PEF’s energy-efficiency programs will
have amounted to just 3.25% of its nuclear investment.

PEF’s primary responsibility is to make a profit for its shareholders; the more electricity it sells,
the bigger profit it makes; energy-efficient consumers are not in PEF’s best interest. The non-
profit American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy (ACEEE) in a research report
published last year (available on their website) showed that relatively cheap off-the-shelf energy
efficiency measures could reduce Florida’s base load demand by up to 19%, and eliminate the
need to construct new power plants. Clearly, PEF is not utilizing conservation measures to the
extent reasonably available.

Nuclear power already accounts for 14-18% of PEF’s electricity sales annually, whereas
renewable energy provides less than 3% (source: Progress Energy). According to the ACEEE
study, renewable energy could replace 26% of conventionally generated electricity. Fuel
diversity will be achieved when renewables make up 20% of PEF’s fuel mix (per Gov. Crist’s
executive order). Clearly, adding more nuclear power will not improve the balance of fuel
diversity.

Please deny PEF’ 1 tition.
ease deny $ nuclear petiion FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

] Administrative [ ] Parties Bﬁonsumcr
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent:  Monday, June 09, 2008 1:31 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena; Pete Lester
Subject: 080148

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 9:40 AM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Comment submitted over website

To CLK for Docket 080148 Progress Nuclear Plant issue.

From: Benjamin Legaspi

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2008 9:09 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Comment submitted over website

David Peery (qxebay@yahoo.com)

Type: General Comment

Phone: 727/863-4780

Company: self

URL address: http://www.brightsourceenergy.com/
Issue/Comment:

TO: Florida PSC, Pasco County Comissioners Dear PSC: I would like to bring your aftention to the following solar

energy company: BrightSource Energy. Their web site is: www.brightsourceenergy.com. If you click on the

"Technology” link on their home page, you will see a picture showing many concentric circles of mirrors which direct
the sun's rays to a water tower at the center. The concentration of the sun's rays onto one point makes the water boil,
thus producing steam to turn generators to produce electric current. You can find many articles on the web concerning
this company. Here's one which reports that this company will be producing 900 megawatts of energy for Pacific Gas
& Electric. http://sanfrancisco.bizjournals.com/sanfrancisco/stories/2008/05/12/daily31.html?surround=lfn I would
much prefer to see this type of electric energy generating source in the State of Florida rather than building nuclear
power plants. After all, this is the Sunshine State. Think of all of the sun's energy which subtends the State of Flonda
per day which is lost and not taken advantage of. Let's make maximum use of solar energy FIRST, before we consider

other sources of energy.

6/9/2008
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5/29/2008 4:19 PM

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2608 4:02 PM

To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: 080148 FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

Add to docket file

-——-- Original Message---
From: Consumer Contact
Sent: Thursday, May 29,
To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for docket 080001
m——— Original Message---
From: Webmasgter

Sent: Thursday, May 29,
To: Consumer Contact
Subject: FW: My contact

-—--- Original Message---

2008 3:44 PM

2008 3:20 PM

Administrative [} Pasties L/} Consumer
[gocwsm No.__01412-68

DISTRIBUTION:

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]

Sent: Thursday, May 29,
To: Webmaster
Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:
Name: Jeff Carrier
Company :

Primary Phone:
Secondary Phone:
Email:

Response reguested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments:

2008 2:43 PM

No to Progress Energy rate hike.
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case, 8

you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,
you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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State of Florida
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER # 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850

-M-E-M-0O-R-A-N-D-U-M-
DATE: May 27, 2008 = ¥
UK
TO: Ann Cole, Commission Clerk - PSC, Office of Commission Clerk g :é Q
FROM: Stephen C. Larson, Executive Secretary to Commissioner Argenziano ‘E% vt %
RE: Docket number 080148-El 23 "'z 2
@
z 2 P
o O

Commissioner Argenziano’s office has received the attached letters from Charles Burger and
George Elias. Commissioner Argenziano has not seen these documents. Please file these in the
appropriate docket and disseminate copies to all interested parties.

FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
[ Administrative [] Parties [FConsamer
DOCUMENT NO._p1412-0¥

DISTRIBUTION:




NaNcYy KENNEDY
nkennedy@chronicleonline.com
Chronicle
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Doris Kames
Invemess resident
sease 12 years ago.
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bed, and some days she Just sits at the
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COPD is not the worst thing in the world.
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 It's all about attitude,
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ENTERGY SPINOFF

PLANS TO SPIN OFF Indian Point
-and other nuclear plants into a. new
. -company have hit a snag. PAGE a4

TO READ MORE SToﬁléé'ABOUT'
INDIAN POINT GO TO WWW.
 RECORDONLINE.COM/1P-

- _must begin drammg spent fuel
from reactor Umt 1 this sum- .
- | mer. o
~ The'retired reactor has leaked.
' : - strontium since the early "90s. En-
“tergy took over the unit in 2000.
. Tritium leaks discovered in ac-
" tiv ctor Unit 2 have been re-
paired, the NRUC said. As for the
] | contamination already in the
" ' N - ground,; NRC officials said Méther
aft, NRC d,_ uty teglonal adm Istrator, speaks with N . Nature is the best rem eiry_, }
representative Nell Sheehan prior to-a public meetlng on " “The material could be it place
contamination from the Indian Point nuclear power plant there for 30 years or more,” sald
y50 peopleattended the meetlng. 7- L " . ‘White.
' R ; RS " Regardless of Whether Enter-,
:nce members dldn't, ~The NRC sald 1t w111 mamtalnr.- gy contmues to run the plant the -
scenario, .. _its watch- over Indian Point and asible -
re should be zero tol~ "_requlre the company to continue tion, -
Marilyn Elie, a mem- - testing its wells and mltxgatmg
restchtsas.ter: Cltlzens * contamtination, e — '
etwork:. -~ - . As part of that effort Entergy- ajames@th-recordcom
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FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
Kimberley Pena |[J Administrative [] Parties [} Consumer
From: Ruth McHargue DISTRIBUTION: _ (L) (7 /f
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 10:49 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena
Subject: 080148
Please add to docket file.
----- Original Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2008 9:52 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK 080148 Progress Energy Docket

From: Webmaster

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2008 4:40 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Friday, May 23, 2008 4:38 PM

To: Webmaster

Cec: rupertxr@gmail.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Tom Kane
Company:

Primary Phone: 3525631211
Secondary Phone:

Email: rupertxr@gmail.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

I am not a nuclear engineer. I have a PhD in electro-optics and I believe anyone with a good understanding of
high school physics and a few hours on the internet will realize there are a number of reasons for not wanting




**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

more nuclear power plants in Florida.

1. They are perfect targets for terrorists. The new threat to our nation will likely be based on sabotage and
terrorism because advanced technology has the ability to target extremelly vulnerable or perilous locations such
as radioactive material storage sites, temporary or otherwise.

2. Continual active attention is required to keep the spent fuel assemblies from spewing radioactive waste into
the environment. It goes like this. Radioactive waste from spent fuel assemblies is stored at virtually all nuclear
plants. It is stored in a spent fuel poos (SFP). These SFP's require continuous cooling and continual
monitoring. In the face of a natural disaster, or for any other reason the technical staff that operates the SFP
should desert the plant for as little as a week or so, large quantities of radioactive material will be released into
the environment. Although Chernobyl's cause was different, the results would be similar. The SFP's often
coontain much more radioactive material than the reactor core. Because of a lack of storage, Wikipedia
estimates that by 2014 all of the nuclear power plants in the U>S> will be out of rooom in their SFP's (see
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/radioactive_waste). Yucca mountain is not expected to open before 2017.

3. Some of the radioactive material will be around for tens of thousands of years, which is essentially forever as
far as the human race is concerned. It will burden us as long as we occupy the planet!

4. A tremendous amount of water is needed to operate a nuclear plant. As I write, our Florida lakes and
aqufiers are drying up. Water is becomming a scarce commodity, and we should not dedicate our water future
to nuclear power generation.

5. It will most likely involve many time and cost overruns before the plant would come on line, and may never
even be needed.

6.There is the real possibility of radioactive leaks when the plant is on operation.

7. The Nuclear Engineering profession died out years ago. The U.S. has not built a nuclear power plant in
decades.

8. As anation we are very wasteful. More efficient electrical appliances with time schedulers, along with
conservation and use of other methods for heating and cooling would drastically reduce our dependence on
electrical energy, and go a long way towards eliminating the need for more power generation capacity in the
near future.

8. Progress Energy is planning several hundred miles of transmission lines because most of the power will be
used far from where it is generated. The transmission lines are a source of irritation to the people living near
them, and have a negative impact on the native biota that they displace and restrict. Solar power generation 1s a
much better way to satisfy the energy needs of the future. Please see my next email comming next.
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Kimberley Pena

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent:  Monday, May 19, 2008 1:05 PM

To: Ruth Netties FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

Ce: Kimberley Pena (] Administrative [] Parties

Subject: 080148 DOCUMENT NO.__4 (412 -0
lee DISTRIBUTION:

Please add to docket

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 11:48 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Nuclear Plant Hearings

To CLK for Progress Docket

From: Marylou Klein [mailto:louladyhawk@mindspring.com]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 11:39 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Nuclear Plant Hearings

A you work thorugh the hearings on the nuctear plants, please be aware that perhaps a better solution would be to save energy
rather than constantly building bigger and better plants. | am particulary distrubed because there is still a chance that Progress
Energy may send their power lines right through Rainbow Springs State Park and over the Rainbow River. Why concerve land for
the future if a utility company can plow right through at a whim because it seems to be the least expensive way to do things. We do
not want a power plant or two in Levy County, and certaily don't want to begin paying for it now.

Maryiou Klein

19200 SW 101st Place Road
Dunnelion, Ft 34432

5/28/2008
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Ann Cole

From: Ann Cole

Sent:  Friday, May 23, 2008 12:28 PM

To: Bridget Grimsley

Cc: Mary Macko

Subject: RE: Progress Energy- Commissioners Please read this

DOCUMENT NO._ 0 {4 [ 2—(R
RISTRIBUTION:

Thanks Bridget. This will be placed in Docket Correspondence-Consumers and their Representatives,
Docket No. 080148-EI.

From: Bridget Grimsley

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2008 11:48 AM

To: Ann Cole

Cc: Mary Macko

Subject: FW: Progress Energy- Commissioners Please read this

Ann,
Can you place this in the correspondence side of docket #080148-consumers? Thanks.

Bridget

From: vballchic1158@aol.com [mailto:vballchic1158@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 9:16 PM

To: Office of Commissioner Argenziano

Cc: Office Of Commissioner Edgar; Office of the Chairman; Office of Commissioner McMurrian; Office of
Commissioner Skop

Subject: Progress Energy- Commissioners Please read this

County Commissioners:

T am 2 coliege student residing in Miami Florida, but grew up in the North Dale area of Tampa, to where my parents still live. I was currently notified that there are plans in
the works to build a Nuclear Power Plant just north of Tampa in Levy county, resulting in the nuclear power lines running through the residential area of North Dale to Polk
County.

I do hope that you are aware of how many parks, residential homes, schools, and amount of people that reside in this area of town. If in fact the decision is to build this power
plant, I cannot stress the negative effects of this decision cnough. Not oaly does safety raise a concern, but also the health issue should completely wipe this decision out.
Have you even rescarched the effects on Nuclear Power in relevance to cancer? Cancer is becoming the biggest epidemic in the world, Another issue is the impact that it has
with the growth of the Leukemia disease. Both of thesc discases are life threatening and do not have a 100% cure. Another issue arises in the impact of radiation within the
young generation. If you research the amount of radiation in a newborn’s teeth when a newbom babies mother is around nuclear waves, and how that has an impact on their
growth as individuals, you will see that a nuclcar power plant should be an absolute o 1o the North Dale community. It is a proven fact that if a newborns mother is living
within an area that is active with radiation waves, the radiation transfers through the fetus into the growing child and a baby is born with radiation, which results in a buge risk
for being diagnosed with leukemia, cancer, and other exotic forms of discases. Please see this website. HYPERLINK "hitp://www.radiation.org/projects/tooth_fairy.html”
hitp://www radistion.org/projects/tooth _fairy.html If we arc starting a young generation with radiation in their body and acceptable to cancer, what kind of human growth are
we trying to generate? Property growth is incvitable, but if it is done the right way, generations after us can live a healthy tife. A clean health bill is worth a million times more
than any nuclear plant facility.

On another level, the environment is another huge problem that can arise with the building of this plant. They want this plant to sit inside Levy County lines, which, is under
developed. This area of town is also on the low average for income; somewhere around 11,000 less than the average income throughout the United States. Growth in this area,
is going to happer, but why should it have to be that of a nuclcar power plant? Levy County, otherwise known as the “Nature Coast”, is home to various natural parks,
springs, rivers, and conservation areas. { HYPERLINK. "http://www.visitnaturecoast.com/thingstodo html" http:/fwww visitnaturecoast.com/thingstode atml) I am not sure if
you personally have been to this area of town but herc arc some questions for you. Have you ever jumped into a natural spring to see a manatee at the bottom of a boil? Have
you ever water-skied down the Suwannee River to see the abundant amount of hawks, eagles, and exotic protected birds? Have you ever gone snorkeling over the top of some
of the most beautiful boils to see the amount of Ffish and wild life that make the 72 year round degrec water their home? Have you ever been out to the Golf of Mexico on a
kayak, not a boat, and encountered a pod of wild dolphins? The NATURAL beauty of all of this will diminish as this nuclear power plant arises; that is if you let this happen.
If you can answer yes to ANYY one of those questions, you should know that one of the main goals is to protect the beauty of the natural environment; not to kil it. The
govemment recently spent over $100,000 dollars on building an eagle’s nest to protect & certain group of eagles that resides in the Tampa area every spring to breed. If the
government is willing to spend $100,000 on an artificial birds nest to presetve apart of our national wild life, I am sure they will understand exactly why we as residents do
not want this Nuclear Power plant apart of our society, environment, or our cco system.

I am now asking you personally, would you want your grand children to be diagnosed with cancer at the age of 1? Would you want your kids to be diagnosed with leukemia

5/23/2008
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and die before their kids graduate from high school? I doubt any of those answers are a yes. Please do not let this plan for the nuclear power plant foltow through.

Be at onc with the residents and agree with us that we do not want this unintelligent plan for a Nuclear Power Plant to follow through. The environment, our health, property
value, and the future generations are at risk.

Concerned resident,

Meris Thomas
Tampa, Florida

Stay informed, get connected and more with AOL on your phone.

5/23/2008
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From: Governor Charlie Crist [Chariie.Crist@eog.myflorida.com] FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2008 2:10 PM nistrative | ] Parties 1 Consumer

To: Norman L] Admi N[g oldi2-08

Subject: RE: PSC Docket 080148-El DOCUMENTNO._ " "= “ .
' DISTRIBUTION:

Dear Mr. Hopkins:

Thank you for contacting Governor Charlie Crist. Governor Crist appreciates your concerns

regarding Progress Energy's proposed nuclear power plants.

To assist you, I forwarded a copy of your email to the Public Service Commission for their
review and response. If you have questions, please call 1-800-342-3552 or use the
information below.

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32395-0850

{850) 4132-6100

Thank you again for contacting my office. For information about my initiatives and to
subscribe to my weekly "Notes from the Capitol" newsletter, please visit my Web site at
www.flgov. com.

Sincerely,

Julie A. Jordan

Office of Citizen Servicesg

----- Original Message-----

From: Norman [mailto:norman@amyhremleyfoundation.orq)

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 12:21 PM

To: Carter, Matthew; commissioner.Agenzianoc@psc.state.com; Governor Charlie Crist
Subject: PSC Docket 08014B-EI

I regret that I am not able to attend the hearing in Tallahassee *Docket 080148* on the
need for the Progress Energy nuclear plants in Levy County. I spoke at the meeting on
April 23%rd ., at the Plantation Inn in Crystal River and followed that with a more
detailed written submission to the PSC. T am writing now as Director of the Amy H Remley
Foundation and Director of the Kings Bay Association.

The transcript of the April meeting confirms that the majority of those who spoke were
against the proposal.

My own resgsearch of peer reviewed scientific literature over a period of five years leads
me to conclude that nuclear powered electricity generation cannot rescue the nation from
the effects of climate change, neither as a practicable proposition, nor in time. The same
is true for the rest of the world.

Environmentally, to proceed as planned without a thorough impact analysis, in the interest
only of the profitability of such a utility corporation can only be described as a wanton
destruction of natural resources. Effects upon the scarce aguifer water resource used for
cooling and effluent dilution, sea grass meadows from heated effluent discharges,
protected species habitat, and breed grounds of our marine food welb, and consequent
economic losses are some examples of adverse potential impacts.

The cost benefit figures cffered predicate an unsustainable growth, in which c¢lean water
is the scarce resource not electricity. Moreover, subsidies would seem to underlie the
apparent cost justification.

Destruction of environmental resgources by clear cutting for passage of transmission lines
is to be deplored, when electricity conservation and modular (localized solar) generation
could and should be harnessed. (This would not be advanced by the corporation as it would

1




undermine their monopoly position and their projected bottom line}. Longer term costs and
spent fuel penalties do not appear to be considered germaine.

From a local perspective, the urgent need is to replace the polluting coal fired plants at
the Crystal River site.

I respectfully ask the commission to reject the Progress Energy proposal for Levy county
so that a thorough independent analysis can assess the true need and the best way to deal
with the broader issues involved.

Sincerely,
Norman Hopkins

1030 North Crescent Drive
Crystal River, FL 34429
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2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard,

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850

Reference: Docket No (080148-El

As published, the Florida Public Service Commission has scheduled a determination of need hearing as

part of its decision-making process in Docket 080148E! regarding the request of Progress Energy Florida
to build two new nuclear power plants.

For the needs of this expansion, T leave to the experts to estimate. However, part of the Commission ‘s
decision-making process must also be based on the immediate and future needs/costs as to benefits to the
people even before being built. T believe that the projected cost of this expansion not be borne by the
current customers (a closed clientele} and that a premivm increase or additional service charge (tax) is
unfair. I make the following arguments:

A. There is no immediate (1 to 12 years) benefit to the current customer. Current customers should not

be made to catry the cost of a benefit for a future that may change as to the power requirements for this
particular mode of power.

The cost is a variable, much as the need. The projected dollar-per-month fee cannot possibly
meet the needs of building two plants over the next 12+ years. As living expenses go up every year, so
will the additional building service charges. Due to the growing age of its population, many of the
current customers will never receive any benefit at all for the additional costs.

B. We also have a situation where the company requesting this need/cost event is an Investor-Owner
Florida utility, already operating two nuclear units as well as gas-oil and natural gas plants, The
Company buys and sells billions of dollars of assets (coal mines, wholesale electricity, natural gas
production, synthetic fuels, etc.) as any investor-owned company does. The customer has no say in this
aspect,

As an investor-owned company, it is customary to invest and finance its growth through their
investors, taking the risks and rewards. An investor-owned company can issue new bonds, borrow
money, upgrade stocks, make new investments, etc., using the risk-to-profit factor which is clearly in
favor of the company investors.  To ask each customer (2.7 million plus) to pay for a new 17 billion

plus expansion for a no-benefit long-term commitment is clearly outside the realm of common business
practices in the U.S.

C. How much of “public” monies are going into this project...the taxpayers monies? The government
gives an amount, the people are charged an amount. That’s monies from the same kitty. The government
calls this “double-dipping”...two inputs from the same check writer for the same purpose!



o~

-

D. 1am suggesting that the method of financing this building task not be put on the public’s (current
customer) back as a fee but to be an investment by the company making the request. It’s hard enough to
keep up with the current cost of living increases for today‘s needs. The customer will pay for the needs
and benefits of tomorrow, with tomorrow’s dollars.

Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
A PE Customer

obert D. Bell «
1215 Fermando Lane
Lady Lake, FL. 32159
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Re: Docket No. 080148-El (Petition for determination of n&h }Levy Units 1 and 2 nuclear power plants, by
Progress Energy Florida, Inc)

Dear Commissioners:

I own two adjoining rental houses in Port Richey (bought in 1987) — one, owned with my siblings, which is expected to be
sold in 5 yrs to pay for my niece’s college expenses, and the other one is for my retirement. The houses are on the
westernmost comdor in Pasco where Progress Energy may choose to install high-voltage transmission lines.

I am against (A) the bmldmg of 2 nuclear power plants in Levy County and (B) the mstallatmn ofhngh—voltage
overhead transmission lines in densely populated areas (regardless of whether a corridor of lower voltage lines
already exists in the area), for the following reasons:

{A) Reasons for being against the building of 2 nuclear power plants in Levy County:

(1) Since it appears that population growth in Tampa Bay is slowing down (housing starts are down, and TECO states that
customer demand is down for both its subsidiaries (Tampa Electric and Peoples Gas), and predicts it won’t return to
today’s levels until 2010), it would seem that the fear of future brownouts is lessened and there is time to plan for a safer
source of electricity than nuclear power, such as wind/solar power (see (6) below).

(2) Nuclear power is not as safe, clean, and reliable as we would all like to believe, even with the new technologies
developed since the 70’s, and, unlike other forms of energy, nuclear energy always has the potential for a catastrophe.
Below is a sample listing of significant nuclear incidents in recent years:

(a) Per an online Boston Globe article in August 2006, Sweden had shut down 3 of its 10 nuclear plants (2 at
Oskarshamn, 1 at Forsmark) after faults were discovered. A major fault was discovered after a serious incident at the
Forsmark nuclear power station - emergency power systems (backup generators) to the Forsmark plant failed for 20
minutes during a power cut. A former director of the Forsmark plant said, "It was pure luck that there was not a
meltdown”. Sweden plans to phase out its nuclear power plants in the coming years.

{b) Per an online Toledo Blade asticle in August 2002, First Energy’s Davis-Besse nuclear power plant in Ohio was
shut down in March 2002 after it was discovered that boric acid had eaten a milk jug-sized hole in the reactor cap. Only
about 3/8 of an inch of buckled stainless steel prevented the pressure of the reactor from leaking into the reactor
comtainment building - the last line of radiation protection to the public. NRC officials called the corrosion at Davis-Besse
the greatest risk to public safety since the Three Mile Island accident (partial core meltdown).

(¢) Per an Arizona Republic article in February 2007, it was announced that the Nuclear Regulatory Commission had
decided to place Palo Verde (Arizona) into Category 4, making it the most monitored nuclear power plant in the United
States. The decision was made after the NRC discovered that electrical relays in a diesel generator did not function during
tests in July and September of 2006. The finding came as the "final straw" for the NRC, after Palo Verde had several
citations over safety concerns and violations over the preceding years, starting with the finding of a 'dry pipe' in the plant's
emergency core-cooling system in 2004,

(@) Per a Reuters news file dated July 2007, the world’s biggest nuclear power plant, TEPCO's Kashiwazaki-Kariwa
plant on Japan's northwest coast, was ordered to stay closed after a magnitude 6.8 earthquake caused several malfunctions,
including a fire in the transformer and small radiation leaks into the ocean/atmosphere from 2 reactors, bringing atomic
safety back into the headfines. The top U.N. muclear watchdog said the utility had misjudged seismic risks.
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In August 2004, 5 workers were killed when hot water & steam leaked from a broken pipe at the Mihama nuclear piant. In
Sept 2002, Japan's biggest power utility, TEPCO, was forced to shut down all 17 of its reactors for checks after admitting
it falsified safety data.

(€) Per an IPS global new agency article in July 2006, the French govt. announced that "to guarantee the provision of
electricity for the country, nuclear power plants situated along rivers will be allowed to drain hot water into rivers at a
higher temperature.” Under normal circumstances, environment rules limit the maximum temperature for wastewater in
order to protect river flora and fauna (which were damaged by plant wastewater during the hot summer of 2003). The
current drought has reduced the volume of water in the rivers, and might force some power plants to shut down. In Spain,
the nuclear power plant at Santa Maria de Garofia, was shut down due to the high temperatures in the river Ebro from
plant wastewater.

(f) Per an IPS global new agency article in July 2006, French nuclear scientist Hubert Reeves urged his government to
"invest massively" in renewable energy resources. "We are behind many of our European partners such as Germany,
Denmark and Spain in this matter, and cannot wait until the energy crisis reaches its climax to find an alternative to our
present model,". A crisis, he said, "is round the corner”. Fossil energy sources are about to be exhausted, and "nuclear
technology will not solve present problems within a reasonable period of time. We should abandon nuclear power and
invest in alternative sources."

Conclusion: 1t is almost 2010 and we are still using either unclean sources of energy for electricity or now desire to return
to sources, such as nuclear power, which were abandoned over 20 years ago because of safety issues, including the
storage of radioactive wastes. And given the above information, it appears that even with newer technology, safety issues
and negative effects on the environment still occur due to human error, negligence or greed. In the 70’s 1 knew a nuclear
physicist who worked for a nuclear consulting firm in the World Trade Center. He told me that if 1 knew what he knew, [
wouldn’t go anywhere near a nuclear power plant and would never want them built.

Isn’t it time to loek towards protecting the health and safety of current and future Floridians by starting to adopt, now,
cleaner and safer forms of energy such as wind and solar power — especially in Fiorida with our strong sun and ocean
breezes? If Italy plans to harness their sunmy days by making the development of solar energy technologies one of it stop
priorities, and has built its first solar plant in 2007 (which will be part of a nationwide network of solar plants to be built in
the next 5 years), why can’t Florida do the same?

Regulated utilities such as Progress Energy exist to serve the state of Florida and its citizens, but sometimes it seems that
the profit-driven regulated utilities are regulating us instead. It is time for the state of Florida and the regulators to lead
Progress Energy into the 21* century by providing incentives for them, and working with them, to retool and make it their
priority to utilize clean and safe renewable energy sources that protect the health and safety of our citizens and our
environment, and the balance of nature for future generations.

(B) Reasons for the installation of hi e gverhead transmission lines in dense ulated

aress (regardiess of whether a corridor of lower voltage lines already exists in the area):

(1) (a) The World Health Organization examined studies relating to MF exposure and various health effects and
concluded in June 2007 that for childhood leukemia, recent studies do not alter the existing position of the International
Agency for Research of Cancer (2002) that ELF-MF (at 60 hertz frequencies) is possibly carcinogenic to humans (based
on the pooling of results from several epidemiological studies of childhood leukemia).

(b) The Swiss government in 2000 adopted some of the lowest EMF exposure standards in the world based on
“scientifically acknowledged harmful effects™ to take “precaution in the interest of public health” (in 2005 they issued
“Electrosmog in the Environment™ to justify/explain their standards). Italy and some Scandinavian countries also have
EMF exposure standards based on precautionary principles (see (c) below).

(c) The International Community for Electromagnetic Safety held a national conference in Italy in Feb. 2006 where
over 50 scientists (MDs and PhDs) signed the Benevento Resolution, which inciuded resolutions such as “arguments that
low intensity EMF can’t affect bioclogical systems do not represent the current spectrum of scientific opinion” and “we
encourage governments to adopt a framework of guidelines that reflect the Precautionary Principle”.
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The Precautionary Principle states that when there are indications of possible adverse effects, though they remain
uncertain, the risks of doing nothing may be far greater than the risks of taking action to control these exposures.

Conclusion: The westernmost corridor of Pasco County that Progress Energy may select for high voltage lines is a densely
populated area that has shifted in the last 15 years from predominantly retired to young families with children and newly
built schools. I ask that the Public Service Commission adopt the Precautionary Principle in the interest of public health,
especially for the young and elderly, and direct Progress Energy to choose a corridor for their high-voltage lines that does
not pass through a densely populated area. FYI - the state of Connecticut restricts the siting of overhead 345 KV
transmission lines in areas where kids congregate, including residential areas, schools, playgrounds, etc).

(2) Many people believe that high voltage lines affect one’s health by compromising one’s immune system/causing
diseases, and for this reason property values will be negatively affected if these lines are installed. It follows that the local
economy will be affected with regard to less property tax collected, increased foreclosures, less discretionary spending by
homeowners, etc.

(3) Progress Energy states that encased underground lines are net cost effective (may not be true - see (4) below) but 1
believe every customer should pay higher electric bills for underground lines instead of having an uniucky group pay
more in terms of lost property values and possibly lost health.

(4) (a) A Progress Energy spokesperson, at a recent meeting, stated that there are not many underground lines in the US
because of the cost, and that the cost of underground lines is approx. 10 times the cost of overhead lines. However, due to
recent technological advances, the cost between underground cable and overhead lines has considerably narrowed and the
use of cables is being expanded in both the US and Europe as indicated below:

(b) Per Transmission and Distribution World online magazine (2006),“Today, there are significant lengths of 230-kV
underground transmission operating in the United States, and the number of 345- kV underground transmission projects is
exploding”. A manager of Black & Veatch, a consulting engineering firm working on underground projects (Kansas),
stated in 2006 that all such firms are just managing to keep up with demand.

(c) At a conference in 2007, Black and Veatch gave a presentation on costs. The firm noted that, “in the U.S,, it
typically costs $10 million-$13 million per mile to bury a 345-kilovolt line while an overhead line costs between $2
million and $6 million per mile”. Based on this, the ratio of 10:1 that Progress Energy indicates appears to be somewhat
outdated (10:1 was the typical ratio 10 yrs ago).

(d) Per Leonardo Energy (non-profit info center for electrical energy), “In many of Europe's largest cities and in areas
where construction of overhead transmission lines creates difficulties, high voltage underground electricity cable systems
(220kV & above) have become part of the backbone of modern day power transmission infrastructure”. Compared to
overhead lines, underground cables can be engineered to emit no magnetic fields, have befter power 10ss characteristics,
less routine maintenance cost, and can absorb emergency power loads via built-in temperature sensors. Also, “advanced
monitoring of temperature and integrity in real time will allow fauits to be located and repairs to be carried out in a much
shorter time frame than in the past”. Cities, such as Tokyo and Amsterdam, with low land-levels like Florida, have

underground cables.

Conclusion: I ask that the Public Service Commission request Progress Energy to use an independent consulting firm to
evaluate the cost of using underground cables vs. overhead lines for their Project, and to present it for the Commission’s
review before receiving approval for the Project. If the cost of underground cable can be spread to all customers at a
reasonable cost, I ask the Commission to approve the underground cable choice to save property values and to take
precautions in the interest of public health, thereby relieving added strain on an already depressed local economy.

Sincerely,

7y,

Janice Troia



5/21/20084:28:13 PM2age 1 of 2

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent:  Wednesday, May 21, 2008 4:15 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: 080148
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Please add to docket file.

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2008 8:43 AM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: nuclear power lines commissions commission suite

From: Carol Biersack [mailto:carolmaeonline@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2008 9:33 PM

To: energyplanning@pgnmail.com; Consumer Contact; citizensservices@dep.state.fl.us
Subject: nuclear power lines commissions commission suite

This email is being sent in regard to the “proposed” plan to stretch power lines from a nuclear power plan across central
Florida affecting many many neighborhoods and their associated means of living including homes, paths of
transportation, schools, nature trails and outdoor activity areas, and shopping areas.

YOU OUGHT TO BE ASHAMED!!!

Florida already has some nuclear power plants. Did it occur to you that many people have made this area their home
BECAUSE THERE ARE NO NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS HERE!!!

Somebody needs to be sensible!!!

I have a sister living near one of Florida’s nuclear power plants and it is a constant worry that a hurricane or terronist
activity or human error will cause untold problems for them much much worse than just loss of power.

This plan is not GREEN and is not considerate of human beings — you know, people!!!

Why don’t you take into consideration people? Our house values are already depreciated, we already have problems
obtaining and retaining homeowners insurance, and this would make many of our homes unsaleable. Our homes are
basically our investment in both money and comfort. Don’t make our neighborhoods unlivable.

The “proposed” path crosses over at least 3 BRAND NEW SCHOOLS and MULTIPLE NEWLY DEVELOPED
neighborhoods!!! Why did you let these be built only to come along and make them a hotbed of discontent and
undoubtedly health concemns.

If you knew this was a proposed path, that information needed to have been made known before people committed their
lives to these areas. Then people who don’t mind living under nuclear power lines would have been the ones to move
there. This is not a corridor of drug dealers or sexual offenders or predators. Look at the map of Florida offenders to
see how this is such a nice area now. These are decent people who deserve to live in peace in an area they chose not
only for what is located there but also for what IS NOT located there.

5/21/2008
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You can say over and over that it has not been proved that power lines are not a health concern and we can point to
investigations where there are enough statistics to make this a genuine concem!!!! This concern will not go away no
matter what your public spokespeople say!!!!

Then the plan “proposes” to build new schools in different areas and phase out schools in the proposed path. THIS IS
NOT GREEN!!! There was already so much tax money spent to build these schools only to have them torn down mere
years later??? Who decided this was acceptable??? And until the schools are replaced, what are our next generations
being exposed to??? This is a mess!!!

One of the “proposed” paths is to take power across the state to another area — namely Lakeland — to COMPETE with
the power company there. How ridiculous first of all because they already have power so the “need” does not exist.
And if they want more power there then build a power plant there — that should me no more expensive than stretching
power lines over areas which would require purchasing and rebuilding the displaced people and services in its path.

The “proposed” path along SR 54 comes within blocks of our home and right over our daughter’s BRAND NEW home
off Oakstead just west of the intersection of SR 54 with 441. They have lived there less than one year and spent 2 years
building to get it just they way they want intending this be their home forever.

We are devastated with the news that nuclear power lines may interrupt our lives in this way!!! And it is so devastating
that we have no control to prevent building these power lines as “proposed.”

Having our pleas and demands to stop the plan to erect these nuclear lines to provide power across the state ignored is
leaving us powerless to protect our way of life.

PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW APPROVAL OF STRETCHING NUCLEAR
POWER LINES ACROSS OUR NEIGHBORHOODS!!!!

A worried, concerned, devastated, outraged human being citizen,

If you want to know my name just let me know. That way we will know you saw our message.

Give to a good cause with every e-mail. Join the i'm Initiative from Microsoft.

5/21/2008



RECEIVED-FPSC

Office of Commission Clerk 08 ;‘T‘Jﬁ 21 Kot May 17, 2008
Florida Public Service Commission AM 8: 33

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard

Tallahassee, FL, 32399-0850 CO%{%&% &}3‘ [ON  Docket No. 080148-El

I most strongly oppose the construction of new nuclear power plants that Progress Energy
Florida is proposing to build in Levy County, Florida.

Nuclear power is dangerous, dirty, expensive, and slow to come on-line.

Every stage of the nuclear fuel cycle is dangerous from mining to milling, to transport, to
use, to on-site storage, to later transport for additional temporary or some-day hopeﬁﬂly

- permanent storage.— — - ——

At each stage the fuel or radioactive waste is a perfect terrorist target.

There is still no satisfactory permanent storage facility, for up to millions of years for
some isotopes, or method of rendering the radioactive wastes safe.

Do we have a right to leave this added responsibility and expense to future generations?
Fﬁi‘théflﬁdi'e, even duﬁng normal operation nuclear power plants release radioactive gas.
There is no safe level of radicactivity.

Nuclear power plant construction is so slow and extremely expensive. Can you name one
USA nuclear power plant that came on-line on time and without cost overruns?

Why do private businesses, including insurance companies, refuse to cover nuclear power
plants without government involvement if the plants are so safe?

Ten years is a conservative time and already cost estimates have been increased for the
Levy construction!

I understand that the nuclear industry is already the most heavily subsidized in the USA!

Money spent on new nuclear power plants is that much less spent on conservation or
safer, cleaner, more cost effective, and more rapidly available renewable energy.

For instance, have you explored the installation of off-shore wind turbines?

Thank you for c0n31denng my submission.

Dr.D.K. Cinquemani D DK
400 Lake Ave. NE
Largo, FL 33771-1684
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From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 4:02 PM
To: Ruth Nettles
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----- Original Message-----

From: Consumer Centact

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 3:00 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for docket 080148

----- Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 10:04 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contacte@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 10:08 aM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: jim tower

Company :

Primary Phone:

Secondary Phone:

Email: jimfromstratton@yaheo.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments:

Hello, I'm writing in regards to the upcoming hearings beginning 5/19% regarding Levy Units

1 and 2 nuclear power plants. Docket 0B80148.

As a Florida resident, I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed construction.

I've been following some of the proposed ideas in the news, and have yet

to hear included

in the estimated costs of the project the true costs of the disposal and storage of
nuclear waste, as well as the environmental costs...both of which should be realistically

and responsibly taking into account the life span of the waste materials.
blindly on these issues as the environmental imacts significant and long

Thank you for listening to my concerns.

We must not act
lasting.
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From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 4:01 PM )
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena FPSC, CLK CO KRESPONDENCE
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Please add to docket file.

----- Original Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 3:02 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for Progress Docket

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 1:02 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Monday, May 19, 2008 12:18 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: re3436kids@aol.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: robert ridings
Company: retired

Primary Phone: 727 376 4094
Secondary Phone: none
Email: re3436kids@aocl.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

Passing on the costs of the progres energy capital costs for the nuke plants before they
are on line and working is not fair toc older customers . Let the stock holders put up the
money and take the risk that the plants will go on line. the other way they have no risk
at all only the profits . The high lines that are need in residental areas should be in
pipe type feeders ,both for safety and reliability reasons . You let them pass on the
hurricane damage costs but their home state did not let them do that . Please start to
represent the public in the psc not just the utilities
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I was not able td ‘attend the recent Pubhc Hearmg in Crystal River regardmg Progress
Energy’s determination of need for Levy Units 1 and 2 nuclear power plants. Therefore I
would like to submit my thoughts to you in writing.

Environmental/Safety concerns:
I am a native Floridian from a family that has been here since before Florida was a state.
1 have spent my entire life in Ocala which is relatively near the current Crystal River
Nuclear Plant. 1 have been on the water in the Crystal River area too many times to count
either for recreational boating and fishing or as part of science related field trips to the
area for school. I have, also worked in the Crystal River and western Citrus county area
CMP for many years. I have never encountered or been aware of anything that would lead me
COM ~ to believe that the current plant has ever or will ever pose a risk to the public health,
=~ safety and welfare of the residents or environment in this area of the state. The
TR technology for nuclear plants has advanced substantially since the Crystal River plant -
ECR 1 was constructed. I feel comfortable that the proposed new plants will be the state of the
art and will pose no risk in the future. Combine this with the increasing cost and negative
eor .\ environmental effects of fossil fuel powered generation facilities and we have an

oPC ____ opportunity to secure energy needs in this part of Flonda for the future that will prowde
: the most benefit with the least negatlve effects.

RCA
SCR Energy needs:

. As you know, the population of the service area of these proposed plants has grown
SGA substantially since the Crystal River Plant was constructed. There is no indication that
SEC this growth trend will change, therefore the need for more energy in this part of the state
OTH will continue to grow. Combine this growth with the fact that even though homes are

more energy efficient now than they were forty years ago, new technologies used in our
homes have created additional energy demands. In order to satisfy the energy needs for
the continued growth and quality of life in the areas of the state that will be served by
these proposed plants it is readily evident that they are needed to secure a reliable future.
It is clearly apparent that more generation facilities are needed so the Florida Public
Service Commission should not find it difficult to understand this need. It is also
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MANAGER® .
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apparent that this project will serve as an accomplishment in our state’s green initiative
and the development of clean energy resources.

Economic Development: ' _
Our state is competitively disadvantaged when it comes to economic development for a

myriad of reasons. One of the reasons why is other southern states that routinely win the
race for large manufacturers have more reliable and affordable energy available that we
cannot easily provide here. In this case private industry (Progress Energy) can. help us
become more competitive in energy availability without burdening the tax payers of this
state to do so. Not only will this project not be carried on the backs of taxpayers of the
state it will produce substantial tax revenues to the local and state government. It seems
like a win — win situation to me. This project will also produce thousands of jobs over
the several years during construction and hundreds of jobs after completion. Add to this
the fact that the product this industry will provide will be a foundation that will allow -
future growth of jobs, positive economic impact and tax revenues in the areas of the state

it will serve. It takes huge resources at the state level to recruit a manufacturer with this
type of economic impact. Here the industry providing the jobs, economic impact and tax
revenues for the local and state government is simply asking for approval to move
forward with the project. Imagine that.

With these points considered 1 believe the determination of need for this project is a
simple conclusion to reach. Therefore, I urge the Florida Public Service Commission to
reach the right conclusion and grant Progress Energy the ability to secure a safe, reliable

and sustainable energy future for our state.

Respectfully,

Dwayne L. Cariton, CPM
Ellison Property Management, Inc.
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,
you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case
you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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Office of Commission Clerk o

Florida Public Service Commission Q8 MAY -8 AM 8 43 0811y 5 e
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard g
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850 COMMISSION

CLERK

Concerning Docket No. 080148-El

I am writing to voice my concern about Progress Energy’s assertion that Florida needs to
build another nuclear power plant.

My first reason to object to this plan is that we still do not have a safe means of disposing
of nuclear waste deriving from the production of nuclear power.

A second problem is that the citizens of this state and this country cannot afford the
exorbitant cost of nuclear power, especially when we have other options that are less
costly and entirely safe.

Why are we not moving ahead to use solar energy? Florida, the touted “sunshine state,”
needs to begin converting every household and business to solar energy. The technology
is here, available, clean, renewable, affordable and safe.

If Germany, a country that does not benefit as much from the sun’s rays as Florida does,
can make a real difference in energy production through solar, why not Florida? Surely
we are missing the boat if we do not make the effort to convert to renewable sources of
energy.

I urge Progress Energy to forge ahead with establishing renewable energy statewide.
Please do not saddle us with more debt and expose us to the dangers that can develop
from nuclear power plants. _

Sincerely,

FPSC, CLX - CORRESPONDENCE

Jeannine E. Talley, Ph.D.
[ Administeative ] Parties [T} Consumer 6304 92™ Place N. #2803

DOCUMENT NO. Q%.;_;QS{ Pinelias Park, FL 33782
mistriBUTIon: _ECL M L




5/6/2008 11:07 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, May 06, 2008 11:07 AM

To: Ruth Nettles i

Cc: Kimberley Pena i F

Subject: 080148 .
Attachments: FAX.TIF DOCUME )., 6 Iﬁ, 2-0¢ |

6L, ecr

Add to docket file

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Monday, May 05, 2008 2:25 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: 3527958305, 6 page(s)

To CLK for Progress Docket

From: NET SatisFAXtion

Sent: None

To: Consumer Contact
Subject: 3527958305, 6 page(s)

You have received a new fax. This fax was received by NET SatisFAXtion. The fax is attached to the message. Open
the attachment to view your fax.

Received Fax Details

Received On: 5
Number of Pages: &
From (CSID): 3527958305
From (ANI) :

Sent to DID:

Duration of Fax:
Transfer Speed:

Received Status: Success
Number of Errors: ¢
Port Received On: RockForceOCTO+ Port 6

FAX.TIF (541
KB)
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If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,
you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.
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May 4*, 2008

DOCKET NO. 080148-El

Petition to Determine the Need for Levy Nuclear Units 1 and 2 Electrical Power Plant by
Progress Energy.

Consumer Comments:

Our names our Robert and Deborah Smith who own adjoining property to the Levy County
Nuclear Plant being built by Progress Energy. Our property parcel# 03845 -07-16-17. Located at
8850 SE 157" Place (Goethe Road), Inglis, Florida. Our home site is on 40 acres. Our house
will be approximately 6800 feet from the actual reactors per Progress Energy. Proposed
Transmission North corridors are proposed to be run in the front of our property, as well.

We are both born Floridians, growing up in South Florida (Miami) later living in the Florida
Keys. We sold our home in the Keys, 4 years ago after purchasing this 40 acres to plan to build
our dream home and spend our future retirement. Living in the Keys on the Bay - we felt we had
found the perfect match of surrounding area with the same view, beauty and quietness. We built
our new dream home (4200 square foot home) and have planned for our future here. Now, we
are faced with 2 Nuclear reactors in our back yard as well as transmission lines in the front of
our property. We will be the closest people living to the plant.

We have been to most of the Levy County Commission and public meetings to voice our
concerns but there was not to many people in the situation we felt we are. This last meeting with
you PSC in Crystal River, we listened, did not speak and for once we felt that others had similar
concerns even though most we heard would be living several miles from the site.

We want your answers regarding people living this close to a power plant as well as
transmission lines? We have listened to Progress Energy representatives, but we want this
information from an outside source. We want to know about health concerns, value of our home
and property, water, evacuations, and living adjoining these 2 nuclear reactors -approximately
6,800 feet? One speaker that spoke to the PSC - mentioned that he lived within a ¥ mile of the
Crystal River plant for 40 years, we have spoken with this person but later found out information
that he mentioned was not a home but a hunting camp 1mile plus from the plant.

We want answers - How will this effect us now and in our future? What will happen to us and
our future plans for our children? Anyone we ask about a nuclear power plant outside of Progress
Energy cannot believe we will be living this close to 2 nuclear reactors. We feel the same way.
They stated “they would not live by a Nuclear Plant and would not purchase land within this
proximity of a Nuclear Plant”. Why would so many say this? Would you? Show us
homeowners that are adjoining property and living within the same distance or closer (if any) to a
current Nuclear plant. We want details, addresses and contact information. Please provide us
with a response to our questions.

_—

Thank you for your assistance in helping us with our concerns for our future.

Robert K Smith and Deborah M. Smith %Egv\,g 4 g_iacv\)\&qs/‘-p‘
8850 SE 157 Place, Inglis, Florida 34449 :

352-447-2435
352-302-8014

Cc. Map of North Transmission areas and Map of Site showing adjoining our property



3527958305

Business Office

12:05:

46 p.m.

05-05-2008 3/6

Levy County Planning Department
Proposed Comprehensive Plan
Amendment
LSA -07-01

g e MARGERET @ L. [ %
H 1 CECCA - RALOREY XuieHT 3
. 40ke |  RELLI st
i LI s, oo 5 STATE FLORIDA
- acx #f 904 7 (i STATE OF
=L CECCARELLL { 'y [omiiy \, = ®
. 3 ) MHLORED N ® 904
Y ST F \Biay) Lieeenigy. SRR 640 Ae FLORIDA
S8 Ereyasionon (58 g |2 1 -
32 PETROLEUM Rxiy Y Targe 640 Ac.
= : E b r
L2 sites e "}\‘5:1" H 2 w 1 b ez o
34 ~o & -;;{,» Bl 2 B e R PR S
o LEVAUGHN - é 4 ROAD :
e "0 Hosmrox T o
H Pon ‘ ROBINSON EST. INC
""-.i;i*:: Te o asac
3 = —t
'ut Poawes ® k
bty PO BASS (SMURFTI
aonc B) somes | €T 180Ac.
&_onEs iy
s 640 Ac
Soirs s / 3
rosT.L. fRoR'TL \ /
LNES § JONES 2 ,
Pr.y™ QA o — -
JAMES 4 ROBINSON EST. INC. §
LYBASS / - ®
ETAL. 24 v ;. o
Sr0m. / 232 ey
II';.. ; 3 ,D -
1 rs - g = - - e @AY AL
<
T i =
3 i08 5T
L4
Vi ke
4 (swursiT)] JAMES LYBASS
" 1 N ET. AL, C( w
YANBORR o— [
A /2 Buaros 5, () ?yy
£ ROSS
&) JAMES LYBASS g S
b £, a1 e
E e 375.85 Ac Sso = 140;::_
FRLEN St
e WEE < Wil TNl
"
’;‘:;- ik g rd ;AHES LYBASS ET AL.
Lit] 180 Ac
- £ ~ i
2 S . 2L cve b =
HAROLD ROSS & JAMES LYBASS wac
@ - ET AL, ~ !.:"! :.ltl;;p“ A
L] B
g A% el By SR vsx
o J JAMES LYBASS EF- e
7 e cesesy ET. AL, WM. 8D, é 1
NGLIS 600 AC. T BacHSCRURT [T a
c207c o i B prorL oy it ol
. s LT — ‘ 5 - - 0
) - 71 pmeky N ned - 1 _:‘.'-E:,‘:"“ﬂ diggans
S
Fae v






3527958305

Business Office 12:07:35 p.m. 05-05-2008

PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC. PSC SPECIAL REPORT -3

PSC COMMISSIONERS

COMMISSIONER COMMISSIONER CHAIRMAN COMMISSIONER COMMISSIONER
Nancy Argenziano Lisa Polak Edgar ~ Matthew M. Cartar ) Katrina J. McMurrian NathanA. Skop

Matthew Mark Carter Il was appointed to the Florida Public Service Commission by Govemor Jeb Bush for a four-year
term beginning January 2006 and was subsequently eiected Chairman by his fellow commissioners for the years 2008 and
2009. Chairman Carter serves on the National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC) Committees on

. Critical Infrastructure, and International Relations. He is also active in NARUC activities designed to improve regulated
companies  Tnorlty business pré&urement practices. Chairman Carter sought appointment to the Committee on Yyater
because he recognizes the stress ida’ ] jon growth is placing on existing water resources. He understands
that water and wastewater utility regulation has an important role in the development of future conservalion efforts and water
supply alternatives in Florida, as well as the stale's public health and economic vitafity. Chairman Carter was bomn in
Douglas, Georgia and graduated from Atkinson County High School {in Pearson). He volunteered for the United States Army
and served in the Presidential Honor Guard in Washington, D.C. and the First Armored Division in Germany. After being
honorably discharged from the Army, Chairman Carter attended Tallahassee Community College and Florida State University
graduating with a bachelor of science in mass communications. After a tour of duty with the 124th Infantry (U.S. Army
Reserve) in the Pahama Canal Zone, Chairman Carter retumned Io Tallahassee where he set up a public relations firm that,
for over 10 years, concentrated on political campaigns. He then worked as a financial consultant for Waddell & Reed, Florida
Professional Services Group, and Merrill Lynch. Chairman Carter left Merrill Lynch to complete law schoaol at the Florida
State University College of Law. After graduation, he became a member of the Florida Bar and specialized in business law.
Chairman Carter's government leadership includes service as the Director of the Division of Land Sales, Deputy Director of
the Department of Management Services, and multiple senior staff positions with the Florida House of Representatives.
Chairman Carter holds a master's degree in theological science from Smith Chape! Bible University and is currently pastor
of the Beil: | Zhurch in Gretna, Florida. Chairman Carter’ - and has two children.

e ——T

Lisa Polak Edgar was appointed to the Florida Public Service Commission by Governor Jeb Bush for a four-year term
beginning January 2005. She served as Chairman from January, 2006 to January, 2008 and participated as a member of the

E|gu_'%a Energz Commission and the Governor's Action Team on Energy and Climate Change. Commissioner Edgar is a
member of The National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners Board of Directors and the Telecommunications

Committee. She serves on the Federal Communications Commission Universal Service Joint Board and the U.S. Department

of Transportation Technical Pipeline Safety Standards Committee. She is a member of Leadership Florida, Class XXIV, Prior
jaiging the ) ommissi@ar served as Deputy Secretary for the Florida Department of Environmental Protection

“ Her responsibilities al DEP ijicluded oversight of the agency's $2.1 billion budget, fiscal and strategic planning,

sersuntability measures, information technology, administrative services, geological survey, and cocrdination between the
state and federal government on environmental issues, including oil and gas drilling on the Outer Continental Sheif.
Commissioner Edgar represented the State of Florida on the Minerais Management Service Quter Continental Shelf (OCS)
Palicy Committee from 1993-2004, and on the Subcommittees on Environmental Studies in OCS Areas under Moratoria and
OCS Hard Minerals. During her career in public service, Commissicner Edgar has also served as chief analyst on Environmental

igy f li t, Executive Office of the Governor; senior cabinet aide in the Department of
Agriculture and Consumer Services; staff counsel and legislative analyst for the Florida Senate Committees on
Reappontionment and Regulated Industries; completed the Harvard Kennedy School of Government Program for Senior
Executives in State and Local Government; and co-taught a special topics graduate course on the Everglades at Florida
A&M University. Commissioner Edgar received a Bachelor of Science and a Juris Dactorate from Florida State University
and is a member of the Florida Bar. She studied in London during her undergraduate education and in Yugoslavia during law
school. She and her husband are raising their two young children in Tallahassee.

Katrina J. McMurrian was appointed to the Florida Public Service Commission by Governor Jeb Bush for a four-year term
beginning January 2006. Commissioner McMurrian serves on the Mational Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners
(NARUC) Committee on Consumer Affairs, the Committee on Electricity, the Subcommittee on Education and Research, the

Continued
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PROGRESS ENERGY FLORIDA, INC.

(1) provide needed baseload capacity,
(2) improve fuel diversity, (3) reduce
Florida's dependence on fuel oil and natural
gas, (4) reduce air emissions compliance
costs, and (5) contribute to the long-term
stability and reliability of Florida's electric
grid.

If approved, when will Levy Nuclear

Units 1 and 2 be in service?
According to the petition, the proposed in-
service dates for the proposed units are
2016 and 2017.

What if | can’t attend the customer
meeting or prefer not to speak? Are
there other ways to comment on the
issue?
Any person who wants to comment or
“=vida information to the PSC o#~#¢
regarding this matter may do so in wniting.
Correspondence will be placed in the docket
file. Written comments should be mailed
to: .

Florida Public Service Commission
Office of Commission Clerk
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

The PSC will also accept faxes
and e-mails.

er: 1-800-511-0809
:t e-mail address:
ct@psc.state.fl.us

Please be sure to include the
docket number, 080148-Ei.

If you have questions, call the Florida Public
Service Commission’s Division of Regula-
tory Compliance and ConsumerAssistance
at 1-800-342-3552.

Who can answer technical or legal
questions?

For technical questions, contact:
Robert Graves
(850) 413-7009

Tom Ballinger
(850) 413-6680

For legal questions, contact:
Katherine Fleming
(850) 413-6218

Where on the Internet can | obtain

more detailed information?
Detailed docket information is available on
the PSC Web site at www.floridapsc.com.
Click on Dockets and Filings/Dockets and
then type in the docket number, 080148.

7 When will the PSC make a decision?
The PSC staff is scheduled to file a rec-
ommendation with the Commission on July
2,2008. The Commissioners are expected

._to vote on this matter at the July 15,2008,

_ Agenda Conference.
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NaMe [/ (L ( rh iy ey

BUSINESSNAME __ [A WAz p TS A OO (/ Y44
ADDRESS ?f&“ . S« so2 hpé ﬁV’L/?/Zﬂ
crv/statE/ZIP _ f) e e o, S~ O

PHONE (D52 L& §— ce< &

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES 1576




b

Docket Number: Utitity Name:
Hearing Location: Date:
Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME 8WT/V BeRGEKR

BUSINESS NAME

aporess 0, O - l%'f)’ﬁ// g3

CITY / STATE / ZIP I/\/GL/‘-S/ (L 3 M9
PHONE (332 Y47 -FTR €

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME Eowgap §. Reajtrno

BUSINESS NAME /U1 - oy BLoc-

ADDRESS _ 03> Rt & (otr 20 [wgrsy pHevP

CITY/STATE/ZIP __Crylr AL Rivea_ R

PHONE (. 30y 795~ 4Lk

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE/ ZIP

PHONE | )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D YES 1575



Docket Number: Utility Name:

Hearing Location: Date:
Attending CAF Stalf:

4

PLEASE PRINT

Nave BB Y /Y A s Jy

BUSINEssNAME _ RS 7

ADDRESS (6269 /7T SRR oW

oy /sTateszie BRooks 2 lA FL . Jug 4
PHONE (35X y $G£ - 23270

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @' YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME A/éA/é‘/ Zaa,(’f

BUSINESSNAME _ /XET I RES | | l/
aopress /& 83 poevit mowd fowpucit  LeaP

CITY / STATE / ZIP Caqsvol Pwen L 329499

PHONE (352 795 715 5

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME T/ﬂ/’lﬁﬁ &P fes ]/

BUSINESS NAME _ RETIRED
nooress L700  ULMERTON R # ¢

ey ssmate sz L AR &0 ; FL 3377/
PHONE (39'{) LLI-F7/L

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ YES 1977




Docket Number: Utility Name: @

Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME SO_lL(,{ @@\oe

BUSINESS NAME
ADDRESS | C@Q\er HM,{
CITY / STATE / ZIP \fbw\&ee{&@ o b

PHONE (3&1) So2 €56 ¢

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME \;}..ﬁ-{é’.r: e )%e’rjm\

BUSINESS NAME
aooRess 1 0GAR M. Lo et Dty
CITY / STATE / ZIP (\ ry st Q VR s

PHONE (2R 194 S- 0z €

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @rés

PLEASE PRINT

NAME /74?:0"?/ /01 oéeww/‘j

BUSINESS NAME . . / \/
ADDRESS £33 X Frve Moo /7’/
CITY / STATE / ZIP /74"/"455%1_:?} /2 $YYY A

PHONE ( )

C”\’—._/-/w ‘ ' ; .
- (\\p#°Bo vou wish To sPEak? | 9755 1578
A 5peer 1O %




Docket Number: Utility Name;
Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Stalff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME [2EAl L. PrE7TERScd

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS J{6°32 A C&#T 173755 Pl

CITY / STATE / ZIP Z;/a, /s £/ B huye

PHONE (JYSA) Y47 - /o2

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

PLEASE PRINT

NavE T £/4) ) JacK Dx"’“ LIS
BUSINESS NAME
aopRess [ 540 ¢ A
cryistateszp D0 ) E Abgas P
PHONE (39 2*) &7 £39¢

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @'Tss

PLEASE PRINT

NAME Qw;k\a C %—&Q\( /M(, ﬂa ‘7[’?5 4 /
BUSINESS NAME =
aopress _ OSND C We vToed N
CITY/STATE/ZIP _ N wusotae s, ¥ L

PHONE (383\ k\_gr\(o’ \—\\Lrg'g_ .
DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @YES 1579




Docket Number: Utility Name: /,a
Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME DQ f/‘// Dl amen £7/

BUSINESS NAME DWMW’I// 7/724'/ %%1‘71474 2 <
ADDRESS 20145 5E //f)% /¢VE7

CITY / STATE / ZIP Ta I, Ff'
PHONE () §Q e 7- ’T‘é[‘f}

DO YOU WiSH TO SPEAK? YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME \<ﬁ\) N Q\) WAL W e nn

BUSINESS NAME {_RE[/ N\,\Q)\ QQ(A‘\-,Q M |
aooress AR A4 2\ NN QQVL% \,‘\.v\_)v\ V
CITY / STATE / ZIP L-QCC\J\AFO i 2‘-—\\1&&0 \ /

pHONE (35 Z) $20) 1847

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @/YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME ;::Lpa‘rw—’% ( ,éﬁp)é//zféd 4

BUSINESS NAME ///I_S‘a wers—

ADDRESS MLMML* )

CITY / STATE / ZIP v’{a:/c//u M// AL 39YE 5
PHONE (33220 & 7#/01409

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ﬁE 1580




-5 BUSINESS NAME

Docket Number: Utility Name:

Hearing Location: Date: / L—f
Attending CAF Staff: /

PLEASE PRINT

NAME zﬂ% JJQ[ ) g| ™ ]P o/

BUSINESS NAME

apDRESS 53§ A, 8\{61(}10#’(/ Dr Q\

O
| Y
A
CITY / STATE / ZIP BQV- Ht“g’/ Fl 3 yq+bs™ L) %

PHONE (35 2, \5’517’0‘3?&?

&
DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @YES Q\PJ

PLEASE PRINT

\\

NAME %\\ s \sedd

ADDRESS _ Masno s AVE -

D) N
CITY / STATE / 2IP \[[(bi\\QemM =l
PHONE (3R%() IS -YRFY

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @Es

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE/ ZIP

PHONE { )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D'ves 1583




Docket Number: Utility Name: @j
Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME _QHeERryr pPHUUPS

BUSINESSNAME __ C'TRUS. 20)30  jalc. &é'/
o

ADDRESS _2218 N \WATEMSEDSE pa, \<

CITY/STATE/ZIP _CRY¥STAL- QIVER FL. 34429 ®

PHONE ( 852 ) 646500

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

NAME U—J/LH\)EY E’QLLL‘); )\)
BUSINESS NAME Jelina g

appress _ @ 1 -3 Cp"““”\ H 0P AO/VL:L,
cmmmm;zmgmwb FX, BSOS
PHONE ‘]‘;g—% 799"—'/(0/ 9\

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE / ZIP

PHONE )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D YES 1674




Docket Number: Utility Name: ’ l
Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME /}7 / 1[ cj/ / /s

BUSINESS NAME ‘/ a/ / [As ‘/LC-‘*J ‘&wcé
ADDRESS lp O, ,I? Lo 27—)

ciry s sTaTE/ZIP =, IQ F—%Q

pHoNE 432y YLt ) S5 27

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME 7 Denesas  [u)ald ro A

BUSINESSNAME __ Ste rrec C\go

aooress PO R __4&a \\ %
CITY /STATE/ZIP __Hrrru 0 545 %S'grc,j TYYLH 7 %
J CO\

PHONE { ) . &

PLEASE PRINT

NAME - /Antﬁ Coole

BUSINESS NAME /f/or"r]w(d Lo e Aﬁag, .
ADDRESS [EC0G A‘sl\vmw( b,«-

CITY / STATE / ZIP TCWV\UM C( S262Y
pione (L12y €44 - DG 17

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ YE§ v 1581




Docket Number: Utility Name: / 3
Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

O A (e o e &/\L\% C/(:é@{
BUSINESS NAME | €ane Sper, Vne,
aopress 3 ElKins %(/ Po.Box @

CITY / STATE / ZIP 1\8\18,. FC 244Uq
PHONE (2B Ay - 2483

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ES |

PLEASE PRINT

nave _ T T ’PE/( oA 7
BUSINESS NAME
aooress 545 LYNDHYRST ST

CITY / STATE / ZIP —DVNgDﬁN =/l Byé?f
PHONE (/27 /’f/;)\“'g?—q, /

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE / ZIP

PHONE { )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D YES 1582




&

Docket Number: Utility Name:

Hearing Location: Date:

Attending CAF Staff:

PLEASE PRINT

NAME §M5ar\ Kirlk

BUSINESS NAME
ADDRESS 29 .54 /6‘(1\5?_5 BQU%DP
CITY / STATE / ZIP leﬁ)%.,/ ,)P,\/er £/ \

PHONE (3SR 725 208/

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? @ YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE / ZIP

PHONE )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? D YES

PLEASE PRINT

NAME

BUSINESS NAME

ADDRESS

CITY / STATE / ZIP

PHONE )

DO YOU WISH TO SPEAK? Q YES 1584




John & Pamela Miller

COMMISSION
Telefinbne B52 748 5624

_ . FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
:\?'lﬂml 'ngfmssaang [_J Administrative ] Parties {(HConsumer
DOCUMENT NO. 01912 -pg

DISTRIBUTION: _ECR, GCL

| April 2008
Progress Energy Transmission Planning Group F!mpwmmmﬂ
299 First Avenue North DivicineatRCA
St. Petersburg, Florida 33701 :
080 14¢
Gentlemen and Ladies,

We are writing to encourage you to review our area ( Sumpter County, Wildwood, South
of Lake Okahumpka) while considering your route plans to be applied for to the EPA this
next month. We are concerned that your plans include installing this transmission line
through our community.

As we walk around the property of Continental Country Club, of which we are residents,
we are reminded why we choose this wonderful area of Florida to spend our retirement
years.

First ,of course in this community is our golf course, the first course designed by
Ron Garl, the challenge even he could not imagine. This is a golf course that he still
considers one of his best.

Second, is the magnificent live oak trees. These lovely trees have been preserved by
planning the property lines and home placement to preserve them. A drive down Big Oak
Lane makes you feel you are on a movie set. This street is so beautiful, one does not focus
on the middle America mobile homes .

Third, is the cost of living in this wonderful oasis ,in the middle of a quickly growing
county. .

We are sure you are wondering if our home is effected if you need more land to put down
your high line. YES it is, as will be every home. This property runs by the skin of its teeth
on a budget that we can afford. Removing a bunch of homes to allow this right of way
will destroy the ability of so many residents here to pay the amount needed to cover the
lost revenue. We also have the dreadful feeling that this lovely oasis will be gone in ten
years if all of these things snowball in our community.



We keep thinking of people called tree huggers and green people and now realize how
important their role is, when it comes to these matters that faces us ( and you) right
now.We know it will be simpler to just drop the line along the one you have now and
displace the 37 homes or more, which I counted along the edge of this area...but the
effects are just so dreadful to consider. Because this is a retirement community, one of
our simple pleasures is to see wildlife all over the place. We have named our alligators
and do not ask to have them removed unless or until they become dangerous to us and
themselves. We have incredible amounts of birds and turtles, owls, egrets, eagles and so
many more animals that were here long before we were.

As we look at the high line now in place there is a spot near the lake and canals where I
can not help but wonder why you can not come this point and then go directly South to
the Tumpike and continue to the place you need to arrive.

This land which we suggest is undeveloped, planned to be developed, yes, this we
know...but consider that the developers most likely will be able to use the property that

you need for right a ways for storage , garaging, retention areas and still have the
commercial value that they intended to develop.

This would allow our county,Sumter, to preserve its property tax income, and allow our
residential comunity to continue in the manner that it was created.

We would think middle America deserves not to have its retirement dreams dashed as
well. A great majority of people in our community ( Continental Country Club) will not
be able to tolerate the impact that you will be asking us to bear, either emotionally,
physically or financially. Please, we beg of you to go to your drawing boards and review
your thoughts and plans. Also , please drive to our property and take a ook at options that
you might not have thought about before this.... PLEASE!!! '

We are going to be asking all of our neighbors as well as our children to please ask you to
reconsider your plans and come up with a way to allow Florida to increase the lines
needed and still preserve this wonderful property and way of life for about 950
households.

Considering that you sent letters to these 950 households, we find it most perplexing that
no one from our community were included in your September meetings, long before these
letters were mailed. With all of the renewed lines by SECOQ, it is no wonder the
population here believed this project was a continuation of their upgrades. It has not been
a lackadaisical population here, although it might have seems to you that this is so. In
January the day these letters arrived our manager , Tom Eaton, asked for an information
meeting. It was April 4th before this happened. Therefore now we are a bit panicked

Sincerely,

N RECEIVED
/Vl é{/b\ REAPR 2y 209QD

Flaridz PUsscostice Lommissine
DivieiarnfROA




cc: Florida House of Representives, Rep. Gibson
cc: Continental Country Club, GM, Tom Eaton
cc: CEO Progress Electric

7~ cc: Jlorida Public Service Commission

RECEIVED

APR 24 200

DivicionofRCA
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Florida Public Service Commission
Office of Commission Clerk

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850
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Petition to Determine the Need for Levy Nuclear Units 1 and 2 Electrical Power Plant by ‘F P SC

ogress Energy Florida, IncMay -5 », 9: 27

DOCKET NO. 080148-EI COHH!S
CLER

E FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
;:l Adminigtrative | ] Purties Consumer :

| DOCUMENT NO. 019)2 -08 |
ET’IM: m’i;![;‘v 070,_1_ I/,CTLJ

S T e
Address /O?&g . //Zf\/fﬂ IZAPJCI-—{fATH
CRys7AaL KiJer | Fo 3448

If you want to let the Public Service Commission know how you feel about this case,
you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.
Correspondence will be placed in the file of this docket.

510
X N

CONSUMER COMMENTS

We already have our falr share of nuclear power plants in our nelghborhood namely

Energy wants to build another nuclear facility about 3.5 miles from my home to the

north. Does this seem reasonable? If other communities need the power like Tampa,

e & communities let them build it in their backyard.

Because Inglis is a small town where not too many people will complain and the ;
——eommissioners think this-isjust-wenderfil Progress Energy figures this is the easiest

and cheapest place to build another plant. What about the env1ronmental impact

on our community; What impact witl it hav

a day will have to be extracted? Where is the heated water going to be dumped after

it’s used? How about all of the spent nuclear fuel? What about the transmission lines
aver our homes?

It seems that if another nuclear facility needs to be built, what’s wrong with building

yet build it elsewhere.

Sincerely,
Robert & Valerie Keith

Fold and tape — see back for address
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Florida Public Service Commission
Office of Commission Clerk

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850
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**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**
Kimberlex Pena

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 3:58 PM
To: Ruth Nettles

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: 080148

Please add to docket file

----- Original Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Wednesday, April 30, 2008 8:26 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for docket

From: Webmaster

Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2008 3:08 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us {mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, April 29, 2008 3:08 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: dolphinlover2@tampabay.rr.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Suzann Anderson

Company:

Primary Phone: 727-868-8668
Secondary Phone:

Email: dolphinlover2@tampabay.rr.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:
Hello,

i DIS'I'{flIB UTION: EC

FPSC, CLK . CORRES
] PO
Administrative [ ] Partia NDENCE

DOCUMENT NO_0{4/2-#1




**CLK OFFICIAL DOCUMENT...**

I 'am wnting you today to express my extreme displeasure regarding the Progress Energy power lines that may
possibly be coming to my area. Our neighborhood is one of three local areas being considered. We live in a rural
character area comprising of large acreage. The current building trend is large and expensive Estate type homes
on lots of a minimum of 5 acres. We the area residents have invested our considerable resources to preserve the
beauty of this rural character area. This project would greatly devalue our homes. Large power lines would be a
slap in the face to us who have invested so much to appreciate the area. The other two locations up for
consideration in our area are much better suited for this massive project. The Shady Hills area already has large
power lines that run along main roads and through undeveloped areas. The Suncoast Parkway would be the
perfect area for this project due to the fact it would run besides a Highway of mostly undeveloped land. There
have been many studies on the safety / health hazards the ELF-EMFs from the power lines emit. No one can
determine if there is definitely or not any danger to area residents. For these and many other obvious reasons, I
strongly urge you to eliminate our Hudson area from consideration on this project.

Sincerely,

Suzann Anderson
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‘ FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE

—— —-Administrative__ Parties_i-Consumer
7 DOCUMENT NO._0){9) 2.~ 0¥

Date ~/12/78 DISTRIBUTION:

N T 57 N

e A ) I

oo LR GENED

r d ‘ ﬂ—éﬂd . " s o :‘.

V30 TPreitie . st R 28 1400

'( 7 QL = Sfnrife ?ﬁsﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂi}&%&? Sehe
F252 5 ' el m‘?ﬁhr

RE: Progress Energy copsideration of the westem corridor through Pasco County and
my subdivision of At ey Paetl,

Dear £/ds ﬁ(’ .

[ the undersigned would like to register my objectxons for Progress Energy to consider

any part of our subdivision adet Agtades 72
for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for the followmg reason:

( -7) Tamretired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very
costly to me. It is something that I cannot afford to do.

(). 1purchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.

( ) If only part of my suﬁdiﬁsion is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

(1/_(1 would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
( ) Iam concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

( 14/1 am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that ] am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my commumty and most of all T am cogcemed N

about the possible loss of my current home.
’ ’ WWJ /”/4'4"‘//7@"’”

Sincerely Gpteec Ao £- e - %/f&
<t o2 - & M W/
xW

Brdra Coye ﬁ e {AW S Ao

address: .S,
e
L bl De e ’Zf‘iﬂm
eel Poqf Prelice, 2.8 ™ Q“fé 7
"Gl 55 71 -

Progress Energy notification 4




-

/g _/;15'9 g

Date{'f {

(P t———

TO:
Hor G&zﬁf‘nl-ﬁ‘ﬁﬂk,gg

RE: Progress Energ cons:der}st;on of the western corridor through Pasco County and
my subdivision of X2 ap. FH /1ALy

Dear

I the undersigned would like torresister. my objectjons far Pr~gress Energy to consider
any part of our subdivision Ly FHfc4f

for the inclusion in their proposed new mign voltage hines tor the following reason:

(X) 1am retired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very U‘b
costly to me. It is something that I cannot afford to do.

() Ipurchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.

(”N I only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

(;,X) [ would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
() 1am concerned about the health hazards of a closely instatled power line.

()(;) 1 am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that I am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my community and most of all I am concerned
about the possible loss of my current home.

Sincerely
, A
vy Ly T N - . PR - o
7708 Grgawad D MNewewr grciey F
address: : '

05 Du Gt
\J [ RS

Progress Energy nolification 4 .

iy P ‘ac:aémw& Tigsie
Phsded r"m e

-\ J},AELQ



it ﬁi?’dbnﬁbﬂiﬁ%& wissios
NivigianafRCA

my subdmsmn of _

o af% /

register my :bjections fqr Progress. Energy to,consider

I the undersigned would like
any part of our subdivision
for the mclusnon in thelr proposcd new hxgh voltage lmes tor the

followjng reason:

( N'(.) Iam retnred and livingona ﬁxed income and a relocation would be very
© cosfly to'me. Tt is something that I cannot afford to do.

( ) Fparchaséd iy homé'to phicé'¢ iy children in a certain school distrigt and,
do not want to disrupt them.

( If only part of my subdms:on is gaken the mcreased pror gq homqowngr
ﬁ dues would bé a firlhncial burden. 4

( ?Q I -‘vbdlild ndt be able" “fo Eeburché;é and firidnce a comparable home.,
( ,{J I am concemed about the health hazards of' a closely m;talled pqwer line.,

1) I am' concerned about the envuonmental 1mpact as our s.om;numty is surroundec
by wetlands. '

Please note théi 1 am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my.commaunity and most of all I am concerned
about the posmble loss of my current home

Sincerely- _ _,zd

¢ 4 - AL M L2
aguress. %/ M /@

IEY3 VMV pry 7/5 m“ “

T ey b G

/s 7

E?‘E



From: "Web forms" <webforms@heoc-wwwé.house.gov>
Date: 4/6/2008 12:35:29 BPM

To: fl09%ima@mail.house.gov

Subject: IMA MAIL ON WEBENE

<APP>SCCMAIL | . L

<PREFIX>Ms</PREFIX> I A
<FIRST>Sherry</FIRST> ; e
<MIDDLE></MIDDLE> PSR LT
<LAST>Stang</LAST> Fifinlan afl 105 T
<SUFFIX></SUFFIX>

<ADDR1>2534 Evershot Drive</ADDR1>
<ADDRZ> </ADDR2>

<CITY>New Port Richey</CITY>
<STATE>F1L</STATE>

<ZIP>34655</ZIP>

<ZIP4>4807</ZIP4>
<ISSUE>WEBENE</ISSUE>
<EMAIL>sherrystang@mac.com</EMAIL>

<AFFL>EMAIL.OPTIN</AFFL>

<MSG>
Dear Honerable Bilirakis,

Progress Energy is considering a western corridor through Pasco County and my
subdivision Briar Patch Villiage.

I would like to register my cbjections for Pogress Energy to considering any
part of my subdivision Briar Patch Villiage for inclusion in their proposed new

high voltage lines.

I am retired from Pinellas County Schools and live on a fixed income and
relocation would be very costly to me. I can not afford to move.

If only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowners dues
would be a great finanicial burden.

I also would not be able to pruchase or finance a comparablr home.

I am concerned about health hazards with power lines and the environmental
impact on out surrounded wetlands.

Please note I am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and possible loss of my
home .

Please help me and my neighbors.
Sincerely

Sherry Stang

2534 Evershot Drive

New Port Richey FL 34655
phone 727 236-8142




s

L e

Lare /’%/Z/ﬂg
féﬂﬂWﬁWw ; -
Tbhesiglon - D& 20575

RE: Progress Energy consideration of the western corridor through Pasco County and
my subdivision of

Dess (IA7 < ot Jrdeierhoes

| the undersigned would hike to register my objections for Progress Energy to consider
any part of our subdivision MMW,
for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines Kr the following reason:
( (I am retired and living on z fixed income and a relocation would be very
¢ostly to me. It is something that 1 cannot afford to do.

{ ) 1purchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them,

{ Mf' only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

{ '/( i would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
( &-§ 1am concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

t[/) I am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands,

Please note that [ am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
- new high voltage lines running through my community and most of all | am concerned
about the possible loss of my current home.

Sinccre!y

address W %

sres Frergy seufication 4
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RE: Progress Energy consideration of the w /stem comdoyr ugh Pasco County and
my subdivision of Ry A2

Dear Ggg é‘é / 4.{2/{4,5

I the undersigned would like to register my objections for Progress Energy to consider

any part of our subdivision
for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for the following reason:

{ i%{ I am retired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very
costly to me. It is something that I cannot afford to do.

( V/ I purchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.

( /{ If only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

( -/{ I would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
( ,/)/ I am concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

( (/)/ [ am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that T am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my community and most of all I am concerned
about the possible loss of my current home.

Sincerely

jgui CHEF R o
o Az ‘//%T/z'ip 7 Torn) T WS 7
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RE: Progress Energy consideration of the western corridor through Pasco County and
‘my subdivision of _ S a con_ Petod U o

Dear ‘/uv\’,!un_— BL&AD-W

I the undersigned would like to register my objections for Progress Energy to consider
any part of our subdivision 75 o & Koa—lady

for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for the following reason:

(X ) 1am retired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very
costly to me. It is something that I cannot afford to do.

( ) T1purchased my home to placemy children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.,

(X ) TIfonly part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden,

(X) Twould not be able to répurchase and finance a comparable home.
(%) Iam concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

( X) Tam concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that I am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my community and most of ali I am concerned
about the possible loss of my current home,

Sincerely

o S Randly

address:

25_'55/ WVW‘MM&/
*fes’f

Progress Energy notification 4



Date fi,‘gf‘ t_p_. ,0200%

TO: S,
o nova ole GCus [JDJ; [ eRES
} (? we /S +Hh

\a a2l «‘o‘nfog, 20515

RE: Progress Energy consideration of the western corrido: through Pasco County_and
my subdivision of Bear Patey - ’L%gg ok Seven S pnys

Dear th}rc;gmqm (% Livakes

1 the undersigned would like to register my oba')ections for Progress Energy to bonsider
any part of our subdivision Beiwr Patety v
for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for the following reason:

( ) 1amretired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very
costly to me, It is something that I cannot afford to do.

(\/I purchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.

( L/If only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

{ I would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
( M/ I am concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

( v/l am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that I am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my community and most of all T am concerned

about the possible loss of my current home.
Sincerely
27
addfgss: U &7
Tecemy Kol

255 (a0 woed Dviae.
Nuu%&ﬁ Riry (FL 34655
I T

Progress Energy notification 4




Lothar F. Reichert
2522 Gailwood Drive, New Port Richey, FL 34655

April 7, 2008 . C)
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Hon. Gus Bilirakis
1630 Longworth HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Re.: Progress Energy consideration of the western Transmission Lines Corridor through
Pasco County and the subdivision of Briar Patch of Seven Springs.

Dear Mr. Bilirakis:

| the undersigned would like to register my objections to Progress Energy’s
consideration to take any part of my subdivision of Briar Patch of Seven Springs for the
inclusion in their new transmission lines corridor for the following reasons:

1. | am retired on a fixed income and relocation of my household would be very
- costly to ma.
2. If only part of my subdivision would be taken, the increased prorated homeowner

dues would be a financial burden to me.
3. | am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded

by wetlands.
4. Buying out homeowners along the corridor would be extremely costly for

Progress Energy and would unfairly increase our electrical costs.

Please note that | am extremely concerned with this issue and do not want the new
transmission lines running through my community and most of all | am concerned about
the possible loss of my current home.

Sinc

W

P
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RE: Progress Energy consxderatto‘

f the western corridor through Pgsco County and

my subdivision of

Dear%a&;@!%%

I the undersigned would like to reg;:;ter my objections for Prog Energy to cons1der
any part of our subdivision __ s Zre st~ J@ 7§Z %j

for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for th lowmg reason:

( /)/ I am retired and living on a fixed income and a relocation would be very
costly to me. It is something that I cannot afford to do.

{— ) Ipurchased my home to place my children in a certain school district and
do not want to disrupt them.

( /f If only part of my subdivision is taken, the increased prorated homeowner
dues would be a financial burden.

(.7 @'would not be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.
( -/f I am concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line.

( v+ Tam concerned about the environmental impact as our community is surrounded
by wetlands.

Please note that I am EXTREMELY concerned with this issue and DO NOT want the
new high voltage lines running through my community and most of all I am concerned
about the possible loss of my current home.

bincerely

address:
(7?7/7//4225;/@ g{

‘/
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Hon. Gus Bilirakas
1630 Longworth HOB T ST P Sol B L nTine

LYY

Washington, DC 20515 L P lgn wf 30

RE: Progress Energy consideration of the wésterﬁ corridor through Pasco County and
My subdivision of Briar Patch. '

Dear, Hon. Gus Bilirakas

I would like to register my objections for Progress Energy to consider ahy part of our
Subdivision of Briar Patch for the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines
for the following reasons.

1. Iam retired and spent a lot of time in Florida to find my present home. Although
it is my second home my wife and I along with my 3 children use the home a lot.
It is a new home and is only about three years old and I cannot understand how
a major utility cannot determine a need for new high voltage lines before permits
are issued and new homes are built. If this plan goes through I do not believe I
would be able to repurchase and finance a comparable home.

2. Whenl purbhased my home I was told that there were state protected wet lands
around our homes and I am concerned if Progress Energy comes in and takes
down 70 of our homes. What is the environmental impact going to be?

3. Iam very concerned about the possible lost of my current home and wish that
Progress Energy could find a corridor with open land so they wouldn’t have to
take anyone’s home,

Thank you for your help in this matter.

“Russell E. Scott
7700 Saganau Dr. 75 Ward St.
New Port Richey, Fl. 34655 Westbury, NY 11590
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Hon. Gus Bilirakas
1630 Longworth HOB
Washington, DC 205135

RE: Progress Energy consideration of the western corridor through Pasco
County and my subdivision of Briar Patch Village at Seven Springs

Dear Hon. Gus Bilirakas,

I, the undersigned, would like to register my objections for Progress Energy to
consider any part of our subdivision, Briar Patch Village at Seven Springs, for
the inclusion in their proposed new high voltage lines for the following reasons:

a. I am concerned about the environmental impact as our community is
surrounded by wetlands and conservation area.

b. I am concerned about the health hazards of a closely installed power line,

C. [ am concerned that due to the current housing market, the home values
may not allow for some people to pay off their existing mortgages, relocate, and
purchase a new home. This could cause a financial hardship especially for
retirees on fixed incomes.

d. I am concerned that if only a portion of the subdivision is taken, the
value of the remaining homes would decrease due to the location of the power
lines and the potential hazard. Also, the increase prorated homeowner dues
may cause a financial burden especially for those on fixed incomes.

Even though, I feel that it would be cost prohibitive for Progress Energy to take
through eminent domain the properties in our area, I still felt that I should
write and make my concerns heard. Please do not let them destroy the
beautiful homes and conservation land in this area.

Sincerely,

Lyhne M. Paul
7701 Saganau Drive
New Port Richey, FL 34655



From: "Web forms" <webformséheoc-wwwb.house.gov>
Date: 3/23/2008 10:05:25 AM

To: £109ima@mail.house.gov

Subject: IMA MAIL ON WEBQTH

<APP>SCCMAIL
<PREFIX>Ms.</PREFIX> . ”“‘_fﬂ,,lih\ﬁﬁ‘n“»@ ol
<FIRST»Nancy</FIRST> T naatamafTa

<MIDDLE>J.</MIDDLE>
<pAST>Minnette</LAST>
<SUFFIX></SUFFIX>

<ADDR1>7629 Wimpole Drive</ADDR1>
<ADDR2> </ADDR2>

<CITY>New Port Richey</CITY>
<STATE>FL</STATE>
<ZIP>34655</Z1P>
<ZIP4>4812</ZIP4>
<ISSUE>WEBOTH</ISSUE>
<EMAIL>nanberridge@acl . com</EMAIL>

<MSG>
Sir:

It has come to my attention that Progress Energy is lcoking at my subdivision
for eminent domain for their new transmission lines. I find it appaling that
they would look at displacing so many homeowners, when they have exisiting
lines. Needless to say I AM AGAINST them taking my home as well as many others.
Perhaps they should loock at using an oil-o-static installation as opposed to
this.

Thanks
Nancy Minnette
</MSG>

< /BPP>




4/28/2008 12:11 PM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2008 12:09 PM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberiey Pena
Subject: 080148
’ FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCEI
. ume!
inistrative
Please add to docket file 080148 [ Admini L] pur 12"09'
DOCUMENT NO ___Q_L‘L—————
————— Original Message----- TION: _ﬂ__m___l_-—
From: Consumer Contact DISTR]BU

Sent: Friday, April 25, 2008 $:54 AM
To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Friday, April 25, 2008 82:39 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 10:14 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:
Name: ken lang
Company: n/a
Primary Phone:
Secondary Phone:
Email:

Response regquested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments:

regarding progress energy's proposed 17billion dollar nuclear power plant for levy county:
are you kidding? the depository for nuclear waste, the 30 yr battle in nevada has not
been resolved.

17 billion dollars will turn into 34-50 billion dollars. progress energy is charging
customers up front, but progress will end up with all the equity. who came up with that
deal?



4/28/2008 11:59 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Monday, April 28, 2008 11:58 AM
To: Ruth Nettles

Ce: Kimberley Pena

Subject: 080148

Please add to docket file 080148

----- Original Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 9:03 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 8:53 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us])
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2008 6:30 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: rayhavey@yahoo.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Ray Havey

Company: {(retired)

Primary Phone: (352) 746-1161
Secondary Phone:

Email: rayhavey@yahoo.com

Regponse requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

Progress Energy is proposing condemnation of land thru Citrus county to clear-cut & build
support towers for the proposed Levy county nuclear plant. These corridors will carry the
electricity primarily to "The Villages" to our east and Tampa Bay to our socuth. Please DO
NOT allow PE to further carve up our county. There are many alternatives available.
Incidentally, why are they not building the nuclear plant in the Tampa Bay Area? We could
not attend the public testimony hearing today at the Plantation Inn. Please advise.
Thanks.
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you may fill out this comment form and return it by mail, or send a fax to 1-800-511-0809.

I spoke at the Crystal River meeting - April 23", 2008. Mostly about economic impact upon communities due
to changes in aquifer levels. I respectfully invite the Commissioners to visit this Foundation's website at
www.amyhrf.org and go to Education Section/Impacts/Alternative Energy. Going in addition to /Critical
Influences would also be relevant in regard to local context.

1.

I am not convinced of the need for the two facilities proposed. I doubt the regional growth figures
presented. I do not consider Nuclear as a viable solution to the world GHG issues either with
respect to GHG per se, or in-time, nor with respect to electricity generation diversity. The urgent
need is to replace the two polluting coal plants at Crystal River. The competitive cost argument is
highly weighted by subsidies and the denial of the total costs of Nuclear over the long term.

My view is that the dollar investment proposed would be better applied to Solar Energy generation.
This would provide broad benefit far sooner. It would avoid the disastrous transmission line '
impacts. It would be cost effective. It would generate working skills of lasting value, give the nation
a world competitive advantage and lessen risks from nuclear proliferation . It would not impact the
scarce aquifer resource in any way. Dispersed cooling waters would have no heating impact upon
sea grasses, and thereby no impact upon protected species, commercial or recreational fishing or
ecotourism of the region. It would add nothing to the GHG levels and contribute to their reduction
given time.

I hope that you will find this helpful in your very worthwhile and difficult task.

Norman Hopkins . Director, Amy H Remley Foundation Incorporated

Fold and tape - see back for address
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Florida Public Service Commission
Office of Commission Clerk

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850
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Ann Cole

FPSC, CLK - Coww‘m
From: Ann Cole : FAdministrative ] Parties 7} Consumer

Sent:  Thursday, April 24, 2008 4:36 PM ggw NO. 9/ 9/2-0¢8
To: Katherine Fleming UTION:

Cc: Kimberley Pena
Subject: RE: Dockets #080149 -El, 08148 -El, 080009 -EY, 080007 -El, 070650 -E}

Thanks for the follow up. I will see to it that the email and attachunent are placed in Docket
Correspondence - Consumers & their representatives for the above-referenced docket nos. today.

From: Katherine Fleming

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 3:22 PM

To: Amn Cole

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: RE: Dockets #080149 -EI, 080148 -EI, 080009 -EI, 080007 -EI, 070650 -EI

I meant to have it placed in the Docket Correspondence. I noticed that it was
addressed to you and I and was just following up with whether it had been placed in
the docket correspondence.

From: Ann Cole

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 2:03 PM

To: Katherine Fleming

Cc: Kimberley Pena

Subject: RE: Dockets #080149 -EI, 080148 -EI, 080009 -EI, 080007 -EI, 070650 -El

Hey Katherine,

This has not been placed in the docket files. Would you like for this to be placed in Docket
Correspondence - Consumers & their representatives for the above-referenced docket nos?

—-Original Message-----

From: Katherine Fleming

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2008 11:22 AM

To: Ann Cole

Subject: FW: Dockets #080149 -EI, 080148 -EI, 030009 -EI, 080007 -EI, 070650 -EI

Did this get placed in the docket files for the dockets identified below? -

----- Original Message-----

From: rhonda roff [mailto:marshmaid@hughes.ne

Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2008 12:36 AM

To: Ann Cole; Katherine Fleming

Subject: Dockets #080149 -EI, 080148 -EI, 080009 -EI, 080007 -EI, 070650 -EI

Dear Ms. Cole and Ms. Fleming, I respectfully request that you share this compilation of news stories with staff and the
Commission as it pertains to the potential costs in the above referenced open dockets involving nuclear power generation.
Thank you in advance for your consideration, Rhonda

Rhonda Roff, President
Save It Now, Glades!

4/24/2008
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PO Box 1953
Clewiston, FL, 33440
863.983.4639
marshmaid@hughes.net
www.saveitnowglades.org
"It is difficult to get a man to understand something, when his job depends on his not understanding it."

Upton Sinclair

4/24/2008



WE THE PEOPLE, INC.
C/0 Bill Reeves, Esquire
1882 Capital Circle NE
Suite 206
Tallahasaee, Florida 32308
{850) 201-0954
(850} 219-0053 FAX
BRLAW@hotmail.com

PRESS RELEASE

Tallahassee April 8, 2008

WE THE PEOPLE, INC, a non-profit whistleblower
organization whose purpose is to provide the public with
information about the safety and operation of nuclear power
plants and the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission is
concerned about recent disclosures regarding discoveries of
serious safety problems in newly constructed facilities in
Europe and the United States.

Recent media reports in Eurcpe and Canada have
documented numerous construction and safety flaws at the
first European pressurized reactor to be built in Northern
France and have warned that these problems will be exported
by the French to Canada and the United States. An April 7,
2008 Information Notice issued by the US Nuclear Regulatory
Commission also warns all holders of licenses for nuclear
power reactors and applicants for licenses to construct new
plants to watch out for counterfeit parts in their supply
chainsg after counterfeit valves and circuit breakers were
discovered in the United States. Copies of these reports
are attached.

WE THE PEOPLE has previously called for and is
circulating petitions demanding an investigation o¢f the US
Regulatory Commission by the United States Congress based
on the discovery of counterfeit or substandard parts in

more than 70 existing US power plants and the Commission’s



failure to conduct inspections required to cure such
defects. The Commission has also failed to adequately
address the health and safety of people who would be at
risk of serious harm or death should there be a nuclear
accident at a nuclear power plant. “The best the NRC can
offer many elderly and other children who could not be
quickly evacuated after an accident are iodine pills” said
Stephen Comley, founder of WIP, who became a nuclear safety
advocate after he learned that the NRC had no effective
plans for evacuating elderly patients from his family-run
nursing home near the Seabroock, New Hampshire nuclear power
plant.

More information about the petition drive may be
obtained by contacting Bill Reeves at the above address.

(30)



Problems at French nuclear construction site for company seeking Ont. contract Page 1 of 1

Problems at French nuclear
construction site for company seeking
Ont. contract

Last Updated: Thursday, April 3, zomusmsr
CBC News

One of the companies campeting to build new muclear reactors in Ontario has run into trouble
with regulators in France.

The French nuclear safety watchdog says there are a number of serious infractions in the Areva
construction of a reactor in northern France - the same type of reactor it wants to sell to Ontario.

Areva is one of four companies competing to build Ontario's next power reactors, but in March

the French Nuclear Energy Agency cited the company for shoricomings in the reactor's
construction.

The agency says there was inadequate preparatory work before pouring concrete; the concrete
base was sm_allertlmnpromised; and reinforcing rods weren't up to standard.

Greenpeace Intemnational obtained a copy of the letter from the agency that was sent to Areva.

"1 think it shows the shoddy workmanship that Areva's doing building the reactors overseas,”
said Sean Patrick Stensil, Greenpeace's nuclear expert in Ontario. "And that should make Ontario
ask, "Would you want to buy or do you trust Areva to build a reactor here in Ontario?™

Areva's spokespeople in Ontario would not comment about the problems in France.

Ontario Energy Minister Gerry Philips says the crificism won't change things.

"I don't think it changes the process at all that we'll follow," Philips told CBC News, "We have a
regulator who is required to ensure the public of its safety "

Phillips hopes to choose a nuclear technology design — etther Canadian-made Candu or a
foreign design — in December.

*I¢'s going to be crucial that the people of Ontario are satisfied [the technology] works, that they
can deliver it on time, and that it meets all of the regnlatory requirements," the minister said.

hitp://www.cbc.ca/canadatoronto/story/2008/04/03/ont-nuciear him! ' 4/8/2008
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Safety fears over French nuclear technology

By Peter Allen in Paris
Last Updated: 1:46am BST 01,/04/2C08

Nuclear reactors of the kind France wants to sell to Britain suffer from “potentially
catastrophic” problems, it was clalmed yesterday.

News of the structural flaws came days after President Nicolas Sarkozy used a state visit to
Britaln to boast about his nation’s nuclear expertise.

He made it clear that devices such as the Furopean Pressurised Reactor (EPR) being bullt at
Flamanville, in Normandy, should be on Gordon Brown's shopping list as part of the "entente
formidable™ between the two countries.

advertisemont  BUL @ letter from France’s nuclear safety watchdog, ASN, leaked on a website
: . yesberday, highlighted weaknesses that could undermine the £2.8 billion project.

Pointing out "numerous matfunctions” in the building of the reactor at Fiamanville, it calls for
them to be corrected in a month. These include weaknesses in steel grids reinforcing the
concrete base supporting the reactor.

Such démage could lead to nuclear accidents, threatening the population of northemn France,
the Isle of Wight and possibly the coast of England.

The Prime Minister and Mr Sarkozy pledged last week to co-operate "on a new generation of
nuclear power plants by sharing information on safety, security and waste disposal.”

Information appearing on telegraph.co.uk is the copyright of Telegraph Media Group Limited
and must not be reproduced in any medium without licence. For the full copyright statement
see Copyright

http://www telegraph.co.uk/core/Content/displayPrintable. jhtml;jsessionid=TRGI1IF... 4/8/2068



UNITED STATES
NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION
OFFICE OF NEW REACTORS
WASHINGTON, DC 20555-0001

April 7, 2008

NRC INFORMATION NOTICE 2008-04:  COUNTERFEIT PARTS SUPPLIED TO NUCLEAR
POWER PLANTS

ADDRESSEES

Al holders of operating licenses for nuclear power reactors and applicants for combined license
to construct nuclear power plants under Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations
(10 CFR) Part 52, "Licenses, Certifications, and Approvals for Nuciear Power Plants.”

PURPOSE

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) is issuing this information notice (IN) to inform
addressees of the potential for counterfeit parts to enter their supply chains. Addressees should
raview this information and consider actions, as appropriate, to avoid similar problems. The
suggestions contained within this IN are not NRC requirements; therefore, no specific action or
written response is requrred

DESCRIPTION OF CIRCUMSTANCES
Counterfeit Valves

in November 2007, NRC became aware that Haich Unit 2 had discovered a counterfeit valve

(5" 150# 1. adish stop check valves) on the stator cooling water skid. The licensee at Hatch later
determined that it had two counterfeit valves in its facility: one in the warehouse and another one
installed in Unit 2, as the "B" stator mol‘mg water pump discharge stop check valve. The valve
installed on Unit 2 had been in service for 8 months as of the time of discovery. Upon
discovering the counterfeit valve, the licensee began to closely monitor the performance of the
valve and plans to replace it during the next refueling outage in the spring of 2009. The valve
installed at Hatch Unit 2 is being used in a non-safety related system.

eit Circut akers

NRC is aware that on December 27 and October 30, 2007, and November 16, 2006, the U.S.
Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) had announced a recall of counterfeit circuit
breakers labeled as "Square D" distributed by North American Breaker Co., inc., Connecticut
Electric and Switch Co, and Scott Electric Co. Inc. The recalled circuit breakers labeled "Square
D" were manufactured in China and distributed frorn March 2003 through April 2006, February
2005 through August 2006, and May 2005 through May 2006, respeclively. The counterfeit
circuit breakers can fail to fip when ovedoaded, posing a fire hazard to consumers.

ML.080790266
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A ficensee database search indicated that Catawba, McGuire, and Oconee nuciear power piants
had purchased Square D circuit breakers during the suspected time framea. After inspecting their
Square D circuit breakers, Oconee and McGasire Plants confirmed that the Square D breakers
that they had purchased during the suspected time frame were genuine. Catawba Nuclear
Plant, however, could not confirm the authenticity of four of its Square D circuit breakers that it
had purchased during the suspected time frame. Subsequently, Catawba removed these circuit
breakers from stock. The NRC is nol aware that the countarfeit circuit breakers have been
installed in safety-related applications. The CPSC reporis are available at
hitp:/’ww.cpsc.govicpscpub/prerel/prhfmi08/08151 himl,

http:fhwww. cpsc. govicpscpubiprerel/prhtmi08/08054 hiny, and

hitp://www.cpsc.gov/cpscpubl/prerel/pritmI07/07036 . himl.
BACKGROUND

Over the past two decades, the NRC has issued several generic communications to inform
licensees of counterfeit or misrepresented vendor products. In March 1989, the NRC siaff
issued Generic Letter {GL) 89-02, "Actions fo Improve the Detection of Countarfeit and
Fraudulently Marketed Products” (Agencywide Documents Access and Management System
(ADAMS) Accession No. ML031140060). The GL. informed licensees of program elements that
are effactive in detecting counterfeit or fraudulently marketed products and in assuring the
quality of vendor supplied products. Additionally, in Oclober 1989, the staff issued IN 89-70, and
a supplement in April 1990, “Possible indications of Misrepresented Vendor Products,” to inform
licensees of misrepresented vendor products and o provide information related to the detection
of such products (ADAMS Accession No. MLO31180470).

DISCUSSION

Although none of the counterfeit items described above were installed in safety-related
applications, these examples demonstrate the need for ficensees to remain vigitant and maintain
effective quality assurance programs to reduce the potential for introduction of counterfeit parts
into their supply chains.

In recent years many vendors, including foreigh companies, with little to no experience in the
nuclear industry have entered the market to supply parts and components for both safety and
non-safety applications toc nuclear power plants. It remains the licensees’ responsibility to
ensure that ali suppliers use standards and processes that conform io US standards. Effective
oversight of suppliers becomes increasingly more important as the nuclear industry begins
construction of new nuciear power plants in the US.

As discussed in GL 89-02, three characteristics of effective procurement and dedication
programs are (1) the involvement of engineering staff in the procurement and product
acceptance process; (2) effective source inspection, receipt inspection, and testing programs;
and {3) thorough, engineering-based programs for review, tesfing, and dedication of
commercial-grade products for suitability for use in safety-related applications. Licensees may
want to consider the applicability of these characteristics to their programs to reduce the
likelihood of the introduction of counterfeit or fraudulent products into their plants and 1o assure
" the quality of procured vendor products.
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CONTACT

This information notice requires no spedfic action or written response. Please direct any
questions about this matier to the technical contacts listed below.

/RA by TQuay foi! /RA/
Michae! Case, Director ' : Glenn Tracy, Director
Division of Palicy and Rulemaking Division of Construction Inspection and
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Operational Programs
Office of New Reactors
Technical Contacts: Omid Tabatabei | Robert Pettis
NRO/DCIPICCIB NRR/DE/EQVB
(301) 4156616 (301) 415-3214
omid tabatabai@nrc.gov ~  robert.pettis@nrc.gov
Richard Mcintyre
NRO/MDCIPICQVB
(301) 415-3215

Note: NRC generic communications may be found on the NRC public Web site,
hitp://www.nre.gov, under Eléctronic Reading Room/Document Collections
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CONTACT

This information nofice requires no specific action or written response. Please direct any
questions about this matter 1o the technical contacts Ested below.

/RA by TQuay forf RA/
Michael Case, Director Gilenn Tracy, Director
Division of Policy and Rulemaking Division of Construction Inspection and
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation Operational Programs
' Office of New Reactors
Technical Contacts: Omid Tabatabai Robert Pettis
NRO/DCIPICCIB NRR/DE/EQVB
(301) 415-6816 {301) 415.3214
omid.tabatabai@nrc.gov robert. pettis@nre.gov
Richard Mcintyre .
NRO/DCIPICQVB
(301) 415-3215

richard mcintyre@nrc.gov

Note: NRC generic communicalions may be found on the NRC public Web site,
hitp./fwww . nre.gov, under Electronic Reading Room/Document Collections

DISTRIBUTION:

IN File

ADAMS ACCESSION: MLO80790266 _
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NAME DBeaulieu. MMurphy GTracy TQuay for MGase
DATE 03 M08 04308 { B4/07I08 04/03/08
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4/23/2008 10:56 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles
From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2008 10:52 AM
To: Ruth Nettles
Cc: Kimberley Pena; Angie Calhoun
Subject FIW: My contact FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
'l -
1 Adminintrative (] Parties [T} Consumer
Please add to docket file 080148 DOCUMENT NO. 6145 ’2""0?’
————— Original Message----- DISTRIBUTION: H ;ﬁ-g (IDCJ./'
From: Consumer Contact .

Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2008 2:28 PM
To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: FW: My contact

----- Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2008 2:13 PM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.ztate.fl.us [mailto:contact@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2008 2:02 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: drvmazelis@yahoo.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Vladap Mazelis
Company: Private person
Primary Phone: 727-597-4392
Secondary Phone:

Email: drvmazelis@yahoo.com

Response requested? Yes
CC Sent? Yes

Comments:

We are very concerned about the possibility that high voltage Progress Energy power lines
will be close to our home, thus exposing ocur family to harmful EM radiation and further
decline of the value of our property. Please advise us as to the measures available to us,
in order to avoid this disaster.
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Ruth Nettles 050 1LY
From: Ruth McHargue

Sent:  Thursday, April 17, 2008 12:53 PM FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
To: Ruth Nettles [J Administrative [] Partios &3 Consamer
Cc: Kimberley Pena DOCUMENT NO.__ 0 (q }Z.—b‘E
Subject: docket file 080148 DISTRIBUTION: _(n&) /%

Please add to docket file.

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2008 4:06 PM

To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Northdale is not the route to expand

To CLK for PEF docket.

From: Anne Castens [mailto:annecastens@verizon.net]
Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2008 3:22 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Cc: Nancy Stearns

Subject: Fw: Northdale is not the route to expand

To: energyplanning@pgnmail.com
Ce: Anne Castens

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2008 3:19 PM
Subject: Northdale is not the route to expand

When we bought our home 28 years ago, we were assured the power transmission lines cutting through Northdale were not going
to be activated further.

We are seniors, and we are appalled at the idea of increasing the voltage through Northdale. Medtronics heart pacemaker manuai
states on page 46 that long exposure to transmission lines is not recommended. What are we supposed to do?....Sell our
handicapped-equipped house and move at great financial and emotional expense?

It seems that the Highway 54 corridor, where the addition al growth requires the additional power, is more acceptable. This route
entails more commercial neighborhoods where citizens are not exposed for lengthy time periods. The fact that Progress Energy
can route through Northdale at less expense is true if looking only at Progress Energy's costs. The greater expense will be paid by
the long-term residents of Northdale if our concerns are not respected.

Listen to those who will be most impacted negatively by the decision. Northdale is not the appropriate corridor,

Thank you.

Valerie Anne Castens

4/17/2008
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CAPITAL CIRCLE OFFICE CENTER © 2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0850
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DATE: April 16, 2008
Ann Cole, Commission Clerk - PSC, Office of Commission Clerk

FROM: Stephen C. Larson, Executive Secretary to Commissioner Argenziano
RE: Communication Received in Doclcet 080148-EL

Commissioner Argenziano’s office has received the attached communication from a customer in
docket #080148-EL. Please place a copy of the communication in the correspondence side of the

docket.

Attachment
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FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE
| Administrative [] Pasties [-J Consumer
DOCUMENT NO._0]4|Z-0b%

DISTRIBUTION:




HAROLD SECKINGER ARCHITECT
9843 West Marva Court
Homosassa Springs, Florida 34448
AR 0002747
CG CO17749 - FBBCS #0241

Nancy Argenziano, Commissioner
Florida Pubic Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee FL 32399-0850
16 April 2006
Re: Docket No. 0B0148-EL

Dear Commissioner Argenziano.

It is incomprehensible to me that there is even a suggestion that we should be giving
money up front to a private company to build a nuclear power plant as if we are serfs.

If customers are going to be assessed a fee every month to fund construction; then a
stock offering pricing one share at that monthly fee should be granted to every customer
who pays the fee. To even think we are obligated to pay for a private company devel-
opment for which we receive nothing other than a promise that in 10 or 15 years some-
body will be able to buy electricity is unacceptable.

Respectfully yours,

4

Harold Seckinger

9843 W Marva Ct  Homosassa FL 34448 (352) 628-6874 HSECKINGER1@{ampabay.rr.com



4/1/2008 2:56 PM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2008 2:56 PM
To: Ruth Nettles; Kimberley Pena
Subject: 080148

DISTRIBUTION:

Pleas add to docket file.

————— Original Message-----

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2008 9:02 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for docket 080148

————— Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2008 8:51 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: FW: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contacte@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Saturday, March 29, 2008 3:52 PM

To: Webmaster

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Maria & John Semancik
Company :

Primary Phone: 727-871-2262
Secondary Phone:

Email: jsemanciketampabay.rr.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? No

Comments :

I am a concern resident of Port Richey. There is a proposal to install Huge Electric
Transmission Towers through our neighborhood by Progress Energy. This is something that I
am against for several reasons. This cause our property values in our neighborhood to
decrease and they also need our property to be able to install these towers. Being how
the market value is at an all time low, we will most likely be getting less than we paid
for our property. If you can help we would greatly appreciate it. This is an elderly
neighborhood and we have a great deal to loose.
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0% Y48
rclarizia
-
. Mr. Rgnald C. Clarizia
From: "rclarizia” <rclarizia@comcast.net> 24 Buss River Rd.
To: <energyplanning@pgnmail.com> DS M Mol
Sent: Sunday, March 23, 2008 3:32 PM

Subject: Transmission lines

Dear Gail,
I have just received you letter of February 22, 2008 as we were out of the country.

In regardes to the proposed transmission lines, | am totaly against any overhead
transmission lines. All further electrical lines shoul be installed underground and

follow either existing overhed power lines or othe routes.
We will not be able to attend any of the public meeting, however we would like you

to record our vote as no more overhead power lines.
Ronald Clarizia 24 Zys5 Kiver 20 Bty wH &7 o/)

Re: Parcel No.R32 323 17 5100 0621 0450

cc: Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Bivd.
Tallahassee, Fl 32399-0850

[MWGD
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FPSC, CLK - CORRESPONDENCE XY
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DOCUMENT NO. J
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Kimberiey Pena

T T J-‘{iﬁiﬁfﬁ? MY SEREE ©
From: Katherine Fleming ny ON( ENCE g
- ‘ A 2 Consumer
:  Th , March 20, 2008 4:36 PM ;
Sent ursday, March 20, 2008 4:36 Jre 0 (G _IZ'd?/
To: ‘bberger’ irvoren =
Cc: Robert Graves; Kimberley Pena; Tom Ballinger; 'ann.seiler@dep.state.fi.ug’ Pyl |

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Documments needed

Ms. Berger,

Your email has been forwarded to me for a response. It is my understanding that the Clerk's
office has provided the information with respect to your first request. Regarding your requests
identified as no. 2 and 3 below, these are matters over which the Department of Environmental
Protection (DEP)} has jurisdiction. We have forwarded your email to Ann Seiler at DEP, who can be
reached at the following: ann.seiler@dep.state.fl.us

Your remaining comments and concerns will be placed in the docket file where they will be
available for review by the Commissioners and staff.

If I can be of any further assistance, please contact me.

Katherine E. Fleming, Senior Attorney
Office of the General Counsel

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Cak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399

Phone {850} 413-6199

Fax (850) 413-6219

From: Kimberley Pena

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2008 2:15 PM

To: 'bberger’

Cc: Katherine Fleming; Robert Graves

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Documments needed

Ms. Berger, please find attached document number 01792-08 filed in docket 080148 per your request under the number
one histing. I'm also forwarding your email to our staff for responses to listings nos. 2 through 5.

Please feel free to contact me 1f you have any questions or have problems with the attachment,

Kimbertey M. Pefia

Chief Deputy Commission Clerk
Office of Commission Clerk
Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FI. 32399-0850

(850) 413-6770

From: bberger [mailto:bberger@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 4:53 PM

3/21/2008
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To: Records Clerk
Subject: Progress Energy Documments needed

Hi - Document #080148 -
Progress Energy permit request to build two nuclear units, Levy County Florida/
1.Please send me their request for permit so I know what to protest speciifically.

2.Please send me Flonda law allowing them to take 250 feet width for transmission lines. Also, they say they can go out
of this easement width and cut any trees that will be 12 feet high at maturity. They will do this through Eminent Domain
if they are refused permission.

3.What voltage do they say the transmission lines will be. Is there electomagnetic emissions that may harm nearby
residents, or has that question not been ruled out.
Concerns listed below:

4. My complaints already are destruction of our historic town of Inglis with several transmission lines running through
it, south - east- and west of the town. They are 3 miles north of us. Their traffic impact are 3000 workers, added to a
planned rock mine putting 2000 rock trucks a day on the same road, (Highway #19) ,80% going south.

5. T object to their water piping from the Barge Canal, several miles through our area. they could bring cooling water
from the Gulf on the west and not go through our area.
Thank you. Betty Berger bberger@bellsouth.net

3/21/2008
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From: Governor Charlie Crist [Charlie.Crist@eog.myflorida.c ;;SCT“X;‘;;"“"“,ﬂ“'ﬁ-:w-um."mmmm
Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 9:35 AM EEA - Ui - CORRESPONDENCE |
To: Ron | el e Pyt TO Foncr ,,
Subject: RE: Rate increase...for Progress Energy ...is outrageogdx X ieimm v vy 6 Iy ,omunc;f

; Ty, ey . B —[-QIZ_‘:-_Q%

E:;.u;e-: S SRS FeE ;
Dear Mr. McCarthy: T e s s L S vnrm L

Thank you for contacting Governor Charlie Crist. The Governor appreciates your concerns
regarding Progress Energy and asked me to respond on his behalf.

As you may know, the agency that regulates public utilities is the Public Service
Commission (P8C)}, which is an arm of the legislative branch of government and therefore,
not under the administrative authority of the Governor's office. I am forwarding a copy
of your email to them for review and response. If you have questions, please call the
public Service Commission at 1-800-342-3552, or use the contact information provided
below:

Florida Public Service Commissgion
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0850
(850) 413-6100

Thank you again for contacting the Governor's coffice. For information about the
Governor's initiatives and to subscribe to his weekly "Notes from the Capitel" newsletter,
please visit our Web site at www.flgov.com.

Sincerely,

Julie A. Jordan

Office of Citizen Services

----- Original Message-----

From: Ron [mailto:bhaktarcn@isp.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 5:43 PM

To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: Rate increase...for Progress Energy ...is outrageous.

Dear Governor Crist:

I understand that Progress Energy plans to charge about $9 additional each month on my
bill, {(and others' bills also) to help pay for the new nuclear power plant they are going
to build here in Levy County. That is a big increase, especially for low income seniors
like myself.

Gas is increasing and food has increased a lot..now with the gas going higher, the food
will increase more.

Top this off with that outrageous increase of $9 a month by Progress Energy..Wow!
Please...Help!! Do not let them do that to us!! Please.

Thank you very much.

Ronald McCarthy
Morriston, Florida
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From: Governor Charlie Crist [Charlie.Crist@eog.myflorida.cqm] e

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2008 8:48 AM PEC, OLE - {ORRFSPONDENCE |

To: Rohn Burgess s misreive I ptss Pokfonsa ;

Subject: RE: Progress Energy Nuclear Power Fagility.... J s L onsumer
[3

Dear Mr. Burgerss:

Thank you for contacting Governor Charlie Crist. The Governor appreciates your concerns
regarding Progress Energy and asked me to respond on his behalf.

As you may know, the agency that regulates public utilities is the Public Service
Commission (PSC), which is an arm of the legislative branch of government and therefore,
not under the administrative authority of the Governor's office. I am forwarding a copy
of your email to them for review and response. If you have questions, please call the
Public Service Cowmission at 1-800-342-3552, or use the contact information provided
below:

Florida Public Service Commission
2540 Shumard Qak Boulevard
Tallahassee, Florida 3239%-0850
{(850) 413-6100

Thank you again for contacting the Governor's office. For information about the
Covernor's initiatives and to subscribe to his weekly "Notes from the Capitol" newsletter,
please visit our Web site at www.flgov.com.

Sincerely,

Julie A. Jordan

Office of Citizen Services

««««« Original Message-----

From: Rohn Burgess [mailto:RBurgessl4@tampabay.rr.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2008 1:44 PM

To: Governor Charlie Crist

Subject: Progress Energy Nuclear Power Facility....

Dear Governor Crist,

I read in the St. Petersburg Times that Progress Energy wants to build two nuclear plants
in Florida, which I applaud. We learned last year that the Public Service Commission
approved a plan, that rate payers will pay a portion of the facilities costs in advance of
it being built. Because of the great cost and the risk of such a venture and the fact it
will save the use of oil and gas, I can accept such a move. As long as we the customers
who are paying for such facilities in advance of construction receive a better rate in our
cost, than those who Progress Energy will sell future electricity to out of the State of
Florida.

The problem that I see. Progress Energy has built up the cost of the new nuclear
facilities to three times the original cost a year ago. They were approved for a program,
but are now expanding it out of sight. 1 can see some increase in the cost of steel and
concrete, but three times, it appears they found a great sugar daddy in the rate payers
and are adding everything they can get in the costs.

Part of the cost is they have added in over $3 billion in transmission line property
acquisition and construction of such lines, which will cover all their future needs for
the next hundred years and more. Are we to pay for their property purchases and
everyother cost they can add te the nuclear facilities cost the rate payers are to pay in
advance? This portion is not the nuclear power facilities.

I believe the agreement with the PSC was for the nuclear facility, not every other expense
they would add. If they were building a natural gas facility with additional transmission

1



lines needed, they would be responsible for all those costs with no advance costs from the
rat?!p§y9rs.

Please review these actions and take the necessary steps to protect rate payers from the
greedy actions of Progress Energy.

Thank you for your time in this matter.

Sincerely,
Ronald Burgess
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent:  Tuesday, March 18, 2008 2:52 PM
To: Ruth Nettles; Kimberley Pena

{ FPSC, CLE -LQ:{RESPO\E ENCE |
i f:.i-ye {}iharies 7) Consusner i

;

o

ol 1

CUst o(ﬁg,a_.pf

Subject: FW: Progress Energy

docket #080148

From: Consumer Contact

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 1:44 PM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Progress Energy

To CLK

From: Marie [mailto:Steve. MarieW@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 10:41 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Progress Energy

Public Service Commission Board

| live in Oakstead community which is governed by CDD and HOA and is a gated community.

We are hearing that there is a possibility that Progress Energy Florida identified potential corridors
for their transmission lines which is either in Oakstead, near Qakstead or around Oakstead and
residents are up in arms over this. Residents in different subdivisions have received letters which
have identified several potential corridors and would like to hear from us. At least one of the
proposed corridor could impact our property. The corridor may affect our property even if we are a
customer of another utility company.

This is a very serious issue which we believe could have a serious impact on our community if this
proposal is approved and they put these lines near or around our community. It has been a difficult
problem trying to sell my home which we have already lowered our price which is terrible. Our home
is paid for and we wanted to move on and try to move into a 55+ community or move back home to
Virginia. But the problem is we are having trouble selling our home. Market is horrible at this point
and we have foreclosures in our community which makes us sick and now the possibility of
transmission lines could really hurt us.

We moved from a community that had these transmission lines because they were such an eyesore.
Progress Energy is in business to make money and coming up with how great this could be is really
hard for us to swallow. Of course when you attend their meeting it is all representatives from
Progress Energy and trying to convince everyone nothing is set in stone and this will be great for
everyone etc. But | can remember what you heard when a lightning struck one of these transmission
‘lines. Sounded like a bomb going off and you would see some dead birds around from the heat of
these wires. | can also remember when | did my walking and running and had my head phones on
you can hear a humming and sometimes static. So as far as | am concerned this seems that these
high intensity wires throw so much electronic magnetic field disturbances and | am also wondering
about the health issues with this. No one is telling us anything about this. You can see scientist are
still scratching their heads and trying to figure out if this can cause many different types of diseases
especially leukemia in young children. It took years and years to finally figure out that 2nd hand

3/18/2008
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smoking was hazardous to your health, so many lead toys etc are dangerous, many SUV's have
been recalled because of serious problems after their were accidents especially with faulty tires etc.
We can go on and on and find out we are not safe from pretty much many things including medicine
and so many things that are made in China. So for me this is hard to believe that we will not have
some kind of effect from having these transmission lines around. And it could also mean a big effect
with bringing property and our homes down in prices. So | would like to know what is your input on
this subject and the residents of oakstead are wiiling to do everything we can to stop this. Again we
do not have a confirmation but we had to fill out forms and they must be delivered to Progress
Energy by June 8th.

| am wondering if they are really going to take the time to read our concerns about this.

| would like to know who we can also contact about this issue. | have emailed the Governor but have
not heard from him yet. | know there are so many representatives that are probably for this but my
question is will it be over their homes?7???

Thanking you for your time
Marie White

DRB committee
Code Enforcement committee

3/18/2008
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Ruth Netties

EPSC. CLE - CORRESPONDENCE

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 10:28 AM
To: Kimberley Pena; Ruth Nettles
Subject: FW: Please advise.

T} Adininisirtive i Pa:;t?.asﬂ Consumner
DOCURMERT NO. g /4108

DISTRIBUTION:

Attachments: No Coal, No Gas, No Nukes....Go Solar; Fwd: Industry data proves new plants are not needed; Fwa:
[saveitnowglades]} More than $35B of industrial projects planned for Fior...

Add to docket file 080148

From: Angie Cathoun

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 9:11 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: Please advise.

To CLK.

Angie

3/18/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: Diamondte|Deb@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2008 12:12 AM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: Fwd: [saveitnowglades] More than $35B of industrial projects planned for Flor...

Attachments: [saveitnowglades] More than $35B of industrial projects planned for Florida

Have you seen this, PSC? We need answers, please. | have 400 signatures requesting "No Coal, No Nukes, Go
Sclar....BEFORE you ask rate payers to subsidize their own demise with outrageously hazardous and expensive power plant
projects. By the way, these will not be necessary with global warming since soc much of Florida wiil be under water.

I am sorry to be sarcastic. It is not nice. Unfortunately, it is true. You have the power to say "NO" to these proposed projects
which would cost the rate payers billions before ever providing an ounce of energy. Please do so.

Sincerely, Deb Arnason - ¢ 386-288-4454
Clean Air, Clean Water, Clean Government
12 Dill $t, Alva, FL 33920 home phone 239-728-3147

It's Tax Time! Get tips, forms and advice on AQOL Money & Finance.

3/18/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: DiamondtelDeb@aol.com
Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 9:40 PM
To: aloder@sptimes.com

Cc: marshmaid@hughes.net; nirs@main.nc.us; fjacobs50@comecast.net; DiamondtelDeb@aol.com; Consumer Contact:
aronberg.dave.web@fisenate.gov; jim@ncwarn.org; bethhenry@ecarolina.rr.com; susantompkins@carolina.rr.com;
Liz@climateaction.net

Subject: No Coal, No Gas, No Nukes....Go Solar

This is very frustrating for those of us who KNOW the choice is NOT hetween coal, gas or nuclear (another fossil fuel as
uranium is mined, transported and in finite supply).

It is not true that nuclear is pollution-free. Neither is it true that it is safe. Or that it will "only" cost $3-6-12 billion. It is not true
that it is "necessary” except to the profits of the energy, construction, mining, transport corporate lobbyists and their politicians
on the take. And it would not be necessary for them if they could just get over their greed and get honest. Their organizations,
employees, executives could prosper {maybe not make a "killing") from a new triple bottom line that takes into account people,
planet as well as profit. They could rebuild the mountaintops removed from mining, buiid infrastructure that considers the health
of the land and animals, build solar energy plants and other "green" commercial and residential buildings, passenger rails to cut
back further on emissions from cars, the list is endless once they find {or are forced to find) the courage to make the needed
changes. This has got to stop. And, it will. Remember the old commercial, "It's not nice to fool Mother Nature!"? The only
question is how bad will it be before we wake up?

The REAL costs of nuclear cannot be calculated by the same formulas because no one knows what to do with the waste which
remains unbelievably radicactive for thousands of years. The cost of storage or transport would be outrageous. The amounts
of water evaporated for nuclear in a time of drought are unthinkable. And, nuclear plants would need expensive protection as
they form a target for terrorists, hurricanes, or human error which could easily generate a meltdown 10X Hiroshima. All this just
to create steam! A few web sites to check out are www.ieer.org/carbon-free/nuclear-free, www.nirs.org, www.newarn.org,

www .energyjustice.net, www.foe.org and a host of others.

Why aren’t we doing what oil-rich Abu Dahabi and cloudy Germany are, using the latest in solar concentrators? There is also
wind, geothermal, green building and wave to name a few of the safe, affordable, renewable and sensible solutions that can be
distributed within the existing grids. www.RenewabteEnergyWorld.com is a trade organization with great alternatives, lacking
only the political will that has been hijacked by fossil fools. www.solar-nation.com is another site that comes to mind without
looking.

If you would like any more information from me, | have lots. It is my real hope and prayer that more reporters will have less of a
hidden agenda hased on their advertisers as we begin to realize the true costs of fossil fuels to our lives and that of our planet.

Lave, Deb Arnason - ¢ 386-288-4454

Clean Air, Clean Water, Clean Government

12 Dill St, Alva, FL 33920 for the winter 239-728-3147

360 Webb Rd, Wadesboro, NC 28170 704-851-3925 H

{Lee County Florida snowbird and NC Canary-in-the-Coal-Mine)

It's Tax Time! Get tips, forms and advice on AOL Money & Finance,

3/18/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: DiamondtelDeb@aol.com

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 10:57 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Cc: Bev DeMello

Subject: Fwd: Industry data proves new plants are not needed

Attachments: Industry data proves new plants are not needed

This applies in Florida as well - Please read and consider carefully before approving ANY new nuclear, gas or other fossil fuel
power plants.,

Love, Deb Arnason - ¢ 386-2838-4454

Clean Air, Clean Water, Clean Government

12 Dill St, Alva, FL 33920 phone 239-728-3147

{Lee County Florida snowbird and NC Canary-in-the-Coal-Mine)

It's Tax Time! Get tips, forms and advice on AQL Money & Finance.

3/18/2008
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Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 1:53 PM

To: Kimberley Pena; Ruth Nettles

Cc: Angie Calhoun

Subject: FW: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 12678 .
FpSC, CLK. - u‘*riRpSPm‘mENCE%

f nSwHeT
Please add to docket #080148 [} Adiminisieed ]} Parties ‘-‘-‘:6 E ,1
_ '}ﬁ(“ %ﬂ?‘fh v 1\{,}

————— Criginal Message----- §i

From: Consumer Contact 17 iglp,M\ FULEN - ;m;:;:;;:j

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2008 10:28 AM - —

To: Ruth McHargue
Subject: FW: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 12678

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contacte@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Sunday, March 16, 2008 3:59 PM

To: Consumer Contact

Subject: E-Form Other Complaint TRACKING NUMBER: 12678

Complaint filed with PSC
CUSTOMER INFORMATION

Name: Debbie Chaves

Telephone: 727-372-3576

Email:

Address: 7910 Royal Hart Dr. New Port Richey FL 34653

BUSINESS INFORMATION

Buginess Account Name: Debbie Chaves
Account Number:
Address: 7910 Royal Hart Dr. New Port Richey Florida FL 34653

COMPLAINT INFORMATION

Complaint: Other Complaint against Progress Energy Florida, Inc.

Details:

Our home is located in an area that may be affected by Progress Energy's transmigsion
project. After attending the informational meeting last week at Spartan Manor in New Port
Richey, I am grately disturbed at the possiblities of having more lines and poles in my
backyard, needless to say if they need our property, we will be forced to sell! What is
wrong with going up along the Suncoast Pkwy. where not as many residents will be affected
or even charging everyone 2 cents more per kilowatt of use and go underground, Property
values are going down, because of the foreclesures, If we get more humongous poles and
more wires in our backyard my property value will suffer even more, needless to say if we
ever want to sell, who will want to buy when it locks like the power plant in your
backyard! What else will this state pull on the poor middle class, hard working people
that pay your wages. This SUCKS (1!



3/13/2008 11:25 AM
Office of Commission Clerk Official Filing

Ruth Nettles

From: Ruth McHargue
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2008 11:22 AM
To: Ruth Nettles; Kimberley Pena

Subject: FW: My contact C ONSM
. TMER

Please add to docket file.

————— Original Message-----

From: Consumexr Contact

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2008 9:18 AM
To: Ruth McHargue

Subject: FW: My contact

To CLK for docket 080148

----- Original Message-----

From: Webmaster

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2008 9:11 AM
To: Consumer Contact

Subject: RE: My contact

————— Original Message-----

From: contact@psc.state.fl.us [mailto:contacte@psc.state.fl.us]
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2008 5:46 PM

To: Webmaster

Cc: bhaktaron@isp.com

Subject: My contact

Contact from a Web user

Contact Information:

Name: Ronald McCarthy
Company :

Primary Phone: 352-528-1235
Secondary Phone:

Email: bhaktaron@isp.com

Response requested? No
CC Sent? Yes

Comments :
I understand that Progress Energy plans to charge about $9 additional each month on my

bill, (and others' bills also) to help pay for the new nuclear power plant they are going
to build here in Levy County. That is a big increase, especially for low income seniors

like myself.
Gas 1is increasing and food has increased a lot..now with the gas going higher, the food

will increase more.
Top this off with that outrageous increase of $9 a month by Progress Energy..Wow!

Please.. .Help!! Do not let them do that to us!! Please.
Thank you very much.
Ronald McCarthy

DOCUME T NLMED N CATE

. 01912 HARILS

FPSC-COMMISSION CLERK





