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St r i g h t , Lisa [Lisa. S trig h t@ pg n ma i I. co m] 
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Burnett, John; John-Butler@fpl.com; Jim Beasley 

Joint Petition for Deviation of CCA Pole Inspections - To be docketed 

This electronic filing is made by: 

John T. Burnett 
P.O. Box 14042 
St. Petersburg, FL 33733 

john. burnett@pgnmail.com 
(727) 820-51 84 

To Be Docketed 

On behalf of Progress Energy Florida, Florida 
Power & Light and Tampa Electric Company 

Consisting of 7 pages. 

Please find attached the Joint Petition for Deviation 
Of CCA Pole Inspections Pursuant to Order No. PSC- 
06-0 I 44-PAA-E I. 

<<Document.pdf>> 

Lisa Stright 
Regulatory Analyst - Legal Dept. 
Progress Energy 
106 E. College Ave., Suite 800 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(850) 521-1425 direct line 

Email: lisa.stright@pgnmail.com 
VN 230-5095 

411 612008 



I11 ~ o :  Jvirit Peliliuii [or deciuliori uI‘CC.4 Dockel No.. 
Pulc Inspections pursuant to Ordcr N o .  
I’SC-U(j-O144-1’AA-El, by Progrcss h t e  Filed: Aprii 15, 200X 
Encrgy Flonda, inc., Florida Power & 
J ight rompnnv nnd Tampa Electric 
roll1 pany. 

I‘or the rcasoiw stated herein, Joint Petitioners, Progress [Snergy I~lorida, Inc. 

(“l’kh”), Floncia l’owcr SZ Light Company (“k 1’1,’’) and I‘ampa klectnc Company 

(“TECO”) hcrcby file this rcqucsl for nuthonty to dcviatc from thc rcquircments of 

OrJcr No. YSC-06-0 144-PAA-El rcgurding UC‘A wood pole inspections. In support of 

this petition, the Joint Pctitioncrs slate thc following: 

1 .  PEF, FPI, niid TECO arc investor-owned utilities subject to the jurisdiction 

of tlie Cu~ri~riissiuii uriJeI Chuylor 366, Flvridu SWuks. PEF’s gencrul offices urc 

located at 299 First Avcnue North, St. I’ctershurg, 1:lnricla 77701. FPI,’s general otticcx 

arc located a t  700 LJni versc R c H J ~ ~ w I - ~ ,  J m o  Reach, Florida 33408. TECO’s gcnciol 

u f h x s  are located at 702 North Frariklin Slrocl, Turnpu, Fluridu 33602. 

2. All noticcs, pleadings and other communications required to he serveti on Joint 

Petitioiiers should be directed to: 

For exprcrs delivencs hy pnvntc cniiricr, the addresses n i x  2s stated in paragraph 1 c r,- j k , ‘  L. M . !  :# !i \ 



Ir-orIi uric ul-thc pule inspcution rcquircmcnls for chroniatcd coppcr arscnatc (“C‘CA”) polcs 

as set forth 117 Order N o .  l ’S(XM)l44-PAA-rl l .  

4. I n  Ordoi No. PSC-06-0 144-PAA-EI, page 9, the Currirrlisrioii vrdcrcd irivcslor- 

owncd utilities (“IOUs”) to inspcct all of their wooden polcs. including CCA poles, on an 

eight year cycle: 

No. l’SC‘-06-0144-i’AA-E1, thc C:otnmission found that some of the 101  Is’ ~ v o o t l  pole 

inspection plans contained ccrtain dcviatioiis from the I-ecoiiiiiiended excavation pnwss 

tu pcrhnn no cxcuvutjun in its inspcctions of CC‘A polcs that arc undcr 15 ycars old. 

.5 In Order No. PSC-07-0078-PAA-GL1, pages 5 niid 6, theCoi1mission reviewed 



as part orits wood pulc inspccticrn proccus. 

6 Rnscd on recent dnt:t, PFF, FPT, and TF,CO arc sccking similar npprov;ll hythr:  

than 16 ycars ofagc (i.c., up to arid including 15 ycarsofagc). I'hc data shows that. as was 

thc cnsc w i t h  Gult; tlicrc is a signiticantly fowcr rcicction ratc for (ICA polcs that arc lcss 

tlian 1 h years crtnge, cninparerl to the rejection rntcc for older CY'A pnlcs. Accordingly, 

the pole inspection programs yct contributcs substantially to the costs of those programs. 

Therefore, the Joint Petitioners prupose to discontin~ie excavation nnd so~ind and bore 

inspections un all CCA pules undcr the ugc ul' 16.' Visuul inspeclions u r d  uvcrloud 

iinalyses will still be performed on alt (:(:A poles regardless ofage. 13y visually inspecting 

and aiialy.iiig tlie load on all CCA poles, aq well as perfbiining the required excavation and 

still maintain a high standard for CCA poles in thcir rcspcctivc scrvicc tcrritorics. I'hc 

following exhibits to thiq pctition support thc Joint Petitioner<' reqiicst: 

1 PCF's data could bc interprcted to supporr discontinuing excavittinii for poles under the age of 2 1. 
Ilowever, PC1' has decided consenattvety to seek authority to discnnttnuz escavation odp for poles that 
31 t: unilei the age nf 16. 



tu1 PEF. FPL uicl TECO's CC.4 pules undcr 16 yctus of agc, whercas thc rcjcction ratc 

increases significantly for nl,ler poles. 

ordcr granting this pctition nrirl authori~ing PIT,  PPI, and TTXO each to excturte excavation 

Respectti11 l y submitted, 

nior Amniney 7 asdociate General C;ounsel 
Piop,iws Ewrgy Service Ci)rrip:wy, 1,JL' 
Pust Oflicc Bux 14042 
St. Petersburg, FL 33733-4042 
Telephone: (727) 820-5 1 81 
~ ; l ~ : V l l T l l ~ t ~ ~  ( / > ! ' I )  x%o-?5 I!) 

Attomcy for Progcsu Encrgy Florida, Inc. 

Florida Power 1;! Light Company 
700 Univcrsc Boulevard 
Juno Beach, FL 33408 
Telrpliurie. 1.56 1) 304-5639 
Facsimile: (561) 691-7135 

Attomey for Florida Power I!?C Light Co. 

LAX L. Willis, Esq. 
James D. Bessley, Esq. 
Ausley Sr. McMuIlen 
Yoat ( j f f i ce  Hnx 19 1 
'l'ullahasscc, YL 32302 
Telephone: [ SSO} 224-91 I5 
Far:JItiile (8SO) 222 7952 

Rltuneys for 1 uriipu Elcctric Company 



Progress hergy 

6 - 10 ycilrs 
1 1  - 15 ycars 
16 20years 
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PROGRESS ENERGY F1,ORlDA 
Clhroniated Copper Arsenate ( C C h )  Pole lnspectionr 

PEF annually conducts wood pole insyectioiis as uulliirud aril1 apyivvei1 by tlie FPSC i r r  
PEF's Wood Pole Inspection Plan. As stated in our plan, each wood pole inspection 
iiicludes il visual, S U U I ~  arid bore uicl excavaliuri pruccss rcgdrdlcss or the uge UT lypc uf  
WOOCI pule. I n  2007, Osr~iosr gatlieled irispecliuir results arid d a h  Trim appruxirriulely 
52.000 C'CA ptdw loculcd throughout PEF's scrvicc territory. 

The hble below contains P H ' s  220'7 L'CA pole inspcction rcsults. Analyzing the data 
provided by Osmosc, i t  can bc sccn IhBl the rojcct rntc of CC'A polcs incrcascs with agc. 

Based 011 this data, PEF bclicves thc. wund arid bore excavdtiurl ir~specliur~s applied tu 
CCA poles yuiingtx llirtn 16 y t w s  or  aye is unnecessary. PEF will continue lo conduct 
visual iiispcctivris arid luud calcululiuns un ull CCA poles rcgurdlcss u f  uyc urid will 
cotitiiiiie tu use the s u u d  i r r d  bure Iechiiyue 011 unly CUA poles ovci lhc ug:e o C  16 
yeurs. By taking this aclion, PEF will continuc to maintain a vcry high standard 
t l r o u g h u l  ils tcmbry .  



April 2008 

16 - 20 years 
21 - 25 vears 

Florida Power & Light Company 
Chromated Copper Arsenate (CCA) Pols Inspections 

0,31% 
0,45% 

Consistent with FPL's approved pole inspection plan, each wood pole inspection 
includes a visual, sound and bore and excavation inspection regardless of age or type 
of wood pole. The pole inspection results and other data IS gathered by Osmose 
through its field inspections and includes results on approximately 11 0,000 CCA poles 
throughout FPL's service territory 

Overall, CCA poles have performed very well. On average, the failure rate for CCA 
polas was 0.35'Yo. Through data analysis, FPL has determined that age plays a large 
role in t h e  rejects rates found for CCA poles. As illustrated below, the reject rate of 
CCA poles increases with age. 

Age ofPole i Reject Rate 
0 - 5 years 0.06% 1 6-10vears 1 0.13% 

I 11 - 15vears 1 0,18% 

1 : a 2 5  vears 1 0,89% 

In order to minimize risk, but still realize annual inspection cost savings, FPL proposes 
to discontinue excavation and sound and bore inspections on all CCA poles under 16 
years of age. Visual inspections, as well as load calculations, will still be performed at 
all CCA poles, regardless of age. 

By continuing to visually inspect all CCA poles as well as perform an excavation and 
sound and bore inspection on all CCA poles over I 5  years of age, FPL will continue to 
maintain a very high standard in the field. 
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Tampa Electric Company 
Chromated Copper Arsenate Pole Inspections 

Thcre is ;I wide belief within the utility sectoi, pole mniiufclcturing iiidusti ies and tlieii 
respective ti d e  Jssvciativris that the lurigevity u f  Chrurriated Cupper Arsuridc ("CCA") 
polcs is much greater tl~an otlm wuodcil pole types. Tailipa Electi ic's past iuid curreril 
pruclice I I W  required u ruil pole iiispection, including visual, sound and borc and 
cxcavatiuii lor CCA pules. X review UT lhe rcsiills Crvrn Timmpu Elcclric's Groundliiic 
Irispcction Prvgrum for N U 7  concludcd CC'A polcs that arc youngcr than 16 ycars of agc 
l lud u fuilure rulc of lcss than 0.5 pcrcciit. Howcvcr. undcr tfic cuncnt Wood I'olc 
Gruur~dhric I I I S P C C ~ ~ O T ~  I-'rogrurn, I'innpu Llcctnc has uontinucd tu pcrlomi a hll 
inspcctioii, including cxcuvation of all CCA polcs, w1 th  thc inspection results being an 
inlcgrul part u l  thc iinnuui rcport filcd with thc Commission each year. 

I he table below cntitains Tampa I:lectnc'q ?.007 CC'A pole inspectinn resiilts. Diirins 
that time period, the company inspecred 22.596 PCA poles by vrwal, sound and hnt-e, 
anti excavation tcchniqiieq. A total nt' 109 poles thilccl o w r  tlir two-ycm- insptxtion 
period, which is lecs than a 0.5 percent failure ratc 

_- ______.__.~._____I - - 

2007 CCA Pole Inspection Results 

_... Poles .- Age - (years) CCA inspected Failures 
0 - 5  2,235 0 
6 - 1 0  3,982 7 
11 -15  4,666 9 
16 -20  4,500 23 
21 25 4,954 18 
:- 26 2,259 52 

Total 22,596 109 - 

____ Percent Failed - ._ _. - 

0 
0.18 
0.1 9 

0.51 
0.36 
2.30 
0.48 


